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ond, to expedite final decision of freight-rate controversies. 
Will it effect those two ends? 

To accomplish these two things certain provisions are made. 
First, the Commission is given the right to declare and order 
what a just and reasonable rate for the future shall be; second, 
a court is created which shall review, in certain instances, the 
finding of the Commission. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission was created in 1887. 
From 1887 until to-day the delay of appeals in courts from the 
Commission’s findings has amounted to a denial of justice. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission was deprived of its 
primal power in 1897 by a decision of the Supreme Court. 

Before 1897 the power of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion was not satisfactory, because of the law’s delay. It was, 
of course, less satisfactory when, added to the element of delay, 
the Supreme Court placed before the Commission the bar 
against declaring a reasonable rate for the future. 


This bill gives the Interstate Commerce Commission the power 
taken away from it—the power to declare and order what shall 


be a just and reasonable rate for the future. 

This bill creates a new court which shall hear cases coming 
from the Commission, and in addition to this measure of celerity 
directs the Supreme Court, in case of final appeal, to give prece- 
dence not only to hearings, but to the decisions in that appeal. 

NATURE OF THE GENERAL CONTROVERSY. 

The controversy which ensues upon the agitation of this ques- 
tion and its debate includes on the one hand: 

A rather bysterical fear that the path opened by this bill leads 
to centralization, paternalism, and finally State socialism. 


A resentment upon the part of the railroads against public 


interference with private business. 

An apprehension that competition will be cut away from the 
economy of the nation. 

A charge that those who favor rate legislation are demagog- 
ically responding to a false public sentiment. 

And it includes on the other hand: 

A knowledge upon the part of the individual that in service, 
charge, or practice he has been in the past or is now being dis- 
criminated against by the railroads without adequate legal rem- 
edy to the individual. 

A knowledge upon the part of localities that they are being 
discriminated against without adequate legal remedy to the 
locality. 

A knowledge that many of the railroads are evading existing 
law in giving rebates in one form or another. 

A popular belief that beneath some of the unjust practices of 
the great railroads lurk the advantages which prosper great 
industries of monopolistic tendencies. 

A belief that through concentration the railroads are over- 
coming competition and eliminating from the effects of competi- 
tion the advantage coming to the shipper, consumer, and 
producer. 

A belief equally as earnest that through the pressure of com- 
petition at larger markets the smaller market is made to pay 
more to make good the loss. 

THE CHARGE THAT IT IS RADICAL, 


The railroad opposition to this particular bill is based on five 
main objections. First, the claim that under section 1 of this 
act and section 18 of the original act a party not in interest can 
complain. Second, the claim that because of the interdepend- 
ence of rates, the change of one rate affecting others, the bill, in 
practice, would give general rate-making power to the Commis- 
sion. Third, that the extent of the hearing is within the dis- 
cretion of the Commission. Fourth, that the judicial review 
vouchsafed is only that which is enjoyed under the Constitu- 
tion anyway. Fifth, the claim that the bill is so drastic and 
unjust in theory and will prove so unjust to the railroads in 
practice that “the only thing more radical than this bill which 
could be enacted would be to provide for Government owner- 
ship of the railroads.” One gentleman has asserted here on the 
floor that “some of the propositions made here are the thin 
edge of the wedge which, when driven home, means Government 
ownership inside of ten years.” 

Within the half hour one gentleman here, a lawyer, I believe, 
has denounced this bill as inadequate and weak, and another 


gentleman, a lawyer, has denounced it as drastic and unconsti- 
tutional. 


THE COURT OF TRANSPORTATION. 


The difference between those of legal learning is chiefly in 
regard to the newly created court of transportation. What are 
the facts as they appear to a layman? To prescribe a tariff of 
rates and charges is a legislative function, to determine whether 
existing or prescribed rates are unreasonable is a judicial func- 
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tion. The Townsend bill gives the legislative function to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. It creates the court of 
transportation, which will have the judicial function of declar- 
ing a rate unreasonable. Will the court, exercising its judgment 
in the dim territory where a rate ceases to be reasonable and 
where rates begin to be confiscatory, become always a means of 
delay? This is something of the nature of the attack made here 
upon the provision for a court. I do not think any such develop 
ment will follow. As I said in the beginning, the Supreme Court 
will define this act, if it become law, and I do not believe there is 
any man here who can anticipate what the Supreme Court will 
do, as I am sure no man here eighteen years ago could anticipate 
that the original interstate-commerce act, a clear enactment re 
citing to the lay mind a clear method of remedying certain evils, 
would stand the lame and impotent law it does to-day through 
interpretation. 

But I do not think that the Townsend bill, if it is permitted, 
as it designs, to give power to the Commission in the single 
function of ordering a reasonable rate for the future, will result 
in the court of transportation absorbing the whole business of 
final decision. The new law will settle finally the bulk of the 
eases brought before the Commission. There will be, in these 
cases, no appeal. This fact alone will work wonders in causing 
the railroads to initiate remedies on their own motion and to 
avoid making radical changes. There will be many at first and 
at last only in a few exceptional instances, where great prin 
ciples are involved, appeals. ‘That appeal, when taken, under 
the provisions of this bill will be accompanied, doubtless, by a 


| restraining order, with bond for costs only, which restraining 


order will suspend the rate ordered in by the Commission. In 
this case, then, plainly the rate will not be, what the country so 
much desires, immediately operative. In such a case the rate 
can not be made immediately operative against the appeal of a 
railroad. The railroad, under the constitutional guaranty, has 
the right to appeaJ. This appeal, in such a case, would be the 
railroad’s, if this bill made no mention of it, as I understand it, 
This bill confines the appeal to a single court. 


RATE CONTROVERSY CONFINED TO SINGLE COURT. 


This court of transportation will be made up of men who in 
the course of time will become expert in the matter of freight- 
rate controversy, and as such, more competent to determine 
justly than courts which deal with the subject only occa- 
sionally. For I believe, and I think past experience will bear 
me out, that familiarity with freight-rate controversy makes for 
a measure of justice, which the regular courts, bulwarked men- 
tally in the methods of the past and not easily admitting the 
necessities which come with changed methods of the present 
and impend in the immediate future, do not often permit. If 
the general shipping complaint is founded in justice, it has 
nothing to fear from a court which knows thoroughly existing 
practices and conditions; it has much to fear and nothing much 
to expect from courts which do not know thoroughly existing 
practices and conditions. So thoroughly am I grounded in this 
belief, and in the justice of the general shipping complaint, that 
I believe the antagonistic attitude of the railroads toward the 
Interstate Commerce Commission is due in a large measure to 
the Commission’s thoroughness in acquainting itself with facts. 
And for that reason I believe that the concentration of rate 
controversies in a single informed court will accomplish results 
of a beneficial nature, perhaps beyond our expectations. Pro- 
vided always, of course, the Supreme Court does not, through 
interpretation, take away from the Commission the power we 
are here seeking to give it. 

At last the man is the court, and decisions borrow color from 
judges’ temperaments, which change as other men’s with time 
and custom, And in freight-rate controversy we are to expect 
more of a court of this decade than a court of the preceding 
one. 

TOWNSEND BILL BUT A BEGINNING. 

So the measure is to accomplish much good. It will not do 
all, in my opinion, that some of its champions think it will. It 
would do more if it restored to the fourth section of the original 
act the virility it was intended to give in 1887 and which the 
Supreme Court took away. 

Sut the bill is a beginning and I shall vote for it, as I believe 
virtually every man on both sides of this Chamber will. 
Men call the whole railroad problem vast. It is 
vast, but it is amorphous. Ready-made rules in general terms 
fit it but poorly. There are 212,000 miles of railroad in the 
United States, and the period of construction is not over by any 
means. The difficulties of management and control, which give 
rise to complaint, may come equally from too sharp a competi- 
tion or from the process of eliminating competition. The intri- 
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eacies of the problem inhere in the circumstance that the rail- 
road has worked an evolution in markets. 

From a multitude of isolated, independent markets, the rail- 
roads, like great nerve ganglia, have combined or are in process 
of combining the whole country into a single great market. 
For instance, in 1880 we had a population of 50,155,783, and 
the number of tons of freight carried 1 mile by railways was 
32,348,846,693, or 64 ton-miles per capita; in 1890, the ton- 
miles per capita reached 1,211; in 1900, 1,861 ton-miles, and in 
1962 the population was 78,576,436 (estimated), the number 
of tons of freight carried 1 mile by railways was 157,289,370,053, 
or 2.002 ton-miles per capita. In extension, in equipment, in 
operation, in improvement, in the economies of organization the 
American railway system stands resplendent as one of the 
chief achievements of all recorded time. 

WHY IS RELATION NOT HARMONIOUS? 

jut being so vast, so much a part of the commercial vitality 
of the nation, creating markets, extending markets, curtailing 
or expanding production, and participating in the fluctuation of 
price, there ‘has resulted not the natural harmonious relation 
with society which would be best, but the discordant one. Why? 

There is quite a sentiment among owners and managers of 
railroads in this country, Mr. Chairman, that the President by 
his recent recommendation created an agitation in favor of this 
legislation. I do not challenge the sincerity of those entertain- 
ing the sentiment, but I do believe that it is unfortunate that 
these men—and among them are some of the most capable of 
this world—should be unable to see more clearly into the origin 
of the difliculty which they are so fearful is to work hardship 
upon them. And if they would look, as they could look, much 
would be avoided in the future which otherwise can not be 
escaped. 

THE INDIVIDUAL AND THE JOINT STOCK COMPANY. 

In a word, then, President Roosevelt's recommendation is not 
the cause of this agitation. He was merely voicing a great pop- 
ular demand. I want to speak of that popular demand and 
some of its manifestations. The individual American, to begin 
with, is suspicious of any power which he believes ignores or in- 
fringes his individual power. So vigilant in this regard is 
he that, lacking means to cope with a remote power, he will 
busy himself to acquire the means. It is this intense individu- 
alism which has curiously created both the railroad magnate 
and his discriminative rate and the watchful voter and his de- 
mand for freight-rate legislation. 

It is this same individualism which resists and will always 
resist in the United States the “ class consciousness” which is a 
necessary condition precedent to socialism. Great railroad man- 
agements ought to recognize this suspicion of power in the in- 
dividual American as a matter of great moment, for this is at 
bottom the factor with which they must deal. Consider for a 
moment the relation of the individual, whether a shipper or not, 
and the joint-stock company, as represented in the railroad. 
The company is impersonal and remote and powerful. He who 
owns no railroad stock does not in his daily activities, and can 
not be made to, consider the stockholder as a person. The stock- 
holder is to the individual American, in most cases, an abstrac- 
tion; intimate study of the railroad question may in the end 
make the stockholder more. I believe it will. The manage- 
ment, while not as remote as the stockholder or as impersonal, 
is still far away and, as to person, confused. The directory is 
to the individual often unfortunately known as a body which, 
on occasion, will do collectively the thing each director would 
not, upon conscience, do individually, and the judicial dictum 
that a corporation is soulless in tenure is by many construed to 
imean that it is soulless in practice. I am describing a condi- 
tion. It is this sentiment, awakened to action in ways which I 
will later attempt to show, that has found its expression in 
party platforms and the creation of State railroad commissions. 

It is this sentiment which sadly refuses the full measure of 
spontaneous applause when the great and undeniable truth is 
asserted that it was individual courage, industry, and genius 
which forced the roads into the new and raw areas and made 
the way for their present high civilization; it is this sentiment 
which pleads land grant and bond bonus. Tt is a feeling that is 
inherent, innate. I may have analyzed it poorly, but it is there, 
and it can not be dealt with as socialistic, for it is not. 
RECOMMENDATION OF PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT. 


This sentiment, if at times quiescent, can be aroused quickly. 
And it is aroused through the clangor of marts, shippers, and 
merchants. The city which is ambitious either to gain eminence 
or to retain it will resist unjust discrimination, as the shipper and 
merchant will protest against an unfair charge or practice. ‘The 
punitive power of the railroads may suppress the resistance 
and the protest for a period, but commerce, with all its cau- 
tion, has its moments of desperation, The measurable cessation 
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of the practice of giving rebates increased the complaint, 
brought on the storm of protest—strong, mark it—from the indi- 
vidual who is not a shipper and not a merchant as well as from 
shipper and merchant. It was this sentiment which President 
Roosevelt reached but in no sense created when he wrote that 
which has been quoted many times here yesterday and to-day: 

While I am of the opinion that at present it would be undesirable, if 
it were not impracticable, finally to clothe the Commission with general 
authority to fix railroad rates, I do believe that, as a fair security to 
shippers, the Commission should be vested with the power, where a 
given rate has been challenged and after full hearing found to be 
unreasonable, to decide, subject to judicial review, what shall be a 
reasonable rate to take its place; the ruling of the Commission to take 
effect immediately, and to obtain unless and until it is reversed by the 
court of review. 

THE PRACTICZ THAT RANKLES. 

The sentiment which it is of so great moment that railroad 
management should no longer underestimate has as no part of 
it, when it is influential, envy of the rich. Property holding in 
large part itself, it has no attack on property right. Ambitious 
and prosperous, it has never permitted itself to describe a line 
as the limit of any man’s material achievement. But holding 
the principle of equality of opportunity inviolate, it demands 
that the powerful shall obey not only the law as it stands upon 
the statute, but the eternal laws of justice not written there. 
Railroad management has much sympathy in places it would 
not expect it. The public knows how railroads have been sub- 
jected to the bullying tactics of great combinations and great 
markets; knows the rapacity of the dominant railroad in its 
dealings with the less powerful line; knows of the necessities of 
pay roll, road bed, equipment, the exactions of a shipping and 
traveling public; but the people ask that as between the alter- 
native of temptation or obedience to the law, of traffic, of bully- 
ing monopoly or obedience to the law, of threatening market 
or obedience to the law, the people ask the railroad to choose 
obedience to the law. For the practice which rankles is the 
discrimination that is unjust, the toll that is unfair. 


THE LONG AND SHORT HAUL. 


The Townsend bill, and this is my chief objection to it, does 
not go far enough in its aid to intermediate points. The loss by 
reason of a low rate which a competitive point, a large market, 
is able to dictate is often made up by a higher rate to an interme- 
diate point. The greater charge is made for the shorter than the 
longer haul. Under the first section, as I have said, the Com- 
mission might have the power to correct this, but to any appre- 
ciable degree in practice I doubt it. As the first section of the 
original law was nullified, so the Supreme Court wiped out the 
fourth. 

I have spoken hitherto of the necessity of restoring to the 
fourth section of the original act the virility which it once 
enjoyed. 

My home city of Wichita has had many cases before the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. Among them was that of 
the Mayor of Wichita and City Council v. The Chicago, Rock 
Island and Pacific, the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad 
Company, the Missouri Pacific, the St. Louis and San Francisco 
Railroad Company, in which lumber rates were complained of. 


UNJUST DISCRIMINATION IN KANSAS, 


In its decision made October 24, 1903, the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission said in part: 


The claim of the complainant will be best understood by a statement 
of the rates themselves with the distances from certain illustrative 
points in the territory in question. ‘Three general districts are in- 
volved, which may be known as the Arkansas, Texas, and Louisiana 
districts, respectively. Complainant names Camden as illustrative of 
Arkansas, Trinity of Texas, and Plaquemine of Louisiana points, and 
the defendsnts have made no question that these localities have been 
fairly selected. ‘The rates from all this territory are the same to the 
cities named by the complainant, and are as follows: 


Cents. 

To anes CO nga ccieenetitodin enticing ae 

Te Cente. Westie tktnteteninielaneeinee a 

Te TAC, Te cree sen cnetien th ning eianinshecntaetieiedadimes ein eaal 24 

To TORO ccc eccn einen netatncea ante 26 

Te WMIGN . ceisicictciccesnin css tense natin aiaibinbenntaichiae 283 

The distances from the illustrative points are: 

From Camden to— Miles. 
eR ee CIC nn cee wtitnahaeninten etstnnaeemnian eile paiatianinapitin lias 642 
GOURR etic antiscndision dna anni meal 847 
TBO OED, | cencreetessecintececpsttttcieissial alliathiin ee pinhantacalinaea inate 849 
TOCIER avers ere reteset renee eh anne aaa crane anes ete 637 
TO a ses eens eg eens neinisn aoa aienas tedanda tediaaaneaaaongs ob 607 

From Trinity to— 

Kansas City nn ceciicemsain cites ania ae menbemecenns 668 
CRO R ance rn sess ticeeninncswegereteninsinnn siinainenanenttinnn eine 873 
DGROR © once ceeetienndiedetenndethisn acini acim nsinheian 875 
ToOpeRR 22 ee ete een nna nena ens ee 682 
Wiehite 2.2. neces ase emetinms emanate 63 
From Plaquemine to— 
Kansas City... . 2.02 i ene 801 
COD "oie ni oss cnet sini ita ts 1, 006 
LARCORE  cncwnnomudinch een 1, 008 
EIA, eiclsinsnnindndyneoute amis tein las shill wh cha tcaagipiceaiceaioalatielaialaainiem 868 
WichltR accncccicnnnsuates stiiussihe shaban ttaidesiias daduteahaaaiteabaianiagda 812 
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It will be seen upon examination that the distances from Louisiana 
oints to Wichita and Kansas City are approximately the same, while 
rom Arkansas and Texas points it is somewhat farther to Kansas City 

than to Wichita. ‘Topeka is, in all cases, more distant than Wichita, 
and Omaha and Lincoln are over 200 miles farther from the points 
of origin than Kansas City. Nevertheless the rate to Wichita exceeds 
that to Kansas City and Omaha by 534, to Lincoln by 43, and to 
Topeka by 24 cents. The complainant insists that these -rates to 
Wichita are in violation of the act to regulate commerce—first, in 
that the rates are unreasonable under the first section; second, in 
that all the defendants grant to Kansas City and the other points 
named an undue preference under the third section; third, in that the 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe and the Chicago, Rock Island and Pa- 
cifie companies violate the fourth section in that they transport this 
traffic through Wichita to a more distant point for a less compensation 
than is charged Wichita. 


COMMISSION WAS WITHOUT POWER. 
And in summing up the Commission gave this conclusion: 


There are competitive conditions at Kansas City, Omaha, and Lin- 
coln not existing at Wichita which have produced the low rate at 
Kansas City and those other points. The defendants do not control the 
Kansas City rate and could not advance it. They do net, therefore, 
under the facts in this case, upon the holding of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, as set forth in the preceding cases prosecuted by 
this same complainant, violate the third or fourth section by maintain- 
ing a higher rate at Wichita. 

The Commission knows of no good reason why those lumber rates 
from southern mills should be higher to Wichita than to Kansas City, 
but that relation has been established, and we are apparently without 
power to change it under the law as interpreted. 

The circumstances and conditions at Topeka do not differ from 
those at Wichita. All the defendants therefore are in violatior of the 
third section in according a lower rate to that city than is maintained 
at Wichita, a much nearer point, and the Santa Fe and the Rock Island 
companies also violate the fourth section, since lumber destined for 
Topeka is carried through Wichita by those routes. It is probable that 
the only effect of an order to cease and desist from this unlawful dis- 
crimination will be the raising of the rate at Topeka. Nevertheless, the 
point has been made by the complainant, and it seems our duty to ad- 
minister the law. 

It has been found that the rate of 284 cents per hundred pounds 
charged by the defendant lines running to Wichita for the transporta- 
tion of lumber from Camden, Ark., and Trinity, Tex., to Wichita is ex- 
cessive, and those defendants will be ordered to cease and desist from 
maintaining that rate. 


What the Commission predicted did, in fact, take place. 
Wichita through her complaint helped herself but meagerly, but, 
beyond any desire, raised the rate to Topeka, a sister city of her 
own State. 

SECTIONS 3 AND 4 OF ORIGINAL ACT. 

Why was the Commission without power to change this con- 
dition materially under the law as interpreted? 

Section 3 of the original Interstate Commerce Commission act 
reads as follows: 


That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the pro- 
visions of this act to make or give any undue or unreasonable prefer- 
ence or advantage to any particular person, company, firm, corporation, 
or locality, or any particular description of traffic, in any respect what- 
soever, or to subject any particular person, company, firm, corporation, 
or locality, or any as description of traffic, to any undue or 
unreasonable prejudice or disadvantage in any respect whatsoever. 
Every common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall, 
according to their respective powers, afford all reasonable, proper, and 
equal facilities for the interchange of trafile between their respective 
lines, and for the receiving, forwarding, and delivering of passengers 
and property to and from their several lines and those connecting there- 
with, and shall not discriminate in their rates and charges between 
such connecting lines; but this shall not be construed as requiring any 
such common carrier to give the use of its tracks or terminal facilities 
to another carrier engaged in like business. 


Section 4 of the original act reads as follows: 


That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the 
provisions of this act to charge or receive any greater compensation in 
the aggregate for the transportation of passengers or of like kind of 
re under substantially similar circumstances and conditions, for 
a shorter. than for a longer distance over the same line in the same 
direction, the shorter being included within the longer distance; but 
this shall not be constru as authorizing any common carrier within 
the terms of this act to charge and receive as great compensation for 
a shorter as for a longer distance: Provided, however, That ar appli- 
cation to the Commission appointed under the provisions of this act 
such common carrier may, in special cases, after investigation by the 
Commission, be authorized to charge less for longer than for shorter 
distances for the transportation of passengers or property, and the 
Commission may from time to time prescribe the extent to which such 
designated common carrier may be relieved from the operation of this 
section of this act. 


SUPREME COURT CONSTRUES FOURTH SECTION. 


The Supreme Court, in a construction of the fourth section, 
gave the interstate-commerce act a blow, second only in damag- 


et LT CLC CL 


ing force to the decision which took away its power to order a | 


reasonable rate for the future. This happened in 1897. 

Justice Shiras, delivering the opinion of the court, with Jus- 
tice Harlan, dissenting, said (Interstate Commerce Commission 
v. Alabama Midland Railway) : 


To prevent misapprehension it should be stated that the conclusion 
to which we are led by this case is that in applyin the provisions of 
the third and fourth sections of the act, which make it unlawful for 
common carriers to make or give any undue or unreasonable preference 
or advantage to any particular person or locality, or to charge or re- 
ceive any greater compensation in the aggregate for the transportation 
of passengers or of like kind of property under substantially similar 
circumstances and conditions for a shorter than for a longer distance 
over the same line in the same direction, competition which affects rates 


is one of the matters to be considered, is not applicable to the second 
section of the act. 

As we have shown in the recent case of Wight v. United States (167 
U. 8., 512), the purpose of the second section is to enforce equality be 
tween shippers over the same line and to prohibit any rebate or other 
device by which two shippers, shipping over the same line, the same 
distance, under the same circumstances of carriage, are compelled to 
pay different prices therefor; and we there held that the phrase “ under 
substantially similar circumstances and conditions” as used in the 
second section refers to the matter of carriage and does not include 
competition between rival routes. 

This view is not open to the criticism that different meanings are 
attributed to the same words when found in different sections of the 
act, for what we hold is that as the purposes of the several sections are 
different, the phrase under consideration must be read, in the second 
section, as restricted to the case of shippers over the same road, thus 
leaving no room for the operation of competition, but that in the other 
sections, which cover the entire tract of interstate and foreign com 
merce, a meaning must be given to the phrase wide enough to include 
all the facts that have a legitimate bearing on the situation, among 
which we find the fact of competition when it affects rates. 

In order further to guard against any misapprehension of the scope 
of our decision, it may be well to observe that we do not hold that the 
mere fact of competition, no matter what its character or extent, neces 
sarily relieves the carrier from the restraints of the third and fourth 
sections, but only that these sections are not so stringent and impera- 
tive as to exclude in all cases the matter of competition from considera 
tion in determining the questions of “ undue or unreasonable preference 
or advantage” or what are “substantially similar circumstances and 
conditions.” The competition may in some cases be such as, haqving 
due regard to the interests of the public and of the carrier, ought justly 
to have effect upon the rates, and in such cases there is no absolute 
rule which prevents the Commission or the courts from taking that 
matter into consideration. 

THE POSITION OF JUSTICE HARLAN, 

Justice Harlan, dissenting, said, in part: 


The judgment in this case, if I do not misapprehend its scope and ef- 


fect, proceeds upon the ground that railroad companies, when competi- 
tors for interstate business at certain points, may, in order to secure 


traflic for and at those points, establish rates that will enable them to 
accomplish that result, although such rates may discriminate against 
intermediate points. Under such an interpretation of the statutes in 
question they may well be regarded as recognizing the authority of 
competing railroad companies engaged in interstate commerce, when 
their interests will be subserved thereby, to build up favored centers of 
population at the expense of the business of the country at large. I 
can not believe that Congress intended any such result, nor do I think 
that its enactments, properly interpreted, would lead to such a result. 


WHY FOURTH SECTION WAS ADOPTED. 
Of the decision in the case of the Alabama Midland, the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission has said, treating the whole matter 
of the long and short haul: 


In order to understand the full significance of this decision it is 
necessary to have in mind the evil which that section was intended to 
remedy and the history of proceedings under the section to the present 
time. 

The condition of things which led to the adoption of the fourth sec- 
tion is well known. Originally the rates upon railroads were undoubt- 
edly established somewhat upon the basis of distance; the more distant 
point paid a higher rate, if not one higher in proportion to its distance. 
When, however, the same points came to be connected by competing 
lines, rates at the points of competition were forced down, while rates 
at intermediate points remained the same, and it soon happened that 
the intermediate rate was higher than the more distant competitive 
rate, and often very much higher, although the cost of service to the 
intermediate point was less. Instances were numerous where a greater 
charge was made for transporting merchandise 500 miles than for 
transporting the same merchandise in the same direction, over the same 
line, 1,000 miles, and the charge to the nearer point was often two or 
three times that to the more distant. Without going into details, the 
practice had become so general and was felt to be such a gross abuse 
that there was a very general sentiment in favor of putting a stop to 
it, which found expression in the enactment of the fourth section 

It was seen, however, that while, as a rule, this system was a most 
pernicious one, there were particular instances in which the charging 
of the higher rate to the intermediate point was justifiable, and to 
meet those cases the section itself provided that upon application to 


the Commission, after investigation, leave might be granted to the 
carrier to make such charges as would otherwise be in violation of that 
section. 

FOUNDED ON THE ENGLISH ACT. 


There was apparently little question at the outset as to the meaning 
of this section. The words “similar circumstances and conditions ” 
evidently took the place of the words “‘same circumstances” in the 
English act, and the meaning of that phrase had already been defined 
by the English decisions. 

The English act of 1845, known as the “ Railways clauses consolida 
tion act,” provided in the ninetieth section that railways should exact 
the same rates from all persons for services rendered “ under the same 
circumstances.” 

This is ordinarily known as the equality clause and corresponds to 
the second section of our act. The first measure of railway regulation 
in England was enacted in 1854, and the second section of that act pro- 
vided, among other things, that no company should give any * undue 
or unreasonable preference or advantage to or in favor of any person or 
company or any particular description of traffic,” ete. This is com 
monly known as the undue-preference clause and corresponds to our 
third section. The words “same circumstances” do not occur in that 
section. 

Previous to the enactment of the interstate-commerce act, the English 
courts had decided that, under the equality clause, the words “‘ same cir 
cumstances’ had reference entirely to the carriage of the merchandise 
itself, and not to other conditions leading up to or surrounding such 
carriage. It had been several times expressly decided that competition 
did not create different circumstances. Nor has any English court ever 
yet held that competition would justify a departure from the equality 
clause. It was held in Phipps v. London and Northwestern Railway, 
1892 (2, Q. B. D., 229), which is referred to by the Supreme Court as an 
authority for the Troy case, that railway competition might be con- 
sidered under the undue-preference clause, and it was put by some mem- 
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bers of the court distinctly upon the ground that that clause did not 
contain the words “‘ same circumstances.” 

It should be further remarked in passing that previous to the Eng- 
lish act of 1888 it had never been formally held that competition 
could be taken into account in determining the question of undue pref- 
erence. The railway companies had strenuously insisted that it should 
be under some circumstances, and they secured in the act of 1888 a 
provision that the railway commission might, in deciding whether a 
lower charge created an undue preference, take into consideration, in 
addition to other considerations affecting the case, “ whether such 
lower charge or difference in treatment is necessary for the purpose 
of securing in the interests of the public the traffic in respect of which 
it is made.”” ‘These were understood to confer upon the English com- 
mission legislative authority for considering that element, and that 
commission had acted upon that theory before the decision of the 
Phipps case. 

SUBSTANTIALLY SIMILAR CIRCUMSTANCES AND CONDITIONS. 


The holding of the English courts as to the meaning of the words 
“same circumstances,” where they occur in the English statute, was 
well known, and it was generally understood that the words “ substan- 
tially similar circumstances and conditions ” would receive an interpre- 
tation upon the same lines. The carrier might charge more, for in- 
stance, for the carriage to the nearer point if that was in part carloads 
as against full carloads to the more distant point. And, in general, 
whatever went to the cost of service might be considered, but not the 
interest of the carrier or shipper. 

That the section was so understood by the railroads abundantly ap- 
pears from the fact that the same companies which afterwards insisted 
upon the opposite construction at first applied to the Commission for 
relief under the proviso. In fact, the Commission was overwhelmed by 
the multitude of these petitions. 


DIFFERENCE IN KINDS OF COMPETITION. 

The Commission in its work and investigation found a differ- 
ence in the kinds of competition in transportation. The water 
carrier, with free highway, was able to make a low rate as a 
rule. He was not subject to the interstate-commerce act. To 
arrive at a working basis in the construction of this section, the 
Commission finally differentiated between competition with car- 
riers subject to the act and competition with carriers not subject 
to the act. Competition not subject to the act, as water carriage, 
was accepted as creating the necessary dissimilarity of circum- 
stances and conditions under the fourth section, while competi- 
tion subject to the act—railroad competition—did not. That is, 
railroad competition did not create the dissimilarity in circum- 
stances and conditions. For the evil section 4 sought to reach 
was the result of railroad competition, and it was the competi- 
tion the railroads evoked to escape from the provisions of the 
section, the cause of a greater charge for a shorter than longer 
haul being railroad competition mainly. 

The Alabama Midland decision nullified this construction. 
In reporting on this emasculation of the fourth section and the 
necessity of such a section unimpaired, the Commission, in its 
eleventh annual report, said that the special iniquity of the 
greater charge for the shorter haul was that it put into the 
hands of a railway manager or a collection of railway managers 
the power to determine what localities shall pay and what re- 
ceive tribute; that it seemed to have been the unanimous opin- 
ion in 1887 that this particular form of railway discrimination 
required special legislation for its correction. When the de- 
cision on the fourth section was announced, the railroads con- 
stituting the Trans-Missouri Freight Bureau, filed schedules 
raising the rates to intermediate points over more than 100,000 
square miles. 

THE REMEDY THAT IS SUGGESTED. 

In suggesting a remedy, the Commission said: 


If it it is desired to amend the section, two courses seem to be open. 
First, to add to the section as it now stands the words, “ competition 
with carriers not subject to the provisions of this act may be taken 


into account in determining what are substantially similar circum- 
stances and conditions under the provisions of this section, but other 
forms of competition shall not be.” This would leave the law as it 
has been interpreted by the Commission. 

Second. To provide, as does the present English act, that the Com- 


mission may, upon hearing, prohibit the charging of the higher rate to 
the nearer point. A provision of this sort would amount to nothing 
unless some means were provided by which the orders of the Com- 
mission were made effective. 


THIS STEP MUST BE FOLLOWED BY ANOTHER. 


The vote in this House, Mr. Chairman, will within a few 
hours begin the work of providing means by which the orders of 
the Commission shall be made effective. But, Mr. Chairman, 
great as is the power we are bestowing, and undefined as it 
yet is, or will be until it is in actual operation, wide as its 
latitude may be under practical exercise, in the decree of what 
a reasonable rate for the future shall be, involving the power 
to lower a rate or raise it, it seems to me that the step we are 
to take will inevitably be followed by another, the second 
reaching the long and short haul specifically and giving the re- 
lief which must precede quiet in this agitation. 

It has been suggested that section 4 of the original act be 
amended so as to read: 

Sec. 4. That the Commission created by this act may, in its discre- 
tion, upon notice and hearing, prohibit any common carrier subject to 


the provisions of this act from charging or receiving any greater com- 
pensation in the aggregate for the transportation of passengers, or like 








kind of property, for a shorter than for a longer distance over the same 
line in the same direction, the shorter being included within the longer 
distance, or may, upon such notice and hearing, prescribe the extent to 
which such greater compensation may be received; but this shall not 
be construed as authorizing any common carrier within the terms of 
this act to charge or receive as great compensation for a shorter as for 
a longer distance. 


THE PROPLE’S CALL UPON THEIR GOVERNMENT. 

I find it is impossible to focus the mind of one section upon 
the complaint of another section. The California shipper can 
not grasp in all its details the complaint of the Kansas shipper 
or the Kansas shipper understand entirely the practice which 
causes protest in the East. The problem is so intricate that no 
general rule seems to apply. I believe that the sense of those 
who are studying the problem is leading to the belief that the 
normal economic function of railroads eventually will be con- 
current. The trend has long been in that direction. It may 
be that in the end the conditions—intermingled competitive and 
noncompetitive conditions—the results of which this bill seeks 
to reach, may settle to a basis where stable and equitable rates 
would follow. 

But now there is a demand for rate correction. It was not 
created by the President; it does not reside wholly in the ship- 
per; it is the people’s demand, the demand of a populace that is 
suspicious of power, and becoming acquainted through long 
years with practices and charges that are unfair, unjust, and un- 
lawful, offended in the knowledge of unjust discriminations 
suffered, rebates given, drawbacks allowed in pay for private 
ears, for icing charges, for terminal charges and other devices, 
a populace which demands that the depository of its power—the 
Government—step in with a restraining hand. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I yield nine minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MILER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas does not seem 
to be here. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
minutes of my time. 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. HAMLIN]. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a few obser- 
vations on the matter now pending before the House. I ap- 
proach the discussion of this question with a great deal of 
trepidation, for I have studied this subject enough to know that 
it is one of the biggest questions this House has had to deal with 
in many years, and that a proper solution of it is fraught with 
many difficulties; and I am further embarrassed with a know]l- 
edge of the fact that my time will not permit a full discussion of 
the subject. Mr. Chairman, I think in the consideration of this 
important and perplexing question our guiding star should be the 
motto of Democracy, “ Equal rights to all, special privileges to 
none.” When this is done I believe we can reach a solution 
which will be fair to both the railroads and the people. It occurs 
to me that the railroads, have gone before the country, in their 
own defense, with a very spurious argument, to wit: That the rail- 
ways of this country are built with private capital and are 
therefore private property, and that Congress ought not to at- 
tempt to regulate freight rates or in any way attempt to inter- 
fere in the management of these private (?) enterprises. 

It is not a matter of great surprise that the railroads would 
make this spurious claim, as they, no doubt, feel driven from 
self-interest to oppose this legislation, and perhaps no better 
argument suggests itself to them. But, Mr. Chairman, it was, I 
confess, a matter of surprise to me to hear my learned friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCarx], a gentleman for whose opin- 
ions I have learned to have profound respect, rise in his place 
on yesterday and declare that railroads are private property 
and were built with private capital, and that we therefore ought 
not to interfere in their management. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not understand that railroads are private 
property in the sense that my store or my house or my farm is 
private property; but the railroads are public highways, declared 
to be so by the laws of practically every State in the Union. 
The constitution of my own State (Missouri) provides in sec- 
tion 14, artiele 11, as follows: 


Railways heretofore constructed, 
structed in this State, are hereby declared public highways, and railroad 
companies common carriers. The general assembly shall pass laws to 
correct abuses and prevent unjust discrimination and extortion in the 
rates of freight and passenger tariffs on the different railroads in this 
State, and shall from time to time pass laws establishing reasonable 
maximum rates of charges for the transportation of passengers and 
—— on said railroads, and enforce all such laws by adequate penal- 
ties. 


Therefore it seems to me that it ought not to be doubted that 
the railways of the country are public highways, and so recog- 
nized by all the States. But, Mr. Chairman, let us look at this 
question in a little different way. We all know that when a 
railroad company seeks to obtain a right of way througb any 


Very well; I shall have to lose that nine 


or that may hereafter be con- 
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portion of the country, if the individual owners of the property | 


through which the road proposes to go do not wish to sell, or if 
they can not agree on the price of the property to be taken, the 
railroad company simply goes into court, commences condemna- 
tion proceedings, has the value of the property to be taken as- 
sessed, pays the money into court, takes the title to the property, 
and moves on in the “even tenor” of its way. This apparently 
unusual proceeding is justified and sustained on the wholesome 
theory of taking private property for public use. Therefore, 
Mr. Chairman, if, as the railroads contend, they are private 
property, then they can not condemn private property for their 
own use on the theory it is for public use. 

The truth is, however, the railways are public highways— 
highways in which all the public has an interest—and I do not 
believe any gentleman can seriously think that Congress has not 
the right to regulate them so far as interstate commerce is con- 


cerned, leaving to the individual State the right to regulate 


them within its own boundary. 

The other proposition—that these railways are built with pri- 
vate capital—does not seem to be borne out by the facts. We 
know that many of these roads have been the recipients of much 
substantial aid from both the national and State governments 
and while I do not regard this question as of any importance so 
far as the legal proposition is concerned, viz, Has Congress a 


right to regulate freight rates, etc.?—still it may be interesting | 


to know that some of these roads have received from the na- 
tional and State governments donations in land worth more 
than the entire cost of building the road. 

I am not antagonistic to the railroads, and would not support 
any legislation which I believed unfair to them, for I recognize 
that they have done more in the development of this country 
than perhaps any other agency. Let a railroad penetrate into 
the most benighted sections of any country and soon that 
country blossoms as a rose and ignorance gives way to enlight- 
enment. Therefore, I repeat, I am not opposed to the railroads, 
but want their rights respected on an equality with the rights 
of the people; but I am not willing for the railways to be the 
sole judges of what is right and just between themselves and the 
public. 

Mr. Chairman, I furthermore believe that the railroads of 
this country have no one more than themselves to blame for this 
agitation of which they are now complaining so bitterly. The 
public is and ever has been, like the “ chosen people,” “ patient 
and long suffering,” but their-rights have been so long ignored, 
aye, denied, by the railroads that they now propose asserting 
whatever rights they have. It seems that the railroads have 
long considered their patrons as legitimate objects of prey. 
Whenever it became necessary to increase expenses, either in 
increased pay to their employees, betterments, or whatever it 
may be, they simply increased the freight rate a small amount 
and the patrons of the road paid into their treasury this in- 
creased sum. I take it that no one will deny the correctness of 
this proposition, but, if evidence is needed, I would call atten- 
tion to a speech recently delivered in the city of Boston by Mr. 


We demand the enlargement of the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, and such restriction and guaranties in the control of rail- 
roads as will protect the people from robbery and oppression. ; 
Again in 1900 we declared: 
[Declarations from Democratic platform, 1900.] 
CORPORATE INTERFERENCE IN GOVERNMENT. 


Corporations should be protected in all their rights and their legitt- 
mate interests should be respected, but any attempt by corporations to 
interfere with the public affairs of the people, or. to control the sover 
eignty which creates them, should be forbidden under such penalties 


as will make such attempts impossible. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 

We favor such an enlargement of the scope of the Iinterstate-com- 
merce law as will enable the Commission to protect individuals and 
communities from discriminations and the public from unjust and 
unfair transportation rates. 

And again in 1904 we said: 

{Declarations from Democratic platform, 1904.] 
TRUSTS AND UNLAWFUL COMBINES 

Individual equality of opportunity and free competition are essen- 
tial to a healthy and permanent commercial prosperity, and any 
combination, or monopoly tending to destroy these by controlling pro- 
duction, restricting competition, or fixing prices should be prohibited 
and punished by law. We especially denounce rebates and discrini- 
nation by transportation companies as the most potent agency in pro- 
moting and strengthening these unlawful conspiracies against trade 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 
We demand an enlargement of the powers of the Interstate Com- 


merce Commission to the end that the traveling public and shippers 
of this country may have prompt and adequate relief for the abuses 


| to which they are subjected in the matter of transportation We de- 


Lucius Tuttle, president of the Boston and Maine Railroad, in | 


which he stated that it became necessary one year to increase, 
and it did increase, the pay of its employees about $800,000, but 
that the road was fortunate in being able to slightly increase the 
rate on freight, which increased its revenue that year about 


$800,000, so that the road was out nothing by reason of the in- | 


creased expense. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what the president of this road confesses 
is true with his company I believe is true of all other railroad 
companies, and it occurs to me that it is high time for us, as rep- 


resentatives of the people, to take such action as shall be neces- | ment is the private-car system, private switches and terminals. 


I believe these con- | 


sary to protect the interest of the public. 
cerns have administered upon the affairs of the people long 
enough, and that the public has a right now and ought to at 
least take a supervising control of the rates to be charged, ete. 
[ Applause. ] 

Now, how are we to do this in fairness to all parties con- 
cerned? 


to take hasty action for fear some injustice might be done or 


some important provision which ought to be put in the law to | 


make it effective and efficient might be left out. But after all, 
Mr. Chairman, this is not a new question. It is legislation 
which the Democratic party, the trie representative of the peo- 
ple, has been demanding for many years. It is legislation which 
was deciared for in the national Democratic platform of 1896, 
again in 1900, and still again in 1904. In 1896, on this proposi- 
tion, our party declared: 


[Declaration from Democratic platform, 1896.] 


The absorption of wealth by the few, the consolidation of our lead- | 


ing railroad 


Systems, and the formati § 
wat coniees tion of trusts and pools require a 


y the Federal Government of those arteries of commerce. 


I have felt and appreciated the fact that we ought not | 


mand a strict enforcement of existing civil and criminal statutes 
against all such trusts, combinations, and monopolies, and we demand 
the enactment of such further legislation as may be necessary to 
effectually suppress them. 

And if this legislation needed anything else to stamp it as 
purely Democratic, we have the oft-repeated declaration of our 
intrepid leader, Mr. Bryan, who is a leader we may 
safely follow. 

Do you ask me if we have always followed him? I answer, 
both sadly and sorrowfully, “No.” In the last campaign we 
departed from the teachings of the fathers and gave up our 
jewelry, out of which the leaders of a certain branch of Demoec- 
racy, not known in the days of Monroe, Jackson, and Jefferson, 
sougat to make a golden calf, but we were ignominiously 
ished for our foolishness. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there have been presented to this House 
several bills, the objects of which are to give to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission authority to regulate freight rates un- 
der certain conditions, and to otherwise clothe them with sufii- 
cient power to correct the evils about which I have been speak- 
ing. I believe, however, under the unfair and drastic rule 
brought into this House and passed by the Republicans, we will 
have the opportunity of voting for only one of two bills—to wit, 
the Davey bill or the Esch-Townsend bill—-and that no amend- 
ments will be permitted to be offered. Now, Mr. Chairman, if 
I could vote for the bill I most: prefer, I should vote for the 
bill known as the “ Hearst bill,” for the reason it is more com- 
prehensive and would, I think, if enacted into law, be much 
more effective than either of the other bills in giving the coun- 
try the relief it so justly demands. But being thus forced under 
the rule already referred to, I shall, of course, vote for the 


always 


pun- 


| Davey bill. 





| especially objectionable for the reason that they are ex: 


I understand that the Republican majority in this House has 
determined in caucus that the Esch-lTownsend bill shall be 
passed, and as you have the votes [ have no doubt it will pass, 
Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I desire to point out a few defects. as 
I believe, in that bill. It seéms not to be seriously disputed that 
some of the greatest evils connected with the railroad mar 


nge- 


And I challenge any advocate of the Esch-Townsend bill on that 
side of the Chamber to point out a single section or line in that 
bill that covers these evils I have just mentioned. I kKiow gen- 
tlemen who are advocating the passage of that bill give it as 
their opinion that on a fair construction that bill will cover these 
evils. Mr. Chairman, while this seems to be the opinion of at 
least some gentlemen on that side of the Chamber, the opinion 
of the courts may be entirely to the contrary. Why leave these 
questions in doubt? If you really intended to cover these points, 
which are vital, why did you not write it in the bill? How little 
trouble, how little energy, how little physical exertion it would 
have required. May there not be a “ pig in the poke?” I trust 
not, but I confess it looks somewhat suspicious. 

Let me briefly illustrate the evils of the private car system, 
switch, and terminals I have just spoken of. I understand, as 
a rule, railroad rates between different terminal points are not 


essive 
or extortionate; but more frequently this occurs when you seek 
to ship freight over a railroad: You inquire the rate; it appears 
reasonable enough, but when you come to receive your goods 
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at destination points and pay your freight bill you find extra 
charges for terminal facilities and extra charges to the owners 
of these private cars which you may be compelled to use that do 
not appear when you come to inquire the freight rate in the 
first instance. 

It is conceded, I believe, that the present law does not cover 
the private car, switch, and terminal evils of which I have been 
speaking. Now, if you are sincere, Mr. Chairman, in seeking 
to control these evils, why did you not write it in your bill? 
Or are you trying to do what I fear is too often attempted in 
this House—that is, to allay and appease the wrath of the peo- 
ple by giving to them a “stone when they ask for bread” or “a 
serpent when they desire fish?” In other words, are you giv- 
ing to them a pretense in the shape of a remedy, yet knowing 
that you are not giving them anything that they desire and 
which would affect the railroads of the country? [Applause.] 

I do not believe that any law ought to be enacted by the 
House that will give the Commission the right to raise rates. 
Every railroad is willing to perform the service for a certain 
amount of money, and if they make the rate low voluntarily, I 
do not believe the Commission ought to have the authority to 
compel them to increase it. The Davey bill does not give the 
Commission that authority, the Townsend-Esh bill does; there- 
fore, for that reason, also, I prefer the Davey bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to notice for a moment the suggestion 
made a few moments ago by my friend from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. 
He expressed a desire to have this whole matter referred to the 
legal department of the Government, supplying it with a liberal 
amount of money, and let it deal with this whole matter. I can 
not agree to that suggestion for two reasons at least: 

Kirst. The existing law, if enforced, is not adequate to meet 
the conditions existing to-day, the Supreme Court of the 
United States having decided that said Commission did not now 
have power to fix a rate in lieu of one which it had found to be 
unreasonable, 

Second. Judging from past experience, I do not believe that 
we would get any good results from the legal department if 
the existing law were sufficient to cover the evils complained of. 
I remember during the Fifty-seventh Congress, when the people 
had been justly wrought up on the question of the trust, a propo- 
sition was made by my good friend from Georgia [Mr. Bart- 
LETT] and carried by the House to give to the legal depart- 
ment of the Government $500,000 with which to prosecute the 
trust. At the beginning of the present Congress the Attorney- 
General reported that out of the $500,000 so given to him by 
Congress he had expended about $24,000 in the prosecution of 
the trust, and that he had brought, I believe, five suits and 


prosecuted one only to a final decision, and now seems to show | 


no disposition to prosecute any more of them, and to-day, itis my 
opinion, we have more trusts operating in this country than 
ever before. What right, therefore, have we to expect, if we 
were to act on the suggestions of the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
Lacey] that the country would get any affirmative relief? 

No, Mr. Chairman; to do this would only reach what I fear 
is the purpose of the majority of this House of making a great 
show before the country; of doing something for the people 
and winding up by doing practically nothing. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr, Lacey], however, Mr. Chair- 
man, made a further suggestion to which I will reluctantly 
give my assent; that is, that while we on this side of the Cham- 
ber prefer the Davey bill we will eventually wind up by voting 
for the Townsend-Esch bill. I, for one, expect to do that if the 
Davey bill can not be substituted for the other, 

And why? The Townsend-Ksch bill, with all its imperfections, 
I regard as a step in the right direction, and IL prefer it to no bill 
at all. It is, in an imperfect way at least, carrying out the 
demands of the Democratic party. 

Mr. Chairman, the State which I have the honor to represent, 
in part, is a progressive State, one of the brightest stars in 
this Union. .’Tis true she took a backword step on the Sth of 
last November, and as result of which I was forced to-day to 
hear counted her electoral vote for the Republican candidate for 
President, but I promise you it is only temporary. The “ Mys- 
terious Stranger "’ was only off on a little lark; she will resume 
her place in the future in the Democratic column and go on to 
fame and to glory. 

Mr. Chairman, when you give to the people of Missouri a 
Democratic candidate upon a Democratic platform, you can al- 
ways depend on that State casting her vote for the Democratic 
candidate. We still love the platform and candidate of 1896, 
and just as soon as we return to Jeffersonian principles and 
make platforms without the aid of the telegraph we will never 
be found faltering in Missouri. [Applause.] 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee | Mr. GAINES], 
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[Mr. GAINES of Tennessee addressed the committee. See 
Appendix, ] 


Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Riper}. 

Mr. RIDER. Mr. Chairman, yesterday the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, with singular courage, in a brilliant address, 
sounded a note of alarm in regard to the legislation now pend- 
ing. We would do well to heed it. Responding to a public opin- 
ion carefully and most shrewdly molded by an active campaign 
conducted through newspapers, magazines, resolutions of various 
bodies, and addresses inspired in all probability from Washing- 
ton, the present Congress proposes to delegate to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission the power for which it has been clamor- 
ing for years—the authority to fix rates. 

The railroads seem to have fallen into dire disrepute, and 
are being held up to public scorn with no little acrimony. They 
are now being pilloried for alleged wrongdoing, and the most 
drastic measures are to be enacted into law to curb their greedy 
exactions. So bitter and blind is the spirit of this crusade that 
its results are sometimes lost sight of. In dealing with this 
great carrying department of our commerce, in suggesting reme- 
dies for the grievances complained of, it behooves us to go slow. 

‘To the railways this country owes its marvelous development. 
They represent an investment of over $10,000,000. With 200,- 
000 miles of steam railroad, built by private capital without 
Government aid, except to a limited extent, we are accomplish- 
ing the industrial conquest of the continent. 

Evils most certainly exist—the use of private cars, with re- 
sultant combinations of packers and private-car owners in the 
marketing of products; the excessive charges made by terminal 
companies, which compel the railroads to pay a large percentage 
of the freight cost for the use of their tracks and facilities; 
rebates and discriminations which permit of prejudicial and 
injurious results, and prevent honest competition—but since the 
enactment of the Elkins law these abuses have almost entirely 
disappeared. 

Neither of the measures now under consideration attempt te 
remedy any of these evils, They deal solely with the question 
of nuthorizing the fixing of rates—as if this were the only im- 
portant question. In eighteen years 297 complaints have been 
filed with the Interstate Commerce Commission. Twenty-five 
reversals, 2 partial 
affirmations, and 1 full affirmation has been the net result. 
Would this seem to indicate that there is a widespread demand 
for lower rates, that rates everywhere are unfair, exorbitant, 
and unjust? 

Not much time need be spent over the reported $155,000,000 
obtained through advanced rates. Almost anything can be 
shown by the sort of statistical jugglery by which this result was 
attained. The average receipts per ton of railway freight per 
mile hauled were 11,02 mills in 1882; 8.98 mills in 1892, and 
7.57 mills in 1902, During the year 1902 the freight service 
performed by the railways of the United States was equivalent 
to carrying 157,289,370,058 tons 1 mile. Now, anyone who can 
multiply can apply the differences between the averages of 1882 
and 1892 and that of 1902 to the traflic movement of 1902 and 
see that if the average of 1882 had been maintained the railways 
would have collected $542,648,327 more than they did in the 
latest year, and that if there had been no decrease after 1892 
$221,778,012 more would have been collected. If anyone chooses 
to assume that these calculations prove that in 1902 the ship- 
ping public saved $542,648,372 or $221,778,012 by reason of re- 
duced railway ebarges he is at liberty to do so and will have fol- 
lowed precisely the method by which Mr, Prouty’s “ arbitrary 
tax’ was estimated, except that he will not have fallen into 
certain minor errors which the latter did not avoid, 

The fixing of rates is not a matter solely decided by the rail- 
road, but must necessarily be the result of an agreement be- 
tween the shipper and company. The trained traffic managers 
of the country, together with the shippers, are alone qualified 
to determine and fix on a proper rate for the transportation 
of given commodities from given points to the markets, where 
they can compete successfully with like commodities from 
other points. Producer, shipper, and consumer must be taken 
into consideration, and the rates so fixed depend upon existing 
conditions, Contracts are entered into for months or for a 
year on the basis reached. ‘To place the arbitrary power of fix- 
ing rates, by the means proposed, in the hands of this Commis- 
sion means the disturbance of business interests everywhere. 
A rate so fixed may, on appeal, be set aside, and contracts made 
be rendered void. 

The creation of a special commerce court for no other pur- 
pose than to pass on the acta of the Commerce Commission to 
determine their justice or injustice is a radical departure in our 
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judicial system. You would compel a certain class of citizens 
to appear before a certain court for the determination of certain 
issues. We have now the Supreme Court, worthy and well 
qualified, which, despite the Commerce Commission's criticisms 
of its decisions, is held in highest esteem the world over. 

This legislation concerns the stockholders, to whom this coun- 
try is indebted for the investment of capital. We owe them pro- 
tection. Injustice done to the railroads means wronging a vast 
body of security holders. Their money has gone to furnish the 


country with means whereby it has become commercially great. | 


Would you expose to confiscation the money that made it so? 
Have we no regard for their rights? Returns can only come to a 
stockholder through the operation of a railroad. Take 
from the roads the power to make rates and you confiscate a 
part of the roads’ assets. 





away | 


Further, this legislation concerns not only the corporations | 


operating the railroads and stockholders, but it is of vital im- 
port to the employees. Nearly one-half of the gross income of 
the railway systems of the country is expended for labor. 
Decrease the gross income by reducing rates and every employee 
will be expected to contribute his share to the necessitated 
reduction in the cost of operation. 

I am most heartily in favor of such legislation as may prevent 
railways from giving or shippers from exacting any favors that 
may not be given to all. But I am unalterably opposed to any 
legislation that will give to any politically selected body the 
power to fix the price of transportation. To those who assume 
the responsibility of producing the product and to those alone can 
we safely leave this question. This legislation followed to its 
legitimate conclusion means Government ownership; is commu 
nistic in its tendencies; is the method advocated by the Socialist. 
It stifles individual effort. It precludes competition. It is un- 
democratic and un-American. Following the course of what I 
deem sound policy and true conservatism, I must decline to sup 

ort elther of the measures now before the House. [Applause.] 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, the statement has been made 
upon this floor several times during the last few days to the 
effect that there are about $12,000,000,000 of railroad properties 
in the United States. The last time, I believe, it was made by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prince] yesterday. Le puts 
it at $12,600,000,000. I am sorry that the gentleman is not now 
in his seat that I might ask him how much of that twelve billion 
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National City Bank, the Standard Oil bank, who frequently 
acted for James J. Hill, who had been counsel for the Brooklyn 
City Railroad—our street railroad monopoly—and who was 
counsel for Jay Gould at the time the latter used the printin 
press to suddenly increase Erie stock. 


Surely such a man wa 
likely to know something about railroads and would not likely 
be overprejudiced against the railroads. Mr. Shearman was 
recognized as one of the greatest authorities in the country on 


taxation, having frequently been invited to address State legis 
latures on that subject, while he was the author of one of the 
most illuminating books on taxation, called Natural Taxation, 
published, I believe, by G. P. Putnam’s Sons, of New York 
I mention all this simply to show that the statement I am 
about to refer to was not made by an irresponsible, unknown 
“agitator,” one who wished to “ destroy property.” More than 
Mr. Chairman, the author of National Taxation said 
to me privately and in addressing public meetings where I wa 


built and 


once, 


present, “The railroads of this country could be 
equipped for 85 per cent of the face value of their bonds.” 
| If my statement is only approximately correct, Mr. Chairman, 


we can form some idea of the extent of the monopoly tribute 


| which the railroads are levying every year upon the commerce 


six hundred million is tangible property and how much of it | 


is simply the capitalization of the privilege of doing the rail 
road business, which, I insist, as I have frequently done before on 
this floor, is a governmental function. Now, 1 do not believe 
there is a man in this country, the best-informed man in the 
United States on the railroad question, who can come anywhere 
near a guess as to the real value of the railroads of the United 
States. By that I mean what actual property they have, exclu 
sive of their franchise value. 

A Memper on the Democratic side. Louder! 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, no; it is not necessary. Apparently it’s 
of no moment to the gentlemen on the other side what I am 
saying. 

Now, how much of this twelve billions of “ value” is money 
actually invested in the railroad track, in the equipment of the 
railroad, in its freight houses, its passenger depots, and all 
that? Mr. Chairman, while I myself will not pretend even to 
guess how great is the aggregate of the value of the railroad 
property, I do wish to quote here the statement made by one of 
the best-informed men in his day, and that day was only three 
years ago. 

Several Members on the Republican side. 

Mr, BAKER. 


Louder ! 
Ah, Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to see that 


actually I have awakened some interest on the part of my Re- | 


publican friends. [Laughter and applause.] I can not but 
yield to that demand. Mr, Chairman, in order that my Repub- 
lican friends may know what I said, I say that the statement 
has been made upon this floor several times during this debate 
and prior thereto that the railroad properties of the United 
States are worth $12,000,000,000. The statement was made 
last, I believe, by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prince] 
yesterday, and I want to say as to that that I would like to ask 
some one on the other side of the House who defends this propo- 
sition—for instance, I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. McCart]—how much of that $12,000,000,000 
is tangible property, real property, genuine property, and not 
the capitalization of the power to do an exclusive business and 
charge a price for a monopoly service. 

The gentleman, Mr, Chairman, whom I was about to quote 
when my Republican friends broke in with their cries of 
“louder” was Thomas G. Shearman, one of the best known 
railroad lawyers in the United States, who at the time of his 
death, and for some years preceding, was counsel for the 


of the country. We can also get an inkling of where and 
whence came the gigantic fortunes of which we hear. We get 
an idea of how it is possible for men in a few years to acquire 
scores of millions of dollars. And also why the tom-toms are 
beaten so loudly the moment anyone proposes to decrease th 
power to exact tribute. [Applause. | 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatt.] says “ 
roads are private property.” If by that the gentleman 
their physical property—their roadbed, tracks, 
freight depots, and signal houses, their passenger coaches, 
freight cars, locomotives, and equipment generally—it is true; 
but railroad companies have something more, something which, 
in many cases, is of far greater value, i. e., it has “ater 
earning power, and therefore while privately exploited a greater 
sale value. What is this something, Mr. Chairman, which is 
frequently more valuable than all the tangible property of a 
railroad company? It is its franchise. Its exclusive privilege 
of transporting passengers and freight between, for instance, 
Now York and Buffalo, New York and Philadelphia, or New 
York and Washington. These exclusive privileges is what con- 
stitutes the great bulk of the stock values of the railroad com- 


rail 
meant 
and 


passenger 


| panies of this country. 


| value of railroad property in the United States, 





Mr. Chairman, gentlemen on the other side of this House, like 
the gentleman from Massachusetts |Mr. McCatri] and the gen- 
tleman from Llinois [Mr. Prince], as well as gentlemen, L am 
sorry to say, on this side of the Chamber, speak of the enormous 
placing it at 
some $12,000,000,000. I am glad to note that there is one gen 
tleman on this side who called attention to this yesterday, as 1 
find on page 2041 of the Recorp, that my friend from Missouri 
| Mr. CocHRAN] asked the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prince} 
how he arrived at this enormous valuation, whether “ you accept 
their present capitalization as the measure of it?” To which 
Mr. Prince replied: “I do; because I know of no better way of 
getting at it.” To which Mr. Cocuran properly 
know of no poorer way.” 

Mr. Chairman, there can be no poorer way of arriving at the 
real value of the railroads of the country than that of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois—which is the customary way. The value 
of the real property of railroads bears no more reiation to 
their capitalization than that of the tangible property of the 
United States Steel Corporation bears to its capitalization. 

As I have shown you on previous occasions, the steel trust, 
because of your Chinese wall—the tariff—sold its products in 
1901 and 1902 for some $160,000,000 more than it could have 
obtained if there had been no tariff on steel. Wighty million 
dollars was the tribute it exacted in each of those years from 
the commerce and industry of the country by 
you euphemistically call “ protection.” [Applause on the Demo 
eratic side.] Because of this enormous tribute. its stock solid 
for some hundreds. of millions more than it otherwise would, 
as those who purchased its preferred and common stock gauged 
its value by its earning capacity. Had there been no tariff on 
steel the earnings of the steel trust would have been some 
scores of millions less, and consequently the sale value of its 
stock would have been enormously reduced: in 
hundreds of millions of what is called “ water” have 
been squeezed out of it, or rather would ne have got into 
it. Therefore the investing public would not have turned over 
to the promoters—Morgan, Rockefeller, Carnegie, Schwab, Prick 
et al—hundreds of millions of dollars that they had acquired 
in other businesses for the privilege of “standing in” on the 
fleecing of the people through tariff taxes on steel products. 


rejoined: “I 


reason of what 
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So it is, Mr. Chairman, with the railroads. Thousands of 
millions of dollars of the stock values of railroads is simply the 
capitalization of their special privilege of transporting persons 
and property between certain points. 

The capitalization of a railroad bears no necessary relation to 
the amount actually invested in its construction and equipment. 
The hundreds of thousands or millions turned over to assembly- 
men and State senators as a bribe for the grant of its franchise 
receive the same dividends as stock bought by the legitimate in- 
vestor. The millions of dollars of stock which the promoters of 
a railroad retain because they were smart enough to know how 
to handle a State legislator to secure the franchise participate in 
its earnings the same as the investment made by the mythical 
“widow and orphan,” who are always pushed to the fore when 
any general complaint is made of extortionate charges or other 
evils by the railroads and other public-service corporations. 

Ilow large a proportion of the preferred and common stock 
of the vailroads of the United States the bankers retained as a 
bonus for selling their bonds no one knows, it has varied so fre- 
quently. I have but very little direct knowledge thereon, but cer- 
tain Wall street bankers told me that in the case of a very consid- 
erable railroad they were given a large block of preferred stock 
at cut-throat prices, and an equal amount of common, as bonus, 
at a price which it was believed would enable these bankers to 
sell them to get enough to pay $12,000 a mile for the building of 
the road, but that they sold that stock in Germany at a price 


which paid them $22,000 a mile for building it, their additional 


profit on construction, therefore, being a hundred per cent over 
the face of their contract. 


As I have said, Thomas G. Shearman more than once in dis- | 
cussing this subject with me put the cost of the building and | 
equipping of the railroads at about 85 per cent of the face of the | 


bonds—in other words, the preferred and common stocks were 
simply “‘water.” 

l am well aware, as the gentleman from Massachusetts said 
on yesterday, that railroad companies have in recent years sold 
stock, receiving in some cases (he cites the New York Central) 
even more than the face value therefor ; but, Mr. Chairman, such 
issues represent but an infinitesimal part of the total railroad 
stock of the country, and are probably more than offset by the 
trick which our masters of financial legerdemain have _ per- 
formed on the public during recent years, viz, that of boosting 
up th*® price of the stock for a railroad, and then issuing the 
bonds of another road to acquire it, frequently issuing bonds to 
the amount of twice the capitel stock. 


By this process hundreds of millions have been added to the | 


bonded indebtedness of the railroads for no, or very little, actual 
additions to their permanent improvements. As helping to 
throw light on this subject let me again quote from Thomas 
W. Lawson's article in the February issue of Everybody’s Maga- 
zine. You will find it in my speech of February 1: 


[Thomas W. Lawson in Everybody's for February. ] 
One sees a great railroad corporation, in which are millions of the 
trust funds of widows, orphans, and charitable institutions, caught 

short’ (having sold something it did own) in the stock-gambling 
game and held up to the tune of $10,000,000 by a reckless stock gam 
bler, who says, “If you don’t settle to-night it will be twenty millions 
to-morrow ;” and the toll is paid, while the great banker who conducts 
the release of the hold-up charges the further tribute of $12,000,000 for 
his services And then one sees this twenty-two millions of “ com- 
mission” tacked onto the capital stock of the great railroad, which is 
subsequently capitalized into a “ bond” and sold to great life-insurance 
companies as a first-class investment for their trust funds. 

Twenty-two millions of railroad bonds, Mr. Chairman, ac- 
cording to Mr. Lawson, which do not represent one penny of 
actual investnent of capital, do not represent a mile of railroad, 
a ton of rails, nor a freight nor a passenger car, nothing but a 
financial “hold up,” upon which the commerce of the country 
is forever to pay interest. And when anyone protests against 
it we are told, “ You are going to rob the widow and the orphan.” 

This, Mr. Chairman, is but one illustration of how million- 
nires are made overnight. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCaLi] says: 
“ Here,” in the Townsend bill I suppose he means, “ you propose 
a proceeding by which some portion of a mah’s property may be 
absolutely destroyed for the use of another.” 

Reduced to its last analysis what does that mean? It is the 
siie plea as was raised by the slave owner: “I have invested 
my money in this ‘nigger’ and you propose to destroy my 
. property “dhs 

Mr. Chairman, there is one man, at least, here who is en- 
tirely devoid of veneration for the sacredness of that kind of 
property. I would, if I could, destroy every monopoly value in 
the country I deny it is in any sense “ property,” and I 
would take away from private individuals the power of capi- 
talizing governmental functions, for that is what all railroad 
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stock value is, over and above the actual investment of capital 
in construction and equipment. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one other feature of this question of 
railroad rates which I desire to refer to, although owing to the 
limited time I have remaining, I can only do so briefly. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCaLt] quotes 
John D. Kernan as saying “that ninety-nine out of a hundred 
shippers did not complain that rates were too high, but com- 
plained at the relative rate—the discrimination,” the purpose 
being to imply that rates generally are not too high. , 

Even if what the gentleman contends is true it proves nothing 
of the kind. A little thought will show why this should be so— 
why shippers demand equality of and not reduction in rates, 
Take a shoe manufacturer, for instance. His drummer sells a 
case of shoes to a merchant in a distant town. He sells the 
shoes at a certain price plus freight. Now, if his competitors 
can not ship a case of shoes to that point at a lower rate than 
he, then, within certain limits, he is naturally indifferent what 
the rate is, so long as it is not so exorbitant that the addition 
of it by the retailer to the price of the shoes would result in 
reducing the sales. The shoe manufacturer's interests are only 
affected when a competing manufacturer in the same city or the 
same territory obtains a lower freight rate, which enables him 
to deliver a case of shoes at a lower rate than he. This applies 
equally to competitors from other cities. 

So long as the shoe manufacturer is not handicapped by lower 
rates being granted to competitors he has no time nor thought 
for the altruistic question of whether the rate is a just one. It 
may be grossly extortionate, as is the rate charged on anthra- 
cite coal brought to New York City, but as all dealers have to 
pay it they have neither the time nor the inclination to agitate 
for a lower rate. Of course in the case of the coal dealers from 
my city they are not so foolish as to inveigh against the freight 
rate, extortionate as it is, as they well know that the coal trust 
can crush them whenever so disposed, as they only exist by suf- 
ferance, 

Nor is it to be expected, Mr. Chairman, that they who ulti- 
mately “pay the freight ’’—the consumers—are going to enter 
complaints, 

Take the case of the users of anthracite coal in Brooklyn. 
Take the ordinary householder. Let us assume that he uses 12 
tons of anthracite a year, and that he believes, as I believe, that 
he is paying $1 or $1.25 a ton more than a fair and reasonable 
charge for freight. What can he do? He can kick to his coal 
dealer. Yes! 

If he is on intimate terms with the dealer, he will be told, 
“Yes; the freight is exorbitant, but what can I do. I dare not 
complain or I'll be put on the blacklist, and besides my com- 
plaint would avail nothing anyhow.” Was anything resulted yet 
from the suit of my colleague from New York [Mr. Hearst], 
who must have spent scores of thousands of dollars already? 
Then what chance has an ordinary consumer? 

No, Mr. Chairman, I deny that the absence of complaint nec- 
essarily implies that the rates are reasonable. In many cases 
the peace of the shippers is “the peace which prevails in War- 
saw.” 

There are one or two other matters which I would like to re- 
fer to, Mr. Chairman, if I can do so within the limited time now 
remaining to me. First, in reply to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, I wish to say I do not believe the criminal-prosecu- 
tion clause was “blindly repealed” by the Elkins bill two years 
ago. ‘The railroads of this country generally know what they 
are about; they don't work “ blindly,” whatever Members may 
do. Nor do I believe that bill was rushed through this House 
“blindly ;” the Republican leaders well knew what they were 
doing when they rushed that bill through here under a rule al- 
lowing only an hour for debate, and which precluded any 
amendment. It was a deliberate act, and was done to protect 
the railroad and trust magnate from punishment for their crimi- 
nal acts. 

The gentleman says, in effect, restore those provisions “ and 
then enforce the law.” Mr. Chairman, again and again I have 
ealled attention to the fact that we are told from the White 
House that “ respect for law” must be inculcated. 

We have nothing to do with the enforcement of law; that is 
the business of the President. He has taken an oath to enforce 
the laws. Then why don’t he do it? Why doesn’t he enforce 
existing law against railroad and trust violators of law, tn- 
stead of what we frequently hear, that some of the greatest 
eriminals in the country—Morgan, Stillman, Schwab, Frick, 
et al, men who are daily violating the antitrust laws—are 
guests at the White House, while a self-confessed violator of 
law in the person of the Secretary of the Navy is retained as 
“adviser” to prove, I suppose, that these eminent “ philan- 
thropists ” are not lawbreakers? 
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Just one word more, Mr. Chairman. I contend that as rail- 
roads are exercising governmental functions they can not right- 
fully do anything that the Government itself has no moral right 
to do, nor should they be permitted to make any discrimination 
whatever in their rates, passenger or freight. This applies 
just as much between localities as between shippers. The only 
rightful basis—and it is the one they should be kept rigidly 
to—is to charge the cost of the service plus a reasonable return 
for the actual investment of capital, not water; that they have 
no right-to charge a lower rate to one point than to another equi- 
distant or less distance, unless the longer haul is less costly 
than the shorter by reason of not having to surmount some 
great natural barrier as a river or mountain, which is seldom the 
case; that they have no right to say we must make a lower rate 
from New York to Buffalo than, for instance, to Syracuse or Au- 
burn, because at Buffalo “ we” have to meet the competition of 
water, by which freight can be transported cheaper than “ 
ean haul it by rail. 

If, Mr. Chairman, that is true, then that freight should be 
transported by water and not by rail. In this, as in so many 
other things, we interfere with the natural order. What folly 
to transport goods or passengers between two points by rail, 
when, in the natural order of things, they can be transported 
cheaper by water. Of course, in the case of passengers this is 
not true, as time is an important element, and for the saving of 
time human freight will nearly always pay more. This also ap- 
plies to perishable freight, or for freight which it is desired 
shall reach its destination quickly. In such cases the railroad 
is the natural method by which to transport it, but in the case 
of bulky freight, or of freight as to which time is not an impor- 
tant element, all such freight should be transported by water 
where water communication exists, and it is economic waste- 
fulness to transport such by rail between such points. 

I further contend, Mr. Chairman, that as the Government 


would have no moral right (if it were exercising its proper func- | 


tion of transporting persons and property) to discriminate be- 


of service, plus maintenance and replacement, so individuals 
(railroad corporations), who are now exercising that govern- 
mental function, should be held rigidly to the same principle. A 
railroad has no more right to discriminate in favor of New York 
City as against Poughkeepsie, New Haven, Trenton, or Scran- 
ton than it has to discriminate between individuals, or between 
different kinds of freight. The cost of the service, and that 
alone, should be the basis of freight rates. 


If New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Boston, or Chicago | 
have natural advantages of location, soil, or climate that Syra- | 


cuse, Cleveland, Indianapolis, Omaha, or Atlanta does not pos- 


sess, then manufactures will be established in those places and | 
If they have not, then it is an in- | 


trade will gravitate there. 
terference with the natural order to give them advantages 
which will attract manufacturers or traders who otherwise 
would locate elsewhere. I insist, Mr. Chairman, that where 
private individuals exercise any governmental function (and 


which the Government would have no right to do if it exercised 
the function itself. 
and every nature, whether between individuals or between com- 
munities, are wrong and should be prohibited, and where the 


prohibition is ignored then all who are parties thereto should | 


be punished. 

Ilolding these views, Mr. Chairman, and being confident that 
they are the only principles which should obtain in relation to 
this matter of railroad rates, & is apparent that none of the 
bills under discussion meet with my approval. 


a slight improvement on the Townsend-Esch bill. As we 
know in advance that the Davey bill will not receive any mate- 
rial support from Republicans, it will not pass. I shall then 
vote for the Townsend bill, not because I believe it will be of 
any real benefit to the commerce of the country; on the con- 
trary, I am positive it will not; the history Of all railroad legis- 
lation in this country proves that railroad attorneys are always 


able to drive a coach and four through any law that doesn’t | 


suit their employers; but I shall vote for the Townsend bill 
because I can not in my vote express my own sentiments that 
“ governmental ownership” is the only solution for railroad 
abuses, 

The chief reason, however, why I shall vote for the Townsend 
bill is that there are a large number of people in my district 


who still cling to the delusion that you can “regulate” the | 


railroads, and that through “regulation” the more flagrant 
existing evils can be eradicated. 

As I can not voice the sentiments of those who agree with me 
that these evils are inseparable from the private exercise of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECOKD—HOUSE. 





we ” | 


| going to absolutely nullify this present legislation. 
tween cities or localities, and could only justly charge the cost | 





| erty; but there is sleeping in the Committee on Judiciary 
This being so, all discriminations of any | 
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governmental functions, and as I have no means of knowing 
whether more of my constituents favor regulation than “ gov 
ernmental ownership,” and as those who still cling to the hope 
that through such legislation as this something may yet be done 
to cure the more glaring of present evils, are entitled to have 
their vote cast for another trial I shall so record my vote, but 
I do so solely because I am prevented under the rule adepted 
on Monday of expressing my own belief in governmental owner- 
ship as the only effective or lasting remedy for the present con 
dition which creates the multimillionaire while 
millions. [Applause.] 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very 
much to break in on my friend, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Baker]. I, too, may be weighed down by the gravity of 
this occasion. Perhaps, like him, I am afraid that some ill 
advised remark that I may drop in this discussion may cause the 
majority to change its mind and pass a different bill than that 
which is now before the House. I am not so confident as the 
majority seems to be that this is the best bill that can be passed. 
I do not think it is the best bill of whieh the majority is capable, 
and I do not think it is the best biil of which the minority is 
capable. 

I would be glad if the measure introduced by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hearst] was before the body. I would 
like to hear the views of the Members on that bill. I would be 
glad of an opportunity to vote for it, but under the rule adopted 
by the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber it seems that 
we must accept the Administration measure or nothing. While 
in the short time allotted to me I can not expect to induce the 
majority to abandon their design of passing this measure, yet 
I want to usurp the functions of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
GROSVENOR] and prophesy for a minute or so of my time, and I 
want to say that the provision in the pending bill which permits 
the court to restrain or suspend the action of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission after it has declared a new rate is 
I make the 
prediction that before this bill has been put into operation pro 
forma injunctions, printed, ready for action, will be in the hands 
of every railroad attorney in the land, and we will see tbat be- 
fore the ink is dry upon the order of the Commission the in- 
junction will be served upon that body and the rate will remain 
as it was until the final adjudication of the matter. Many rea 
sons have been given by gentlemen on the othes side why 
this bill should not pass, but the most hypocritical one that | 
have heard put forward is that time-honored peg upon which 
the Republican party has hung its arguments for legislation in 
the past—the fear that the wages of the workingmen of this 
country will be decreased. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Strrry] waxed tear- 
ful yesterday as he thought of the terrible condition of the 
railroad employees if this Commission were to be permitted to 


beggaring 


| cut down these rates and in turn the railroad companies would 
| be compelled to lower the wages of American workmen. 
| other objection is that the effect of the bill will be to give tlie 
railroads do that) they should not be permitted to do anything | 


An 
courts more power than they have now—more power over prop 
an 
anti-injunction bill—a bill behind which is said to be the Presi- 
dent of the United States—asking that the power of the courts 
be limited over the persons and liberties of the workingmen of 
this country. And yet the same men who weep over the ex 
tension of the courts’ power over property bitterly oppose any 
curtailment of the power of the same courts where the liberties 


| of the people are concerned. 


At the hearings before the House and Senate Interstate Com- 


| merce Committees and upon bills which propose that the Con 
I shall vote for the Davey bill because in some respects it is 
all 


gress delegate to a commission the summary power of fixing 
rates for transportation (a commodity) upon the interstate pub 
lic highways, and that the rates fixed should at once become 
effective, the railroad presidents and their agents appeared and 
violently opposed any such legislation. 

The grounds for their opposition were mainly two in number: 

First. That the power of the Commission to fix rates will de- 
prive the railroad corporations of the right to control their own 
private property and to use it as they see fit. Ownership in 
volves the right to free use and alienation, and to the extent the 
Commission should exercise the power delegated so far would 
the railroad corporations be deprived of the rights incident to 
ownership. 

Secondly. That the Commission would be incompetent to fix 
reasonable rates, and that the rates should not go into effect till 
approved by a Federal court. 

The accompanying exhibits disclose that these same rail 
road corporations, especially those in the fifteen Atiantic Coast 
States, have established a combined interstate commerce com 
mission and “ judicial tribunal,” as they call it, for fixing the 
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price at which all patented inventions applicable for use on rail- 
roads shall be sold by the owners thereof; and the price or 
rate so established and fixed, they declare “ will be supported 
and sustained with all the combined force and power of our 
membership.” 

The names of the -railroad corporations which created the 
commission and clothed it with power are given in Exhibit E. 
The law governing the railroad members and the members of 
the commission is set forth in Exhibit F. One of the commis- 
sion’s reports is given under Exhibit D, and reveals the true 
character of the railroad legislative body and the duties of the 
commission. 

The exhibits as a whole also reveal the fact that the present 
national Administration has no intention whatever of honestly 
enforcing the antitrust act. 


Exuisit A. 
THE EASTERN RAILROAD ASSOCIATION. 


This association is a combination, voluntarily formed under a secret 
written agreement, of nearly all railroad corporations in the fifteen 
Atlantic coast States to secure by unity of action arbitrary control 
over all patented inventions applicable for use on railroads. It is 
without doubt the oldest illegal trust in the United States. It was 
formed in 1866 and has successfully pursued its iniquity for some 
thirty-five years. 

The association’s annual reports from 1867 to 1883 are on file in 
the United States Patent Office library, but since 1883, which is ap- 
proximately the date of the present agitation against unlawful combi- 
nations, no reports have been allowed to reach the public. 

Its membership in 1868 embraced 57 railroad corporations in Mary- 
land, Pennsylvania, New York, and in the New Bngland States. In 


1883 the membership had increased to include 255 railroad corpora- 
tions. The present a is not actually known, inasmuch as 
the affairs of the association since 1883 have been kept secret. How- 


ever, it is believed that the membership now includes at least 600 or 
700 railroad corporations. 

The headquarters of the combine was originally at Springfield, 
Mass.; afterwards, in 1878, at the Boston and Lowell station in Bos- 
ton; then, in 1880, at the Grand Central Station in New York, and 
finally a permanent base of operations was established at Washington, 
D. C., the association, in 1886, purchasing for $25,000 the premises 
No. 614 F street NW., to be held “in trust for the sole use and benefit 
of the members of a certain association known as the Eastern Rail- 
road Association.” 

On reference to the “ Memorandum of deed in trust” (see Exhibit 
H), it will be seen that the conveyance was made to three members of 
the executive committee of the association and in a form which “ has 
ever been held most sacred in equity.” The building which is now the 
headquarters of the association contains large fireproof vaults with 


combination locks and within which are guarded the secret archives. 
The railroad corporation members prior to December 4, 1878, oper- 
ated under a written agreement, called a “constitution,” adopted 


which is not available. On the above date 
an amended constitution was adopted. (See Exhibit C.) This latter 
constitution was revised some time prior to 1887. (See Exhibit F.) 

It will be seen on reference to the constitution that all the affairs 
of the association are turned over to and managed by nine governors 
called an “executive committee.” The names of the committee and 
the officers of the association have been published from time to time in 
the Travelers’ Official Guide. In the Guide for December, 1904, the 
following list of the officials is given : 

Eastern Railroad Association.—General offices, 614 F street NW., 
Washington, D. C.; Theodore N. Ely, president, Philadelphia, Pa. ; 
William G. Besler, vice-president, New York; Albert A. Folsom, treas- 
urer, Boston, Mass.; Robert J. Fisher, general counsel, Washington, 
Db. C.; John J. Harrower, secretary, Washington, D. C. 

Executive committee.—Theodore N. Ely, Pennsylvania Railroad Com- 
pany; Henry F. Kenney, Philadelphia, Baltimore and .Washington 
Railroad Company; John R. Kenly, Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Com- 
pany; John J. Turner, Pennsylvania Company; William G. Besler, 
Central Railroad Company of New Jersey; John F. Deems, New York 
Central and Hudson River Railroad Company; Fairfax Harrison, 
Southern Railway Company; Fayette S. Curtis, New York, New Haven 
and Hartford Railroad Company; George L. Potter, Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad Company. 

The meaning and force of certain articles in the amended constitution 
were explained to the fifty-three corporation members in the twelfth 


February, 1867, a copy of 


annual report of the president, Exhibit D, and reveals the true nature 
and character of the association. 

Litigation is asserted to be the association's most important business. 
It is stated that section 4 of the constitution is “ tyrannical,” and 
deprives “‘ members of the liberty of individual and independent action 
in the settlement of claims;” that members are forbidden to settle 


claims independently of the permission of the executive committee, for 
“the money thus paid enables the party making the unjust claim to 
prosecute other members, which in most cases he would otherwise be 
unable to do;” that the members of “the association must act as a 
unit,” and that “it is believed that this unity of action has been the 
trne cause of our success heretofore.” : 
In fact, this oe furnishes conclusive evidence that the associa- 


tion was at the time, as it is now, a criminal conspiracy at common 
law. In State v. Burnham (15 N. H., 396, 1840) Judge Gilcrist said: 

‘Combinations against law or against individuals are always dan- 
gerous to the public peace and to public security. But the law by no 
means intends to anual society from the benefits of united effort for 
legitimate purposes and such as promote the well-being of individuals 
or the public. It uses the word “conspiracy” in its bad sense. An 
act may be innocent without being indictable where the isolated acts 
of an individual are not so injurious to society as to require the inter- 
vention of the law. But when innocent acts are committed by mem- 
bers in furtherance of a common object, and with the advantage and 
strength which determination and union impart to them, they assume 
the grave importance of a conspiracy, and the peace and order of s0- 
ciety require their repression.” 


“The general principle on which the crime of conspiracy is founded 
is this, that the confederacy of several persons to effect any injurious 
object creates such a new and additional power to cause injury as re- 
guires criminal restraint, although none would be necessary were the 





same thing proposed or even staan to be done by any person 
singly.” (7 Rep. Crim. Law Com., 1843, p. 90.) 

“Phe concentrated energy of several combined wills operating simul- 
taneously and by concert upon any one individual is dangerous even to 
the cautious and circumspect. It is therefore the business of the law 
to protect individuals from such conspiracies. All combinations in 
society to effect an evil purpeee are dangerous, and when their object 
and purpose are to cheat an individual, by whatever means, og are 
5 pg to the criminal law.” (Twitchell v. Comm., 9 Pa. St. R., 

“TI take it, then, a combination is criminal wherever the act to be 
done has a necessary tendency to Dm oy ay the public or to oppress 
individuals x unjustly subjecting them to the power of confederates 
and giving effect to the purposes of the latter, whether of extortion 
oe meoL) (Judge Gibson, Comm. v. Carlisle, Brightly’s Rep., Pa. 

“An association may be formed, the declared objects of which are fn- 
nocent and laudable, and yet they may have secret articles or an agree- 
ment communicated only to the members by which they are banded to- 
gether for purposes injurious to the peace of society; such would un- 
doubtedly be a criminal conspiracy on proof of the fact, however meri- 
torious and praiseworthy the declared objects might be.” (Comm. v. 
Hunt, 4 Metcalf, 1845.) 

Some time between 1878 and 1887 a further change in the constitu- 
tion, as above stated, was made (DPxhibit F). and in accordance with 
which the association has since carried on its business and exploited 
inventors and owners of patents. 

The real pur of the combination can be ascertained from an in- 
spection of Articles V, VI, and VII of the constitution. 

From section 1, Article V, it appears that an inventor or owner of a 
patent can not deal directly with any member of the association. He 
must deal with the executive committee, rsons who never wish to 
purchase. The executive committee determines the validity of the pat- 
ent and the expediency of contesting the claim, and the railroad corpo- 
ration directly interested is deprived of individual freedom of action. 

Under section 2 the executive committee at fix the basis of 
settlement, if fixed at all. The individual member interested has no 
voice in the matter. 

Under section 3 the individual member sued can not settle a claim or 
defend the suit. The executive committee manage the suit, and corpo- 
ration members in no way interested are compelled to contribute aid. 

Under section 4 each member is deprived of the right of individual 
opinion and freedom of action. 

Under section 5 the individual member is forced to accept the jnds- 
ment of the executive committee when “for the best interests of the 
association,” whatever may be the interests of the individual member. 
If a claim is settled, the inventor receives pay from those not using the 
invention. The sole condition of settlement is that such settlement is 
cheaper for the association than “ carrying on the litigation.” 

Article VI fixes the penalty for violating the agreement. 

Article VII authorizes the unlawful “ maintenance” of suits where a 
majority of the members are not directly or indirectly interested and 
where no member of the association is a legal defendant of record. 

These articles provide for the suppression of competition between 
the corporate members in the purchase of licenses and interests in let- 
ters patent and restrict freedom in the settlement of claims for the 
pons nage of patents; and also for the fixing of the — by the 
executive committee when any interest in a — may purchased 
or any claim is to be settled, provided “‘ such settlement or purchase 
can be effected at less expense to the association than the cost of carry- 
ing co the litigation.” 

nder its constitution and by-laws the association exists in violation 
of the antitrust act. The facts and law showing this to be true are 
fully set forth in a “statement” filed in 1 with the Attorney- 
General of the United States and which accompanied a request that he 
direct a suit in equity to be instituted under section 4 of the act to 
restrain and enjoin the association. A copy of the “statement” and 
certain exhibits, as well as the reply of Attorney-General Gri de- 
fending the association are herewith submitted. (Exhibits B and I.) 

The ecometee! business of the association under and outside of its un- 
lawful constitution and by-laws appears to embrace, first, reports upon 
patents, and, second, litigation. 

Reports upon patents are prepared by the general counsel and a slip 
attached stating that they are of “no effect or binding on the associa- 
tion until sagreves by the executive committee.” All applications for 
information by a corporate member must be made through an author- 
ized person named by the board of directors of the corporation. The 
reports on the validity of patents are preserved in secret, and the in- 
ventors or owners of the patents and the general public as well never 
learn their substance unless accidentally. Inasmuch as there is no 
competition and that the reports are generally made to railroad officials 
unfamiliar with the art and the tent laws, and hence incompetent to 
criticise, it is maintained with truth that the said reports are, as a 
rule, superficial and a Several reports have been seen which 
disclos great ignorance of the particular arts and which prevented the 
introduction of very desirable safety devices upon railroads. 

However incomplete, arbitrary, capricious, and unjust these reports 
may be, the association members are in practice bound to adopt and 
follow them. Any official who should ignore the report would be dis- 
missed from service. By these secret reports it is within the power of 
the association to destroy the es right in a patent created by 
the Government, or to give value to a worthless or invalid patent if 
some one on the inside is aes remunerated. 

It is obviously against tg ie policy for a combination of corpora- 
tions, each exercising a public office, affected with a public use, and per- 
forming the function of the Government, to agree and covenant that 
they will be bound by secret decisions and reports relative to the valid- 
ity or invalidity of patents for such appliances as are discovered and 
invented from time to time, and are adapted for cheapening, hastening, 
and rendering safer the transportation of freight and passengers on 
railroads. 

Litigation is another and the most important business in which the 
association is engaged. (See Exhibit D.) According to one of the 
association’s reports, it had in its ey in 1882 the sum of $50,- 
028.98. Of this amount immediately available for litigation and cor- 
rupt uses, $33,655 was invested in convertible bonds and stock and 
$10,000 loaned on call. A much larger sum is now doubtless imme- 
diately available for “running down a poor inventor with an invalid 

atent,” who has the audacity to bring suit against a corporation mem- 
Cee. The members of the association are domiciled in four judicial cir- 

cuits. An owner of a patent commences suit in equity against a rail- 
road corporation member in a certain district. The general counsel of 
the association appears for the defendant and unlawfully maintains 
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the suit, the other corporate members of the association refusing to 
lawfully intervene, so they may not be bound by any judgment ren- 
dered within that district. : 

When the complainant takes his proofs he must pay his witnesses 
and railroad fares. ‘The general counsel travels to the place of ex- 
amination on a railroad pass, cross-examines the witnesses at great 
length to increase the per diem charges of the witness for his services 
and to increase the cost of printing the testimony by the complainant. 
When the general counsel tales testimony for the defense he rides on a 
pass and secures witnesses free, who also travel on passes, from amons 
railroad employees, who are always willing to testify as instructed. 
The testimony may be taken in any part of the country which will en- 
tail the greatest possible expense for the complainant in railroad fares. 

The general counsel secures pees testimony, manufactured evi- 
dence, and avails himself of all means, honest or dishonest, to defeat 
the suit. When the case comes on to be heard it may be before a 
Federal judge who has a railroad pass in his pocket. Then comes a 
series of appeals. Should the complainant be successful he can but 
seldom prove profits or damages as the association has by its ingent- 
ously contrived constitution prevented the establishment of a license 
fee. Upon application for an injunction in another judicial circuit 
against a railroad corporation which had participated in the defense, 
the general counsel will again appear and assert new defenses and 
allege a different claim or demand and the case must be tried anew. 

Without entering into details it is a truthful statement of fact to say 
that the ordinary citizen is absolutely precluded from prosecuting in 
any Federal court a suit against a railroad corporation for infringing 
a patent with any hope of success. 

The association is above citation in any court of justice, and in fact 
ossesses a power superior to that exercised by any circuit court of the 
Jnited States. In the annual report for 1882 the president says: 

“'Phe association has so increased in strength and usefulness that 
now it may be likened in one respect to a judicial authority or tribunal, 
to which all interested can apply for advice respecting patented inven- 
tions in any way relating to railroads, and with the assurance that the 
advice given, if followed, will be supported and sustained with all the 
combined force and power of our membership.” 

In closing the thirteenth annual report, 1879, the general counsel 
uttered this boast: 

“It appears to be the fact that during the whole period of thirteen 
years during which the association has been in existence no suit de- 
fended by it has resulted in a judgment against a member on appeal to 
the highest court; and that while some claims have been settled after 
suit was brought, no member defended by the association has yet, by 
process of law under execution, attachment, or otherwise, been com- 
pelled to pay anything on acconnt of infringement of letters patent. 

For thirty-five years this association has stripped owners of patents 
and inventors of their property as effectively and completely as the 
uncircumcised Philistines of old stripped Saul on Mount Gilboa. As 
stated by the Scientific American March 12, 1892: “ Legislation is cer- 
tainly needed to put a stop to combinations formed like the Hastern 
Association for the express purpose of nullifying the privileges granted 
to inventors by Congress.” 


[Extracts from the association's annual reports.] 


In the first report it is stated that persons who claim damages for the 
infringement of their patents are “ cormorants.” 

In the third report it is said that the usefulness of the association 
is becoming apparent. Members enjoy freedom from —— of 
“patent agents.” Our relations to the Western Railroad Association, 
of Chicago, are such as to secure to each party the full benefit of inves 
tigations conducted at the expense of the other. 

Fourth report: That under the quiet influence of our own and the 
Western Railroad Association the business of dealing in railroad pat 
ents is fast becoming legitimate and respectable. Owners of patents 
making claims against railroads are aptly denominated “ patent sharks.” 

Sixth report: That after six years, of all the suits brought against 
members of the association only one has been pressed to trial, and in 
that case the defendant was successful, “and a fraudulent claim was 
permanently overthrown.” Referring to certain attempts to secure ex 
tensions of patents from Congress, it is stated that “the poor inventor 
was employed to stand around as a figurehead and recite his misfor 
tunes to Members of Congress for the purpose of eliciting sympathy.” 
“It is deemed a part of prudence for the association to be properly 
represented at Washington during the session of Congress to watch the 
speculators in these defunct patents and report their earliest appear 
ance.” 

Seventh report: That the association saves to the companies many 
hundreds of thousands of dollars annually. That during the seven 
years’ experience of the association only three cases have actually been 
heard by the courts. 

Kighth report: “ The executive committee presents its eighth annua! 
report with a feeling of lively satisfaction at the success which con 
tinues to attend the organization.” 

Ninth report: “The kindly relations hitherto existing between the 
executive committee of this and the Western Railroad Association are 
still maintained.” 

Eleventh report: “It has been thought advisable to accept of a low 
compromise rate offered by the owners of one or two patents whose 
claims have upon investigation been found to be valid.” Data is given 
of twenty suits defended by the association. 

Thirteenth report: It is stated that attention is called to a bill be- 
fore Congress providing for a commission, appointed by the President 
of the United States, to examine atented a ne applicable to 
railroads, with power to decide which of such improvements shall be 
used and the amount to be paid to the owner. ‘“ But the provisions of 
the bill were so manifestly unconstitutional I did not think it necessary 
to appear as a remonstrant.” 

Fi teenth report: “‘ The association can no longer be said to be an ex- 
periment. With fifteen years’ experience and the resulting accumula- 
tion of valuable records and tangible assets in the form of invested 
securities shown by the reports of the counsel and secretary and the 
treasurer, it must be admitted to be an established institution, and that 
it has = a success far exceeding the expectations of its founders. 

“It has fully subserved the object which was intended to be accom 
plished, and has so increased in strength and usefulness that now it 
may be likened in one respect to a judicial authority or tribunal, to 
which all interested can apply for advice respecting patented inventions 
in any way relating to railroads, and with the assurance that the ad- 
vice given, if followed, will be supported and sustained with all the 
combined force and power of our membership. 

“All are apt to be blind when their own foterests are concerned, but 
it is worthy of remark, and a subject of congratulation, that whatever 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2123 


may be the individual interests of our members here we meet as a 
brotherhood, on a common level, for a common purpose, and without re 
spect to persons or individuals, whatever may be their circumstances or 
pretensions. 

“It may be proper to remind you that the association makes use of 
no legal power or authority against its members; we are bound by no 
other ties than those of honor and mutual benefit. There has been 
discussion as to the desirability of our acquiring the powers of a cot 
ration. Your committee has not so far discovered any necessity for ma! 
ing such a radical change in the organization of the association.” 

Hl. B. Martin, 
National Secretary. 
F. KE. STEBBINS, 
Of Counsel American Antitrust League 






Exuisir B. 
In re The Eastern Railroad Association. 

STATEMENT ACCOMPANYING A REQUEST, FILED WITH THE ATTORNEY-GEN 
ERAL, THAT SUIT IN EQUITY BE INSTITUTED AGAINST THE EASTERN 
RAILROAD ASSOCIATION, 

“In an effort to avoid the condemnation of the law, shelter has been 
sought under what has ever been held most sacred in equity, a trust, a 
thing over which equity, to prevent fraud, has asserted and exercised an 
exclusive jurisdiction. The same combinations to prevent competition, 
condemned already by the law, are attempted to be worked out at the 
footstool of the chancellor, concealed in the form there most favored. 
It is like the outlaw grasping the horns of the altar for security, but, 
unlike him, it conceals its guilt and demands protection, protesting its 
innocence while pursuing its iniquity. The act is the culmination of 
corporate insolence and deceit.” (Ray, Contractual Limitations, under 
the head of “ Corporate combinations to prevent fair competition.” ) 

STATEMENT. 

The agreement of the Eastern Railroad Association set forth in its 
constitution and by-laws, and its doings in accordance therewith, 
constitute violations of the “Act to protect trade and commerce 


against unlawful restraints and monopolies.” (26 Stat. L., chapter 
647.) 
I 


The constitution of the Eastern Railroad Association Is a contract 
in restraint of trade or commerce among the several States. 


THE AGREEMENT. 


Prior to the 4th day of December, 1878, 53 railroad corporations, 
chartered under the laws of and doing business in 15 separate States— 
to wit, Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Mary- 
land, Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, and South Carolina 
had entered into an agreement by which they constituted themselves 
an association to be known as the Fastern Railroad Association. On 
December 4, 1878, “after due discussion and deliberation,” and at 
a’ special meeting of the association, an amended constitution was 
adopted. (Exhibit D.) 

Under date of March 24, 1879, the president of the association made 
the twelfth annual report to the railroad corporation members, and 
therein called “ particular attention”’ to, and explained the meaning 
of, certain provisions of the amended constitution. 

During the year 1883 the railroad corporation members to the agree 
ment numbered 255, and operated over 19,198 miles of track in 15 
States. (Exhibit E; report in Patent Office library.) 

In 1894 and at the present time, as far as can be learned, the mem- 
bership of the association embraces some 700 railroad corporations, 
having 34,000 miles of track and $2,820,000,000 capital. 

About 1887 the members of the association adopted a revised consti 
tution, which each railroad company signed and by which it agreed 
to be bound. (Exhibit F.) 

po 1 of the constitution recites the purpose of the association, 
to wit: 

“While having for its general purpose the promotion of railway 
interests, its leading object shall be the protection of its members 
against unjust claims made for patented inventions.” 

By Article II the members agree that any railroad company approved 
by the executive committee and subscribing to the articles and con 
tributing to the expense of the association may become a member. 
Each company is to be represented by a duly authorized person. 

By Article III the members agree that the affairs of the associa 
tion shall be turned over to and managed by nine governors, called 
the executive committee, who shall be elected each year by the repre 
sentatives of the railroad corporations at the annual meeting of the 
association, held in the city of New York (by-laws, Article 1); that 
the executive committee shall elect a president, vice-president, and 
treasurer, selected from among themselves, and shall also elect a 
general counsel and secretary, and that the officers shall be the officers 
of the association; that the committee shall have power to elect 
other officers and employees, to appoint legal counsel, fix salaries 
and compensation for themselves and other employees, to prescribe 
the duties of all officers, agents, and employees, and to make by-laws 
for its own government. 

By Article IV the members agree that annual meetings of the 
association shall be held; that special meetings shall be called at the 
request of two members of the executive committee and upon written 
request of the representatives of not less than five companies; that 
each company shall be entitled to one vote. 

By Article V the members agree that the executive committee shall 
determine the validity or invalidity of any patent submitted for exam- 
ination by any railroad corporation member; that the executive com 
mittee shall determine the expediency of contesting any claim for 
compensation made upon any railroad corporation member for the use 
of a patented invention which it has appropriated; that should the 
executive committee conclude (1) that a patent is valid or (2) that it 
is inexpedient to contest a claim for compensation made against one of 
the railroad members of the association, it shall be the duty of said 
executive committee, at the request of an associate member to negotiate 
(1) for the use of the patent or (2) for a settlement of the claim for 
compensation ; that if the railroad member declines to accept the terms 
fixed by the executive committee for the use of the patent the associa- 
tion will not be responsible for the defense of any suit against such 
member. 

That if the railroad member declines to accept the basis of settlement 
fixed by the executive committee when claim for compensation is made 
for the use of an invention, the association will not thereafter be 
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sesponsible for the expense of litigation growing out of the case. 
That when the owner of a a brings suit at law or in equity against 
a railroad member for infringing his patent adjudged invalid by the 
executive committee, said member shall report the suit to the secretary, 
and the executive committee shall manage the same thereafter at the 
expense of the association. That when the owner of a patent brings 
suit at law or in equity against a railroad member for the use of a 


patent which the executive committee has reported upon as valid and 
for the use of which the executive committee has also fixed the price, 
accepted by the railroad member, but not by the owner of the patent, 
the said railroad member shall report the suit to the secretary and the 


executive committee shall thereafter manage the defense at the expense 
of the association. 

That no member shall settle a suit or claim against it after being 
advised that a similar suit or claim is in charge of the association for 
defense against another member, except with the consent of the general 
counsel and president of the association. That when the executive 
committee decide it inadvisable to assume or continue the expense of 
litigation arising out of a report which it has adopted, it may so notify 
the member against which suit has been brought. But the executive 
committee may compromise or settle the claim for compensation made 
by the owner of the patent or purchase a license for the member at the 
expense of the association: Provided, The settlement or purchase can 
be affected at less expense to the association than the cost of carrying 
on the litigation. 

By Article VI the members agree: That expulsion shall be the penalty 
when any member willfully violates “ these articles.” 

By Article VII the members agree: That the executive committee 
shall confer with the officers of similar associations in the United 
States relative to the settlement of patent claims and the trial of 
ae cases ; meaning by “ similar associations ” especially the Western 
tailroad Association, which embraces some 81 railread. corporations 
distributed among the Western States. And that they will contribute 
from the trust fund to maintain the defense of suits. ; 

By Article VIII the members agree: That they shall be assessed 
annually according to mileage and gross receipts “for any expenses 
incurred or hereafter to be incurred” in behalf of the association; and 
that payment of the assessments shall be enforced under penalty. 

3y Article 1X the members agree: That any company may withdraw 
from the association by giving notice in writing. 

The provisions recited in the by-laws and standing resolutions of 
the association. are intended to aid . carrying out and making effective 
the agreement set forth in the constitution. : 

it should be noted that Article V of the constitution of 1887 is sub- 
stantially identical with Article VI_of the constitution of 1878, and 
that the explanation of said Article VI by the president of the associa- 
tion in the twelfth annual report (Exhibit D) applies to Article V of 
the constitution of 1887. The explanation is as follows, and reveals 
the true purpose and object of the agreement: 

“Your committee, however, think it proper here to refer to some of 
the provisions of the constitution as amended. 

“ Particular attention is called to Article VI, which is designed to 
regulate the action of all concerned when a claim is made for the use 
of a patented invention and said claim is submitted to the associa- 
tion for action. 

“Section 1 of this article makes it the duty of the executive com- 
mittee to negotiate with an inventor or patentee whose claim it is 
considered inexpedient to contest; but attention is drawn to the fact 
that the committee must first be requested to do so by a member. In 
this respect the section differs from section 3 of Article VII of the old 
constitution. Section 2 is substantially the same as section 4 of 
Article VII of the old constitution; but it will be observed that if a 
member fails to acknowledge receipt of notice sent by the committee 
for fifteen days after its date, the terms of settlement proposed shall 
be considered as accepted by such member. 

“Attention is also called to section 3 of this article, as by its terms 
the members, In order to avail themselves of the services of the asso- 
ciation for defense or in settlement of claims, must notify the secre- 
tary of any suit or claim brought against them. And if any member has 
previously declined, or shall subsequently decline, the basis of settle- 
ment recommended by the executive committee, the association will not 
be responsible for any expenses for litigation such member may incur. 

“Section 4 prohibits any member settling any suit or claim brought 
against it, after being advised by the secretary that a similar suit or 
claim is in charge of the association for defense in behalf of any of 
its members, without the consent of the secretary, indorsed by the 

resident. 

. “This provision of the constitution may appear tryrannical, and it 
does to a certain extent deprive members of the liberty of individual 
and independent action in the settlement of claims; but the subject 
has been well considered, and the rule is believed to be essentiai to 
the successful carrying out of the main object of the association, to 
wit, the protection of its members against unjust claims made for 
patented inventions. 

“One member may find it expedient to settle a claim under special 
inducements; but the money thus paid enables the party making the 
unjust claim to prosecute other members, which in most cases he 
would otherwise be unable to do. Again, the weaker members of the 
association might be unduly influenced. in the settlement of such 
claims when they learned that a more powerful member had found 
it expedient to settle. 

“Such methods of influencing the settlement of claims are well 
known to those engaged in the manipulation of fraudulent patent 
claims, and, if allowed to prevail, the influence and salutary effect of 
the association would be destroyed. To obtain the best results, the 
members of the essociation must act as a unit, and it is believed that 
this unity of action has been the true cause of our success heretofore.” 

As further revealing the association's estimate of the character 
of its agreement, as embodied in its constitution, the following extracts 
from the president's annual report,* March 9, 1882, are reproduced, 
to wit: 

The association “has so increased in strength and usefulness that 
now it may be likened in one respect to a judicial authority or tri- 
bunal,® to which all interested can apply for advice regpeeene pat- 
ented inventions in any way relating to railroads, and with the assur- 
ance that the advice given, if followed, will be supported and sustained 
with all the combined force and power of our membership.” 


«On file in the United States Patent Office library. 

>It is not within the power of individuals or corporations to create 
judicial tribunals for the final and conclusive settlement of controver- 
sies. (102 Ind., 262, 1885.) 
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There has been some discussion as to the desirability of ovr acquirin 
the powers of a corporation. Your committee has not so far discover 
any necessity for making such a radical change in the orgenization of 
the association. 


THE ANTITRUST LAW. 


An act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and 
monopolies. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled. 

Sec. 1. eee contract, combination in the form of trust or other- 
wise, or conspiracy, in restraint of trade or commerce among the sev- 
eral States, or with foreign nations, is hereby declared to be illegal. 
Every person who shall make any such contract or engage in any such 
combination or conspiracy, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor 
and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by fine not exceedin 
$5,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said 
punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Spec. 2. Every person who shall monopolize, or attempt to monopolize, 
or combine or conspire with any other person or persons to monopolize, 
any part of the trade or commerce among the several States, or with 
foreign nations, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on con- 
viction thereof, shall be punish by fine not exceeding $5,000, or by 
imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said punishments, in 
the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 8. Every contract, combination in form of trust or otherwise, or 
conspiracy, in restraint of trade or commerce in any Teritory of the 
United States or the District of Columbia, or in restraint of trade or 
commerce between nor such Territory and another, or between any such 
Territory or Territories and any State or States or the District of Co- 
lumbia, or with foreign nations, or between the District of Columbia and 
any State or States or foreign nations, is hereby declared illegal. 
Every person who shall make any such contract or engage in any such 
combination or conspiracy shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by fine not cumemng 
$5,000, or by imprisonment not ex ing one year, or by both sai 
purishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 4. The several circuit courts of the United States are hereby in- 
vested with jurisdiction to prevent and restrain violations of this act; 
and it shall be the duty of the several district attorneys of the United 
States, in their respective districts, under the direction of the Attorney- 
General, to institute proceedings in equity to prevent and restrain such 
violations. Such proceedings a be by way of petition setting forth 
the case and praying that such violation shall be enjoined or otherwise 
prohibited. Yhen the parties complained of shail have been duly 
notified of such petition the court shall proceed, as soon as may be, to 
the hearing and determination of the case; and pending such petition 
and before final decree, the court may at any time make such temporary 
restraining order or prohibition as shall be deemed just in the premises, 

Suc. 5. Whenever it shall sqpear to the court before which any pro- 
ceeding under section 4 of this act may be pending, that the ends of 
justice require that other parties should be brought before the court, 
the court may cause them to be summoned, whether they reside in the 
district in which the court is held or not; and subpenas to that end 
may be served in any district by the marshal thereof. 

Sc. 6. Any property owned under any contract or by any combina- 
tion, or pursuant to any conspiracy (and nang the subject thereof) 
mentioned in section 1 of this act, and being in the course of transpor- 
tation from one State to another, or to a foreign country, shall be for- 
feited to the United States, and may be seized and condemned by like 
proceedings as those provided by law for the forfeiture, seizure, and 
oo of property imported into the United States contrary to 
aw. 

Suc. 7. Any person who shali be injured in his business or property 
by any other person or corporation by reason of Tt forbidden or 
declared to be unlawful by this act may sue therefor in any circuit 
court of the United States In the district in which the defendant re- 
sides or is found, without respect to the amount in controversy, and 
shall recover threefold the damages by him sustained and the costs of 
suit, including a reasonable attorney's fee. 

Sec. 8. That the word “person,” or “persons,” wherever used in 
this act shall be deemed to include corporations and associations exist- 
ing under or authorized by the laws of either the United States, the 
laws of any of the Territories, the laws of any State, or the laws of 
any foreign country. 

Approved, July 2, 1890. 


ARGU MENT. 


Section 1 of the antitrust act states: 

“Every contract * * * in restraint of trade or commerce among 
the several States * * * {is hereby declared to be illegal.” 

The law assumes that trade and commerce among the several States 
shall be free, and that this freedom shall extend to all persons, naturai 
as well as artificial, and also embrace all subjects-matter, whether cor- 
poreal or incorporeal, which can be bought, sold, or exchanged. 

Chief Justice Fuller, in United States v. Knight .(156 U. 8., 11), said: 

“The Constitution does not oro that interstate commerce shall 
be free, but, by the grant of this exclusive power to regulate it, it was 
left free except as Congress ~_— impose restraints.” 

No limitation has ever been fixed by the Supreme Court to the phrase 
“commerce among the States.” Its narrowest definition at least em- 
braces “ the conduct of individuals” “in buying and selling or barter.” 

On argument in Gibbon v. Ogden = Wheaton) it was claimed that 
navigation was not included within the meaning of the term; and the 
court remarked, at page 190: 

“The mind can scarcely conceive of a system for regulating com- 
merce (between the States) which shall * * * be confined to pre- 
seribing rules for the conduct of individuals in the actual employment 
of buying and selling or of barter.” 

Other deliverances on the subject are as follows: 

“Commerce is undoubtedly traffic. But it is also something more; 
it is intercourse.” (Gibbon v. Ogden, 9 Wheat., 181.) 

* Sale is the object of importation, and it is an esvential element of 
commerce.” (Brown v. Maryland, 13 Wheat., oon 

“Commerce is intercourse; one of its most ordinary ingredients is 
traffic.” (Brown v. Maryland, 12 Wheat., 446.) 

“Commerce is a term of the largest import. It comprehends inter- 
course for the purpose of trade in any and all of its forms, including 
the transportation, purchase, sale, and exchange of commodities be- 
tween the citizens of our country and the citizens of other countries, 
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and between the citizens of different States.” (Welton v. State of Mis- 
souri, 1 Otto, 275.) 

“Commerce with foreign countries and among the States, strictly 
considered, consists in intercourse and traffic, including in these terms 
navigation and the transportation and transit of persons and prop- 
erty, as well as the purchase, sale, and exchange of commodities. 
(County of Mobile v. Kimball, 102 U, 8., T02.) 

“The negotiation of sales of goods which are in another State, for 
the purpose of introducing them into the State in which the negotia- 
tion is made, is interstate commerce.” (Robbins v. Shelby Taxing 
District, 120 U. 8., 497.) (1586.) 

“While the completely internal commerce of a State is reserved to 
the State itself, because never surrendered to the General Government, 
commerce, the regulation of which is committed by the Constitution to 
Congress, comprehends traffic, navigation, and every species of commer- 
cial intereourse or trade between the United States, among the several 
States, and the Indian tribes.” (Interstate Commerce Commission v. 
Brimson, 154 U. 8., 447.) (1894.) 

“ Definitions as to what constitutes Interstate commerce are not 
easily given, so that they shall clearly define the full meaning of the 
term. We know from the cases decided in this court that it is a term 
of very large significance. It comprehends, as it is said, intercourse 
for the purpose of trade in any and all its forms, including transporta- 
tion, sale, purchase, and the exchange of commodities between the citi- 
vens of different States.” (Justice Peckham in Hopkins v. United 
States, October 24, 1898, 171 U. 8., 597.) 

(See United States v. Addyston Pipe and Steel Company, 54 U. 8. 
App., 723 et seq. Supreme Court decision December 4, 1899, 175 U. 8., 
211.) 

From the above definitions it may be said that the transfer by a per- 
son domiciled in one State to a person domiciled in another State of 
any interest in a patent by assignment, grant, or license, or negotiations 
preliminary or preparatory to such transfer, constitute trade or com- 
merce among the several States. 

The Congress by positive enactment has declared that there shall be 
freedom of trade or commerce in patents for inventions and interests 
therein throughout the United States. Section 4898, Revised Statutes 
of the United States, reads: 

“Every patent or any interest therein shall be assignable in law by 
an instrument in writing; and the patentee or his assigns or legal 
representatives may, in like manner, grant and convey an exclusive 
right under his patent to the whole or any specified part of the United 
States.” 

There are three classes of persons in whom the patentee can vest an 
interest of some kind in the patent. ‘They are an assignee, a grantee of 
an exclusive sectional right, and a licensee. (Potter v. Holland, 4 
Blatchford, 406.) 

The courts have repeatedly affirmed the existence of a free and open 
market for patent property throughout the United States. Justice 
Davis, of the Supreme Court of the United States, in ex parte Robin- 
son, 2 Biss., 309 (1870), a case arising under an act of the State of 
Indiana “ regulating the sale of patent rights,” said: 

“Tbe property in inventions exists by virtue of the laws of Congress, 
and no State has a right to interfere with its enjoyment or to annex 
conditions to the grant. If the patentee complies with the laws of 
Congress on the subject, he has a right to go into the open market any- 
where within the United States and sell his property.” 

It has repeatedly been held that the acts of State legislatures which 
attempt to direct the manner in which patent rights shall be sold in the 
States are void. (See Helm v. Bank, 43 Indiana, 167; Robinson on 
Patents, section 46, note 4, and section 1242.) 

in Holiday v. Hunt (70 Illinois, 113) the court recognized that the 
purchase and sale of a patent right constituted “ traffic,” and remarked 
of the State law: 

“It is a marked discrimination against the traffic In patent rights, 
which can not fail to seriously prejudice and impair the rights of 
patentees and their assignees.” 

A State can not impose a license tax upon the sale of a patent. 
(State v. Butler, 3 Lea., 222.) (1879.) 
~ An act respecting foreign corporations and their agents does not 
apply to an agent selling patented inventions. (Grove & Baker Sewing 
Machine Company v. Butler, 53 Ind., 454 (1876); Shock v. Singer 
Company, 61 Ind., 520.) (1878.) 

The necessary effect of the agreement entered into by the railroad 
corporations, members of the Hastern Railroad Association, is the 
restraint of trade or commerce in patent property among the several 
States. 

In United States v. The Trans-Missouri Freight Association (166 
U. S., p. 341) Justice Peckham, referring to the agreement there under 
consideration said: 

“The question is one of law in regard to the meaning and effect of 
the agreement itself. The necessary effect of the agreement is to 
restrain trade or commerce, no matter what the intent was on the 
part of those who signed it.” 

The true meaning of the agreement is to be gathered according to 
the well-known rule, from the four corners of the agreement itself. 
(Judge Chitty in Mills v. Dunham, 1 Ch., 580; 1891.) 

“I do not think any averment is necessary as to what has been 
Gone under it (the axreement) or as to any mischief which it has 
actually produced. We are to consider what may be done under it and 
what mischief may thus arise.” (Lord Campbell in Hilton v. Eckers- 
ley. 6 E. & B., 65.) 

Whether the nature of the combination Is injurious is to be deter- 
mined by a construction of the provisions of the agreement constitut- 
ing the combination, and not by its effects in actual operation. (Salt 
Company v. Guthrie, 35 Ohio State, 678; Atcheson v. Mallon, 43 N. Y., 
149 (1870); Richardson v. Buhl, 43 N. W., 1102; 77 Mich., 632; 
Anderson v. Jett, 41 Alb. L. J., 104; 89 Ky., 375.) 

From the plain terms of the constitution of the Bastern Raliroad 
Association it appears to be the fact that the several hundred railroad 
corporations, members thereof, have entered into a mutual contract and 
agreement one with another whereby they have voluntarily abolished 
competition among themselves in the negotiations for the purchase of 
any interest in patents for inventions; that for securing “unity of 
action bar have handed over to a committee of nine persons, called 
the “ executive committee,” all control over all their business relating to 
the purchase of patent rights and licenses; that each and every of 
them has surrendered its liberty of individual and independent action 
in dealing with inventors and owners of patents; and especially in 
negotiating settlements of claims made for the use of patent in- 
ventions; that they have delegated and surrendered to the said execu- 
tive committee the power of xing the price or prices to be paid for 
the use of any patented invention, and the price in payment for any 
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unlawful appropriation of a patented invention, and the price to 
paid for a license to use any patented invention, and the price to b 
paid for any patent or assignment thereof (assuming that in any cas 
they intend to pay anything at all), and have bound themselves by 
penalties to abide by the articles of agreement and the decisions of the 
executive committee. 

The several hundred railroad corporations, members of the associa 
tion, and parties to the agreement, are organized under the laws of 
fifteen or more States. The owner of a patent domiciled in any of the 
States is, under the agreement, debarred from negotiating with any one 
of the railroad corporation members for the sale of an interest in a 
patent, or for the settlement of any claim for compensation against any 
railroad member that has infringed a patent. 

As between an individual patentee or owner of a patent and the cor 
poration members of 14 States the negotiations involve trade or com 
merce among the States. 

In Hammerstein v. Parsons (38 Mo. App., 333) 
marked : 

“The constitution and by laws of an association constitute a con 
tract between the members.’ 

It can not be gainsaid that the constitution and by-laws of the East 
ern Railroad Association constitute a contract in restraint of trade 
commerce among the several States, and thus violate Section I of 
antitrust act. 

Had the agreement as set forth in the association’s constitution given 
the executive committee power only to report on the validity or | 
validity of a patent, and then left each railroad company to its own 
individual and independent judgment as to whether it would purchase 
a license or settle for an infringement or defend any suit 
against it the agreement would perhaps not be illegal. But had the 
agreement been so limited it would have been useless If each company 
should be allowed to act independently in dealing with owners of patents 
the whole agreement might as well be rescinded. The president, in ex 
plaining the provisions of the constitution (Exhibit D), reveals the real 
nature and essential purpose of the agreement when he says 

“To obtain the best results the members of the association must act 
as a unit, and it is believed that this unity of action has been the 
cause of our success heretofore.” 

Justice Peckham, in United States v. The Joint Traffic 
(171 U. 8., 505), referring to an analogous agreement, said: 

“Tf one company is allowed, while remaining a member of the asso 
ciation, to fix its own rates and be guided by them, it is plain that as to 
that company the agreement might as well be rescinded. ‘This result 
was never contemplated.” 

The defense in the joint traffic case endeavored to differentiate the 
agreement there involved from that in the trans-Missouri case by assert 
ing that in the former the rates were made by the several companies and 
in the latter by the association. Both agreements were held to be 
violations of the antitrust act. 

The conditions imposed upon railroad members by Section V of the 
constitution, aside from the provision of the remaining sections, render 
the agreement unlawful. In the Inter Ocean Publishing Company + 
The Associated Press (184 Ill., 438) (1900) the supreme court of Illi 
nois decided that— 

“The restrictions attempted to be imposed by the Assoclated Press 
through its contracts and by-laws upon the rights of members to put 
chase news from other agencies which such corporation may declare to 
be antagonistic are null and vold, as tending to create monopoly and 
restrict competition.” 


(1889) the court re 
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The combination and confederacy of the railroad corporations compos- 
ing the association to oppose individual patentees and owners of patents 
in the negotiations of interests in their property, and the agreement of 
said corporations to use certain unlawful means set forth in their con 
stitution in so opposing, as well as their unlawful acts in pursuance 
thereof, constitute the association a conspiracy in restraint of trade or 
commerce among the several States. 

By the first section of the antitrust law not only are contracts In 
restraint of trade which impose binding obligations upon parties to the 
agreement not to compete illegal, but also conspiracies in restraint of 
trade, which cover a well-known class of cases where the confederacy 
pxoqeue or attempts to prevent others from freely carrying on their 
trade. 

The Congress intended to embrace within the statutory prohibition all 
conspiracies which would be illegal at common law. Lliustrations of 
such cases are: Commonwealth v. Carlyle (Br. Rep., 36), where a com- 
bination of employers conspired to depress the wages of journeymen, 
and in respect to which Fatee Gibson remarked : 

“An association is criminal when its object is to depress the price of 
labor (commodity) below what it would bring if it were left without 
artificial excitement, by either masters or journeymen, to take its 
chances in the market” (p. 42). 

Mogul Steam Company v. McGregor, Grow & Co. (appeal cases, 25 
(See Judge Taft's remarks on this decision (54 U. S. App., 211) Pr 
ple v. Everest (51 Hunn., 19). Wright, Criminal Conspiracy, pp. 144— 
181; American and English Encyclopedia of Law, Vol. IV, p. 608; 
Stephen’s History of Criminal Law; Ray, Contractual Limitations.) 

First. The combination under the constitution and by-law 
tutes the conspiracy though nothing be done in pursuance there in 
Woodworth v. Sherman and same v. Cheever and 18 others, 8 Story, 172 
(1844), Justice Story, who had at that time had served thirty-five 
years on the bench, remarked during the course of the case: 

“That he observed that the bills contained a charze of an actual com 
bination to resist the patent. That it was a question of much im 

ortance what would be the legal effect of such a combination. That 
1e did not intend to express any opinion on this part of the case, but 
that in a former case he had occasion to declare that it seemed to ap- 
proach very near if it did not actually reach, a criminal conspiracy. 
That in many cases it was lawful for individuals to do what could not 
lawfully be done by a combination. That an individual patentee might 
successfully resist an individual, but it was much more difficult to 1 
ae cerns force of a great number of persons united to oppose a 
patent. 

An inspection of the agreement will disclose that the associated rall- 
road companies, organized under the laws of 15 States, have conspired 
together for the purpose of restraining individual owners of patent 
domiciled in the several States, from freely negotiating sales of in 
terests In their patents and from collecting compensation from any 
member of the association who has appropriated a patented invention 

Second. The agreement by the association to use unlawful means in 
opposing owners of patents in their attempts to negotiate interests in 
their property constitutes the association a criminal conspiracy. 
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A conspiracy has been defined as: 

“A combination of two or more persons by concerted action to ac- 
complish a criminal or unlawful purpose, or some purpose not in itself 
criminal or unlawful, by criminal or unlawful means.” (Pettibone v. 
United States, 13 Supreme Court Reporter, 542 (1893).) 

The unlawful means which the association agrees to use are: (1) 
The unlawful maintenance of suits brought egainst any one of its mem- 
bers (Art. V, Secs. 3 and 5, Art. VII). (2) The boycott. The members 
of the association agree by Article V not to individually negotiate with 
the owner of a patent for an interest therein and not to settle a suit 
or claim when a similar suit or claim against another member is being 
maintained by the association, for, as the president of the association 
said in the twelfth annual report: “The money thus paid enables the 
party making the unjust claim to prosecute other members, which in 
most cases he would be otherwise unable to do.” He further remarked 
that “this unity of action has been the true cause of our success here- 
tofore.”’ 

Third. The acts of the association, its res geste, through a series of 
years in opposing individual patentees and owners of patents, prove the 
association to be a permanent conspiracy in restraint of trade or com- 
merce among the several States. 

The methods and means, unlawful under the common law and by 
statute, employed by the association embrace :¢ 

(1) The unlawful maintenance of suits and without legal interven- 
tion. (See article “ Intervention,” A. and E. Enc. of Pleading and 
Practice, Vol. XI, p. 494.) 

2) Impeding, obstructing, and defeating the due course of justice. 
(Sec. 5407, R. 8., U. 8.) 

3) Manufactured evidence. 

4) Perjury. (Sec. 5392, R. S., U. 8S.) 

5) Subornation of perjury. (Secs. 5393, 5440, R. §., U. 8.) 
}) Oppression. (Sec. 5508, R. 8., U. 8.) 

The association violates, and has violated, the first section of the 
antitrust act within the meaning of the conspiracy clause thereof. 


III. 


The members of the association have combined and conspired to 
monopolize part of the trade or commerce among the several States 
appertaining to the purchase and sale of interests in patents, and have 
consequently violated section 2 of the act. 

By the agreement, as set forth in the constitution, the members turn 
over to the executive committee of nine governors the sole control of 
all purchasing of licenses from owners of patents, the settlements of 
claims made against individual members of the association for the 
appropriation of patented inventions and the maintenance of all suits. 
In the twelfth annual report (Exhibit D) the president states that 
* this unity of action has been the true cause of our success heretofore.” 

ty suppressing competition among the members and delegating to the 


executive committee the power to fix prices, the sole buying by the cor- | 


poration members in 15 States and the selling by the individual owners 
of patents domiciled in the several States, Territories, and District of 
Columbia is effectively controlled, and a monopoly of part of the com- 
merce or trade among the several States or Territories is established. 

Had not the main purpose of the association been the creation and 
acquiring of a monopoly the constitution would have provided that 
after the executive committee had reported upon the validity or in- 
validity of a patent each member should be left free to exercise its own 
individual and independent judgment as to the advisability of purchas- 
ing an interest in or license under the patent or settling a claim made 
for the use of an invention. Deprive the association of the power of 
compelling or agreeing upon “unity of action” and it would fall to 
pieces immediately. 

It may be further asserted that under the provisions of Article VII 
of the constitution the attempt is made to further extend the monopol 
to all the trade or commerce in patent rights in all the States which 
may be carried on or attempted to be carried on between railroad cor- 
porations and owners of patents for inventions. 

But it is immaterial whether an attempt is made to monopolize the 
whole or any part of the trade or commerce among the States. In 
United States v. Knight Company (156 U. 8., 16) Chief Justice Fuller 
said : 

“Again, all the authorities agree that in order to vitiate a contract 
or combination it is not essential that the results should be a complete 
monopoly. It is sufficient if it really tends to that end and to deprive 
the public of the advantages which flow from free competition.” 

Combining or conspiring to monopolize trade or commerce among the 
several States may be defined as a conspiracy of two or more persons by 
concerted action to acquire the sole, or an excessive, power to control 
trade or commerce among the several States which others have the legal 
right to engage in independently. 

Tested by this definition, the association has violated section 2 of 
the antitrust act. 

As the headquarters of the association are in the District of Colum- 
bia, it might be shown that it violates section 3 of the act. It is at 
least within the jurisdiction of the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and that court is authorized by section 4 to apply the third 
section to corporations (see section 8) doing business within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and bound by contract or conspiring to restrain trade 
locally in the District of Columbia, or between the District of Columbia 
and any State or Territory. 


THE SCOPE OF THE ANTITRUST ACT. 


Six decisions only have thus far been rendered by the Supreme Court 
in cases under the act, to wit: United States v. BE. C. Knight Company, 
156 U. S., 1; United States v. Trans-Missouri Freight Association, 166 
U. S., 290; United States v. The Joint Traffic Association, 171 U. S., 
505 (decided October 24, 1898); Hopkins et al. v. United States, 171 
U. S., 578; Anderson et al. v. United States, 171 U. S., 604; Addyston 
Pipe and Steel Co. et al. v. United States, 175 U. S., 211. 

It was decided in United States v. EB. C. Knight Company that the 
act did not apply to “ monopolies in manufacture even of a necessary 
of life,” but to “ monopolies in restraint of interstate or international 
trade or commerce.” 

The Chief Justice remarked in that case: 

“What the law struck at was combinations, contracts, and conspira- 
cies to monopolize trade and commerce among the several States or 
with foreign nations; but the contracts and acts of defendants related 
exclusively to the acquisition of the Philadelphia refineries and the 
business of sugar refining in Pennsylvania, and bore no direct relation 
to commerce between the several States or with foreign nations.” 


“Statement of facts under oath now on file in the office of the 
Attorney-General support these charges. 
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In this suit the Government neglectéd to secure evidence of a re- 
straint of interstate commerce, and consequently failed. 

b in the United States v. Trans-Missouri Freight Association it was 
eld: 

That the antitrust act applied to railroad companies. 

That the true meaning and intent of the statute was that it should 
apply, and did apply, to “every contract, combination in the form of 
trust or otherwise, or conspiracy in restraint of trade or commerce 
among the several States,” irrespective of whether the contract, com- 
bination, etc., was in reasonable or unreasonable restraint of trade or 
commerce. 

“While the statute prohibits all combinations in the form of trusts 
or otherwise, the limitation is not confined to that form alone. All 
combinations which are in restraint of trade or commerce are prohib- 
ited, whether in the form of trusts or in any other form whatever. We 
think, after a careful examination, that the statute covers, and was in- 
tended to cover, common carriers by railroad.” (326.) 

“We are of opinion that the language used in the title refers to and 
includes, and was intended to include, those restraints and monopolies 
which are made unlawful in the body of the statute.” (327.) 

“Contracts in restraint of trade have been known and spoken of for 
hundreds of years, both in England and in this country, and the term 
includes all kinds of those restraints, which, in fact, restrain or may 
restrain trade.” (328.) 

“When, therefore, the body of an act pronounces as illegal every com- 
bination or contract in restraint of trade or commerce among the sev- 
eral States, ete., the plain and ordinary meaning of such language is 
not limited to that kind of contract alone, which is in unreasonable re- 
straint of trade, but all contracts are included in such language, and no 
exception or limitation can be added without placing in the act that 
which has been omitted by Congress.” (328.) 

“Why should not a railroad company be included in general legisla- 
tion aimed at the prevention of that kind of agreement, made in re- 
straint of trade, which may exist in all companies, which is substan- 
tially of the same nature wherever found, and which tends very much 
toward the same results, whether put in practice by a trading and man- 
ufacturing or by a railroad company?’ (322.) 

“It is entirely a generally to subject corporations or per- 
sons engaged in trading or manufacturing to different rules from those 
—— to railroads in their transportation business, but when the 
evil to be remedied is similar in both kinds of corporations, such as 
contracts which are unquestionably in restraint of trade, we see no 
reason why similar rules should not be promulgated in regard to both, 
and both be covered in the same statute Wy general language sufficiently 
broad to include them both.” 324.) 

In The United States v. The Joint Traffic Association it was held: 

That the differences between the provisions contained in the Trans- 
Missouri and Joint Traffic agreements were not of a material and fun- 
damental nature, and that the decision in the former case was a prece- 
dent for the latter; that the act was constitutional; that the decision 
of the Trans-Missouri case was not erroneous. 

In Hopkins et al. v. The United States it was held: 

That certain rules and regulations of a live-stock exchange “ are not 
agreements affecting interstate commerce, within the meaning of the 
antitrust law, having no direct or necessary relation to such commerce.” 

It appears from this decision that the members after they entered 
into such association “still continued their individual business in full 
competition with each other and that the association itself, as an asso- 
ciation, does no business whatever.” 

Justice Peckham here remarked : 

“'The contract condemned by the statute is one whose direct and im- 
mediate effect is a restraint upon that kind of trade or commerce 
which is interstate. 

“There must be some direct and immediate effect upon interstate 
commerce in order to come within the act.” 

In Anderson et al. v. United States it was held— 

That an association of dealers who buy and sell cattle in competi- 
tion with each other in a particular market, where it is open to all 
similar dealers, and where no attempt is made to control prices on the 
number of cattle bought, nor in any manner to prevent full competition 
between its members, is not in violation of the antitrust act, although 
the members are engaged in interstate commerce. 

In Addyston Pipe and Steel Company v. United States it was held-— 

That a combination and conspiracy among six companies in regard to 
the manufacture and sale of cast-iron pipe, by which they agreed that 








there should be no competition between themselves in some 36 States 
and Territories and by which prices were tu be fixed for each contract 
by the association, was in violation of the antitrust act. 

From these decisions it is apparent-—— 

That any agreement (whether contract, combination, in the form of 
trust or otherwise, or conspiracy) in direct restraint of trade or com- 
merce among the several States is illegal. 

That the act is not restricted to any particular subject-matter of the 
buying or selling or trade or commerce among the several States. 

That, further, the act is not limited in its application to any partic- 
ular persons, natural or artificial, who may enter into any agreement 
to restrain trade or commerce among the several States. 

The decision of the court of a for the fifth-circuit in United 
States v. Addyston Pipe and Steel Company (54 U. 8. App., 723) is 
especially noteworthy in positively disclosing that the scope of the 
antitrust act is not restricted to contracts, combinations, or conspira- 
cies to restrain the transportation or delivery of the corpus (iron pipe) 
from one State to another, but extends to contracts, combinations, etc., 
in restraint of negotiations and sales which pa delivery of the 
corpus across State lines (or not). Sections 4 and 5 of the act con- 
fer jurisdiction over and power of reaching persons, companies, and 
corporations who have entered into agreements or combinations to 
hinder, interrupt, restrain, or in — way prevent full, free, and unre- 
stricted negotiations or sales preliminary to the delivery of the corpus. 

Section reaches the corpus when it is in process of transportation, 
— the corpus is of such a character or nature that it can be 
seized. 

It is worth while here to observe that by the construction of the 
antitrust act in the trans-Missouri and joint traffic cases it is not 
necessary to prove that an agreement actually restrains trade in prac- 
tice or in operation to render it violative of the act. The defense 
in the joint traffic case attempted to show the opposite, and instanced 
in support of its view a State statute of New York (1830), and cited 
three cases tried under the act, to wit, People v. Fisher, 14 Wend., 9; 
Hooker v. Vandewater, 4 Denio, 347; Stanton v. Allen, 5 Denio, 434. 

Under section 4, moreover, courts of equity have jurisdiction and 
power to issue injunctions for the purpose of and which may result in 
restraining the commission of crime. United States v. Trans-Missis- 
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sippi Freight Association: United States v. Joint Traffic Association ; 
Slashacher v. Plymouth County, 134 U. 8., 31; United States v. Alger, 
62 F. R., 824; United States v. Elliott, 64 F. R., 27; United States v 
Debs, 64 F. R., 724. In fact, this act seems to revive, in a measure, 
the ancient criminal jurisdiction of the court of chancery. See 
Spence’s Equity Jurisdiction of Court of Chancery, Vol. I, page 684. 


PATENTS FOR INVENTIONS ARE PROPERTY AND FORM THE SUBJECT-MATTER 
OF TRADE OR COMMERCE AMONG THE STATES. 


(1) Patents are preperty. 

“An invention secured by patent is property, and as much entitled 
to protection as other property.” (Cammemyer v. Newton, 94 U. &., 
225. 

7 Patents when rightfully issued are property, and are surrounded 
by the same rights and sanctions which attend all other property. 
(Densmore v. Scofield, 102 U. 8., 375.) 


“By the Inws of the United States the rights of a party under a 
patent are his private property.” (Brown v. Duchesne, 19 Howard, 
197.) 


“The Government has no more power to a a man's prop 
erty invested in a patent than it has to take his property invested in 
real estate.” (Solomon v. United States, 137 U. 8., 346.) 

“The power, therefore, to issue a patent for an invention and the 
authority to issue an instrument for a grant of land emanate from the 
same source, and * * * are of the same nature, character, and 
validity.” (United States v. A. B. T. Co., 128 U. S., 358-359.) 

Robinson on Patents, section 752 et seq. 


The distinction between a | for an invention and the physical 
thing, as machine, article of manufacture, etc., which embodies the 


invention set forth in the patent should not be overlooked. 

In Webber v. Virginia (103 U. S., 349) the court clearly distin- 
guished between “the right to an invention or discovery—the incorpo- 
real right—which the State can not interfere with,” and the “ tangible 
property,” which ts subject to the tax laws of the State. 

“The purchase of an implement or machine for the purpose of using 
{t in the ordinary pursuits of life stands on different ground from the 
yurchase of the right of making and using the article.” (Bloomer v. 

eQuewan, 14 Howard, 439.) 

“There is manifest distinction between the right of property in the 
patent, which carries with it the power on the part of the patentee to 
assign it, and the right to sell the property resulting from the inven 
tion or patent.” (ii Bush., 311 Ky. See also Welch v. Phelps, 14 
Nebr., 134, where many cases are cited. Robinson on Patents, section 
46, note 4, and section 1242.) 

(11) Patents are not, properly speaking, monopolies. 

Inventions were not recognized as property at common law. The 
Crown undertook to secure the exclusive right by patent, the same in- 
strument as was used to create a monopoly. Thus the Eaglish courts 
fell into the habit of calling a patent a monopoly—one allowed and not 
forbidden by the Statute of 21 James I. ‘The unreflecting confounded 
and still confound the word and the thing. 

“Now patents (for inventions) are not monopolies, as the counsel 
have well said, because a monopoly is that which segregates that which 
was common before and gives it to one person or to a class for use and 

oe v. Walmsley, 1 Fish, 363; Seymour v. Osborne, 11 

Jall., 516.) 

(III) Patents form the subject-matter of trade or commerce among 
the several States. 

Section 4898, Revised Statutes of the United States, reads: 

“Every patent or any interest therein shall be assignable in law by 
an instrument in writing, and the patentee or his assigns or legal rep- 
resentatives may in like manner grant and convey an exclusive right 
wr his patent to the whole or any specified part of the United 
states.” 

A judgment debtor es be compelled to execute and deliver an as- 
‘oes . an interest in a patent to a receiver. (Ager v. Murray, 

05 U. S., 126. 

“If the patentee complies with the laws of Congress on the subject, 
he has the right to go into the open market anywhere within the 
United States and sell his property.’ (Justice Davis, of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in ex parte Robinson, 2 Biss., 309.) 

Vroperty can not be defined without enumerating seizure, use, and 
alienation. (Wynehamer v. People, 13 N. Y., 396, where the entire sub- 
ject is exhaustively discussed.) 

See also section 5046, Revised Statutes of the United States. 


CONTRACTS, COMBINATIONS, OR CONSPIRACIES TO LOWER PRICES IN NO 
WISE DIFFER IN CHARACTER FROM SIMILAR CONTRACTS, ETC., TO RAISE 
PRICES WHEN THE PURPOSE IS THE SAME. 


Lieber, In his Political Ethics, volume 2, book 4, chapter 37, has 
briefly and intelligently discussed this subject. 

See also Commonwealth v. Carlyle (Br. Rep., 36), where it is stated 
that “a combination of employers to depress the wages of journeymen 
below what they would be if there were no recurrence to artificial 
means by either side is criminal.” 

People v. Fisher (14 Wendell, 1 
to enhance or reduce the price of 
commerce are injurious.” 

Moore v. Bennet (29 N. E., 888): “To stifle or prevent competition, 
and thereby enhance or diminish prices to a point above or below what 
they would have been if left to the influence of unrestricted competi- 
tion,” is unlawful. 

In United States ». Knight Company (156 U. 8.) Chief Justice Fuller, 
at page 16, remarked: 

“ Contracts, combinations, or conspiracies to control domestic enter- 
prise in manufacture, agriculture, mining, production in all its forms, 
or to raise or lower prices or wages, might undoubtedly tend to restrain 
external as well as domestic trade.” * * ®* 

Wharton’s Criminal Law, tenth edition (1896), section 1365: 

oe ae the public or Government generally, as, for instance, 
by unduly elevating or depressing the prices of wages or toll or of any 
merchantable commodity.” 

Section 1370: 

“'To suppress competition at public auction.” 

(Comm. v. Haines, 15 Phila. Rep., 363; Huntzinger v. Connecticut, 10 
Week! Notes, Pa., 98; Texas Standard Oil Company v. Ardoue, 83 Tex., 
650; Journeymen Tailors Case, 8 Mod., 10; Comm. v. 
111; The Queen v. Rowlands, 17 
6 Ellis & B., 47.) 

In the statutes of 


R “Combinations and conspiracies 
abor or of any articles of trade or 


Hunt, 4 Metcalf, 
Q. Bench, 671; Hilton v. Eckersley, 


Great Britain and Ireland, Volume I, 64 (31 
Edw. III), is found a law relating to merchants who by Satie dis slats 
the price of wools. 


In Leiber Assissarum (27 Edw. III, 1 
conspiracies to be investigated, that of— Poe Sere ne ata 
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* Merchants who by alliance and covin among themselves in any year 
put a certain price on wools which are to be sold in the country, so that 
none of them will buy, or otherwise pass in the purchase of wools 
beyond the certain price which they themselves have ordained, to the 
great impoverishment of the people.” 

. (See Statutes at Large, 7 and 8 Victoria (vol. 84), chap. 24, Section 
ro) 


Senator Hoar, who aided in formulating the antitrust act, gives the 
following definition of a trust: 

“] understand that a trust, technically and legally, means the case 
of having one or more persons commit to others or to a combination of 
others their business or the control of their business or the management 
of some portion of their business, such as the selling — or the 
fixing the price or the hiring of labor, with the understanding that these 
powers are to be exercised by the corporation or combination to whom 
it is committed in a manner to operate fer the benefit of the persons 
committing to them that power ordinarily by the depression or putting 
up of prices.” (CONGRESSIONAL RecorpD, June 28, 1897.) 
ation, or conspiracy in restraint of trade among 
the States, which lowers prices of whatever is to be purchased, un- 
doubtedly violates the antitrust act; and further, any contract, c 
bination, or conspiracy to lower prices in the District of Columbia, an 
thus restrain local trade, violates section 3 of the act. 

THE RELATION OF QUASI-PUBLIC CORPORATIONS TO THE ANTITRUST LAW. 


This subject is fully discussed in United States ». Trans-Missour! 
Freight Association (166 U. S.), where numerous authorities are cited 
and the conclusion reached that— 

“The business which the railroads do is of such a public nature that 
it may well be doubted, to say the least, whether any contract which 
imposes any restraint upon its business would not be prejudicial to the 
public interest.” 

That “ while, in the absence of a statute prohibiting them, contracts 
of private in dividuals or corporations touching upon restraint in trade 
must be unreasonable in their nature to be held void, different consider- 
ations obtain in the case of public corporations like those of railroads,” 
ete. 

See Inter-Ocean Publishing Company v. The Associated Press (184 Ill. 
Rep., 438) (1900) (Exhibit IX), and also note that the by-laws of the 
Associated Press—declared to be illegal—are identical in force with 
several articles of the Eastern Railroad Association constitution. 

A railroad corporation performs the function of the State (Olcott v. 
The Supervisors, 16 Wall., 678), and all its property is a trust fund for 
the sovereign power which created it. The incidental interests and 
profits of individuals are accidents, both in theory and in practice (Tal- 
cott v. Township of Pine Grove, 1 Flippin, 144) (1872). 

in People v. Chicago Gas Trust Company it was said: 

“ Whatever tends to prevent competition between those engaged in a 
public employment or vusiness impressed with a public character is op- 
posed to public policy, sud therefore unlawful.” 

The Constitution (Act. I, sec. 5, clause 8) empowers Congress to pro- 
mote the progress of the useful arts by securing, for limited times, to 
inventors the exclusive right to their discoveries, and the Congress has 
repeatedly enacted laws to that end. 

Patents for invention are granted under the authority of the Con- 
stitution for the promotion of a Federal purpose. (Board of Assessors 
of Brooklyn v. Edison Ill. Co., 156 N. Y., 417, 1898.) 

The Congress also passed an act approved March 2, 1893, “to pro- 
mote the safety of employees and travelers on railroads by compelling 
common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip their cars 
with automatic couplers and continuous brakes, and their locomotives 
with driving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes.” 

In a message recommending this legislation, President Harrison said: 

“It is a reproach to our civilization that any class of American work- 
men should, in the pursuit of a useful and necessary vocation, be sub- 
jected to peril of life and limb as great as that of a soldier in time of 
war. 

Yet there exist two combinations of railroad corporations, one of 
them embracing practically all the companies in the 15 Atlantic coast 
States and the other 81 corporations, each bound together under a 
written agreement, entered into voluntarily by each corporation, to 
“act as a unit” not only in subverting and negativing the laws enacted 
to promote the progress of the useful arts, but also in delaying and ob- 
structing the enforcement of the act approved March 2, 1893. 

The restriction of the introduction of patented inventions by anyone 
is against public policy and the public interest, and especially repre- 
hensible when practiced by a public corporation, or a combination of 
700 public corporations. 

Agreements between common carriers, whether by land or by water, 
whereby a company covenants not to use such inventions and appliances 
as are discovered or invented from time to time, and are adapted to 
cheapening, hastening, and rendering safer the transportation of freight 
and passengers, are against the most obvious publie policy. (Wiggins 
Ferry Company v. Chicago and Alton Railroad, 5 Mo. App., 347.) 

In Hopkins v. Oxley Stave Company (28 C. C. App., 83 F. R., 912) 
the court remarked, in the course of its decision : 

“Another object of the conspiracy, which was no less harmful, was 
to deprive the public at large of the advantages to be derived fi: 
use of an invention.” 

The common law will not permit individuals or corporations to Igally 
place themselves in a position by contract where they are required to 
do or not to do a particular thing, when the thing to be done or omitted 
is in any degree injurious to the public. (W. Va. Trans. Co. ». Ohio 
R. P. L. Co., 22 W. Va., 617; W. U. Teleg. Co. v. Am. U. P. Co., 65 Ga., 
160; Watson v. Harlem and N. Y. Nav. Co., 52 How., Pr. 348. See 
Ray, Contractual Limitations, p. 206; Partial restriction of trade not 
permissible by corporations; and p. 261, Corporate Combinations to 
Prevent Fair Competition. Beach, Trust and Monopolies.) 

By reason of the influence of the Eastern and Western Rallroad A 
sociations innumerable old methods and devices are now in use on rail 
roads which, had competition not been suppressed, would long ago 
have been cast aside and replaced by improved methods and life and 
labor saving devices. 


FREB COMPETITION IS THE GENERAL PUBLIC POLICY OF THE BODY 
POLITIC OR NATION, 


* Competition, free and unrestricted, is the general rule which governs 
all the ordinary business pursuits and transactions of life.” (United 
States v. Trans-Missouri Freight Association, quoting Judge Shiras, 
166 U. S., 337.) 

“The publie policy of the Government is to be found in its statutes, 
and where they have not directly spoken, then in the decisions of the 
courts and the constant practice of the Government officials; bit where 
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the lawmaking power speaks upon a subject over which it has con- 
stitutional power to legislate, public policy in such case is what the 
statute enacts.” (United States v. Trans-Missouri Freight Associa- 
tion, 166 U. 8., 340.) 

The entire body of the laws of the Jnited States may be subdivided 
into 

(1) The Constitution, treaties, and statutes of the United States. 

(2) The constitutions and statutes of the several States. 

(3) The common law as interpreted by the Federal courts. 

(4) The common law as interpreted by the State courts. 

The first constitutes supreme national law, and the third and fourth 
subsidiary national law. A United States court, when the law govern- 
ing a case is common law. follows its own judgment in the interpreta- 
tion to be placed upon the law, and not the interpretation of a State 
court, and the State courts thereafter follow such interpretation. In 
this way the common law has, in fact, acquired the character of a 
national system and is kept substantially uniform. 

To determine the public policy of the nation relative to free com- 
petition, it is only necessary to consult (1) the Constitution, treaties, 
and Federal statutes, and decisions of United States courts in cases 
arising under the same; and (2) the decisions of the Federal courts 
and State courts in cases at common law. 

I. The Constitution empowers the Congress only to interfere at all 
with free competition (other than purely local within a State) in what 
may properly be called industrial or commercial pursuits. Thus far 
the coining of money (Article I, section 8, clause 5) and the postal 
business (clause 7) have been completely monopolized, but in connec- 
tion with the latter section 3950, Revised Statutes, requires free com- 
petition in making contracts for carrying the mails. The power, under 
clause 8, to oe (not monopolize) commerce has been exercised 
mainly in the direction of preserving freedom of interstate trade and 
commerce. Note the interstate-commerce law, and in particular sec- 
tion 5, which forbids “ pooling ’’ by common carriers, and the antitrust 
act. 

Whatever industrial or commercial enterprises may in the future be 
conducted on a limited scale or be monopolized by the General Govern- 
ment under the authority of Article I, section 8, clauses 1 and 18, it Is 
a fact that so far the power has for the most part been held in abey- 
ance. ‘The decisions of the United States courts in cases involving the 
construction of the Constitution or arising under the statutes have 
ever been in the line of preserving and promoting commercial freedom 
and free competition. 

Notn.—tThe Interstate Commerce Commission v. Railway Company 
(167 U. 8., 479), where it was held that the Commission has no power 
to prescribe traffic rates for common carriers ‘“‘to evolve as it were 
out of its own consciousness the satisfactory solution of the difficult 
problem of just and reasonable rates for all the various roads in the 
country.” (United States v. Trans-Missouri Freight Association; 
United States ». Joint Traffic Association.) 

In Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company v. Osborne (52 Fed. 
tep.) Justice Brewer said: 

“Congress has not attempted to require that tariffs on all roads be 
uniform, nor has it attempted to place a limit in figures beyond which 
no company may go in its charges. The laws of business and com- 
petition haye as yet been deemed sufficient restraint in that direction.” 

Nearly all States have legislated against the consolidation of com- 
peting lines of railroads. In a case arising under a State law (Pear- 
sall v. re Northern Railway Company, 161 U. 8., 646) Justice Brown 
remarked : 

‘Whether the consolidation of competing lines will necessarily result 
in an increase of rates or whether such consolidation has generally 
resulted in a detriment to the public is beside the question. Whether 
it has had that effect or not, it certainly puts it in the power of the 
consolidated corporation to give it that effect; in short, puts the public 
at the merey of the corporation. There is and has been for the past 
three hundred years, both in England and in this country, a popular 
yrejudice against monopolies in general, which has found expression in 
innumerable acts of legislation. We can not say that such prejudice 
is not well founded. It is a matter on which the legislature is entitled 
to pass judgment. There are, moreover, thought to be other dangers 
to the moral sense of the community incident to such aggregations of 
wealth, which, though indirect, are even more insidious in their influ- 
ence, and such as has awakened feelings of hostility which have not 
failed to find expression in legislative acts.” 

In Van Patten v. Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway (81 F. 
R., 545) the judge said that “the controlling element in regulating 
prices, values, and rates in general commercial and manufacturing 
business of the country” is “self-interest controlled by free compe- 
tition.” 

“The fact that Congress has not legislated upon the subject of inter- 
state commerce is equivalent to the declaration that it shall remain 
free and untrammeled.” (Welton v. Missouri, 91 U. 8., 275; In re 
Debs, 158 U. S., 564.) 

“Again, all the authorities agree that in order to vitiate a contract or 
combination it is not essential that its results should be a complete 
monopoly; it is sufficient if it really tends to that end and to deprive 
the public of the advantages which flow from free competition.” 
(United States v. Knight Company, 156 U. 8., 16.) 

Il. The decisions of the Federal and State courts in suits Involving 
the interpretation of the common law have almost without exception 
condemned all agreements the main objects of which were the restraint 
or destruction of free competition. Those who before the courts and 
in the public press have denounced “ free competition self-destructive ” 
have been able to support their contentions by about six decisions, to 
wit:? (1) Perkins ». Lyman, 9 Mass., 522 (1813); (2) Kellogg ». 
Larkin, 3 Pinney, 123 (1851); (3) Schrainka +. Scharringhausen, 8 Mo. 
App., 522 (1880); (4) Leslie v. Lorillard, 110 N. Y., 519 (1888); (5) 
Manchester and Lawrence Railroad v. Concord Railroad, 20 Atlantic 
R., 883 (1890); (6) National Company v. Hospital Company, 45 
Minn., 275. 

These decisions, however, have but little weight when carefully 
studied. They are only minor and temporary reverse currents which 
have lost their way in the general onward flow of the main stream. 

Free competition is to fix prices in all cases except where the nature 
of the business renders it inoperative and creates a “ virtual monopoly,” 
and there the “ police power” may be exercised (subject, however, to 
the provisions of the fifth and fourteenth amendments to_ the Constitu- 
tion) In establishing “ reasonable rates”’ or charges. (Granger cases, 
94 U. S.: Munn vw. Iiinois, 94 U. 8., 113: Railway Company v. Minne- 
sota, 124 U. S., 418; Smyth v. Ames, 169 U. 8., 466; Budd v. New York, 
148 U. S., 517; Spring Valley Water Works v. Schlotter, 110 U. 8., 347.) 


«x parte Koehler, 21 Am. and English Rid. Cas., 57. But pooling 
is now forbidden by the interstate-commerce act. 


As confirmatory of the proposition expressed, there may be here intro- 
duced the testimony of two eminent jurists : 

“The advantages of unrestricted competition are apparent to the pub- 
lic in industrial life all about us, and while in some kinds of business 
this is sharp, yet selfishness is sufficiently active and sufficiently intelli- 
— to prevent its becoming ruinous.” Judge T. M. Cooley in Railway 
teview, January 8, 1887.) 

“As long as the principle of competition by private contract is recog- 
nized by our social er as regulative of industrial relations, the 
law has done all it can when, as with us, it breaks down the cast of 
hereditary privileges, sweeps away the law of primogeniture, and es- 
tablishes that equality of opportunity which secures to every individual 
all that he can, according to his capacity, achieve and acquire for him- 
self and his without infringing upon the equal right of his neighbor. 
The law can do no more than, as an impartial judge, keep a free and 
fair field, clear from all obstruction, and let the winner win.” (Justice 
Matthews in New York Independent, July 10, 1879.) 

As a summary of the benefits of free competition see the remarkable 
article in Lalor’s Cyclopedia of Political Science, Vol. I, page 642, writ- 
ten by the eminent economist, Coquelin : 

“We would not,” it is remarked, “ have the reader imagine that in 
what we have just said our object was to defend industrial or commer- 
cial competition against the puerile attacks which have so frequently 
been made on it. It has always seemed to us as ill-becoming econo- 
mists to stoop to defend such a principle; it is too entirely inherent in 
the primary conditions of social life; it is at the same time too great, 
too elevated, too aoe and in its general application too far above the 
attempt of the pigmies who threaten it, to need any defense. We do 
not defend the sun, although it sometimes burns the earth, which it 
should only illuminate and warm; neither is there any need to defend 
competition, which is to the industrial world what the sun is to the 
physical world. Competition was not born in 1789; it was born in 
the very cradle of human society, which it has led step by step, from 
its state See barbarity, to the point of civilization which it has 
now reached.” 

It may be truthfully stated that where competition is free no person, 
natural or artificial, can gain an advantage over others seetes yy ren- 
dering more effective and efficient service to the community in quality, 
quantity, or time, or in some of these combined, unless resort be had 
to force or fraud. 

The Eastern Railroad Association has, by its “ combined force and 
power" and by fraud, for more than twenty-five years oppressed and 
robbed inventors and owners of patents. Since July 2, 1890, it has 
existed and pursued its iniquity, in violation of the antitrust act. It is 
unquestionably the duty of the Attorney-General, as directed by section 
4 of the act, to instruct the proper district attorney forthwith to file a 
petition in equity praying that further violations of the law be enjoined 
and prohibited. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL, INDEPENDENT OF HIS POWER AND DUTY AS 
SPECIFIED UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE ANTITRUST ACT AND REPRESENT- 
ING THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES, HAS AUTHORITY TO AND 
SHOULD INSTITUTE SUIT IN EQUITY FOR THE PURPOSE OF RESTRAINING 
THE EASTERN RAILROAD ASSOCIATION. 


The United States can assert its prerogative of partne patrie and 
enter suit in its own courts in behalf of the public when there is an in- 
terference with the exercise of any exclusive power or function granted 
by the Constitution and over which the Congress by positive enactments 
has assumed control. (In re Debs, 158 U. 8., 599; United States v. 
American Bell Telephone Company, 159 U. 8., 670.) 

The legislative branch of the Government vested with power and au- 
thority granted by Article I, section 8, paragraph 8, of the Constitu- 
tion has enacted certain patent laws. 

Patent rights are granted under the Federal Constitution and neces- 
sarily for the Promotion of a Federal purpose. (Grant v. Raymond, 6 
Peters, 218, 241; Ames v. Howard, 1 Sumner, 482; Blanchard v. 
Sprague, 3 Sumner, 535.) 

In People ex rel Edison Illuminating Company v. The Assessors (156 
N. Y¥. R., 417), the court remarked : 

“The next step is that patent rights being created under the Federal 
Constitution and laws for a Federal purpose, the States are without the 
right to interfere with them.” 

A State has no power to obstruct or impose conditions upon or to in- 
terfere with the sale of State, county, or town rights or individual 
licenses under a United States patent. (Hx parte Robinson, 2 Biss., 
209; Holliday ». Hunt, 70 Ill, 109; Helm v. First National Bank, 43 
Ind., 167; Patterson v. Kentucky, 97 U. 8., 501; Webber wv. Virginia, 
103 U. 8., 304, ete.) 

Regarding an interference with interstate commerce the Supreme 
Court, in re Debs (158 U. S., 564), expressed itself as follows: 

“Tf a State with its recognized “ of sovereignty is impotent to 
obstruct interstate commerce, can it be that any mere voluntary asso- 
ciation of individuals within the limit of that State has a power which 
the State itself does not possess?” 

By oe of reasoning a voluntary association of railroad corpora- 
tions in 15 States has no lawful authority to erect a “ judicial tri- 
bunal” for the determination of all questions “ respecting patented in- 
ventions in any way relating to railroads.” (See p. 10.) 

The executive branch of the Government must guard the Constitu- 
tion and enforce the laws. The President “shall take care that the 
laws be faithfully executed.” (Constitution, Article II, section 3.) 

By act of Congress certain Executive Departments have been created 
to Fs _ President in the performance of his duties and to act by his 
authority. 

The clrenit courts, a part of the judicial branch of the Government, 
have jurisdiction of actions to which the United States is a party (18 
U. S. Stat., 470, act March 3, 1875), and can exercise their equity juris- 
diction at the suit of the Attorney-General, to prohibit acts which in- 
terfere with any subject-matter over which Congress, by power granted, 
has assumed control, and to restrain or annul obstructions interposed 
by private persons or ae in the way of the full and free ex- 
ercise of privileges lawfully granted by said legislative branch of the 
Government. (In re Debs, 158 U. 8S., 599; United States v. A. B. T. 
Co., 128 U. 8., 359.) 

Justice Brewer, in re Debs, summed up the conclusions of the court 
in a case involving an interference with interstate commerce by 
a voluntary association. Substituting for the clauses thereof relatin 
to commerce among the States those relating to the promotion of usefu 
arts by patents for inventions, the decision reads: , 

“Summing up our conclusions, we hold that the Government of the 
United States is one having jurisdiction over every foot of soil within 
its territory, and acting directly upen each citizen; that while it is a 
government of enumerated powers, it has within the limits of those 
powers all the attributes of sovereignty ; that to it is committed power 
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‘to promote the progress of science and useful arts by securing for 
Himited time to * * * inventors the exclusive right to their 
* * * discoveries;’ ‘that the powers thus conferred upon the 
National Government are not dormant, but have been assumed and 
put into practical exercise by the legislation of Congress ; that in the 
exercise of those powers it is competent to remove all obstructions, 
‘natural or artificial,’ to the progress of science and useful arts and 
to the free exercise by every citizen of the priviledges guaranteed 
under the patent laws; that while it may be competent for the Gov- 
ernment (through the executive branch and in the use of the entire 
executive power of the nation) to forcibly remove all such obstructions, 
it is equally within its competency to appeal to the civil courts for an 
inquiry and determination as to the existence and character of any 
alleg obstructions, and if such are found to exist, or threaten to 
occur, to invoke the powers of those courts to remove or restrain 
such obstructions; that the jurisdiction of such courts to interfere 
in such matters by injunction is one recognized from ancient times 
and by indubitable authority; that such jurisdiction is not ousfed 
by the fact that the obstructions are accompanied by or consist of 
acts in themselves violations of the criminal law; that the proceeding 
by injunction is of a civil character.” 

And the court further stated that its decision in this case rested 
upon “ broader ground” than the anti-trust act. 

See the following authorities : 

The United States may bring an injunction bill, in the proper cir- 
cuit court, to protect improvements which she is making under the 
authority of Congress in navigable waters from injury which will be 
caused by works of internal improvement within State limits and by 
ware fatty: (United States v. City of Duluth et al. 1 Dillon, 

39 (1870).) 

According to the principies of equity, as recognized in the courts 
of the United States, a State can obtain relief by a bill in equity 
filed by the attorney-general of the State. (Coosaw Mining Company 
v. South Carolina, 144 U. §., 564 (1892), citing United States 0. 
Gear, 3 Howard, 120, and City of Georgetown v. Alexandria Canal 
Company, 12 Peters, 91.) 

When a corporate excess of power tends to the public injury or to 
defeat public policy, it may be restrained in equity at the suit of the 
Attorney-General. (Stockton v. Central Railroad Company, 50 N. J. 
Eq. Rep., 52 (1892).) 

“Remedies against corporations—bill by Attorney-General to pre- 
vent corporations from entering into agreements and combinations 
to prevent competition or monopolize trade, or for continuing in, 
or carrying out, such agreements and combinations.” (Note to People 
v. Milk Exchange, page 485 of American Railroad and Corporation 
Reports, Volume XI.) 

“When the managing body are doing or about to do an ultra vires 
act of such a nature as to produce public mischief, the Attorney- 
General, as the representative of the public and of the Government, 
may maintain an equitable suit for preventive relief.’ (Pomeroy, 
Equity Jurisprudence, sec. 1093. See also the last paragraph of the 
decision, United States v. Trans-Missouri Ireight Association, 166 
U. 8., 290.) 

The unlawful agreement relating to patents for inventions entered 
into by the railroad corporations of the 15 Atlantic coast States 
under the style of the Eastern Railroad Association, and the many 
unlawful acts of the association in enforcing its unlawful agreement 
are fully set forth in the foregoing statement and accompanying 
exhibits. 

The Attorney-General should, independent of his duty as designated 
in the antitrust act, direct the filing of a civil information in equity 
in the proper United States circuit court praying for an injunction to 
issue restraining the Eastern Railroad Association and for a dissolu-. 
tion of the unlawful trust combination and conspiracy. : 

F. E. STEBBINS. 





EXurBiT C. 


Constitution and by-laws of the Hastern Railroad Association, adopted 
December 4, 1878. 


CONSTITUTION, 
ARTICLE I. 


This| association shall be called “The Eastern Railroad Associa- 
tion.”” While having for its general purpose the promotion of the 
railwsy interests, its leading object shall be the protection of its 


members against unjust claims made for patented inventions. 
ARTICLB II, 


This association shall be composed of railroad companies of New 
England, and any others, at the discretion of the executive committee, 
subscribing to the articles and contributing to the expenses of the 
association, each company to be represented by a duly authorized 
person. 


ARTICLE III. 


Section 1. The affairs of the association shall be managed by an 
executive committee of nine members, who shall be elected every year 
at the annual meeting of the association. They shall submit at each 
annual meeting of the association a report of the operations of the 
past year and of its financial condition, and any member of said 
committee, ceasing to be the representative of the company for which 
he is appointed, shall cease to be a member of said committce. 

Sec. 2. Said committee shall organize by the election of a chairman. 
secretary, and treasurer—the chairman and treasurer to be selected 
from its own members—who shall also be president, secretary, and 
treasurer of the association. A majority shall constitute a quorum 
for the transaction of business. They shall also appoint such standing 
committees as they may deem requisite. 

Sac. 3. Said committee shall provide a suitable place for the 
office of the association, where all models, books, papers, an 
ments may be deposited for safe keeping. 

Sec. 4. Said committee shall have power to elect such other officers 
and employees and appoint such legal counsel as may be necessary for 
the interests of the association, and fix their compensation; shall fill 
vacancies in its membership and make by-laws for its own government. 

Sec. 5. Meetings of the executive committee may be called at any 


time by the chairman, or shall be when requested by 4 > > 
of the committee. : . a eo 


eneral 
docu- 


ARTICLE IV. 


Srcrron 1. The annual a of the association for the election 
of the executive committee and for the transacticu of other business 
shali be held on the second Wednesday in May, at such hour and place 
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as may be designated by the executive committee, and the fiscal year 
of the association shall terminate on the 31st of December. 

Sec. 2. Special meetings of the association shall be called by the 
president, upon the request of two members of the executive commit 
tee, or at the written request of the representatives of not less than 
five companies. 

Sec. 3. The representatives of ten companies shall constitute a quo- 
rum at all meetings of this association. Each company shall be enti- 
tled to one vote. 

ARTICLE V. 

Section 1. It shall be the duty of the president to preside at 
meetings of the association. In the absence of the president a presi 
dent pro tempore may be appointed. ‘The presiding officer shall name 
or appoint all special committees, unless otherwise ordered by the as 

and the president shall be ex officio member of all 
mittees. 


Src. 2. The secretary shall keep the minutes of the association, 
have charge of the models, archives, and the property not belonging to 
the finances of the association; he shall give his time exclusively to 
its service, and receive therefor such salary as the executive commit- 
tee may fix. 

He shall notify each company of any meeting of the association, by 
written or printed notice, at least ten days before such meeting. He 
shall answer all inquiries from members of the association relative to 
patent matters, and furnish them with written information regarding 
patents or patent claims that may be in possession of the executive 
committee. He shall also perform such duties in examining the va 
lidity of patents, and preparing cases for defense before the courts, 
and such other duties as the executive committee may direct. And, 
in order that this association may become more extended in its useful 
ness, it shall be the duty of the secretary to collect information rela 
tive to American railway operating, and distribute the same as may be 
directed by the executive committee. 

Src. 3. The treasurer shall collect all assessments as made by the 
executive committee, and disburse all the moneys of the association, 
under the direction of the executive committee, to whom he shall re 
port as often as required, and at the annual meetings of the associa 
tion shall submit a statement showing its financial condition, with a 
detailed exhibit of the receipts and expenditures of the past year. 

ARTICLE VI. 

SEcTION 1. Whenever, in the opinion of the executive commiitee, a 
patent submitted for examination by any member is valid, or whenever 
t is deemed inexpedient to contest any claim made upon a member ot 
the association for the use of a patented invention, it shall be the duty 
of said committee, at the request of any of the associate members, to 
negotiate either for the use of said patent, or for a settlement of the 
claim preferred, and when effected, to report the same to each asso- 
ciate member for acceptance. 

Sxc. 2. If a member declines accepting the basis of settlement so 
offered (and a failure to acknowledge receipt of said notice for fifteen 
days after its date shall be deemed an assent to the terms thereof), 
the association shall not be responsible for the defense of any suit, or 
for the expenses of any litigation against that company, and growing 
out of that case, incurred subsequent to date of said notice. 

Sec. 3. Whenever a suit is brought against any member of the asso- 
ciation for infringing upon a patent reported upon as invalid, or when 
ever a claim is made against any member for the use of a patent re- 
ported upon as valid, and for which a basis of settlement has been 
agreed upon as aforesaid, it shall be the duty of that member to make 
report of such suit or claim to the secretary, and thereafter the said 
committee shall manage the same at the expense of the association: 
Provided, The member so reporting has not previously declined, or 
shall not subsequently decline, such basis of settlement as has been, 
or may be recommended by the executive committee. 

Sec. 4. Members of the association shall not settle any suit or claim 
against them after being advised by the secretary that a similar suit 
or claim is in charge of the association for defense in behalf of any of 


its members, without the consent of the secretary, indorsed by the 
president. 


all 
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ARTICLE VII. 

Any member willfully violating these articles may be stricken from 
the roll of membership by a vote of two-thirds of the members present, 
at any annual or special meeting, provided due notice of such proposed 
action shall be given in the call of said meeting. 

ARTICLE VIII. 

The chairman of the executive committee shall confer with the offi- 
cers of similar railroad associations in the United States in relation 
to the settlement of patent claims and the trial of patent cases, and 
said committee may, if they deem it advisable, contribute from the 
funds of the association to aid in the defense of any patent case the 
issue of which involves the interests of the members of the association. 

ARTICLE IX. 

The executive committee shall have the power, and it shall be their 
duty, from time to time, as often as they judge the interests of the 
association reqmete, to make assessments upon members of the asso 
ciation, one-half, as nearly as practicable, in proportion to their gross 
receipts for the fiscal year preceding the making of the assessment, and 
one-half in proportion to the length of their roads, for any expenses 
already incurred or hereafter to be incurred, which, in the opinion of 
the committee, should be borne by this association: and each of the 
companies, members of said association, does hereby severally agree 
with the treasurer of said association when said assessment is made 
to pay him the sum so assessed upon it, and that said treasurer may 
maintain an action in his own name against each of said companies 
severally for the assessment as aforesaid made upon it. 

ARTICLE X. 

Any company may withdraw from this association by giving notice 
in writing to the secretary, provided such company shall nevertheless 
be Hable for its proportion of the expenses of the association for the 
fiscal year ending December 31 next ensuing. 

ARTICLE XI. 

This constitution may be altered or amended by a vote of two-thirds 
of the members present at any regular or special meeting, provided due 
notice of said proposed alteration or amendment shall have been given 
in notice for said meeting. 


BY-LAWS. 
AxTICLa I. 
The annual meeting of the association and the election of an execu- 
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tive committee shall be held in the city of New York, and the stated 
meetings of the executive committee shall be held on the second Wednes- 
days of the months of March, May, September, and December, in each 
year, at such place and hour as the committee may from time to time 
designate; special meetings of the executive committee shall be called 
in the same manner as provided in constitution for the meetings of the 
association 


Articin IT, 


The general office of the association shall be located, until further 
action by this committee, at Boston, Mass. 


Articun II. 


The executive committee shall, at their first meeting after election, 
organize by electing from their own number a chairman and ao treas- 
wrer, a secretary and general agent, not members of the committee, 
and also a finance committee, to be composed of three members of the 
executive committee. All elective officers shall serve for the ensuing 
your, or until their successors be elected. 

Articue IV. 

Five members of the committee shall constitute a quorum for the 
transaction of business, which shall be in the following order: 

1. Minutes of the last meeting read. 

2. Report of treasurer. 

8. List of applications made since last meeting. 
4. Report of secretary. 
5. Miscellaneous business, 
6. Unfinished business. 
7. New business. 
Antichp V. 


Srcerion 1, The finance committee shall have charge of the finances 
of the association, and shall authorize all investments, and annually 
audit the accounts of the treasurer 

Sec. 2. The chairman shall preside at all meetings of the executive 
committee, preserve order and regular debate, according to parliamen 
tary rules, and appoint all committees, unless otherwise ordered by the 
committee. In the absence of the chairman, a chairman pro tempore 


may be appointed. The chairman shall be ex-officio a member of all | 


committees 

See. 8. The secretary shall have charge of the models, books, papers, 
and documents of the executive committee and of the association, ex 
cepting those in charge of the treasurer; and no original paper or report 
shall be taken from the office without the consent of the executive com- 
mittee: he shall be present at all meetings of the executive committee, 
take minutes of the proceedings and record the same in a suitable book 
for that purpose. He shall notify the members of all regular and spe- 
clal meetings at least ten days prior to each meeting, and shall answer 
all inquiries from members of the association relative to patent mat 
ters by furnishing such important information as may be in possession 
of the committee; make such examinations and investigations and col 
lect such information and testimony as may be necessary for the proper 
action of the executive committee or for conducting a suit in ti 
terests of the association; he shall report at each stated mecting a 


reports thereon as have been prepared, and may send to members apply- 
ing therefor any report that has been prepared for the action of the 
executive committee, but not submitted, with the understanding that 


eald report is of no effect unless approved by the said committee. He | 


shall, whenever the necessity for outside counsel may arise, submit to 
the executive committee the names of parties to be engaged and the 
rates at which such services may be obtained; but no engagement there 
for shall be binding uniess approved by the president He shall pre 
pare and submit to the executive committee, at its stated meeting in 
March of each year, a report of the operations of the association for 
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Fredericksburg and Potomac; Richmond and Petersburg; Seaboard and 
Roanoke, Stonington and Providence; Troy and Boston; Vermont Val- 
ley; Wilmington, Columbia and Augusta; Wilmington and Weldon; 
Worcester and Nashua. 

Executive committee.—Strickland Kneass, assistant to president 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company; J. B. Winslow, agent Boston and 
Lowell Railroad Company; Frank Thomson, general manager Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad Company; J. N. DuBarry, representing Northern Cen- 
tral Railroad Company ; i. D. Worcester, secretary New York Central 
and Hudson River Raflroad Company; William D. Bishop, director New 
York, New Haven and Hudson River Railroad Company; James Moore, 
general superintendent Central (of New Jersey) Railroad Company ; 
A. A. Folsom, gemare superintendent Boston and Providence Rallroac 
Company; D. L. Harris, president Connecticut River Railroad Com- 
pany. 

Gore. —President, Strickland Kneass, Philadelphia, Pa.; treasurer, 
A. Folsom, Boston, Mass.; secretary, A. McCallum, Boston, Mass. ; 
secretary's office, Room No. 15, Boston and Lowell passenger station, 
Boston, Mass. 

REPORT, 


Orrice OF THm BASTerNn RAILROAD ASSOCIATION, 
Boston, Mass., March 24, 1879. 
To the Members of the Rastern Railroad Association: 


GENTLEMEN: In submitting this the twelfth annual report, your com- 
mittee congratulates the members on the continued prosperity of the 
association, On referring to the reports of the secretary and treasurer 
herewith, it will be seen, from the details of the business transactions 
therein set forth, that the association has proved of increased usefulness 
to its members, while financially its condition is very satisfactory. 

Your committee also congratulates the members on the successful re- 
sults of the litigation assumed by the association on their behalf, as 
noted in that part of the secretary's report devoted to this the most 
important branch of the business of the association. In view of the 
results obtained fn this respect your committee is fully impressed with 
the conviction that very large sums of money have been saved to the 


| members, and to railroads generally, by the determined and persistent 


opposition made to what was believed to be “ unjust claims for patented 
inventions.” In this regard it must be a matter of great satisfaction 
to the members to know that no case which has been opposed by the 
association has yet been decided against them on final adjudication to 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Since the last annual meeting several important changes have oc- 
curred which call for particular notice. 

With much regret your committee accepted the resignation of Messrs. 
Isaac Hinckley as president, D. L. Harris as secretary, and John B. 
Winslow as treasurer. The ronignetien of these gentlemen, who so long 
and so ably filled their responsible positions, is felt to be a great loss; 
but we have the satisfaction of knowing that, while unable longer to 


| continue the active duties of their former positions, they still take a 


deep interest in the welfare of the association, and continue to aid in 
its administration by their valuable counsel. 
We have also to note the resignation of 8S. M. Whipple, esq., who has 


f ; | heretofore acted as expert and general agent of the association, to in- 
list of applications submitted since the last meeting and make such | 


vestigate and report on patent claims, and to prepare for defense in 


| contested cases. 


the past year, showing the applications made, from whom and date of | 
report thereon, and also the status of any suits that may be in progress. | 
Hie shall, by and with the consent of the committee, appoint a clerk | 


to perform such duties connected with the association as he may direct. 

Sec. 4. The treasurer shall keep a regular set of books, containing 
the accounts of the association and of all the funds that may pass 
throveh his hands, and keep a separate account as treasurer at such 
bank or banks as the executive committee may approve. He shall make 
a report at each stated meeting of the executive committee of his re- 
ceipts and disbursements in such form as the said committee may direct, 


Under the new constitution such services require to be performed 
under supervision of the secretary, and form part of his duties. It is 
therefore believed that, with the addition to the clerical force of the 
secretary's office already made, the office of expert and general agent 
as heretofore existing may be dispensed with. Several important 
changes have been effected by the amended constitution, which, after 
due discussion and deliberation, was adopted at the special meeting of 
the association on the 4th day of December, 1878. 

Copies of the amended constitution, and also of the by-laws, were 
forwarded to the members, and their representatives have doubtless 
made themselves familiar with the same, 

Your committee, however, think it proper to refer to some of 
the provisions of the constitution as amended. 

Particular attention is called to Article VI, which is designed to 


| regulate the action of all concerned when a claim is made for the use 


and at the stated meeting in March shall submit a genera statement | 


of the financial condition of the association and a detailed statement 


of receipts and expenditures of the past fiscal year, duly audited by the | 


financial committee All payments shall be made by orders on the 
treasurer, audited by the secretary and approved by the president. 

Sec. 5. The general agent shall, under the supervision and direction 
of the secretary, investigate and report on all patent questions as sub 
mitted by members of the association, and In contested cases shall pre 
pare for defens« He shall note application for new patents and the 
extension of old ones. He shall furnish such information through the 
eerretary as will enable the executive committee to reply to the in- 
quirtes of correspondents touching patent matters and to act intellt- 
gentiy tn adjusting patent claims. 

Anrticnie VI. 

No alteration or amendment shail be made in these bylaws until 
presented at a stated meeting and adopted at a subsequent meeting by 
a maiority of the whole committee 


Wxuarer Dd. 


Ticelfth annual report of the erecutive commitice of the Rastern Raii- 
road Aseoctation to the members, IS78—79. 


Membership Ashnelot; Baltimore and Ohio; Boston and Albany; 
Roston, Concord and Montreal; Boston, Clinton, Fitchburg and New 
Redford: Boston, Lowell and Nashua; Boston and Maine; Boston and 
Providence: Catasauqua and Fogelsville; Central (of New Jersey); 
Central, Vermont: Cheshire: Concord, Manchester and Lawrence: Con 
necticut River: Connecticnt Western: Danbury and Norwalk: Dela 
ware and Hudson Canal Company; Bastern; Fitchburg; Housatonic ;: 
Tehieh Valley; Lone Island: Maine Central; Naugatuck; New York 
Central and Hudson River; New York, New Haven and Hartford ; 
New Haven and Northampton: New London Northern: New York and 
New Fneland: North Pennsylvania: Northern Central: Northern (New 
HMWoampshire) : Northeastern (of South Carolina); Norwich and Worces 
ter: Ogdensburg and Lake Champlain; Old Colony; Passumpsic; Penn 
sylvania; Philadelphia and Baltimore Central ; Philadelphia and Read 
ine: Philadelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore; Providence and Worces 
ter: Providence, Warren and Bristol; Raleigh and Gaston; Richmond, 


of a patented invention and said claim is submitted to the association 
for action. 

Section 1 of this article makes it the duty of the executive commit- 
tee to negotiate with an inventor or tentee whose claim it is consid- 
ered inexpedient to contest; but attention is drawn to the fact that the 
committee must first be requested to do so by a member. In this re- 
spect the section differs from section 83 of Article VII of the old con- 
stitution. 

Section 2 is substantially the same as section 4 of Article VII of the 
old constitution; but it will be observed that if a member fails to 
acknowledge receipt of notice sent by the committee for fifteen davs 
after its date, the terms of settlement proposed shall be considered as 
accepted by such member. 

Attention is also called to section 83 of this article, as by its terms the 
members, in order to avail themselves of the services of the association 
for defense, or in settlement of claims, must notify the secretary of anv 
suit or claim brought against them. And if any member has previously 
declined, or shall subsequently decline, the basis of settlement recom- 
mended by the executive committee, the association will not be responsi- 
ble for any expenses for litigation such member may incur. 

Section 4 a any member settling any suit or claim brought 
against it, after being advised by the secretary that a similar suit or 
claim fs in charge of the association for defense in behalf of any of 
its members, without the consent of the secretary, indorsed by the 
president. 

This provision of the constitution may appear tyrannical, and It 
does to a certain extent deprive members of the liberty of individual 
and independent action in the settlement of claims; but the subject has 
been well considered, and the rule is believed to be essential to the suc- 
cessful cartying out of the main object of the association, to wit, the 
protection of its members against unjust claims made for patented in- 
ventions. 

One member may find it expedient to settle a claim under special in- 
ducements ; but the money thus paid enables the party making the un- 
juet claim t prosecute other members, which in most cases he would 
otherwise be unable to do. Again, the weaker members of the associa- 


| tion might be unduly influenced in the settlement of such claims when 


they learned that a more powerful member had found it expedient to 
settle, 

Such methods of Influencing the settlement of claims are well known 
te those engaged In the manipulation of fraudulent patent claims, and, 
if allowed to prevail, the influence and salutary effect of the associa- 
tion would be destroyed, To obtain the best results, the members of 
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the association must act as a unit, and it is believed that this unity 
of action has been the trae cause of our success heretofore. 

Your committee also think it proper to direct attention to the fact 
that by the amended constitution the duties and responsibilities of the 
secretary's office have been increased (see section 2, Article V). One 
of the objects sought to be attained by extending the duties of the sec- 
retary so as to include the management of litigated cases was economy. 
Heretofore the executive committee, as a matter of necessity, had to 
employ counsel whenever suits were brought against any of the mem- 
bers and pay whatever bills were presented without full knowledge of 
the actual services rendered. As a remedy for this unsatisfactory 
state of affairs it was thought advisable to employ as secretary an 
attorney having experience in the practice of the patent law and who 
could, if necessary, practice in any of the United States courts having 
jurisdiction in patent cases. For particulars respecting the present 
method of carrying on the business of the association, we refer to the 
accompanying report of the oe 

On referring to said report it will also be found that the secretary 
is prepared to furnish information respecting several subjects not spe- 
cially inquired of, but of general interest to the members, such as the 
early histories of the “electric telegraph,” “‘ power brakes,” “ sleeping 
cars,” etc.; but as the regular duties of his office have proved onerous, 
it is not to be expected that he can give much attention to the collec- 
tion of such general information. It is therefore suggested that when 
anything of interest in this connection comes to the knowledge of any 
members, the same be communicated to the secretary, so that, under the 
direction of your committee, he may be enabled to distribute such infor- 
mation to the other members. 

We also call attention to the suggestions of the secretary as to the 
formation of a scientific library by voluntary donations of spare books 
by the members, to which end your committee have appropriated a 
limited amount to secure a complete set of the drawings of patents 
relating to railroads, and such wR on patent cases as will materially 
aid in carrying out the objects of the association, as well as to the im- 
portance of collecting models with a view to the formation of a museum 
of inventions. Your attention is particularly called to the means 
suggested to prevent the grant of fraudulent patents. 

ftecent developments show that our members can not be too careful, 
when taking a license, to see that the language of the agreement or 
license affords them proper protection in the use of the patented inven- 
tion for which the license is given; and in this connection the following 
ago may be acceptable : 

. Be sure that the party who pres the license has a legal title to 
the patent. This can be ascertained by making application to the 
Commissioner of Patents for a certified abstract of the assignments of 
the particular pores for which the license is to be given. 

2. Be sure that the license covers the right to use the invention, — 
improvements thereon which the inventor may have made and patented, 
or for which patents may hereafter be obtained by the inventor or his 
assignees. 

3. Be sure that the license covers the right to use the patented 
device, not only on your own roads, but on any roads and branches 
which may be leased, or otherwise connected therewith, during the life 
of the patent or patents. 

4. Be sure that the license covers the right to use the patented 
device during the entire period for which letters patent are or may be 
granted or extended, including any reissue of the same. 

Attention is respectfully call to the resolutions adopted at the 
meeting of your committee, December 4, 1878, a printed copy of which 
was sent to the members at that time. Said resolutions are to the 
effect that the association can not, under the constitution, undertake to 
defend the members against claims for infringement of letters patent 
until said claims have been examined and reported on by the executive 
committee; so that when suits are brought previous to such examina- 
tion and report, the expenses incurred in defending the suit must be 
borne by the individual members sued, unless said suit, upon examina- 
tion, be accepted by the executive committee, in which case all expenses 
will be assumed by the association. 

This does not prohibit the secretary from giving all the information 
on the subject at issue which may be in his possession, or from render- 
ing aid in the proper defense of such suit prior to the action of your 
committee. Such services are at all times available to the members, 
but anything that may be done or | expense that may be incurred is 
subject to the approval of the executive committee. 

On referring to the report of the treasurer it will be found that the 
account up to December 31, 1878, stands as follows: 


RO ee ae $17, 958. 44 
Collections under assessments 17, 819. 85 
Collection of interest ...... 


A cic mcieteniehtidinbiaieadiheneibiciancahe 460. 00 
i a a de ee a 36, 238. 29 
pT ae ae eee eee i5, 678, 21 
a a ~ 20, 560. 08 


ae gee | submitted. 
By order of the executive committee, 
STRICKLAND KNEASS, President. 
EPxuiBiT BH. 


Membership of the Eastern Railroad Association for the year ending 
March, 1883. 


Allegheny Valley and branches._............____. shinai aise ss 

Baltimore and Ohio and branches, also 18 other railroad cor- 
CO © sntts petn ce driepnncnsids. teeenitiiadedses k ptitiirainh aimieninihinsgauiahmusucs 1, 495 

— and Albany and branches, also 4 other railroad corpora- E 

ONS acemeecmsccesmceesensanan Sta cdeceasewe cecemeaaace 72 

Boston, Concord and Montreal and branches, also 2 railroad 

COROT OTIC pore onigusnicnsntiingubeieniie ditnliiirnistniiaintepeitibiancnaiiitlindemmen 166 
Boston and Lowell, also 6 railroad corporations... 197 
Boston and Maine and branches, also 6 railroad corporations_. 606 
=e and Providence and branches, also 1 railroad corpora- 

OB. cece cee nce nweeeecoaseasnn cecmoenanceeneesonecnncoca 
Boston, Barre and Gardener and branches__....._._..__..____ $F 
Camden and Atlantic and branches, also 1 railroad corporation. 70 
a= I, OI 241 
qeenenene and Fogelsyille and branches...............____ 25 
Central Railroad of New Jersey, also 2 railroad corporations___ 545 
Central Vermont Railroad, also 5 railroad corporations________ 353 
Cheshire Railroad, also 2 railroad corporations.__....._._____ - 80 
Connecticut and Passimpsic, also 1 railroad corporation....... 147 
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Miles 
Concord Railroad, also 4 railroad corporations__._.....-----.. 142 
Connecticut Railroad, also 1 railroad corporation__.....-.----~ RO 
Concord and Claremont, also 1 railroad corporation__...._---~ 71 
Danbury and Norwalk__....--~~- rh lloaialekteaitnenssansaaatd saat 37 
Delaware and Hudson Canal and Railroad, also 10 railroad cor- 

NT ee as ak schaerelapinian aaemnenehenasannianeraneninet 568 
Eastern Railroad, also 7 railroad corporations _..... ~~~ a 283 
Fitchburg Railroad, also 1 railroad corporation Siadieaciabiiiipeieies ibaa 151 
Housatonic Railroad, also 4 railroad corporations __._~~- = 126 
Hartford and Connecticut Western, also 2 railroad corporations_ 105 
Lehigh Valley Railroad, also 2 railroad corporations__._..~~~- 316 
Long Island Railroad, also 11 railroad corporations__......~~~ 325 
Manchester and Lawrence, also 1 railroad corporation___.-.~.. 26 
Maine Central, also 3 railroad corporations__..........-.~~-. 476 
Naugatuck Railroad, also 1 railroad corporation _—-—_- ; 66 
New York Central and Hudson River Railroad, also 2 railroad 

der cedettescisieencenipeneainnnel 1,118 


New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad, also 2 railroad 
corporations —. 283 


New York, Philadelphia ‘and ‘Baltimore, also 2 railroad corpora- 


ail leeetialeasttiaterinhamacation tummeredieeniwwpen =e cs aia §2 
New Haven and Northampton, also 1 railroad corporation... — 137 
New London Northern, also 1 railroad corporation—- aieemaniies 121 
New York and Lake Erie, also 5 railroad corporations... ~~~ 452 
Northern Central, also 5 railroad corporations.__..........~~- 343 
Northern (N. H.), also 1 railroad corporation._........--~-~-~-. 100 
Northeastern Railroad, also 5 railroad corporations napationmeniien 102 
Ogdensburg and Lake Champlain__............._--~-~~- im 118 
Old Colony, and 2 railroad corporations____..........-...... 477 
Pennsylvania, also 23 railroad ccqperestens BERL EL IE ET 
Pennsylvania Company, also 7 railroad corporations a S64 
Pittsburg, Cincinnati and St. Louis Railroad, also 7 railroad 

IIL” <iicntisinmarinnnctientinmuncnciodann: echt 1, 507 
Philadelphia and Reading, also 2 railroad corporations_—- ‘ 847 
Philadelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore, also 8 railroad corpo- 

accent cael atitenenscernante ; i 383 
Pennsylvania and New York Canal and Railroad, also 1 railroad 

I Sete ce eeeicneniptidhcin tenn nimi ‘ i stanhecnbahalihestinns 95 
Portland and Ogdensburg__-—~-~- on : enema 94 
Providence and Worcester, also 3 railroad corporations.....-~-~ 66 
iia ites ea tnccienta emiecds a a al 63 
Providence, Warren and Bristol__ ~~~ Se Scsieisiiaieameeies 15 
Raleigh and Gaston, also 1 railroad corporation____......~.~.~ 196 
Richmond, Fredericksburg and Potomac, also 2 railroad corpora- . 

a ae " eiicihectin aiibioniante 82 
Richmond and Allegheny, also 2 railroad corporations._...~_-. 265 
Rome, Watertown and Ogdensburg, and 2 railroad corporations— 265 
Seaboere and Reancke.................- ihathhivindinnesipaih -_ 80 
Sullivan Company__...~.~--~- ei nila a ee ee 26 
Troy and Boston, also 2 railroad corporations—_-_ icici oasanbiied 46 
Ce iia sd ee rete ania we enen enetnieneneneseschenenenen ional 24 
West Jersey, also 4 railroad corporations dicnkinno vias 163 
Wilmington, Columbia and Augusta... ~~~ : sestieenliaini 192 
Wilmington and Weldon —___-~~. aii 198 
Worcester and Nashua, also 1 railroad corporation......... ~~ 95 

SN RE ES LS Eee | 


Two hundred and fifty-five corporations. 


ExnHiBit F. 
Constitution and by-laws of the Eastern Railroad Association. 
CONSTITUTION. 
ARTICLE I. 

This association shall be called “ The Eastern Railroad Association.” 
While having for its general purpose the promotion of the railway 
interests, its leading object shall be the protection of its members 
against unjust claims made for patented inventions. 

ARTICLE II. 

This association shall be composed of railroad companies of New 
England and any others, at the discretion of the executive committee, 
subscribing to the articles and contributing to the expenses of the asso 
ciation, each company to be represented by a duly authorized person; 
but no railroad company whose earnings are mainly derived from the 
transportation of passengers upon an elevated railroad within the 
limits of a city shall be admitted as a member of the association, except 
upon such terms and conditions as may be prescribed by the executive 
committee. 

ARTICLE IIT. 


Section 1. The affairs of the association shall be managed by an ex 
ecutive committee of nine members, who shall be elected every year at 
the annual meeting of the association. ‘They shall submit at each an 
nual meeting of the association a report of the operations of the past 
year and of its financial condition, and any member of said committee 
ceasing to be the representative of the company for which he is ap 
pointed shall cease to be a member of said committee; and in all cases 
where a member of the executive committee is absent from two consecu 
tive stated meetings of said committee, unless such absence is caused by 
sickness or absence from the country, it shall be equivalent to a resig- 
nation of said member, and it shall be the duty of the executive com 
mittee to flil the vacancy thus created at the next stated meeting 
following. 

Sec. 2. Said committee shall organize by the election of a president, 
vice-president, gentral counsel, secretary, and treasurer (the president, 
vice-president, and treasurer to be selected from its own members), who 
shall also be a, vice-president, general counsel, secretary, and 
treasurer of the association. A majority shall constitute a quorum 
for the transaction of business. They shall also appoint such standing 
committees as they may deem requisite. 

Sec. 3. Said committee shall provide a suitable place for the general 
office of the association, where all models, books, papers, and docu- 
ments may be deposited for safe-keeping. 

Sec. 4. Said committee shall have wer to elect such other officers 
and employees, and appoint such legal counsel, as may be necessary for 
the interests of the association, and fix salaries and compensation, and 
prescribe the duties of all officers, agents, and employees; shall fill va- 
cancies in its membership, and make by-laws for its own government. 

Sec. 5. Meetings of the executive committee may be called at any time 
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by the president, or shall be when requested by any two members of 
the committee. 





ARTICLE IV. 

Srecrion 1, 
the executive committee and for the transaction of other business shall 
be held on the second Wednesday in May, at such hour and place as 
may be designated by the executive committee, and the fiscal year of 
the association shall terminate on the 3lst of December. 

Sec. 2. Special meetings of the assoication shall be called by the pres- 
ident upon the request of two members of the executive committee, or at 
the written request of the representatives of not less than five com- 
panies. Notice of any meeting of the association shall be given by a 
written or printed notice directed to each member and deposited in the 
post-office at least ten days prior to the day of such meeting. 











Sec. 3. The representatives of ten companies shall constitute a quo- 
rum at all meetings of this association. Each company shall be enti- 
tled to one vote. 

ARTICLE V. 
Section 1. Whenever, in the opinion of the executive committee, a 


patent submitted for examination by any member is valid, or whenever | 


it is deemed inexpedient to contest any claim made upon a member of 
the association for the use of a patented invention, it shall be the 


duty of said committee, at the request of any of the associate members, | 
to negotiate either for the use of said patent, or for a settlement of the 


claim preferred, and, when effected, to report the same to each associ- 
ate member for acceptance. 

Sec. 2. If any member declines accepting the basis of settlement so 
offered (and a failure to acknowledge receipt of said notice for fifteen 
days after its date shall be deemed an assent to the terms thereof), the 
association shall not be responsible for the defense of any suit or for 
the expenses of any litigation against that company, and growing out 
of that case, incurred subsequent to date of said notice. 

Sec. 38. 
ciation infringing upon a patent reported upon as invalid, or 
whenever a claim is made against any member for the use of a patent 
reported upon as valid, and for which a basis of settlement has been 
agreed upon as aforesaid, it shall be the duty of that member to make 
a report of such suit or claim to the secretary, and thereafter the said 
committee shall manage the same at the expense of the association, 
provided the member so reporting has not previously declined, or shall 
not subsequently decline, such basis of settlement as has been or may 
be recommended by the executive committee. 

Sec. 4. Members of the association shall not settle any suit or claim 
against them after being advised by the general counsel that a similar 
suit elaim is in charge of the association for defense in behalf of 
any of its members without the consent of the general counsel, indorsed 
by the president. 

Sec. 5. Whenever the executive committee shall adopt a report re- 
lating to a patent, and shall not deem it for the best interests of the 
association to assume or continue the expenses of litigation growing 
out of such report, it may at its discretion so notify the member to 
whom such report is made, and the association sball not hereafter be at 
any legal or other expense on account thereof; but said committee may 
compromise and settle the claim or purchase a license for such mem- 
ber at the expense of the association: Provided, That in the opinion of 
said committee such settlement or purchase can be effected at less ex- 
pense to the association than the cost of carrying on the litigation in 
behalf of such member. 


for 


ol 


ARTICLE VI. 

Any member willfully violating these articles may be stricken from 
the roll of membership by a vote of two-thirds of the members present 
at any annual or special meeting, provided due notice of such proposed 
action shall be given in the call of said meeting. 

ARTICLE VII. 

The president of the executive committee shall confer with the 
officers of similar railroad associations in the United States in relation 
to the settlement of patent claims and the trial of patent cases, and 
committee may, if they deem it advisable, contribute from the 
funds of the association to aid in the defense of any patent case the 
issue of which involves the interests of the members of the association. 

ARTICLE VIII. 
_ The executive committee shall have the power, and it shall be their 
duty from time to time, as often as they judge the interests of the as- 


said 


sociation require, to make assessments upon members of the association, | 


one-half, as nearly as practicable, in proportion to their gross receipts 
for the fiscal year preceding the making of the assessment, and one- 
half in proportion to the length of their roads, for any expenses al 
ready incurred or hereafter to be incurred, which, in the opinion of 


the committee, should be borne by this association. If any company 
shall neglect to make the proper returns called for by the treasurer 
after assessment is made, or neglect to pay the treasurer the sum as- 


sessed upon it before the 31st day of December thereafter occurring, it 
shall be deemed to be in default and shall not be entitled to the priv- 
ileges of membership, and if it shall fail to pay the sum assessed upon 
it within three months after notice of default from the treasurer, it 
shall thereupon cease to be a member of the association. 

ARTICLE IX, 

Any company may withdraw from this association by giving notice 
in writing to the secretary, provided such company shall, nevertheless, 
be liable for its proportion of the expenses of the association for the 
fiscal year ending December 31 next ensuing. 

ARTICLE X. 
nstitution may be altered or amended by a vote of two-thirds 
embers present at any regular or special meeting, provided due 
notice of said proposed alteration or amendment shall have been given 
in notice for said meeting. 


This « 
of the m 


BY-LAWS. 
ARTICLE I. 
» annual meeting of the association and the election of an execu- 
tive committee shall be held in the city of New York, and the stated 
meetings of the executive committee shall be held on the second Thurs- 


1} 
he 


day of the months of March, September, and December, and on the 
second Wednesday of the month of May in each year, at such place and 
hour as the committee may from time to time designate. Special meet- 
ings of the executive committee shall be called in the same manner as 
provided in the constitution for the meetings of the association. 


ARTICLE IT. 


The general office of the association shall be located, until further 
action by this committee, at Washington, D. C. 


The annual meeting of the association for the election of | 


Whenever a suit is brought against any member of the asso- | 
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ARTICLE III. 


The executive committee shall, at its first meeting after election, or- 
ganize by election from its own number a president, vice-president, and 
treasurer, a secretary and general counsel, not members of the com- 
mittee, and also a finance committee, to be composed of three members 
of the executive committee. All elective officers shall serve for the 
ensuing year, or until their successors be elected. 

ARTICLE IV. 


Five members of the committee shall constitute a quorum for the 
transaction of business, which shall be in the following order: 

1. Minutes of the last meeting read. 

2. Report of treasurer. 

3. List of applications for membership made since last meeting. 

4. Report of general counsel. 

5. Other business. 

6. Reports on patents, etc. 


ARTICLE V. 


Secrrion 1. It shall be the duty of the president or vice-president to 
preside at all meetings of the association. In the absence of the presi- 
dent or vice-president, a president pro tempore may be appointed. The 
presiding officer shall name or appoint all —_— committees, unless 
otherwise ordered by the association, and the president shall be ex 
officio a member of all committees. 

Sec. 2. The vice-president, when called upon, shall assist the presi- 
dent in the preformance of his duties, and during the absence or at 
the request of the president shall officiate in his place. 

Sec. 3. The general counsel shall give his time exclusively to the 
service of the association, and receive therefor such salary as the ex- 
ecutive committee may fix. He shall make all required examinations 
and reports as to seope and validity of letters patent and questions of 
infringement of same, and prepare cases for defense before the courts, 
He shall answer all inquiries from members of the association relative 
to patent matters and furnish them with written information regarding 
patents or patent claims that may be in the possession of the executive 
committee. He shall keep the minutes of the meetings of the associa- 
tion and of the executive committee, shall have charge of the office, 
models, archives, and rhage | not pertaining to the investments or 
finances of the association, and perform such other duties as the exec- 
utive committe may direct. 

Sec. 4. The secretary shall give his time exclusively to the service of 
the association, and receive therefor such salary as the executive com- 
mittee may fix. He shall keep the books of the association, excepting 
those in charge of the treasurer, shall notify the members and the ex- 
ecutive committee of all meetings of their respective bodies. He shall 
have charge of the rooms of the office building in the city of Washing- 
ton, D. C., not occupied by the association, rent same, collect the rents, 
and account to the treasurer therefor. He shall assist the general 
counsel and perform such duties as may be designated by him, and, 
in the absence of the general counsel, he shall take charge of the 
office, models, archives, and property not belonging to the finances of 
the association, and perform such other duties as the executive com- 
mittee may direct. 

Sec. 5. The treasurer shall collect all assessments as made by the ex- 
ecutive committee, and disburse all the moneys of the association, under 
the direction of the exeeutive committee. He shall keep a regular set 
of books containing the accounts of the association, and of all the funds 
that may pass through his hands, and keep a separate account as treas- 
urer at such bank or banks as the executive commititce may approve. 
Iie shall make report at each stated meeting of the executive commit- 
tee of his receipts and disbursements in such form as the said commit- 
tee may direct, and at the stated meeting in March shall submit a 
ceneral statement of the financial condition of the association, and a 
detailed statement of receipts and expenditures of the past fiscal year, 
duly audited by the finance committee. All payments shall be made by 
orders of the treasurer, audited by the secretary, and approved by the 
president. 

ARTICLE VI. 


No alteration or amendment shall be made in these by-laws until 
presented at a stated meeting and adopted at a subsequent meeting by a 
majority of the whole committee. 


STANDING RESOLUTIONS. 


Resolved, That the secretary be instructed that in making reports to 
members, as directed by section 3, article 5, of the by-laws, previous to 
being submitted to the executive committee, he append thereto a printed 
notice to the effect that said reports are of no effect or binding upon 
the association until approved by the executive committee. 

Adopted March 12, 1879. ’ 

Resolved, That the Secretary be instructed to a all railroad 
companies members of this association that hereafter all applications 
from such company asking for information from the association in regard 
to any patent device must be made through the president, vice-president, 
general manager, or superintendent of such company, or such officer or 
agent of said company as may be thereto specially authorized by reso- 
lution of the board of directors of said company. 

Adopted March 10, 1880. 

Resolved, That the executive committee be authorized to fix upon and 
establish an entrance fee that shall be chargeable to all companies de- 
siring to connect themselves with the Eastern Railroad Association 
after this date, said entrance fee being intended to cover the propor- 
tional interest in funds of the association now invested. 

Adopted at annual meeting, May 11, 1881. 

Resolwed, That it is net thought advisable for the association to in- 
troduce or, as an association, advocate legislation in Congress, but its 
members should promote any bill that may be offered to amend the 
patent laws so as to require the patentee or owner of a patent to give 
notice of any claim for infringement, and to commence suit thereon 
within a reasonable time after such notice is given. 

Adopted December 14, 1881. 

Resolved, That this association will, through its general counsel, 
furnish to any of its members any information it may be able to give 
in relation to the legal construction, effect, and bearing of any license 
or assignment made by the inventor or owner of any patent to one of 
the members, but, inasmuch as such licenses and assignments have 
been drawn or accepted by the officers or counsel of such members with- 
out action by or consultation with this association, the association cun 
not properly take charge of or assume the expense of any litigation 
growing out of or connected with such licenses or assignments. 

Adopted December 15, 1881. 

Resvived, That the secretary notify all persons applying to the asso- 
ciation for the privilege of making oral argument before the executive 
committee relating to patents that such privilege can not be granted, 
















1905. 






but that the executive committee will receive and consider any argument 


in writing that may be presented to it 
Adopted December 12, 1883. 
Resolwed, That in all future patent suits against members of this 








association the secretary be, ard is hereby, instructed to require 
from the plaintiffs bonds or security for the costs, when such security 
can be legally demanded. 

Adopted March 13, 1884. 

In the matter of reports called for by members respecting inventions 
for which applications for patents are pending in the Patent Office, 

On motion, it was— 

Voted, That the general counsel be directed to notify the members 
making such inquiries that the association can not, consistently with 
its constitution and by-laws, give any advice or express any opinion 
in regard to any invention for which application for letters patent has 
been made and is pending in the Patent Office. 

Adopted — 12, 1886. 

Resolved, That the office of general counsel and secretary, created 
by resolution adopted May 12, 1880, be discontinued, and that the 
offices of a general counsel and a secretary be created in accordance 
with amendments to by-laws. 




































ExnHIBIt G. 


The following extracts from the technical journals represent the con- 
sensus of public opinion regarding the character of said Hastern Rail- 
road Association, to wit: 


[From the Railroad Car Journal, December, 1892.] 
RIGHTS OF PATENTEES AND INVENTORS. 


We have several times previously given —- in this journal to the 
publication of the circumstances and proceedings in the suit of W. K. 
Tubman against the Wason Manufacturing Company for infringement 
of his patent. We have givén unusual prominence to the case for the 
reason that it has brought up a much wider issue than the mere dam- 
age sustained by the owner of the patent—an issue of vital interest to 
inventors or owners of patented railroad appliances. 

It would appear from the testimony that Tubman in his suit en- 
counters a more formidable opponent than the actual defendants. He 
claims that the Eastern Railroad Association is maintaining the defense 
with the object of defeating his claim, and that with such an organiza- 
tion in existence, pursuing the methods it does, a poor inventor can not 
possibly hope to maintain his rights to a patented device which the 
association chooses to advise its members to use without the payment 
of royalty. The testimony, which we print in another column, of Mr. 
Andrew McCallum, the counsel of the association, can not be regarded 
as in any way rebutting the serious charges made against the associa- 
tion by Tubman. We quite fail to see why the proceedings of the Hast- 
ern Railroad Association should not be made public. The owner of a 
patent should certainly be entitled to learn the substance of the associa- 
tion’s report to its members upon his i=vention; for railroads are 
becoming notorious by reason of the frequency with which they appro- 
pirate the ideas of inventors without compensation. The testimony in 
'Tubman’s case will be read with interest by inventors or owners of pat- 
ents on railroad devices. 


[From the World's Progress, March, 1892.] 
APPROPRIATING PATENTS. 


In another article in this issue we have discussed briefy the exercise 
of a practically assumed right by the Government to appropriate to its 
own use, without compensation, any patented article ov invention it 
may please to want. That form of appropriation will have attention, 
and then will be duly regulated by law, just as soon as the abuse be- 
comes so common as to produce public outcry. The sole reason why 
this law has not been made is that the number of those harmed is com- 

aratively small. So far as the need in —e and justice for such a 
aw is concerned, it seems to be commonly admitted that it is now 
urgent. 

But there is another form of this appropriation which is more com- 
mon, and consequently more aggravating. It is where a rich and pow- 
erful corporation deliberately takes and uses a patented device or in- 
vention and then says, coolly and impudently, to the patentee: “ Help 
yourself, if you can.” ‘Then the issue so made is almost invariably 
governed by the iength of the purse, and in the end the single-handed 
inventor finds himself outwinded by the long delays he can not prevent 
and the large expenses he is forced to pay to carry on his suit. We 
have now in mind a particular form of this organization that is accus- 
tomed to use any patented invention in the line of its business that it 
pleases to appropriate. We refer to the railroad associations, of which 
there is one at the East and one at the West. Ostensibly these asso- 
ciations are for self-protection against causeless litigation and the 
annoyance of importunate and unreasonable inventors. So far as this 
protective idea goes, the motive of these associations is very proper; 
But when these associations go further and assume the right to appro- 
priate any invention they wish to use, and thus force the inventor into 
the courts to endeavor to get redress, these associations are all wrong. 

The es is that the single-handed inventor rarely wins in any 
such suit. t must be said, in justice to these associations, that they 
allege that they always pay for the use of any and all really new and 
valuable improvements. But this assertion is hotly denied by the body 
of inventors who have, as they assert, been ruthlessly defrauded of 
their rights. 

It seems to us that some law can be framed that will secure justice 
to both parties; that, on the one hand, will enable the inventor to con- 
test his rights with some show of a fair trial, and, on the other, protect 
the parties who do not wish to be causelessly = by every in- 
ventor who is willing, abe ang | or improperly, to invoke the aid of the 
law. Under the new patent law in Le ng a wanton infringement 
is made a criminal act. We do not say this is the way to deal in this 
country with the matter, but it is one way, and the existence of that 
law proves that the abuse of which we now write has already begun to 
attract deliberate attention. ‘The attention of the House Committee on 
Patents has been called to the matter and an earnest attempt made 
to secure some legislation by Congress to prevent the alleged abuses. 


[From the Scientific American, March 12, 1892.] 


Legislation is certainly needed to put a stop to combinations formed 
like the Eastern Association for the express purpose of nullifying the 
privileges granted to inventors by Congress. 

{From Locomotive Engineering for November, 1892. 
editor, 912 Temple court, New York.] 
PROPERTY RIGHTS IN PATENTS. 

A decision was rendered last month by the United States Court of 

Appeals in a suit brought by the Edison Electric Light Company against 
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the United States Electric Light Company that is of interest to many 
eople who are not in any way concerned in proprietary rights in ele 
rical appliances. Edison was the original inventor of the incandescent 
lamp, where light is —_ by the electric current passing through a 
resisting medium inclosed in a vacuum. Several parties imitated this 
invention, and have been selling incandescent lamps which seemed to 
avoid the Edison patents. The court has now decided that every 
known form of incandescent lamp, and every possible form of this lamp, 
infringes the Edison patents. 

This means practically that when an inventor secures a foundation 
patent for any deyice, the imitations which obtain the same results by 
different mechanical arrangements are infringements. The decision is a 
little more emphatic than several others previously made of the same 
tenor. The well-known decision on the Richardson safety-valve patents 
a substantially the same as that now rendered concerning electric 
ights. 

This decision ought to be of direct interest to many railroad con 
panies, for there is no class using mechanical appliances more given to 
patronizing articles that are notoriously pirated imitations of patents 
The great variety of functions demanded of railway machinery presents 
an unparalleled field for inventive genius, and it is industriously cul 
tivated. But no sooner does an inventor produce an appliance o1 
acorns which promises to be in demand than there is a host of 
imitators doing their best to produce something which will do the same 
functions and avoid infringing the original patent. The principal work 
done by the mechanical engineers employed by some railroad companies 
is the designing of forms of patented articles which shall perform the 
functions of the original without incurring the liability to pay royalty 
This is a small, mean business, and is nothing more than dishonesty ; 
for it is stealing a man’s ideas and dressing them so that their identity 
may be disguised. 


The plain decisions of the courts ought to discourage this sort of 
industry. The only reason why railroad companies are not paying 
royalties on numerous patents that they are using illegitimately is the 


delay and expense that must be incurred in lawsuits for infringements 
of patents. Law’s delays are so notoriously tedious in patent 
that those who have been injured patiently suffer wrong rather than 
engage in the long and expensive fight. We have recently heard of a 
ovement among men of means to purchase the originals of patents 
that have been largely imitated by railroad companies. Should this 
be done some of the companies are likely to have to pay damages that 
will put the money paid to settle the Tanner brake suits far into the 
shade.¢ 

That in the years 1877 and 1878 the said Eastern Railroad Associa 
tion, in combination with a similar association in the West, endeavored 
to secure legislation in Congress which would enable the members of 
the association to appropriate patented Inventions without being com- 
pelled to pay for them. ‘The following selections from “Arguments bé 
fore the Committees on Patents, Forty-fifth Congress, second session, 
Miscellaneous Document No. 50,” represent the views of many reputable 
patent atorneys and others regarding the railroad combination to 
propriate patent property, to wit: 

W. C. Dodge, esq., Washington, D. C.: 

“On the part of the railroads it is a demand that they shall be 
allowed to appropriate any inventicn they please, and then to have the 
law so changed as practically to prevent their being compelled to pay 
for them ” (p. 69). 

“Or, which of these public-spirited railroad companies now -asking 
you to change the patent laws for their special benefit would invest 
their capital in building their roads if, when built, the dividends we 
to go into other pockets than their own?” (p. 70). 

“That resolution was introduced by a member whose firm had been 
made to pay quite an amount in damages for the use of a patented in 
vention which they had appropriated without leave or license of the 
owner; and it is a striking coincidence that this movement to change 
our laws was inaugurated by the railroad combination, who, as they 
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tell yon, have in like manner been mulcted in heavy damages for a 
similar SS of patented inventions, and which the owners 
would gladly have sold or licensed them to use for far less than the 


sum awarded by the courts. As proof of this it is stated that the 
owner of the swage block patent, for the use of which these companies 
complain they have been made to pay an exorbitant price—over 
$100,000—offered to let the same company have the use of his patent 
for its whole term for $1,000, which they agreed to pay, but when the 
papers were to be executed the company insisted on the party taking 
pay in the bonds of the company, worth only 90 cents on the dollar. 
and because the owner of the patent refused to be thus swindled out of 
one-tenth of the price agreed upon they refused to complete the arrange- 
ment, and told him they would use it in spite of him, and he n 
help himself if he could. I submit that it does not become parties w 
have acted thus to now come here crying like a whipped schoolboy 
ask Congress to change the law simply to relieve them from the c 
quences of their own willful violation of the law” (p. 72). 

J. J. Storrow, esq., counsel for the Bell Telephone Company : 

“There will be cases undoubtedly where defendants will willfully in- 
fringe patents. Nay, there will be cases where rich defendants. 
band themselves together and say to the patentee unless he will 
his invention to them at a price agreeable to them, that they will drag 
him for ten years through the courts at an expense which is a flea bite 
to them, but ruinous to him” (p. 135). 
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W. W. Hubbell: 

“These railroad companies infringed on patent beyond all tion 
and they knew the inventor was poor and could not bring suits all over 
the United States against these different railroad companies, and they 
have taken a rule upon him for security for costs, and he, in his ina 
bility to furnish it, has been barred and thrown out of court. This was 


done over here in Baltimore. The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany did that to my knowledge, where they infringed a patent” (p. 
163). (See standing resolution No. 7 in constitution.) 

G. H. Christy, esq., counsel for Westinghouse Air Brake Company: 

“TIT think, further, that it is a dangerous remedy to put into 
hands of a wrongdoer, particularly if he is a wealthy party or corp: 
tion, and I use the word ‘ corporation’ not in any ill sense, for it is 
of the most honest and legitimate ways of carrying on business: but i 
is especially dangerous to give the power to seventy or eight 
corporations to pounce down on an inventor and snatch fr 
his just rights, as was the case with Goodyear, and reduce hi 
lute beggary; and as was the case with Pullman when he was j 



















@In the Tanner brake suit the railroad associations 
evidence which was of such an outrageous character 
counsel of the Western Association discarded it. A. H. Walker, esq 
Hartford, Conn., author of “‘ Walker on Patents,’ can give particulars 
The Supreme Ruler only knows how much of the testimony in this ca 
was “cooked up.” 
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up houses in Chicago; or as with Westinghouse, who was not able to 
pay me his first fee for his first caveat. 

** Now, if it is good to put in the hands of an associated power rep- 
resenting such a consolidated amount of wealth, and with the unscrupu- 
lous character for which railroads are noted (I speak of it only as an 
entity, and not in regard to its officers)—-I say it is a very dangerous 
thing to put such a grant of power into the hands of such an organiza- 
tion in order that they may sit down on and squelch an inventor with- 
out any money to fight them. Now, then, if I have got seventy or 
eighty railroad companies at the back of me with their capital and 
their employees, it is a very singular circumstance if I can not cook 
up some testimony among them.* I do not say that Brother Raymond 
would, but I do not know who his successor might be. It is putting a 
dangerous remedy in the hands of a most dangerous class—the wealthy 
part of our country, who want to use an invention without paying for 
it’? (pp. 254, 255). 

Iion. Elisha Foote, ex-Commissioner of Patents: 

“You might as well do directly what this section does indirectly, and 
pass an act that every railroad which is not making profits or dividends 
shall have the privilege of taking any patents they please with impu- 
nity; and, if you make the thing entirely consistent and rational, you 
should also say that they may enter upon anyone’s land and cut their 
ties, and go into rolling mills and take their rails, or any other prop- 
erty they choose to take, and they shall have them without responsi- 
bility to anybody. 

“Take the case of this Westinghouse brake, which, I understand, the 
patentee manufactures himself and puts onto cars at a very reasonable 
price. Now, suppose any of these Chicago railroads, making no money, 
should think it desirable for them to take and use this brake without 
paying anything for it. This section would undoubtedly authorize 
them to do so without any compensation, and they could grab any 
amount of property with impunity’ (p. 413). 

“What chance would the poor inventor have against these powerful 
corporations? None but a very wealthy person could enter into such 
a controversy. The roads would not need the other provisions of the 
bill. This would enable them to take and use any patent they please 
with impunity, and no one would dare to sue them” (p. 415). 

“Suppose any of these wealthy corporations should call upon a poor 
inventor to commence a suit against them, and to encounter a big rail- 
road combination with all their able and learned counsel in their em- 
ploy i It would be impracticable; he would have to give up his patent ” 
(p. 418). 

Albert H. Walker, esq., author Walker on Patents: 

‘Now suppose the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company see the 
wonderful invention, and think that is a good thing, and a good deal 
cheaper than coal, and say: ‘ We will proceed to infringe Mr. Vance’s 
patent, and we will fight him ten or fifteen years, if he sues us, with 
the probable result of his exhausting his means before he gets a decree.’ 
Such a course of defiant infringement is, in many cases, the deliberate 
purpose of railroad men. It was the avowed practice of H. BE. Sargent, 
the superintendent for many years of the Michigan Central Railroad, 
and one of the members of the Western Railroad Association. He has 
avowed it as his universal principle never to pay anything voluntarily 
to a patentee. He says: ‘Whenever our attention is called to a 
patent of value, we use it, and in a few cases we aré made to pay, by 
plucky inventors; but, in the aggregate, we pay much less than if we 
took licenses at first.’ I admit the railroad companies do not generally 
avow such a plan of action, but I know they entertain such ideas ” 
(p. 396). 
forth the character, objects, and methods of the Eastern Railroad Asso- 
ciation, was published in the Railway Age in 1891, to wit: 

The Eastern Railroad Association should be broken up, because: 

1. It is a secret society, with a secret constitution.and by-laws, organ- 
ized, not like most voluntary associations, for charity or mutual assist- 
ance in times of sickness, poverty, or distress, nor for moral or intel- 
lectual culture, nor for the promotion of science or the arts, nor for the 


advancement of man’s estate, but, judged by its actions for many years, | 


for the spoliation of the property of inventors. It has no charter. It 
does not report annually to any commonwealth. Its right to exercise 
its franchises is a usurpation. It is not based upon any contract with 
the people of any State. It is an irresponsible body. It is organized 


selfishness. 


2. It is a permanent conspiracy, inasmuch as its constitution requires | 


unity of action by all its members in opposing individual patentees, and 
this whether each member (railroad) is directly interested or not in 
the particular controversy. It is well-established law that a combina- 
tion to attain an end, even lawful in itself, constitutes a conspiracy 
when such combination subjects the individual to its combined and con- 
centrated power. 

3. The members of the association intermeddle in what is none of 
their business. The precepts of international law do not allow a dis- 
interested nation to intermeddle in a contest between two other nations. 
Our National Government can not intermeddle with the local affairs of 
a State. The man who interferes with his neighbors’ quarrels receives 
no sympathy if he gets his head broken. Boys in their sports cry: 
“Hands off!” ‘Fair play!” ‘The courts have well-defined rules as 
to when and how interested parties may intervene in suits. But this 
association will not ask leave to intervene. 

4. The association violates section 8, Article VIII, of the Constitution 
of the United States : ‘“‘ To promote the progress of science and useful 
arts by securing for limited times to * +* * inventors the exclu- 
sive right to their * * * discoveries.” 

Mr. W. S. Huntington, in the National Car Builder some time ago, 
speaking of the Eastern and Western Railroad Associations, remarked : 
“The inventors are now practically in their power.’”’ ‘“‘ Many inventors 
who had labored to improve railway appliances abandoned the field and 
exercised their ingenuity in other directions, where there were fewer 
obstacles.” 

5. It is a trust; the most powerful and wealthy trust in the United 
States—the Standard oil is an infant beside of it—-more werful 
than any that has had being since the enactment of statute 21, James I, 
abolishing monopolies. This statute has been called the Magna Charta 
for British industries, and may equally be called the same for American, 
inasmuch as it established legitimate competition. ‘“‘This statute,” 
Heme said, “ contained a noble principle and secured to every subject 
unlimited freedom of action, provided he did no injury to others nor 
violated statute law.” This association closes the market against in- 
ventors and owners of patents, and prevents free competition. 


¢7n 1889 the Association “ reissued” a patent, with an added draw- 
ing, from its office on F street, in Washington. The reissue was then 
introduced in evidence for the purpose of securing a narrow construc- 
tion of a patent claim. 


7. That the substance of the following article, which correctly sets | 








6. It interferes with the administration of justice in the courts. Its 
methods are somewhat as follows: If a railroad wishes to use a_pat- 
ented invention, the matter is referred to the general counsel of the 
association. He anrnatageene and sees what is most expedient to do. 
He ascertains whether the owner of the potent is a poor man, without 
means to bring a suit, or a wealthy and influential citizen; whether 
it is cheaper to pay a small license fee or to appropriate the invention 
and fight the owner through the court of last resort. If appropriated 
and the owner brings suit against the railroad infringer, the entire 
strength and means of the association are brought to bear to crush 
him, so as to terrify other patentees from bringing suit for the spolia- 
tion of their property, and every member of the association joins in the 
defense against him, whether using the invention or not. It closes the 
market against the patentee by the first report on his patent. Its 
constitution forbids any member paying anything to the owner, be- 
cause such payment would serve to establish a measure of damages 
should the owner ultimately win his suit. In one of the association’s 
reports the president exhorts the members to “ act as a unit,” and says: 
“This unity of action has been the true cause of our success hereto- 
fore.” Its general counsel in 1879 boasted that the association had 
never been compelled to pay anything for infringement of letters patent. 
The seal of the United States on a patent has no significance in its 
eyes. The little building, 614 F street, is bigger than the United States 
Patent Office. 

All suits against any member of the association are defended by its 
general counsel, who travels on passes while taking evidence and at 
all other times in defending the suit, and he avails himself of every 
means within his power per fas per nefas to defeat the suit. Delays, 
obstructions, manufactured evidence, appeals, and all sorts of trickery 
are resorted to as occasion demands. 

If the complainant is finally successful he can seldom prove * prof- 
its’? or “ damages,” and as his patent has generally expired before a 
final judgment is secured, an injunction will not issue. The com- 
ylainant has been to great expense and trouble and, after having won 
nis suit, can not collect a cent. It is “ more expedient" and cheaper 
to pay costs than to take licenses in the first instance. 

The following boast was made by the association's general counsel, 


A. McCallum, in closing the thirteenth annual report to the members ° 


of the association to wit: ‘“‘It appears to be the fact that during the 
whole period of thirteen years, during which the association has been 
in existence, no suit defended by it has resulted in a judgment against 
a member on appeal to the highest court; and that while some claims 
have been settled after suit was brought, no member (railroad) de- 
fended by the association has yet, by process of law, under execution, 
attachment, or otherwise, been compelled to pay anything on account 
of infringement of letters patent.” 





EXHIBIT H. 


{Memorandum. Alexander T,. Britton et ux. Mary, William C. McIn- 
tire et ux. Frances B., to William D. Bishop, of Bridgeport, Conn. ; 
Theodore N. Ely, of Altoona, Pa.; Albert A. Folsom, of Boston, 
Mass. Deed in trust, dated June 18, 1886. Recored June 26, 1886.] 
Consideration, $25,000. 

Parts of lots 17 and 18, in square 456. 

Beginning on the north line of said lot 18, distant 49 feet west of 
the northeast corner thereof on F street, and run thence south 159 
feet 14 inches to a public alley, thence west 24 feet 44 inches, thence 
north 159 feet 14 inches to north line of lot 17, and thence east 24 
feet 44 inches to the beginning. 

To hold unto the only use and benefit of parties of second part, 


| their heirs, and to the survivors and survivor of them and the heirs 
|; and assigns of the survivor. 


In and upon the following trusts: 

First. In trust for the sole use and benefit of the members of a cer- 
tain association known as the Eastern Railroad Association. 

Second. The said parties of the second part, or any of them, shall 
at any and all times and from time to time convey the same land and 
premises, or any 2s thereof, to such person or persons to such uses 
and purposes and in such quantity or quality of estate or estates, 
whether in fee simple absolute or by way of trust or mortgage as the 
executive committee of said association shall name, limit, or appoint, 
such limitations or appointments to be deemed sufficiently evidenced by 
the signature of the secretary for the time being of said association 
affixed to the instrument of conveyance, and on any conveyance or con- 
veyances being made as aforesaid the grantee or grantees in any such 
conveyance or conveyances shall take the title, discharged from all re- 
sponsibility on the part of the grantee or grantees to see to or accovnt 
for the due application of the purchase money, or any part thereof. 

Genera] warranty to parties of second part. 

Recorded in Liber 1189, folio 253. 





EXxuisitT I. 


Letters from Whitney, Olney, and Griggs. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., August 23, 1893. 
WILLIAM K. TUBMAN, Esq., Baltimore, Md. 


Srr: Your petition of August 18 in relation to the Eastern Railroad 
Association has received careful attention. 

The facts stated in your tition, so far as material to the relief 
asked, are that you are bringing suit in the Federal courts in Connecti- 
cut and Pennsylvania, respectively, against two railroad companies 
for infringement of letters patent for an improvement in railway car 
windows; that these suits are being defend in the name of the de- 
fendant corporations by the Eastern Railroad Association; that one of 
the objects of this association is to combine all the railroad companies 
of this part of the country for the purpose of dealing with patentees, 
it being provided by the constitution of the association that negotia- 
tions with patentees should be carried on by the executive committee 
of the association; that no royalties should be paid, except with the 
consent of the executive committee, and that all suits for infringements 
should be defended by the association. 

Your claim is that this combination is a violation of the antitrust 
law of July 2, 1890, and you ask me to direct the United States attor- 
neys for the districts in which the suits are pending immediately “ to 
institute proceedings in equity to restrain’ the Eastern Railroad Asso- 


@The theory of the association regarding patent property is some- 
what analogous to that held by the defendant in Campbell Printin 
Press and Manufacturing Company v. Manhattan Railway Company, 

O. G., 894, decided March 9, 1892, _ - 
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elation from continuing in force against yourself the provisions of its 
constitution above referred to.” 

The antitrust law provides that every “contract, or combination in 
the form of a trust or otherwise, or conspiracy in restraint of trade or 
commerce among the several States or with foreign nations” is illegal, 
and that every “ person who shall monopolize or attempt to monopolize, 
or combine or conspire with any other person or persons to monopolize, 
any part of the trade or commerce among the several States or with 
foreign nations” is guilty of a misdemeanor. [ do not think that the 
eombination you refer to comes within the purview of the act. 

A patentee is the owner of a ee of the right for seventeen 
years to the sole manufacture, use, and sale of the article which he has 
invented. In this instance the article invented is one that can only 
be used by railway companies. You are the only producer and they 
are the only consumers. You allege that all the possible consumers 
of the article in a certatm territory combine against the sole producer 
for the purpose of preventing its price being raised above the figure 
which they are willing to pay. It may be that this combination abuses 
its power, and, as you aver, either reduces the loyalty to a grossly 
inadequate figure or violate the patentee’s rights altogether, relying 
upon its ability to tire him out in litigation. These evils, however, 
are not those which the antitrust law was enacted to remedy, and their 
redress must be found elsewhere. [I do not think that a combination of 
present consumers of a given eommodity effects restraint or a mo- 
nopoly of trade or commerce within the meaning of the act. 

Moreover, I do not perceive that you can not obtain, by proceedings 
in your own name, whatever remedy, if any, could be afforded by the 
suit you ask te be brought. It has been the opinion of this Depart- 
ment that the right of a person injured to sue for violation of the act 
of 1890 is not to be regarded as denied, because, by the express terms 
of the statute, the United States may initiate am equivalent proceeding. 
General considerations of public policy require that private parties with 
ample remedies for the redress of their alleged wrongs im their own 
hands are not to be encouraged to expect governmental interposition 
> — behalf. For these reasons the prayer of your petition must be 

enied. 
Respectfully, Epwarp B. WaHrrney, 
Acting Attorney-General. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 11, 1893. 
Wititrans K. TurMan, Esq., 


Baltimore, Md. 


Sr: Your communication of November 27, asking a reconsideration | 


of your petition for the bringing of suit against the Eastern Railroad 
Association, under the antitrust law act of 1890, has received careful 
examination. I am unable to perceive, however, that the matter was 
not properly disposed of by the Acting Attorney-General in his letter 
of August 23 last. 

The remarks of Congressmen quoted by you as to the depression of 
prices by middlemen in order that they may obtain an undue share of 
the profit between producer and consumer do not apply te comibina- 
tions of the consumers themselves to obtain a reduction of prices. 
You do not refer to any authorities holding such combinations to be 
illegal in case of purely private sales; nor have I beem able to find any. 

Nor do I think that my refusal to direct suit in the name of the Gov- 
ernment precludes you from relief. I am aware that the late Judge 
Billings decided last winter in a case in Louisiana that a private per- 
son could not sue for relief under section 4 of the act. is optales i 
however, contains no reasons for the decision, and it does not appeal to 
my judgment, and I do not think that his decision alone should be con- 
trolling in a matter of so great magnitude. The Department of Justice 
has but a limited appropriation for maintenance of suits, and it has 
never been considered that the Attorney-General should commence suit 
except with the belief that he had a fair prospect of winning it. I do 
not think that Congress intended to conclude by the Attorney-General’s 
opinion parties believing themselves. to be injured. 

In your communication you charge that oflicers of the Eastern Rail- 
road Association are guilty of various acts which are crimes inde- 
pendent of the antitrust law. [If you are possessed of evidence which 
will establish such crimes, it should be submitted to the district at- 
torney for the proper district. 


In acting upon your communications it has been assumed that you | 


are the owner of a lawful patent which has been infringed by the rail- 
road companies, although a Federal court has decided that you have no 
rights in the premises, a decision which might be held to dispose of 
your application. 


tespectfully, RICHARD OLNEY, Attorney-General. 





DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 


Washington, D. C., May 23, 1900. 
F. EB. Sresprns, Washington, D. C. . ey 


questing me to institute 
monly known as the antitrust law, against the Eastern Railroad Asso- 
ciation, having waited a reasonable time for Hon. J. M. Wilson to ap- 
pear, I must infer from his failure to appear that he does not care to 
add anything to the argument you have submitted, and I therefore pro- 
ceed to dispose of the matter. 

The complaint is that a large number of railroad companies have 
formed this association “or the prtnene of advising its members with re- 
spect to the purchase or use of railway patent rights and of assisting 
them in the defense of claims for the infringement of such patents. It 
is urged that patent rights are the subject of interstate commerce and 
that the association constitutes a combination in restraint of trade or 
commerce among the several States. 

The same application has been twice made to the De 
twice denied, first by Acting Attorney-General Whitney, in a carefully 
considered communication under date of August 23, 1893, and after- 
wards by Attorney-General Olney, im his letter of December 11, 1893. 


In addition to the considerations mentioned by them, the following 
are in point: 


A patent right is essentially a monopoly. 
the exclusive right, for a term of years, 
patented article. This ri 
may omit to use it himesl 
it. He may permit one 
son refuse to permit another to do so. He may sell the right in par- 
cels, giving one person license to use the patent in one place and an- 
other license to use it elsewhere. 

Such being the nature of a patent right, may not the association com- 
plained of be considered as a reasonable and fair arrangement for the 


rtment and 


The patentee is granted 
to make, use, or vend the 
ght is. absolutely within his control. He 
f and refuse to permit anybody else to use 





person to use it and without assigning any rea- | 
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mutual benefit and protection of railroads in transactions relating to 
patents? Before a railroad company can safely purchase a patent right 


or use an invention it must be assured that the patent is valid and its 
use will not operate as an infringement. So, too, if a claim for in 
fringement is made the company has a right before paying it to make 
a full investigation, and may do this individually or through others 
In what way does it unlawfully interfere with the rights of the patent 
for the railroads to create a board of experts which shall be furnished 
with all the information they have respecting patents, and to which 
shall be referred for investigation and report all questions relating to 
patents? A man who offers a patent for sale does not enter the n 
field of competition. If his patent is valid there can be no competi 

The patent is a monopoly which no person can lawfully infringe, a 
which he can refuse to sell at all or sell for what he pleases. 
no competition to fix a reasonable price for patent rights. 
may demand a theusand or a million dollars. It is worth what he can 
get for it. If it is infringed, he has his remedy in the courts. If he 
makes a claim for damages because of infringement he can not object 
to the person or corporation threatened seeking advice and information 
from any source before paying or resisting it. 
, Another thing to be considered is, that to provide the safest service 
and to secure the best results railroads must be built and equipped in a 
uniform manner throughout the United States. Passengers and em- 
ployees are alike interested in this, and Congress has recognized the 
need by requiring automatic couplers and other safeguards on interstate 
railroads. For these reasons a patented appliance for use on railroads 
may be of general concern, in which event one railroad cam not safely 
adopt it without consulting the others. This of itself makes the creation 
of an association with a board of experts, to which patents may be re- 
ferred for investigation and report, of exceptional propriety and benefit. 

The application must therefore be denied. 

Respectfully, 





nd 
There is 
The patentee 


Joun W. Griees, Attorney-General. 


This letter was written by Solicitor-General Richards and signed by 
Griggs, who prepared the answer to the bill in equity in the case of 
United States v. The Northern Securities Company et al. 





Exuisir K. 
OPINION OF WILLIAM E. CHANDLER, MARCH 24, 1902. 


A combination of all or a large number of railroads to contest patents 
on all articles required for railroad use, in which each railroad agrees 
not to settle with any patentee without the consent of a committee of 
the combination, ner while any claim is pending against any other mem- 
ber ef the combination, and by which the combination agrees to defend 
all suits against each railroad and to pay the expenses of such defense 
and pay any judgments which may be recovered, ts an illegal conspiracy 
im restraint of trade under the act of Congress of July 2, 1890 (26 
Stats., 209). 

The object is to enable the combination to control and fix the prices 
to be paid as royalties upon all inventions, and does not allow each 
railroad to make its own settlements with the patentees. It is a con- 
spiracy to get lower prices for what the combination buys, as contra- 
distinguished from a conspiracy to get higher prices for what a combina- 
tion produces and sells; and both are obnoxious to the law against 
monopolies. 

Patents are property created by express national law. A patented 
article has attached to it a special value growing out of the patent. 
Congress having decided that it is for the public good that inventive 
genius shall be stimulated by patent monopolies, all patents and all 
patented articles are proper subjects of trade and commerce, and us 
such are protected by all the laws which protect other merchandise. 
If it is desirable that they shall exist it is desirable that there shall 
be unhindered trade therein, and such trade can not be lawfully les- 
sened by combinations and conspiracies to diminish the value thereof 
through lawsuits, to fix the prices which shall be paid therefor, and to 
i yrevent free traffic therein. 

The railroads can no more combine to fix low prices which 
shall pay than an association of patemtees can combine to fix 
prices which they shall charge. 

The fact that the patentees are for a limited pericd legal monop- 
olists gives no right to the railroads to establish an illegal combination 
to hlimit the monopolies. Congress can abolish patents; the railroads 
ean not. 

Alt the above propositions seem clear and not doubtful. 


they 
high 


The facts 


im the case of the Easterm Railroad Association are all of record in 
their own books and reports, and are too plain to need recital. ‘The 
association is formed expressly for the purpose above supposed, and 
for no other purpose. To be sure, it is stated that its object is only 


to resist illegal patents, but that recital does not change the avowed 
purpose to allow no patents to be settled for by any one member of the 


| association except with the assent of a committee of all the railroads, 


Str: In the matter of the application of William K. Tubman, re- | 
pa under the act of July 2, 1890, com- | 


and to defend any claims against any member and to pay the expenses 
and the judgment, if any is recovered. The Joint Traflic 
contended that its object was not to fix and maintain 


Association 
unreast 


mable 


rates, but enly rates which should be reasonable. The subterfuge did 
not avail with the Supreme Court, and the subterfuge that the open 
eombination of all the railroads to control the settlement for all 
patents is only intended to apply to illegal patents will be equally 
worthiess. 

Tt is difficult to believe that an Illegal combination so plain and 


years 


evident should have existed during all these thirty 
It can not be doubted that the President and the Attorney-General, 
when they know the facts, will act with as mueh promptness and 
vigor as they have in the case of the Northern Securities Company, 
where the facts and the law are not so clear and plain as in the present 


last passed, 


ease, because in the first the purpose is not stated in words, while in 
the latter it ts openly and expressly avowed. 

The foregoing opinion is given in full view of the letter of Acting 
Attorney-General I. B. Whitney, of August 23, 1893, and the letter 
of Attorney-General Olney of December 11, 1893. ‘Those gentlemen 
were members of Mr. Cleveland's Administration, and, like Attorney- 
General Judson Harmon, were doubtless influenced in their opinion by 
their close relations to their President, of whom Mr. William J. Bryan, 
on March 21, 1902, spoke as follows: 

“For four years he stood between the people and reform; for four 





years he made the White House the rendezvous of cunning and crafty 
representatives of predatory wealth; for four years the corporations 
and syndicates controlled his Administration.” 

Insensibly to themselves, perhaps, Mr. Whitney and Mr. Olney 
ecoutrolled by surroundings like these, and Messrs. McKenna and Griggs 
mistakenly refused to reverse the decisions of their predecessors, 
doubtless overcome by the lingering malaria of the late Administration. 
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But there is no such atmosphere now in the White House or in the 
Department of Justice. President Roosevelt and Attorney-General 
Knox are the friends of the people and reform, and not representatives 
of predatory wealth, and it is impossible that they should not suppress 


a combination so evidently illegal as that of the Eastern Railroad 
Association. 
Wma. E. CHANDLER. 
ExuiBit L. 
OPINION OF UNITED STATES SENATOR TURNER. 


UNITED STATES SENATE CHAMBER, 
Washington, D. C., May 17, 1902. 
H. B. Martin, Esq., 
Secretary Antitrust League, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: From the papers submitted to me it appears that the 
Eastern Railroad Association is a trust formed by several hundred rail- 
way companies operating east of the Mississippi River, whereby each 
company contributes to a fund controlled by trustees, engages to be 
bound by the action of the trustees, and to do nothing whatever in the 
matters committed to the said trustees; and under and by virtue of the 
trust agreement the fund thus created is to be used by the trustees 

First. To investigate concerning the validity and utility of all patents 
granted for improvements and devices to be used in connection with 
the operation of the railways. 

Second. To defend all suits brought by patentees against railways, 
members of the trust, for using any such improvements and devices. 

Third. To compromise such suits when, in the opinion of the trustees, 
the patent is valid, provided the sum paid by the way of compromise 
be not more than it would cost to litigate the suits. 

Fourth. When patent rights are found to be both valid and useful, to 
negotiate and purchase the same for the benefit of the members of the 
trust, and upon such terms as the trustees may determine. 

The companies agree that they will not negotiate or deal with pat- 
entees either in the matter of purchase or by way of compromise for 
illegal use, but that all such negotiations and dealings shall be by the 
trustees. The effect of the agreement is far reaching, as a moment's 
reflection will readily show, upon the value of the property of patentees 
and upon their ability to vend the same throughout the several States 
covered by the agreement. The patentees, as to all such States, are re- 
duced to the necessity of dealing with a single purchaser. This pur- 
chaser is armed with a large fund to fight in the courts all patents 
which it can-not purchase on its own terms. It is an impudent bully 
which takes any property that it pleases upon such terms as it pleases, 
and is armed with a club to beat its victims to death if they decline to 
submit. 

Since the trust is interstate in its scope and operations, has for its 
object the restraint of trade in patent rights, is created by contract, 
has taken and maintained the trust form, and is, moreover, a criminal 
conspiracy at common law, thus presenting all the features denounced 
by Section I of the act of July 2, 1890, it necessarily follows that it is 
illegal if, first, a patent right is property which may be said to enter 
into and form a part of trade and commerce; and, second, if a combina- 
tion to lower the value of property entering into interstate commerce is 
as much “in restraint of trade” within the meaning of the act of 1890, 
as a combination to raise the value of such property would be. 

It does not require either profound consideration or an extended ex- 
amination of authorities to see that the question of correctness of both 
the foregoing subjunctive propositions must be answered in the affirma- 
tive. 

First. A patent right is property. It is created by statute, and the 
freedom of vending it in all the States is declared by statute. The fact 
that it is incorporeal in character and intangible does not change its 
character as property. Justice Davis of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, in ex parte Robinson, 2 Biss., 309, uses the following 
language concerning the character of patents and the free right to 
vend them within the United States: 

“The property in inventions exists by virtue of the laws of Con- 
gress, and no State has a right to interfere with its enjoyment or to 
annex conditions to the grant. If the patentee complies with the laws 
of Congress on the subject he has the right to go into the open market 
anywhere within the United States and sell his property.” 

Inventions secured by patents have been specifically declared to be 
property by the Supreme Court of the United States in the following 
cases: Brown v. Duchesne, 19 Howard, 197; Cammeyer v. Newton, 94 
U. S., 225; Densmore v. Schofield, 102 U. 8S., 375; Soloman v. United 
States, 1387 U. 8., 346. 

Being property and the right to freely vend them in the several States 
being secured by statute, why are not patented inventions as much 
within the spirit and purpose of the act of 1890 as any other species of 
property? It is impossible to conceive of any reason why they are not. 
There is no such reason. 
erty covered by patents, the patented idea involved in and connected 
with them ‘constitutes a great part of their value, and in some instances 
the greater part. The protection which the law carries for such articles 





against combinations in restraint of trade therein is a protection for | 


both the value of the articles considered simply as manufactured ar- 


ticles, and the value of the patent right which inheres in and belongs to | 


them. We see, then, that the law does include within its purview the 
patent right when connected with tangible, physical property, and it is 
impossible to conceive why it should not be taken to include the patent 
right when disconnected with the tangible, physical property. 

Second. Is it not a combination to lower the value of property enter- 
ing into interstate commerce “in restraint of trade”’ within the mean- 
ing of the act of 1890? The evil most in the public mind at the time of 
the passage of that act was the existence of trust combinations formed 
to increase the price of manufactured articles, but that combinations 
might be formed for the opposite purpose could not have escaped the in- 
telligence of Congress, and that combinations and conspiracies had ex- 
isted in the past for that purpose, and constituted-indictable crimes at 
common law, was well known to the Members of both Houses. The 
terms of the act are general. They say “every contract, etc., in re- 
straint of trade or commerce among the several States,” ete. Since it 
is as much in restraint of trade to depress the value of articles of prop- 
erty as it is to enhance them, and indeed more so, and since the history 
of the law showed that conspiracies for the first purpose were as likely 
to occur as conspiracies for the second, and that they were equally as 
injurious as the second kind, it is impossible, in view of the broad and 
comprehensive language employed, to conclude that Congress did not 
have both kinds of contracts and conspiracies in view. 

It is true that only contracts and conspiracies of the second kind have 
been before the courts since the passage of the act of 1890, but that is 
no argument against the view here taken. The law has been in force a 





Indeed, as to many tangible articles rop- | ; 
ndeed, as to many tangibie erticies af. 96ep of said causes on behalf of the defendants therein), certain exhibits, 








comparatively short time and it requires much time for cases involving 
every phase of any law to arise and be adjudicated. It may be observed, 
however, of these cases, which have been adjudicated, that the reason- 
ing on which the judgments proceeded was as applicable to the one case 
as to the other, and that in none of the opinions is there the most re- 
mote suggestion that the law was not intended to cover both classes of 
cases. Can anyone doubt that if all the grain dealers in the United 
States should enter into a combination to commit the purchase of all 
corn bought in the United States to the hands of one firm or corpora- 
tion, thereby compelling the farmers whose necessities compel them to 
sell, to sell at any price this firm or corporation might fix, that such 
combination would be declared to be in restraint of trade and commerce 
within the meaning of the act of 1890? If such a combination would 
be in restraint of trade and commerce, then this combination is in re- 
straint of trade and commerce. ‘The only difference in the two cases is 
oe arenes in the number of individuals affected and the public injury 
inflicted. 

These considerations do not appear to have occurred to Acting Attor- 
ney-General Whitney, Attorney-General Olney, or Attorney-General 
Griggs when they declined to intervene against this trust combination 
at the request of Mr. Tubman. Mr. Whitney contents himself with de- 
claring that he did not think a “ combination of present consumers of a 
given commodity effects a restraint or a monopoly of trade or commerce 
within the meaning of the act.” Why such a combination does not 
have such an effect he does not undertake to show, unless his general 
statement that a patentee is the owner of a monopoly and that the 
railroads are the sole consumers and the patentee the sole producer, 
can be taken as a reason in favor of his contention. ‘The considerations 
stated by him appear to be entirely foreign to his conclusion. The lat- 
ter is a complete non sequitur. 

Attorney-General Olney does not discuss the questions involved at all, 
and it is evident that he gave them only perfunctory consideration, if 
he gave them any consideration. Attorney-General Griggs evidently 
did not see the features of this combination which enabled it to kill 
competition and to control at will the prices to be paid inventors for 
their patented inventions. He speaks of it as if its sole purpose was 
to keep in touch with new inventions affecting railway business and to 
examine and report concerning their validity, utility, and value. He 
does make one statement which bears on the subjects I have been dis- 
cussing, but it is nothing but a bare statement, and, moreover, it is pal- 
pably incorrect. He says, “If his patent is valid there can be no com- 
petition.” There can be competition between railways for the purchase 
of valuable railway patents. Suppose there was only one line of rail- 
road from the Atlantic to the Pacific coast having the right to use the 
Westinghouse air brake, would not that line of railway have a great ad- 
vantage over its competitors in the matter of passenger traffic, and if 
such a patent right were put up for sale for the exclusive use of two or 
more competing lines of railways, would there not be keen competition 
for its purchase? If the free right to vend patented inventions were 
not broken down and destroyed by this combination, there would be 
such inventions for which rival lines of railways would compete. 

I have not thought it necessary to quote from the contract by which 
the Eastern Railroad Association was formed. That contract and the 
constitution and by-laws of the association made to carry it out shows 
its objects and purposes to be what I have stated. If I have committed 
an error it is in understatements rather than overstatements. Neither 
have I deemed it necessary to quote from, or refer to, the several cases 
construing and applying the act of 1890. ‘They are too well known to 
the profession to require more than the mention I have made of them. 

In conclusion I think that the question of the character of this asso- 
ciation may well be again submitted to the Attorney-General for exam- 
ination, and for the action of the Department after such examination, 
with the confident hope and expectation that that examination will in- 
duce a different opinion and cause different action to be taken from 
that reached and taken when the matter was before under consideration 
in the Department of Justice. 

Very respectfully, 


GEO. TURNER. 





EXHIBIT M. 


Circuit court of the United States, district of Massachusetts. In equity. 
No. 2471. William K. Tubman v. Wason Manufacturing Company. 
Affidavit of John J. Harrower. Filed February 10, 1894. 


I, John J. Harrower, of Washington, in the District of Columbia, 
make oath and say that I am secretary of the Eastern Railroad Asso- 
ciation, whose office is at 614 F street NW., in said Washington; that 
Robert J. Fisher, counsel of said association, has directed me to appear 
on his behalf for the purpose of having forwarded to him for use in a 


' cause in equity now pending in the circuit court of the United States 


for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, brought by the same com- 
plainant, Tubman, against the Pennsylvania Railroad Company (the 
said Kastern Railroad Association having carried on the defense in both 


being models introduced as evidence by said defendant per said asso- 
ciation, entitled in the printed record of this cause as follows: Defend- 
ants’ exhibit, ** Defendants’ car;’’ defendants’ exhibit, “ Roberts’s car,” 
which said models are now in the custody of the clerk of this court. 
JNO. J. HARROWER. 


Sworn to before me this 10th day of February, A. D. 1894. 
ALEX H. TROWBRIDGE, 
Clerk United States Circuit Court, Massachusetts District. 


I respectfully request that the said exhibits be forwarded by the clerk 
of this court to Robert J. Fisher, esq., counsel for the said Eastern 
Railroad Association, on the condition that they be carefully preserved 
in their present condition so that they can be returned to the custody 
of the clerk of this court whenever an order of court may be made re- 
quiring such return. 


Very respectfully, Jno. J. HARROWER. 





ORDER. 
[February 10, 1894.] 


Colt, J. Ordered that said exhibits be delivered as prayed for, sub- 
ject to the further condition that they be kept or used in tne said court 
of Pennsylvania, subject to the order for return to this court. 

By the court: 

ALEX. H. 'TROowBRIDGz, Clerk. 
Fesrvuary 10, 1894. 
Models forwarded to Robert J. Fisher, esq., per Adams Express. 


Kjearing no further from the President or the Department of Jus- 
tice, the following correspondence occurred, which closes the chapter 
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of this consistent refusal upon the part of the Administration to act 
upon the plain facts presented : 
Ture AMERICAN ANTITRUST LEAGUE, NATIONAL OFFICE, 
1229 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUR, SECOND FLOOR, 
Washington, D. C., April 3, 1902. 
Hon. GgorGce B. CORTELYOU, 
Secretary to the President. 


Sir: You will doubtless remember that on March 26 we placed in 
your hands an opinion by the Hon. William E. Chandler relative to the 
violation of the Federal antitrust law by the Eastern Railroad Associa- 
tion, and requested that the same be delivered to the President. 

On December 21, 1901, we submitted to the President in person and 
filed certain printed documents and papers, among them being a copy of 
the association’s unlawful agreement and a “statement” relating to 
the legal aspects of the same, and the President promised that he would 
give the matter careful consideration and call the attention of the hon- 
orable Attorney-General to it. Since the above date we have not re- 
ceived any communication from either the President or the Attorney- 
General relating thereunto. 

We would be pleased to have the opportunity of discussing this mat- 
ter with the President in person if you can make arrangements for us 
to do so. 

Respectfully, yours, H. B. Martin, Chairman, 
F. E. STEBBINS, of Counsel; 
Joint Committee Antitrust League and D. A. 66, Knights of Labor. 


Exuibit N. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., May 


27, 1902. 
Hon. THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 


President of the United Statcs. 


Srr: On December 21, 1901, the undersigned placed in your hands 
certain evidence in the form of papers and documents showing that the 
Eastern Railroad Association, a voluntary combination of neariy all 
railroad corporations in the fifteen Atlantic coast States, exists and 
pursues its iniquity in violation of the Federal antitrust law. You re- 
ceived the papers and stated that you would give the matter careful 
consideration and call the attention of the Attorney-General to it. 

On January 23, 1902, we addressed a communication to the honor- 
able Attorney-General, asking what action, if any, had been taken in 
the matter. Thus far the Attorney-General has failed to make any 
reply whatsoever. 

On March 26, 1902, we placed in the hands of your secretary, Mr. 
G. B. Cortelyou, to deliver to you in person, a legal opinion by the Hon. 
William BE. Chandler to the effect that the Eastern Railroad Associa- 
tion was an “ illegal conspiracy,” Mr. Chandler having carefully exam- 
2 en duplicate of the evidence filed with you on December 
21, 1901. 

On April 3, 1902, we addressed a letter to Mr. Cortelyou relative to 
the disposition made of Mr. Chandler’s opinion and expressed the desire 
for a personal interview with the President, and in reply received the 
following letter from your secretary : 

WHITE Hovuse, 
Washington, April 5, 1902. 

My Dear Srr: I have your letter of the 3d instant, and in reply 
would say that your previous communication was by the President's 
direction brought to the attention of the Attorney-General on March 27. 
I would suggest that you communicate with Mr. Knox on the subject. 

Very truly, yours, 
1EO. B. CoRTELYOU, 


Secretary to the President. 
Mr. H. B. MARTIN, 


American Antitrust League, 
1229 Pennsylvania avenue, Washington, D. C. 


On May 21, 1902, we called at the Department of Justice and were 
told by the secretary to the Attorney-General that he was at the White 
House and that we could call up the Attorney-General’s office by tele- 
phone at 2 o'clock p. m. and arrange for an interview. Upon leaving 
we gave the secretary a copy of a legal opinion, prepared with great 
care by the Hon. George Turner, showing that the Eastern Railroad 
Association was an illegal trust, and requested the secretary to hand 
the same to the honorable Attorney-General. At 2 o'clock Mr. Martin 


communicated with the secretary by telephone, as agreed, and was in- | 


formed that “the Attorney-General will not be able to take up the 
ease.” Mr. Martin replied: “*‘ Will not take up the case at all?” and 
the ty responded: “‘ He says he will not be able to take it up 
at all.” 

Mr. Martin: “‘ We called to see him at the suggestion of the Presi- 


dent.” The secretary: ‘“ He says he will not be able to take it up at 
all.’ On the morning of May 22 Mr. Martin received through the mail 


and in a Department of Justice envelope the copy of the opinion by 
Hon. George Turner, delivered to the secretary on the previous day, 
and which was the sole paper inclosed in the envelope. The postmark 
indicated that the opinion had been returned very soon after its de- 
livery to the Attorney-General’s secretary. 

Believing in the law, “the very least as feeling her care, and the 


greatest as not exempted from her power,” and that it should not be | 


suspended and the courts closed, we again request consideration of our 
petition and that the Attorney-General be directed to institute suit in 
equity against the Eastern Railroad Association. 

Among the papers filed with you on December 21, 1901, is a true 
copy of the consticution and by-laws of the association, which alone is 
ample ground for a suit. ‘The decisions in United States v. The Trans- 
Missouri Freight Association, and United States v. The Joint Traffic 
Association, were rendered solely upon the agreements themselves. We 
will at any time furnish the Attorney-General with the original copy 
of the Eastern Railroad Association’s agreement and 
thenticity, and submit additional evidence of the association's unlawful 
and criminal acts and doings. The opinions of Hon. William BE. Chand- 
ler and Hon. George Turner should not be disregarded, as they em- 
body the views of most eminent publicists, gentlemen learned in the 
law, both of them “ too wise to be deceived and too good to do wrong.” 
The Hon. George F. Hoar has also verbally expressed the opinion that 
the Eastern Railroad Association violates the antitrust act, and it is 
believed he will reiterate his belief if solicited so to do. The late Hon. 
Jeremiah Wilson some two years ago reviewed all the evidences submit- 
ted by us on December 21, 1901, and repeatedly in person visited the 


Department of Justice for the purpose of soliciting the Attorney- 
General to bring suit. oF g the Attorney 


roofs of its au- | 
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We submit this communication with the confident belief that, if you 
once fully understand the nature and character of the Eastern Railroad 
Association, you will direct proper action to be taken by the Department 
of Justice. 

In an article written by yourself and published in the Cosmopolitan, 
November, 1895, “ Taking the New York police out of politics,” 
statements which apply to the enforcement of the antitrust law: 

“ Our enforcement of the Sunday excise law caused most disturbance. 
Up to the time we took office no official had ever made a serious and 
consistent effort to enforce the law. Almost all men of much expe 
rience insisted that the law could not be enforced. After carefully con 
sidering the matter, however, we came to the conclusion that it could 
be enforced, and that in any event we had no alternative save to try 
and enforce it if we wished to retain our self-respect or obey our oaths 
of office. 

“We stood on the principle that the law should be honestly and 
fairly enforced while it remained on the statute books. 

“It is a lamentable thing when the people and the public officials 
grow to think that laws should only be enforced as far as the officers 
of the law think that public opinion demands their enforcement. It is 
such a belief that inevitably leads to lynching, whitecapping, and all 
kindred forms of outrage.” 

In view of all the foregoing facts in this case we are compelled to ap 
peal to you, Mr. President, to take the steps necessary in this emer 
gency to compel your immediate subordinate, the Attorney-General, to 
proceed at once to enforce the Federal antitrust law against the 


are 


Eastern 


Railroad Association.. This case has been for months before the Attor 
ney-General, and we believe that further delay can only be subversive 
of justice. 
Respectfully submitted. 
H. B. MARTIN, 
Chairman. 
F. E. STEBBINS, 


of Counsel 
Joint Committee American Antitrust Leagu:« 
and District Assembly 66, Knights of Labor. 


Mr. 


HUGHES of New Jersey. I would like one minute 

more. 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. I can not. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I ask wnani- 
mous consent that I may continue for one or two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not submit that request 
for unanimous consent under the rule. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, as there is no gentleman 


on this side at this time who desires to address the committee, 


| therefore I will move that the committee do now rise. 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to ex 
tend my remarks in the REcorp. 





The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman—-— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. BARTLETT. To inquire whether or not the right to 


extend remarks upon this bill has not been provided in the 
special rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been provided by the general rule, 
which reads as follows: 

That general leave to print remarks on the bill H. R. 18588, 
substitute therefor, is hereby granted for six legislative 
Thursday next. 


Mr. BAKER. 
mane to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The remarks must be germane either to 
the bill or to the substitute. 

Mr. BAKER. Exactly; to either of the two bills to be yoted 
upon to-morrow, but I ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp in the customary form. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 


and the 


days after 


That rule provides .that the remarks be ger- 


that this committee has no power to grant any such request. 
That is a matter for the House. We might as well have it 
decided right now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 


that technically his point of order is correct, but it has been the 
practice in this committee to grant an individual 
leave to extend remarks in the Recorp. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose 
rise? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. 
one word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The gentleman from 
Iowa moves that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly, the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. Currter, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 18588, the 
railroad-rate bill, and had directed him to report that it had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

VIEWS OF MINORITY ON THE BILL 8. 2So. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to file the minority 
views on the bill (S. 285) to divide the State of Oregon into two 
judicial districts. Tie report was filed yesterday. 


request for 


does the gentleman 


To object, and I would like to say just 
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The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

Hi. R. 11444. An act to grant certain lands to the State of 
Ohio; 

H. R. 12346. 
J. Barcroft; 

H. R. 18280. An act to extend the western boundary line of the 
State of Arkansas; 

If. R. 18523. An act making an appropriation for fuel for the 
public schools of the District of Columbia; and 

H. J. Res. 185. An act authorizing and directing the Director 
of the Census to collect and publish additional statistics. 

CLEARING THE POTOMAC RIVER OF ICE. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18757) making an appropriation for clearing the Potomac 
River of ice. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated, 
payable from any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
and from the revenues of the District of Columbia, in equal parts, for 
clearing the Potomac River of ice within the District of Columbia, to 
be available until used. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is this usual legislation? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes. Mr. Speaker, I would 
say this legislation is had almost every year. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is the reason I asked. 
It looked to me like you had it every year, and it comes up here 
as a sort of emergency measure whenever the Potomac River is 
frozen. I should think, as I said the other day, that they could 
foresee that the Potomac River is going to be frozen every year. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It is possible that that would 
be better legislation, but we have not done it, and the emergency 
is present. It seems to me it ought to be met. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I shall not object. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McCreary of Minnesota, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock 
and 47 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 11 o’clock 
a. m. to-morrow. 


Is there objection? 


[After a pause.] The 


An act to correct the military record of William 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Attorney-General submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for miscellaneous expenses of 
United States courts in Alaska—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. VOLSTEAD, from the Committee on the Publie Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6644) to authorize 
the President of the United States to cause certain lands here- 
tofore withdrawn from market for reservoir purposes to be re- 
stored to the public domain, subject to entry under the home- 
stead law, with certain restrictions, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4503); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. MORRELL, from the Committee on Militia, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15125) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to provide for the organization of the militia 
of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 1, 1889, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 4508) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 18208) to amend section 4472 of the Revised 
Statutes so as to remove certain restrictions upon the transpor- 
tation by steam vessels of gasoline and other products of petro- 
leum when carried by motor vehicles (commonly know2 as auto- 
mobiles) using the same as a source of motive power, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4509) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17130) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edward Donnelly, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4419); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5623) granting 
a pension to Annie Creagh, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 4420); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18438) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Catherine Loxley, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4421); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18391) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to E. F. Hays, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4422); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17362) grant- 
ing a pension to Nancy Bedford, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4423); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 17090) granting an increase of pension 
to Catharine Conway, reported the same with amendment, &c- 
companied by a report (No. 4424); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15873) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sarah P. Moffett, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4425); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15149) grant- 
ing a pension to Clara G. Bacon, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 4426); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Tensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18779) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Israel N. Green, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4427); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (Hi. R. 
18629) granting a pension to George Arthur Rowe, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4428) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Hie also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 18806) granting a pension to Baron 
Proctor, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 4429); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18113) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Bottenberg, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4430) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16688) granting an increase of pension to William F. Robert- 
son, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
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port (No. 4431); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14271) granting an increase of pension 
to John C. Tinker, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 4432) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5701) granting a pension to James M. 
Harper, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 4433); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17914) grant- 
ing a pension to Maria W. Shaul, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4434); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18077) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob Koonsman, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4435) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18082) 
granting an increase of pension to John Brown, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4456) ; 
which said bill and réport were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18194) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. Leib, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4437) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14456) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Lichty, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4488); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15018) granting an increase of pension 
to Joel V. Green, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 4489); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13486) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Hovey, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4440); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13541) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ephraim BE. Lake, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4441); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12670) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Nease, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4442); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8626) granting an increase of pension 
to Rose Rossiter, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 4443) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9367) 
granting an increase of pension to James T. Collier, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4444): 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7593) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles H. McGee, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4445); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8352) granting 
an increase of pension to John Salsbury, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4446); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4454) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew Krauer, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4447) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5297) granting 
an increase of pension to H. L. Maxfield, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4448); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5780) granting 
an increase of pension to James McKkutire, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4449); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2479) 
granting an increase of pension to Lander Robinson, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4450) ; 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3526) granting 


an increase of pension to Mary H. Walker, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4451); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2695) granting 
an increase of pension to Rev. Christopher C. Cash, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4452) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal 
endar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9478) 
granting an increase of pension to Austin P. Hemphill, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4453) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bHl of the House (H. R. 10649) 
granting a pension to Lucius Harrington, reported the sa 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4454); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12411) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. Walser, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4455) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18372) 
granting an increase of pension to Chapman Mann, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4456) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen 
dar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18556) grant- 
ing a pension to Lovina Stokes, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 4457) ; which said bill and 
report v ere referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18730) 
granting an increase of pension to Alfred M. Connor, alias Al- 
fred C. Morris, reported the same with amendment, accom 
panied by a report (No. 4458); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18697) 
granting an increase of pension to Jordan Freeman, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4459) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18396) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Louvenia Clark, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4460); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
18683) granting an increase of pension to John Schneider, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4461); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18322) grant- 
ing a pension to Josephine Drinkwater, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4462); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


e 


to 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18628) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Anthony Weaver, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4463) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18460) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Sellers, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4464); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18684) 
granting an increase of pension to Margaret L. Hance, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
4465) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18357) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George N. Ward, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4466) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17680) 
granting an increase of pension to George Hayes, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4467); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17061) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to E. A. Strimple, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4468); which | 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, .to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17045) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William A. Forbes, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4469) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16660) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph Rumell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4470); which 
said bil! and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16035) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Church Fortner, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4471); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 
bill of the House (H. R. 16527) granting an increase of pension | 
to Francis A. Heath, reported the same with amendment, ac- | 


companied by a report (No. 4472 which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 


bill of the House (H. R. 17413) granting an increase of pension 
to Mary E. 








srown, reported the same with amendment, accom- | 


panied by a report (No. 4478); which said bill and report were | 


referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17368) granting 
an increase of pension to Julius A. Mahurin, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4474); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18051) 
granting an increase of pension to O. M. Markcam, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4475); 


umendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4479); which said 


| bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16261) granting 
a pension to Andrew T. Welman, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 4480) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16056) granting a 


| pension to Frances Kirtland, reported the same with amendment, 


accompanied by a report (No. 4481); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12810) granting 
a pension to Octavia J. Trull, reported the same with amend- 


| ment, accompanied by a report (No, 4482) ; which said bill and 


report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIPRS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
10039) granting a pension to Margaret C. Hecker, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4483) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6846) granting a pension to Sibba Mil- 
ler, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 4484) ; which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4984) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles F. Bowman, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4485) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6699) granting 
an increase of pension to Moses Frost, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4486); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5818) granting an 
increase of pension to Herbert E. Farnsworth, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4487); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5819) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel K. Long, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 4488); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6097) granting an increase of pension to 


| Thomas M. Clark, reported the same without amendment, ac- 


companied by a report (No. 4489) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6098) granting an increase of pension to 
Seth Lewis, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 4490); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


| bill of the Senate (S. 6115) granting an increase of pension to 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | 


Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


an increase of pension to William L. Waterman, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4476) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18745) granting | 


a pension to William T. Chipman, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4477); which said 
pill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18824) granting 
a pension to Nimrod W. Watson, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4478); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


a pension to Leocardia F. Flowers, reported the same with 


Hdmund B. Kanada, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 4491); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3194) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Gilbert, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 4492); which said bill and report 


| were referred to the Private Calendar. 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15045) granting | 





Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
14526) granting an increase of pension to Sarah Yeager, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
4493) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10506) grant- 
ing a pension to Charles H. Gardner, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4494); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10210) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Chester S. Rockwell, reported tlic 


| same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4495) ; 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16137) granting | 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calcn- 
dar. 
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Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | relating to the same, and providing for the payment to e 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18796) grant- | treasurers of the respective States wherein said tax was levied 


ing a pension to William M. Smith, reported the same with and collected the amounts so collected upon the creation by 

amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4496) ; which said | in said States of a tribunal to adjudicate the claims of im 

bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. uals for such taxes paid in said respective States—to the Com 
Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | mittee on Claims. 

to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17804) grant- By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 188382) authorizing the ar 


ing a pension to Francis W. Edgerly, reported the same with | counting officers of the Treasury to readjust the ac 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4497); which said | 


ounts oft th 


Pacific Railway and other companies for transportation 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. listed men of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps since July 
Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 1896, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Pacific R 

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17329) granting | ways. 

an inerease of pension to Abraham Roberts, reported the same By Mr. MARSHALL: Memorial from the legislature of Ni 

with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4498); which | Dakota, asking that the Government appoint special agents 

said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. investigate abuses in fencing public lands—to the Comunittee 
Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | the Public Lands. 

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16959) granting By the SPEAKER: Memorial from the legislative assemb! 


an increase of pension to Andrew J. Wilde, reported the same | of Oregon, relative to Brig. Gen. Thomas M. Anderson—to t! 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4499); which | Committee on Military Affairs. 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. By Mr. BURLEIGH: Memorial from the legislative ass 

Mr. HUNTER. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | of the State of Maine, relative to the improvement of th« 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18388) granting | system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Ro 
an increase of pension to Joseph Ferguson, reported the same By Mr. GRIFFITH: Memorial from the legislature 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4500); which | diana, relative to the revision of the interstate-commerce laws 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- By Mr. GRANGER: Memorial from the g¢ 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16131) | the State of Rhode Island, recommending a more « 
granting an increase of pension to William W. Clift, reported the 


spection of steamboats and other vessels—to the Commit 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4501); | Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


neral ass 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. By Mr. CROMER: Memorial from the legislature of the State 
Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | of Indiana, urging the enactment of a law embracing the id 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15904) granting | of the President’s message on the subject of Federal control of 
; 


an increase of pension to John K. Hughes, reported the same | railroad rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Tore 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4502); which | Commerce. 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont, from the Committee on Claims, to 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5439) for the re- PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

lief of Capt. George E. Pickett, paymaster, United States Army, , oa ; , 

reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
(No. 4504); which said bill and report were referred to the the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
Private Calendar. | follows : 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,| By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 18855) granting ar 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6025) granting | crease of pension to George H. Stowits—to the Conu 
an increase of pension to Belle K. Theaker, reported the same Invalid Pensions. 





without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4505);| By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 18854) granting a | 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | sion to Manley W. Capps—to the Committee on Invalid ] 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | Sions. 
bill of the Senate (S. 6799) granting a pension to Ezra Walker By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 18835) granting an iner 
Abbott. reported the same without amendment, accompanied | of pension to James D. Anderson—to the Committee on Ili | 


by a report (No. 4506); which said bill and report were re- | Pensions. 

ferred to the Private Calendar. By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 18836) granting an 
Mr. HOGG, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which | increase of pension to Josephine Bard—to the Committee on In- 

was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14327) for the relief | valid Pensions. 

of Indian traders Marion Wescott, F. F. Green, and J. A. Leige,| By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 18837) granting : 

assignee of Joseph F. Gauther, a Menominee Indian trader, | of pension to Charles A. Spanogle—to the Committee on 

with the Menominee Indians of Wisconsin, reported the same | Pensions, 

without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4507);| Also, a bill (H. R. 18838) granting a pension to Cyrenious M. 

which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | Wykoff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 
By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 18889) granting 

to Florence D. Rafferty—to the Committee on Pens 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. | By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 18840) granting an ine 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged | of pension to Benjamin F. Surckard—to the Co1 ee on 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which | V@lid Pensions. 
were thereupon referred as follows: : By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 18 


A bill (H. R. 18823) granting an increase of pension to Cal- | © lief of Jasper N. T. Hamilton—to the Committee on M 
vin B. Fowlkes—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, | “irs. 


and referred to the Committee on Pensions. By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 18842) granting ) 
A bill (H. R. 18805) granting a pension to Alexander Moore— | J#mes W. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the sy Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill(H. R. 18843) for 
Committee on Pensions, | the relief of the legal representatives of the estate of Le 
Maney—to the Committee on War Claims. 


‘ " ot | personal representatives of B. P. Tolson to the Cominittes 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memori- | 


als of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 


| 
. | Pep . > riIw. . > ‘ ° . : . . 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. | _ BY Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 18844) for the relief o 
| 


War Claims. 


4 By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 18845) for th 
ferred as follows: | Mrs. BE. A. Magill—to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 18829) relating to the | By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (HH. R. 18846) 
anchorage and movement of vessels at Hampton Roads, Vir- | increase of pension to R. G. Childress to the ¢ : tt 
ginia, and the harbors of Norfolk and Newport News, Va.—to | Pensions. m . ‘ 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. H. 18847) granting an 

sy Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 18830) providing pensions in| of pension to C. S. Word—to the Committee ¢ n Pensi 


certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions | By Mr. WOOD: i 
I~ Mr POPINGAN ve ; S. "y Mr. : A bill (H. R. 18848) granting a pens 
a Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas : : A bill (H. R. 18831) to re- | Mary Ann Le Bars—to the Committee on Invalid P¢ : 
J 2al the several acts authorizing an internal tax on cotton and By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 18849) to remove the charge 
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of desertion from the name of David L. Draper, alias David D. 
Draper—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 18850) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Childers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. MONDELL: A Dill (H. R. 18851) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel P. Holland—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18852) granting an increase of pension to 
Abbie C. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Philadel- 
phia Board of Trade, favoring bill S. 6291, in promotion of the 
merchant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

sy Mr. ALLEN: Petition of John O. Randall et al., of Maine, 
favoring passage of bill for parcels post and postal currency— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of John O. Randall et al., of Maine, against 
change in the Grout oleomargarine law—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

$y Mr. CASTOR: Petition of Trinity Reformed Young Peo- 
ple’s Society of Christian Endeavor, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
against liquor selling on Government premises—to the Commit- 
tee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

3y Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Philadel- 
phia Board of Trade, in favor of bill S. 6291—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. : 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petition of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Farmington, Minn., against repeal of antican- 
teen law—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DENNY: Petition of Neal Dow Young Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, of Baltimore, Md., for a law 
against liquor selling on Government premises—to the Commit- 
tee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

3y Mr. DRESSER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Charles A. Spanogle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Washington Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, of Sinnamahoning, Cameron County, Pa., favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

3y Mr. GRANGER: Petition of Rhode Island Lodge, No. 390, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Providence, R. I., fa- 
vyoring bill H. R. 7041—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of Harrow Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, No. 491, of Mount Vernon, Ind., favoring bill 
H. R. 18986-——to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of the St. Louis Cigar Manufacturers’ 
Association, against reduction of tariff on tobacco and cigars 
from the Philippines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of citizens of Maine, against 
any alteration of the Grout oleomargarine law—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Maine, favoring a- parcels-post 
law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Phila- 
delphia Board of Trade, for amendment of the interstate-com- 
merce law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, favoring 
passage of bill S. 6291—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania State Horticultural Asso- 
ciation, favoring bill H. R. 14098—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., fa- 
voring pneumatic-tube post-office service in Philadelphia—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Washington Camp, No. 461, Patriotic Order 
Sons or America, of Philadelphia, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Quaker City Lodge, No. 149, Brotherhood of 
Railway Trainmen, of Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of citizens of Chicago, Ill., favoring 
bill for extension of Massachusetts avenue—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Milwaukee Lodge, No. 128, Broth- 
erhood of Railway Trainmen, favoring bill H. R. 7041—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 











FEBRUARY 9, 


By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of B. P. 
Tolson, of Stafford Store, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Sixth Annual Highway Con- 
vention of New York, favoring the Brownlow bill for good 
roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of H. Leonard & 
Sons, of Grand Rapids, favoring free alcohol in the arts (H. R. 
9302)—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John Waddel et al., favoring free alcohol in 
the arts (H. R. 9302)—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of C. S. 
Ward—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of citizens of Minnesota, favor- 
ing the Cooper-Quarles bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Petition of Updegraff Grange, of Piney 
Fork, Ohio, favoring bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Toronto (Ohio) Retail Grocers’ Association, 
favoring bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Papers to accompany bill for 
relief of Thomas Childers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


SENATE. 


Tuurspay, February 9, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. KEAN, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved. 

STEAMER PARKGATE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Assistant Secretary of Commerce and La- 
bor, transmitting, in further response to a resolution of the 3d 
instant, copies of the proceedings and of documents bearing 
upon the question of admitting to American registry the foreign- 
built steamer Parkgate; which was ordered to be printed, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 18757) making an appropriation for clear- 
ing the Potomac River of ice; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. DRYDEN presented the credentials of JoHN KEAN, 
chosen by the legislature of the State of New Jersey a Senator 
from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1905; which 
were read and ordered to be filed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of Colonel Dunlap Post, 
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Rock 
Rapids, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to modify 
and simplify the pension laws of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Sioux Lodge, No. 64, Broth- 
erhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Sioux City, Iowa, praying for 
the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill; ” which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Corn Belt Meat Producers’ 
Association of Story County; of the Corn Belt Meat Producers’ 
Associations of Grinnell, Carroll, Villisca, Manchester, Logan, 
and Hampton; of the Farmers’ Institute of Manchester, and of 
the Millers’ Club of Des Moines, all in the State of Iowa, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Clinton, 
Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the Indian Ter- 
ritory when admitted to statehood; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented petitions of R. V. Wood and sundry other 
citizens of Britt, of E. J. Parman and sundry other citizens of 
Decorah, of Andrew Arent, jr., of Rutland, and of sundry citi- 
zens of Humboldt, Livermore, Bode, Ottosen, Renwick, Hardy, 
Thor, Pioneer, Gilmore City, and Bradgate, all in the State of 
Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to amend the 
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patent laws relating to medicinal preparations; which were re- 

ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented petitions of the Reading Circle of Inde- 
pendence, of the Woman’s Club of Spencer, of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Creston, and of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Corning, all in the State of 
Iowa, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. LODGE. I present the petitions of 1,642 Christian En- 
deavor societies, praying the Senate to authorize the President 
to invite the governments of the world to join in establishing 
an international congress to meet at stated periods to deliberate 
upon questions of common interest to the United States, and to 
make recommendations thereon to the nations. I ask that the 
statements containing a list of the States and the number of the 
societies be printed in the Rrecorp, and that the petitions be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the petitions were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and the matter was ordered to 
be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Petitions from 1,642 Christian Endeavor societies, representing forty- 
five States, Alaska, Arizona, District of Columbia, Oklahoma, New 
Mexico, Indian Territory, Hawaii, Porto Rico, and the Province of 
Assiniboia, Canada, petitioning the Senate to authorize the President 
to invite the governments of the world to join in establishing an in- 
ternational congress to meet at stated periods to deliberate upon 
questions of common interest to the nations, and to make recommen- 
dations thereon to the governments: 


Number of | 


| Number of 


memorials. | memorials. 
MI sic victims tama eh fe traetanioaditersinminuicn dest 3 
Alaska ..-..... Gilsigcccw panel eametmmaiad 2 | New Hampshire ................ 28 
ee ae ee et gS ae eS aa 64 
ois Si te ciate Do altace cain 2 
CI ccc datinaiuen cebeadndieo Te ee 177 
CI... cicnnsdtnndcetincaiane 98 | North Carolins..... ccc-ccccccece 3 
CHAE ain scsicissitisic Snipes Best 41 | North Dakota ............... aa 10 
Te a a ers I Tea 127 
District of Columbia -.......-... sk ll 
7) a EnGuesicin aagraiaancerebiaesl 8 | Indian Territory ................ 2 
CO Bivtiis cht iene nina 5 | Oregon.....-.. <bean taaiabanaciienilaal 14 
cai tanhe dctancdondiaaiase © | PEI once cenncnasuceces 179 
I chine i kale niente Te ee ie eersinien 6 
ID esis icin na cicantcoitiomhe 55 | South Carolina ........<......... 4 
WOR. cab aneteds cbbtnnscen tains, a ees 10 
NR... « ccsed siisiamnanannlaae i isi cite tereresnciahicnnem 7 
ON os ndcsckeodanauceauncdeen ee wil ceeeiading aman 10 
IIE icoichats tchtcwits ines deatiniliaial Or rae a eden it cba enlnieiiademmieshaseiosnite 2 
NS 65 Biicicicedatatcndnbanenine ON OE a ae 25 
I ccticadnndianiianendoss BEE ER iiiginminresnanmines science 6 
DEORGRUROCD «3c cc cece unscevce | Ab. (See 27 
DE =e duseknasckneeseancme ae 2 Oe Wt Rs reduicecemctnndace 7 
pS EE ee Re I acne tia: deicsh ccaticegaherit teen 28 
I i iciiicanatartennncketniiiioas Oa le ds a et date ssc 1 
SINT « 2:csain aceon usel anenlotie ae cate ocala 4: ee eae a 3 
NN oii i accsie wsnciciaia iene weal re RS oe 1 
Nebraska RE aa 1 





Total, 1,642 societies with 100,000 members. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Massachusetts State 
Society, United States Daughters of 1812, praying that an ap 
propriation of $400,000 be made to rebuild the old frigate Con- 


stitution; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Sixth 
Annual Convention of Road Improvement of Utica, N. Y., pray- 


ing for the passage of the so-called “ good-roads bill ;” which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Albany, N. Y., praying for the ratification of international arbi- 
tration treaties; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Plattsburg, of the National Society of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution of Kingston, of the con- 
gregation of the Presbyterian Church of Westminster, of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Nelson, of the Wom- 
an’s Christian Temperance Union of Belmont, and of the con- 
gregations of the Second Presbyterian, St. Peter’s, Ninth Pres- 
byterian, and First Presbyterian churches of Troy, all in the 
State of New York, praying for the investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

He also presented memorials of Local Union No. 89, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union of America, of Schenectady ; of the 
Republican Union of Brooklyn, and of the Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of New York City, all of the State of New York, remon- 
strating against any reduction of the duty on tobacco and cigars 
imported from the Philippine Islands; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented petitions of the Palitz Kassez Pharmacy, of 
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New York City; of sundry citizens of Amagansett, and of sun 
dry citizens of New York City and Brooklyn, all in the State of 


New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to amend 
the patent laws relating to medicinal preparations; which we 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of Pomona Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Chautauqua County, N. Y., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to restrict the power and influen¢ 
of the judiciary; which was referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Pomona Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Chautauqua County, N. Y., praying for the en: 
ment of legislation providing for the building of a 
from the Great Lakes to the sea; w referred 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the 
of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., remonstrating 
legislation to enlarge the powers of 
Commission; which was referred to 
state Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Lumber Exchange of Buf 
falo; of the Binghamton Chair Company, of Binghamton, d 
of the J. Hungerford Smith Company, of Rochester, all in 
State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission ; 


ship ¢: 


hich was to the 
Adriance, Platt Company, 

the enactme 
Interstate Commerce 


Committee on 


against 
the 
the 


which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce 

He also presented a petition of Revere Post, No. 191, Depart 

|} ment of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of Belmont 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation l i 


the United 
Pensions. 


of 


‘on 


simplify the pension laws 
ferred to the Committe 
He also presented peti of Maple City Division, No. 2: 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Ogdensburg; Parlor C 
Lodge, No. 36, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Bing] 


States; which was re 


tions 


ot 





and of Ontario Lodge, No. 69, Brotherhood of R: 
Trainmen, of Ontario, all in the State of New York, 
for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill; 


which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of the Neal Dow Young 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Baltimore, Md., pra 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intox 
Idings, or ships; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. STONE presented a petition of t 


he Western Retail Im 
plement and Vehicle Dealers’ iy tion : 


Association, 1 conven 


bled at Kansas City, Mo., praying for the enactment of legi 
lation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commer 
Commission; which was referred to the Committee on Intex 
state Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Western Retail Imple- 
ment and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, in convention assem- 
bled at Kansas City, Mo., praying for the enactment of leg 
tion for the control of trusts and combinations in restraint of 


trade: 


merce, 


which was referred to the Committee on Interstate C 


He also presented a memorial of the Western Retail Imple- 
ment and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, in convention ass« 
bled at Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating against the pass f 
the so-called “ parcels-post bill;” which was referred to th 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the St. Louis Medical S 
of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of the so-called “ 


food bill;” which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Board of Tr: 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation 
promote the national defense, to create a force of nay: 
teers, to establish American ocean mail lines to foreign 1 
and to promote commerce and to provide revenue from ton! 
which was referred to the Commit mmerce 
Iie also presented a petition of the Trades League of 


delphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation pro 


ee on Lx 


that hereafter all contracts for pneumatic-tube service based o 
competitive bidding may be made for a term not to exceed 1 


years; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices anil 
Post-Roads. 


He also presented petitions of Pineville Grange, Patro of 
Husbandry, of Wrightstown; of Fort Grange, No. 95, Pat Ss 
of Husbandry, of McAlevys Fort, and of the Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate 


Commerce Commission; which were referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeay 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment 


or Union 


of legisiation to 





oxicating liquors in the Indian Territory 
ehood; which was ordered to lie the 


on 





nted a petition of the Pennsylvania Dairy Union, 
pl 1 increase in the propriation for agricultural 
Xp ent stations be made; which was referred to the Com 


| orest rs 


mittee on Agriculture and 


He also presented petitions of Washington Camp No. 49, Patri 
otic Order Sons of America, of Pine Grove; of sundry. citi 
zens of Souderton and Shermansdale, and of Washington 
Crunp No, 46, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Philadelphia 

lin the State of Pennsyvivania, praying for the enactment of 
Lore {1 Cl laws and regulations governing immigration: 
wl h were referred to the Committee on Tmanigration. 


KK presented a petition of the Cleveland Sunday 
leveland, Ohio, and a petition of the Cleveland Pres 
leveland, Ohio, praving for the enactment of 
tlion providing a Sunday-rest law for the District of Colum 


referred to the € District of 


legis 


were Olunittee on the 


Uso presented a petition of the Cleveland Sunday Union, 


of Cleveland, Ohio, and a petition of the Cleveland Presbytery, 
of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation pro 
viding for the exclusion of all gambling matter from interstate 


press and telegraphie service: wh were referred the 


to 
Committee on 

lle ] 
Cleveland, ¢ 


lnterstute Commerce, 
petition of the Cle 


resented a 
Jhio, and a petition of the 
l 


also 


veland Presbytery, of 
Cleveland Sunday Union, 


of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment ef legislation to 
reguhite the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors ; 


to the Committee on 
ited a petition of 
of ¢ Ohio, and a petition of 
of ¢ Ohio, praving for the 
prohibit sending through the mail 
were referred to the Committee on 
lle 


Which were referred 


Ife also 


the Judiciary. 

the Cleveland Sunday Union, 

the veland Presbytery, 
actment of le To 

all gambling devices: which 

Post-Otlices and Post-Roads. 

the Cleveland Sunday Union, 


presel 


| 
Cl 





leveland, 
| 
i 


Neveland. el islation 


also presented a petition of 


of Cleveland, Ohio, and a petition of the Cleveland Presbytery, 
of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to 


prohibit on Sunday post-office banking in the issuance of money 
and the registration of letters; which referred to 
Committee on VPost-Otlices and Vost 
Ile also presented petitions of sundry of Santa de, 
Newtown, Norwalk, Berlin, Celina, Mantua, Cadiz, and Federal, 
sll in the State of Ohio, praying for the pussage of the so-called 
11: whieh “lL to the Comittee on 

Post-Otlices and Post 
Ile also presented a 
srotherhood of 
or the 
WOtLVve en 


the mil 


Pe 
Orerers 


the 


were 
Rioads, 


CilLIZens 


‘ parcels-post were referre oO 
Roads. 


of Minami Division, 


hingineers, of Columb 


petition No. 
Ohio, pray 
legislation granti to loco 
vineers cmploved at the tnd running engines on 
tary ra ids of the United States during the civil war: 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ile also presented a memorial of the congregation of the Fi 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Oberlin, Ohio, remonstrating 
igninst the repeal of the present anticanteen law; which 
referred to the Committee Military Affairs. 


lie also presented a petition of sundry citizens 


” 

ot 
rt, 

Locomotive 


ot 


Is, 


enactinent nye pensions 


front 


ilro 
rst 


Wis 
on 


of Dayton, 


Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the 
enrollment of the Dayton Zounve Rangers on the records of 





the War Department as United States lunteers of the three 
months’ service in IS6l; which was referred to the Comittee 
on Military Affairs. 

Ile also presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Baptist Church of Wyoming, Ohio nd ay on of the Minis 
iers’ Confet eof Cle land, Ohie, pr er that an investiga 
tion be mnde into the conditions existing ] the Kongo Ik) » 
State: which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Re 
Initio 

Ile also presented petitions of the Board of Commerce of 
Columbu of the Evangelical Alliance of Cincinnati, of the 
(‘hy her of Commerce of Cleveland. of the congregation of the 
First Baptist Church of Tithin, of the Bonrd of Trade of Colum 
bus, of the Bankers’ Association of Cincinnati, of the congrega 
tion of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Cincinnati, and of the 


Chamber of Commerce 


praying the r 


of Cincinnati, all in the State of Ohio, 
atilication of international arbitration treaties; 
Which referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Ile also presented a petition of the Cleveland Presbytery, of 
Cleveland, Ohio, and a petition of the Cleveland Sunday Union, 
of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government build 
ings, ships, and grounds; which were referred to the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 


for 


were 
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ile also presented a petition of the Cleyeland Presbytery, of 
‘ 


FEBRUARY 9, 


Cleveland, Ohio, and a petition of the Cleveland Sunday Union, 
of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prohibit the sale of opium except in medical 

which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Grounds. 

Ife also presented petitions of the New Century Club, of East 
Liverpool; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Lon- 
don; of the Woman’s Suffrage Association of London; of the Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Nelsonville; of the Wo- 
men’s Club of London: of the Woman's Elective Franchise Asso 
London; of the Equal Franchise Club of Cleveland: of 
the Cleveland Presbytery, of Cleveland; of the National Ameri 
can Woman's Suffrage Association of Warren: of the Cleveland 
Sunday Union, of Cleveland: of the Civie Union of Columbus : of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Columbus, and of 
l.. Maria Stanley, of Cleveland, all in the State of Ohio, praying 
for the adoption of a certain amendment to the suffrage clause 
in the statehood bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Ile presented petitions of sundry citizens of Melrose, 
Paulding County; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
Columbus; of the congregation of the Central Christian 
Church, of Warren; the congregation of the Grace United 
Mvangelical Church, of Warren; of the congregation of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Loudonville; of the congregation of the 
Baptist Church of Loudonville: of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Alliance; of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union Bettsville; of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Loudonville; of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Ashley; of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
pe Union of Cadiz; of the congregations the Presby- 
terian and Methodist Episcopal churches of Streetsboro: of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Columbus: of the 

Loudonville 


prescriptions ; 
Buildings and 


ciation of 


le 
aiso 


ot 


of 


of 


“ance of 


congregation of the English Lutheran Church of 
ot J. VY. Iutchison, of ENsworth, and of Mary A. Page, of Cleve- 
land, all in the State of Ohio, and of the Indian ASSO- 


Rights’ 


ciation of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation providing for continued prohibition of the liquor trattic 
in the Indian Territory, according to recent agreements with 
the Five Civilized Tribes; which were ordered to lie on the 


table, 

Mr. McLAURIN presented sundry papers to accompany the 

bill (S. 6674) for the relief of the heirs of Jarred Reese Cook, 
de which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Clara L. Hunton, 
Claremont, N. If, praying for the adoption of an amendment 
to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Ile also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian ‘Tem- 
ance Union of Manchester, N. IL, praying for an investiga- 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Soot, 
a Senator from the State of Utah: which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Ile also presented a petition of sundry ticket brokers of the 
District of Columbia, praying that they be granted a hearing 
on the bill to abolish ticket brokerage in the District of Colum- 
bia: which was referred to the Committee the District of 
Columbia, 

Ile also presented a petition of the Association of Collegiate 
Alums, praying for the enactment of legislation 
compulsory education in the District of Columbia ; 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition of the legislature of Ore- 
gon, relative to the purchase of a canal and locks in the Willam- 
ette River at Oregon City, in that State: which was referred 

Commerce, and ordered to be printed in 


ensed 3 


of 


1 
i 


tion 


Ol 


providing 


Which was 


the Committee on 
the Recorp, as follows: 


io 


Senate N 


Aan act was passed by the legislative assem State 


ly of. the 








of Oregon in 1IS70 appropriating money to the lis Canal 
and Locks Company to aid in the construction o locks in 
the Willamette River at Oregon City, Oreg., and of said 
ct the said corporation was empowered to charge at the rate of 50 
eents per ton for freight and 10 cents for each and every passenger 
passing through said locks; and 

Whereas the rate thus permitted to be charged fixes the amount 
chargeable against all freight and passengers whether carried by river 
or rail traveling in either direction along the Willamette River: and 

Whereas the producers and shippers of the State ought to have the 


benefit of this tax, which if removed would increase the 


value of every 
commodity now passing through said locks; and 
Whereas the Willamette River ought to be open to free navigation, 


and this can only be accomplished by Government ownership of the said 
canal and locks at Oregon City: Now, therefore, be it 








Resolred by the senate (the house coneurring), That our tepresent- 
atives in Congress be, and they hereby are, memorialized to introduce 
in Congress and endeavor by all honorable means to procure the pas 


sage of a bill providing for the purchase by the Government of the said 
canal and locks at Oregon City, and if the price thereof can not be 
agreed upon between the present owners thereof and the Government 
that an act be passed authorizing the condemnation of said canal and 





1905. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 7 


Cw 
wt 


















































locks, or the construction of a canal and locks on the opposite side of | Grand Army of the Re ] Ter ent i" \ f 
the er from that now constructed, and appropriating a sufficient sum | Joehua. N. Y.. praving fe ‘ 
of money for that purpose lit ; 
Adopted by the senate January 20, 1905 } and simplify the pension laws ¢ 
W. Kr referred to tl ( ‘ 1’ 
Pre toft s | Mr. LONG preset la \\ . 
Cor ed in the ] e January 25, 1 3 I t and Vel e lh \ 
. A I MILLS lf ment of legislation to ¢ ‘ | 
Speake) f the i 
ees aie ; merce Co Ssic | \ er ( ‘ 
Mr. FULTON presented a petition of che legislature of Or Scstaeiute: Casein, 
7 > ‘ * ILOTSLACle oll co 
gon, relative to the Improvement of the Columbia River between in alien nreaented a-weuwi ; aan at 
the foot of the Dalles Rapids and the head of Celilo Falls; ind Vohicle Dealers Ass 4 “vy ¢ ¢ { 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or euncn of the ao-calied Foieish ] 
dered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: | ferred to the Comn e on. Postlomice aoe 1» 
Senate joint memorial No. 1. } lie also presented a pet ‘ { Wes » hee 
the United States, in aid of the navigation of the Colur Ll] and Vehiele Dealers’ A 
I authorized the improvement of the Columbia River, between a rrp ; , ‘ 7 : 
t! Che Dalles Rapids and the head of Celilo Falls, by means legislation placing « ‘ | a 
ea the improvement of the channel of said river, by an 1 I wis referred to the Committee on the Jud 
Congress approved June 13, 1902; and \lr I. ER presented ‘ OI ot t+} - < | 
Whereas the Board of rs authorized by said act has reco Mr. TELLER po ets 
| ho ' f t siding on the Rosebud Reservatior nh Sou 1) 1 
mended that no work the right of way ding on t ‘ It 
‘ ase from dama ved to the United SS ‘ striting a inst the use of t tribal t { 
cost; and port of any sectarian or deno I sel 
“as the said recomme curred in by the Chief of | ! yes : ; ; He eas ; ‘ 
s, and the Acting Secretary * under date of Novel work > whi wis ref ed to the i ee on Ti 
approved the said report sub the condition that no work Mi OVERMAN pre nted a oye t 1 ¢ 
shall be begun until I t of way release from damages ‘ eS f ; , ‘ 
ePUuLSW 4 \ ey ) 
been conveyed to the States ; and l “ : 
Whereas the legislative assembly of the State of Oregon duly : proving tt sStiall e River 1 tl Ss 
cepted said proposal and passed an act at the special session ot i terred to the Conimnittee on Co el 
assembly in 1903 appropriating the sum of $100,000, nd appoi i VN ( ( > 1 7 ( | 
Commission for the purpose of securing said right of way: and ee ees XI 
Whereas the said Commission by authority of said ‘ 1 Id SUDGrY other ¢ Of Sil i 
the right of way, as designated by the Uni States e1 nee ! ‘ etment of legislatic to ¢ A t} ’ i 
charge, and has by said authority tendered the said rig tw to Cis ( ( 
Government of the United States; and ae 7 . cae 
Whereas the rapids at said Celilo completely obstruct the navigatior On thterstate Commerce 
of the said Columbia River at a point about 200 miles from i i s — ye 7 
and the said canal when completed would open to navigation S00 1 I R ‘ SLAN Ol 4 \ 
more of one of _ greatest rivers of the American ner nt, and affor Mr. NELSON I present a pay ] ! \ \ 
a waterway to the sea for a vast extent of tertile and productiy i I “_ eet ‘ ‘ ; eS 4 +1 
tory, with incomparable resources in the States of Oregon, Washington from Tenry W. 1 HOUT, of Lakewood, O Py EN aye ty € 
and Idaho: Now, therefore be it ned regulations which govern the action of thr ‘ 
Resolved by the senate and house, That it is the sense of tl Cove) ent in charge of the 1 is] is of A { 
tive assembly of the State of Oregon that the faith of the Goverm ae a Pribil ae | herd , ' 
of the United States, upon which the State of Orezon has so relied, is | COUGHUOTM OF the ribilot fu seak herd s tC no er I 
pledged to the immediate inauguration of said improvement, and move that the paper be printed son document ind rete { to 
Resolved, That the said improvement is of great national importanc +] ( mittee on Fore 1 | it és 
and would tend to develop the commerce of an immense section of t ; a 
Ameri ry Phe motion was ereed to 
Re this assembly does hereby petition the Congress 1? ' PAT \ ' AP AR 
the | it its present session to make such an appropriatior PaSEAP RNIN RST Ee, OOF ; . 
as W immediate operation the construction of said cat Mr. KITTREDGE sul tted the f vu 
and its completion under the continuing contra 
Rese the ‘tary of state be directed tc transmit at once The « mittee of « ‘ e on } vote 
by t resolutions to the Speaker of the House of Re ' 
. fc os tlhe ( <4 ) t] ‘ lini ‘ } ~ ‘ 
senta ss of the United States, and to notify by two 1 ‘ 
eral tior ess of said transmissio1 (If. R. 16560) to authorize the registration ¢ t! 
Ad » January 16, 10905. | ed in « eree with f a f | 
W. KuYK I ; +} 
I . e+ Stautes or with I nT ( i 
it t Uj ifet are i ‘ 
Adopted by the house January 23, 1905. met, after full and free confers ( ‘ ood ) ‘ end 
As J Mt oa | 1 do re id tot ? ( ile 
ake ‘ a hare " Phat the Tfouse reced Trot ts a rr 
Mr. FULTON presented a memorial of the legislature of Ore te of the Senate nui 1,” 
s : é . E lik Ss 0 wm Senate nu ‘ "2 Bi eee, ( 
ron, relative to the enactment of legislation to eradicate the 
: s ; + ay ; 7 3 | the TTouse ‘ 1 its « ‘ t ‘ ] 
disease of cattle on the Umatilla Indian Reservation ; which was | , She: Sc) ; ‘ 1 
. | ‘ . 1: . ‘ 0 if ‘ e nul 1 4 nd ;: eto the 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be ’ ; : , det ; 
° 1 ne t ent as OLLOV i ‘ 0 ] . { | t} 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: lment. insert the 1 . Y a ; 
. ate ioj nemorigal To 2 , 
Senate joint memorial N 2 ut the words prior to line 1 ; ; 
- a : rable Scnate and House of Representatives of the l ( eu thereof tl words lié preced ( \ 
We, your memorialists, the legislative assembly of the State of Or oO RHC SUM. 
gon, respectfully represent that the Umatilla Reservation, emtn A. B. OW 
500,000 acres of land in Umatilla County, and upon wil Se\ Louis | \ied 
thous f horses and cattle are ranging and owned by the 1 Sp. 
till e afflicted with a disease commonly known as “scab” « a te Roe See 
? in that by reason of such disease, the stock owned by the AE LA f the | t/ ‘ 
f ‘ anchmen and stockmen in general for a > of DD. 
in the vicinity of this reservation are suffering as a con e of t 
disease not being stamped cut, owing to the fact that the State 0 It W. BG Ni 
ties are unable to exercise any control over such stock owned by the i Kh. ¥. W 
ndiar } 
Pee = | } i} } } 
Mherefore, your memorialists pray that steps be tnken at once to de le ; 
stroy the stock and eradicate the disease on this reservation. rhe report was agreed to. 
Adopted by the senate January 17, 1905. | 
W. KUYKENDALT REPORTS OF ¢ [MII S. 
President of the Scnate 
Concurred in by the house January 18, 1905. Mr. HALE I am directed by tl Committee on A 
A. L. MILI {| tions, to whom was referred the bill (HI. R. 18468) 
Speaker of the House propriations fer the diplomatic and consul ( 
Mr. FULTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of the | fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, to report i end) 
United States and of the Territory of Hawaii, praying that the | and I submit a report thereon. I give notice 
rerritorial election held on Tuesday, November 8, 1904, be de the bill at as early a day practicable 
clared null and void; which was referred to the Committee on | ‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill be ] d 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. the Calendar. 
Mr. DEVEW presented a memorial of the Richmond Borough Mr. FOSTER of Washington. I am directed by the Cor 
Firemen’s Association, of New Brighton, N. Y.. remonstrating | tee on Commerce, to wl: referred the | ER 1) 


against the passage of the so-called “* Morrell insurance bill; to provide an American register for the 


rl 


which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. to report it without amendment, and I sub: 
j 


He also presented a petition of Fair Oaks Post, No. 616, | I ask for its present considen 
XXXIX——135 
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1} ‘ eeded to read the bill Francis S. Nash, a surgeon in the Navy, to take rank next after 
Mr. KEAN Let the | ro over, Mr. President Surgeon Henry B. Fitts, Nash having resigned from the Med- 
PRESIDENT pro te re Objection being made, the ical Corps of the Navy after fourteen years’ service 
| ( 1 or Calendar Che bill was reported to the Senate without endment, or- 
Mr. SCOTT. from the Cor eon Militarv Affairs, to wh dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
Was 1 ed t | (S. 4126) to remove the charge of deser id passed. 
ry 1 rd of Frank Ferrin, reported ad NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 
tg erg hare eee ae Mr. PROCTOR. I report favorably without amendment, from 
Mr. PENKOSI : - bby the Committee on Com- | the Committee on Military Affairs, the joint resolution (H. J. Res, 
merce, to who So CECACEES bill CH. R. 10424) to provide 213) for appointment of a member of the Board of Managers of 
ror : ns n of a bridge d oaches thereto a rOSS the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and I ask 
the M iri KR it or near Council I lowa, to report it 





for its present consideration. 
= ae ee ; = ; The Secretary read the joint resolution; and by unanimous 
, : - Seer eer ; consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 


' laa Rate aa eae iat ' os its consideration. It appoints Edwin P. Hammond, of Indiana, 
: Sdsccuiciy expres. datetey eee ceiara ene ill be placed on the | 9, a member of the Board of Managers of the National Home for 
( ‘ ir with the aave ‘eport of he coml ttee. 


Mr RERRY risen Hees C5 nittee on Commer ere 1) sabled Volunteer Soldiers of the United States, to till out the 
jee ae opie Jig coca Nn e sca = m5 ; - unexpired term of George W. Steele, resigned, which term ex 

referred the bill HW. Lise) autho; ng the Louisa and Fort pires April 21, 1908. 

- y oridge Cony ny of | ee KY Pog erect: : _ dge a re The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 

ee en ee Rene eee eee endment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


}) issed. 





























\i WARRED rom the Committee on Claims, t vhom was 
Mr. WARREN, trom th ere pe ce Meee ee TORPEDO BOATS STRINGHAM AND GOLDSBOROUGH. 
referred the bill (S. 6875) authorizing and directing the Secre 
tary of the Treasury to make an exiumination of certa claims Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Naval Affairs I report 
of the State of Missouri, reported it with an amendment, and | back with an amendment in the nature of a substitute the bill 
submitted a report thereon. (S. 7042) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to accept the 
\ WARREN. I directed by the Committee on Military | torpedo boat Stringham, and I submit a report thereon. I 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17984) making | for its present consideration. 
tions for the support of the Military Academy for the Phe Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
{ ! year ending June 30, 1906, and for other purposes, to re- | Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
}) vith amendments, and I submit a report thereon. I give | Sideration. 
7 that I shall eall up the bill at an early dav. The amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was to 
Th DENT pro t re. The bill will be placed on the | Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert : 
Calendar. That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized, in 
Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was / his discretion, to waive the statutory speed requirement of 30 knots 
as n t su] ted | | Lop in, ahha hour for the torpedo boats Stringham and Goldsborough, authorized 
rt ed CUCM ae ‘ , JOD ON Crit a i d contracted for under the act approved March 8, 1897: to accept 
s I propos » appropriate $100,000 for constructing a light id vessels, after ¢s trial as } may prescribe, and to make fir 
ship to be established at the entrance of Vinevard Sound, Mas ttrement t the ts the construct S t 
2 ; : . ; . ’ to such ded he contrat T es sr 1 his 11 ! 
‘ led to be 7 1 te ie sundry civil appro f y- on ; fg i : Wa Cahats tion to 
p! | ( ed favo thereo! 1 that it be es incu i by the contra in endeavoring to f t 
| ited, al 1 the ( i ng ] ( referred to the Cor i S 
i t Appropriations ; which was agreed to The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ELKINS I 1 dil d by t { r » on ¢ merc The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
to whom was referred the bill CS. 5106) to amend section 4156 ‘ ndment was concurred in. 
Revised Statutes of the United States, to report it with amend fhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
lid : nd | Ca repo tii ‘ di time nd pas ed 
\j PERRY \ir. Presid { { if the Committe j title S ded so 3 to 1 1: “A bill authoriz r thea 
i ) ¢ ) l re} t the ense i _ retat of the Navy to ac pt he tf lo | i dringham 
ean be prepared, and I ask leave to file it when it d Goldsborough 
GRAND RIVER AI I \\ MO 
PRESTI OFFICER (Mr. P INS in the chair) an = , ‘ 
i t I i 3 Mr. PENROSE. I am directed by the Committee on ¢ 
i Sas bot 1 the minor oO ; ‘ ae eat . 
oe , ree, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 173850) ¢ ° 
ou 4 \ of the minority in this > a +7 > 
. Grand hiver to be not a navigable stream, to report it f 
ly without amendment. 
JEANIE R. BA «* one = . ‘i x 
Mr. STONE. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 
\Tr PLATT af Ny Yor] T ar live 1 hv ¢] Ynrnmittea ni saat : ey : : 
sartieapeienales ew 1Ork, 1am a d by t Committee on Fhe Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
. to whom was referred Il (S. 6562) for the | senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its « 
; hm. DAruielt, Widow ¢ i@ late Rear-Admiral | csigeration. It declares Grand River, in the State of Missowm 
= ‘ \ . 1 the city of Brunswick, in the unty of Chariton, in that 
ent, and | report U 0M. 2 458 | State, to be not a navigable stream and that it shall be so 
. tl { { ted hv the Seer iry of War and bv all othe uthorities 
i DIENT pro te I e read The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 
, ered to a third reading, read the third time, and ] i 
1% y S ent ( | 
J ; JEAN MICHAEL VI! MI 
It prop s to pav to Jeanie f. ] tt. widow of the Mi. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
! \ Jobn Russell Bartleit, United States Navy to whom was referred the re ion submitted by h If \ 
1 ] ral in the | the h ult reported it t amendment; and it was 
of his 1, Fel y 10, 19038, to the ; « dered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follow 
I t t State be, is 1 reque 
4 =F = <a re 7 oO S € ¢ { Cy t to t te y al t f 
nid ean M Vende M 
( ! ‘ i i 1 re g, read the tulrd time ZA rf ice, from t I St ie l id t f 
V if e ¢ > { Ww I me p j ple > 
: cit € { nreted : is Dp ed in 3 e e 
y s gc Was \ \ e allowed by the French-A ! 1 Claims (¢ im mn, cre 
\ 1 rk KEI »N’ 1: dir ; 1 bn the Con mittee on N val ted by act of ‘ neress apy i Jat y 15, 1880, and sul juently 
- 4 I i by the United States 
A S to w ’ ras rererl l } i ¢s oé4i) > IS 5s 
: Oh Ni ale ase nrceon in the N to report it favorably | MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT LEXINGTON, MO, 
vithout ame t lIs En rt thereon. I ask for Mr. STONE. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 


fits considerati this time. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 18207) to amend sections 
‘ 1 7 $ 7 
i 


i Si iry read the bill; and by wi mous consent the , 5, and 6 of an act entitled “An act authorizing the construc- 

S . as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid tion of a wagon, toll, and electric-railway bridge over the Mis- 
‘ It s the Tresident of the United States to | souri River at Lexington, Mo.,” approved April 28, 1904, ex- 
] by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, | tending the provisions thereof to steam-railway cars, locomo- 
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tives, and other motive power, and extending the time for com its consideratio It autl es the Secretary of W 
mencing actual construction of said bridge, to report it favor to the armory board of the ai y of the N G 
ably without amendment, and I ask for its present conside! St. Paul, Miun., if the same can be done \ td i 

# y } ? } 1 
tion ‘ ] ~ \ ‘ ( l 1 

Phe Secretarv read the bill; and by unanimous consent th a weight not to exceed 1,800 pounds, as he ) 
si t¢ In ¢ ittee ot the Whole, pro eeded to Its cotsia ] wed in the ¢ tion and const 1é On « 
cl tion l l ( ‘ c S { 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o1 bers of the litary organizations using t died 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ‘ 1 the se ce of the United S ( But 

1 | wit] f ’ » 4 ] j Porte 
PROPOSED PRINTING INVESTIGATION, ewe ' lout EXPeNnse lt _ 
Uhre t ‘ lution was ©} 1 ft ! Si \ 

Mr. PLATT of New York. From the Committee on Printing prnae ‘ee a ed 
I] report a concurrent resolution, and LI ask fer its present con ; : 
sid tiol . 

] ~ AND \ 


The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 








R 1 by the S te (the House of Representatives ¢ Mr. PLATT of New Yo { wed al (Ss 
} a | Committee or l'rinting, with two Met ers of thre Tl { 4 I: I : cant 
il f R esentative who a reelected to the next ¢ CEES v ‘ , aK 
le pointed by the Speaker of the House of Repre ntat a si ts 1 ( nd refer d to the Con tlee 1" 
‘ mmitt or saie pecial joint committee, are hereby authorized t Mr. DEPEW it duced a bill (S. 7131) 1 e! 
CX t ! Oo Lhe nul ers prit ed of t > Vario d I t rey t } f ; j ‘ ‘ , 
! ind otl I | v « of Cong ‘ ! . . : phate 
}lous thereo of the ¢ N S \ RE nd ( ‘ t ol 3s of tl ly ; < j ) 
F i ent, t 1 I S3 I d a il I ] a peo ' lf 
Ik n to report a t S 1 of ¢ S | - 
Veared \ end 
red s in the I ers ind Cos of pri nd s : 
dred n in the dist tion of )) t is \ , SN h 1 \ read Y 
dl ? I j t with re riving thelr eas Se 5% I ( ‘ ‘ Live Jud il 
i t 1 « is . tl 1 t Vest j 4 } { { 1 
it i binding for t Inxe t Dey ‘ exe ted at ‘ Lie sO] ( ed ; _ 
‘ J g Of nd at the bran I . i- | of ¢ t. Charles Kohle \\ end tv t 
‘ rt) r s Department i I a l rred to the Commit eon ¢ 
aos they 1 t warrant remedial ition to r \} MILLARD { 1 (S. 7 
! t the Kt sé hn of ¢ Sress KI 1 red , I ( Aaaks ‘ 
nd imp g su check s they may cped %,. % \ ! | depot « ! i) 1) 
sin t S therefor; and said ¢ ee is f United States A O \ i 
1 | ny he inve it 1 cal \ t! pini ) j 1 ( \ , . 
t t of t | ey iting and report t result 1 eof t ; ean ; 
d I ttee 1 hereby thorized to ¢ ploy i \! PENROSE I | if I 
‘ eX] s and witne nd to call uy the | d I « ‘ ly i f tit 4 ‘ 
1 1) t { id the Vublie Printer f such t 11 1> 
: 1 . l Oo ¢ Pens S 
ing tl pre ling iatters the n \ ale na \ ‘ Ie 
i i in < tt \ tiv f d sha let if \ bill (S. T1354) { I a 
t cont ent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved by the ‘ wpanving paper) | 
chairman of the Committee on Printing. \ bill (S. 7 +s ‘ ‘ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to Darna wil 
think the resolution should go to the Committee to Audit and Vie PENROSE introduced 1 S 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. havent onthe} of tha A os es +. ; 
Mr. PLATT of New York. Very well; let it be referred to) oo ¢, ; ie anc F ; 
that committee. ss tx title aie referred to t] ( ‘ | 
‘ -ofor ha “ocoh iol is fy irre hou , «tll a 
Mr. ALLISON. Be fore the resolution 1 refer ed, I si ld Vr. GQALLINGER introduced the 1 ‘ 
be glad to know if it is a joint committee of both Houses that | erally read twice bv t { . 1 refer { ‘ 
prom som] too on the I> = t ot ¢ | 


Mv. PLATT of New York. It is to bea jo nt committee, * . Rie 





Mr ALLISON. Then one half the expenses shot e p provide for t ’ ‘ 
by the House and the other half by the Senate. Is the ; his and measure ‘ 1) ( 
usual provision in the appointment of joint select Litter es 
; ws a aoe proposed is a very important one, and it.’ Ps bill (S 7138) supplement tr 4] t of ] » 1897 
Mr. PLATT of New York. It is a very important one; ther 1t | . 
ean not be any doubt about the necessity of making it. 4 a] “S T189) 10 ple die 11% i i 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution , nron to 1 or t ( 
will be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Co 3 f ae eas 1 ‘ t of Col f hy, ; ; 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. Bee ng on . x 
ir. PLATT of Cousectiont. Will the gestion which has |” ae Sdaeeb Colds aes Ge 
just been referred be printed? It is an important resolution, perience neil to Jol TL son: w i ead | 
and we ought to have it in print. title. and referred to the Committee on } 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed. Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 7141) 2 
MONONGALELA RIVER BRIDGE. of pension to I] beth T. Carpenter; which read \ 
Mr. BERRY. I am instructed by the Committee on Com- | its (tle, and referred to the Committee on De 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (IL R. 1S42S) to au Mr. PI rel S introduced a bill €S. 7142) t { 
thorize the Leckrone and Little Whiteley Railroad Company to ne of appeats 2 oe - sin “eg 
construct and maintain a bridge acress the Monongahela River, | COUrES Ht the Pnabin’ Territory, a : vai 
to report it favorably without amendment. Was read twice by HS Uue, and reterred to the 
Mr. PENROSE. J ask for the consideration of the bill just WM a, 
reported by the Senator from Arkansis. Mr. BAILEY (by request troduced S. ol 


The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the : ; 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con referred to the Comm tee on Ind I) ed 
sideration Mr. CARMACH. introduced a joint resolution ¢S. R. 1 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. by its title, and 1 
MEMORIAL TABLET AT ST. PAUL, MINN rint oO ' nternatior “sy 
Mr. WARREN. IT am directed by the Committee on Military rress; Which was read twice by its title, and ht 
Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (I. J. Res. | panyving papers, reft : 
IS4) authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish a condemned : : 
cannon to the armory at St. Paul, Minn., to construct a memo = ee eee 
rial tablet, to report it favorably without amendment. Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment 
Mr. NELSON. I ask for the present consideration of the | } t \ 
joint resolution, field of Gettysburg, Pa... ete ntended to 1 ! 1 | ts 
The Secretary read the joint resolution; and by unanimous | the sundry civil appropriation bill: whicl ref 0 
consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to | Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to | ted 
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CROWERS OF LEAF TOBA‘ ) 
Mr. DANIEL. I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
resolution of inquiry which I offered yesterday, to which, 1 pre 


sume, there will be no objection. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 


mte a resolution con 


Si 





The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
DANIEL, as follows: 

R l by th ( t I t t I l 
he is he directed to inform the &S ! ) 
of sect Ov, act of Au ta 1s \ 

I res ind vi f » Vv 

wn 1 raising l not be re ed 1 f 
se ; 
has been « trued | it « rfl f 
to app ‘ id 0 I wt 1 
f t » who sel n agent or ¢ ‘ | 
tob » of their own or ) ) ra 

in by t ir ¢ 1s ( \ nea 
ful h t Senate vy I ns, il 1 } 1 
rend 1 on this subject by any officer of the Tre: ry Department 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Would not the Senator from 
Virginia think it would be a good amendment to say “ op 1s 
and dé ms,” just adding the words “ and decisions?” 


Mr. DANIEL. Very well; I have no objection to that 
ment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Connecticut wi 
The Secrerary. After the word “ opinions” insert “ and de 


Fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
accepts the amendment. The question is on agreeing to the 


resoluvion as amended. 


The resolution 2s anended was agreed to. 


LAWS RELATING TO REGULATION OF COM 
Mr. ALLISON. A few days ago I offered, and the Senate 
passed, an order for printing 1,000 copies of a compilation of 


the laws relating to the regulation of commerce. A number of 
Senators have suggested to me that that is an insuflicient nu 
ber, and I learn that it will cost practically the same to print 


1,500 copies more. I therefore ask for the adoption of the order 
which I send to the de 

The order was read, and agreed to, as folloy 

Ord That of the compi 1 of islation 1 to t ' 
lati f el ordered prit 1 for the 1 ft . te iry 
1, 1 tional 1,500 be 4 i for { the Se 

iO Bil REFERR 

H. R. 18757. An t making an appropriation for clearing the 
Potomac River of ice, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Con ttee on Appropriations. 

RICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILE. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimous consent that the agricul- 
tural appropriation bill, being House bill 18329, be laid before 
the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (LI. J] 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The reading, I think, had been completed 
to line 11 on page 387. To a previous part of that paragraph 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAan] wishes to 
amendment, which I suppose will be in order after the connnit 
tee amendments are considered. His amendment is to be | 
posed at the bottom of page 386. I presume the proper way 
would be to go on with the reading of the bill and let t 
amendment come in after the committee amendments are dis 
posed of. 
GORMAN. Consent was given, I understand, to proceed 
With the amendments of the committee first. 

Mr. PROCTOR. That was the order. The committee amend- 
ments are to be first considered. 

Mr. GORMAN. After the committee amendments are dis- 
po ed of, I will have the right to go back to page ld. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the 


r 








Committee on Appropriations will be stated. 
fhe SECRETARY. On page 37, line 12, after the word “ 
enses,” strike out “seven hundred and sixty-five thousand 





hine hundred and twenty” and insert seven hundred i 
ninety-three thousand one hundred and eighty ;” so as to read: 





For collating, digesting, reporting, illustrating, and printing the re 

ilts of ch experiments and investigations; and for the purcl of 
all me sary supplies, apparatus, and oflice fixtu , for trei t and 
express charges and tt nd other necessa expenses, $795,180, 
of which sum not to exceed $25,000 may be used for rent 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the clause for ascertaining the 
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! I 1 ¢ the national forest r Che conelu . ' 
- ‘ i a, 2 ( the word ve I l Ist 1 t l 
f r\ ) Ss 
j S \ d \ M BACON | 
\ I v ‘ | ~ \ 
1 ‘ I 
; Nir Privd) ck 
Mr. PROCTOR. Ls wendment be disagreed to, Mr.} Mr. BACOD 
] ; 
\I GORMA.® lo nani ’ : 
\I PROCTOR | : i} : \f 1 OR ‘ 
e rae i \ BACON I f 
! PRESIDENT pro tempore rl t Ww 1 
. , i 
M NEWLAND Do I 1 { Se l 
= Us : Ct _ tT mm ta iM yh ? \I SPOON > | 
i bed greed ‘ . 
as PROCTOR \ I ry : , 
Mr. NEWLANDS. May I inquire why that is rt 
Mr. PROCTOR. I itn Drenidiet. bs , : 
enh 1 int ¢ ‘ } add <otict 1 +) +] : ; 
! Moreoye t! : sood deal of « 1 to t 
i ‘ L1il¢ dx 
Ni NEWLANDS I wish to state tl that is a mos P 
( t ind I underst 1 the S« r to l 
tiie OT « l ! s 1oT ( | 1 1 ! It ; t 7 ; 
1; } ml + I 1) < | 
Mr. PROCTOR. I have no objection to tl ea 
( | | tors cde to del ( t but Lou ers : 
tot r would be mad 1 thet | lered a . 
sk tl t mend ts tld be ¢ reed to ‘ ) 
PRESIDENT pro tempore ae oo 
Se ee : ae J : § 
\I TELLER. \I P lent, on that It it | lt | s ) 
I t the Senator f1 . % 1 | r 1} yesterd 1) : ' . 
; aa 3 oing to with t ; 1} o t | d ; > 


ereed to, 1 do not want to in t a speech on s ‘ I 
{ t very likely that the S ( a ! 
fly ed to withdraw 11 nt by l I I I { 
Lo l « S] h Iw t to make t! | ht OL ol i { { I 
endment, though I do not want to cut off the Senat Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. 1 
1 Nevad Mr. NEWLANDS] if 1 l res to make } ( f 
t. I wish it und d, howey that the point of ind 


be made Mr. BACON, 1 





Mi NEWLANDS Mr. President, I wish mere to 1 { 
I do not desire to make a speech simply for t ‘p Mr. GALLINGER | 
, j 1 ? ¢ ] 
i } A 
| t ‘ 4 1 +} t 
i ci i i 
, on NI BAC or. ' ' 
! Mr. CAI NC] I 
{ ] ‘ ] t ‘ ¢ 
‘ cle ) Mr. BACON [ 
. , ] ! f I 
ul I { i : ; i 
bo q to I | 
j i’ s the ] 4 
( ‘ the « 
i mend \ GALLINGER I 
( } ( ou re ¢ rn 1} t t] { ( 
t l e of 1 1! r ( » OOO «¢ | 
hi pears I 
The “Ry f | existing 
Clie { doll to | « ed 





es; GEN ‘ Mr. BACON if t 
} I } a Ss order. | IT know tl! S f 
| \\ G | deal of confusion and misunders ling to 1dy ) 
] | | “ 1 the approy tion bill The tion th wy 
Lii¢ blk 0 Represel Lives T SLerring tl cl rks 11 ! As 1 , 
1 to statutory ices added to the tion to t 
‘ul { t , i ‘ sen ‘ ‘ Pro] st ) ) } ' ~ 
it t vw ifts e!O Ul ition w ithe S the 
lat \ i the ¢ me viee C, ecin $ ’ 
v\ YT ‘ how I oO $s to clearly ae | ‘ 
1 t | ! er | l n one of very earnest dk ‘ ) 
betwee t vil Se or I on, the S etary of Ag ] 
t ind, J \ ld. the Presiadk Now, IL believe, all 1 he 
r rether tl t is best »>change the nat ‘ e] f \ 
pos hese « vees now hold hey are now on the! s ! ALI 
the Dey rti 1 Agt witure s la rel 1 tl \ e I 
bile i ssitied sery by the President’s order as lab ( sed hie oy ‘ 





to the law. I think it is rather dangerous exercise of power, 

and I quite agree with tl Senator from Georgia that one, two, 

or a ¢ peo] ) zht not to be selected and 

put i position where they no be promoted, and leave a hun 

dr r two hundred, or 1 Lit red of s without that right. 

[ agree with the Senator. In my judgment it is not very good 

M BACON M President, the Se attributes to me 

L have said, | use IT confessed at the beginning 

It was, 1 r, so rad a procedure that I 

thought it was essential that there should be a clear statement 

of 1 fact whether it was or was not authorized by the law. sut 

s the Senator has t ited the remark to me I will adopt it 

s \ \ gh I had 1 previously made it, in say*ng 

tit st exercise of a power which should not be 

mm any an by the law, and if it isnot devolved upon 

} by the law the exercise of the power would be an addi 
mal reason against its propriety. 

As I have trespassed upon the patience of the Senator from 
Vermont to direct my inquiry to another Senator, I should like 
to repeat the inquiry to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Very well. 

Mr. BACON. Ilere is an appropriation bill in which there is 
a specific appropriation, or proposed appropriation, for certain | 
persons who are now, under the statement of the Senator, ex 
ercising the functions of an office, where, under the general law, | 
they could not be permitted to be, but where, under the general 
liw as applied to everybody else, there is a certain prerequisite 
which has not been complied with in these cases, but where, 


on the contrary, by the order of the President, certain parties have 
been designated by name and have been installed in office. I 


desire to ask the Senator who now proposes that we shall ap 
propriate money to pay for those salaries whether or not 
there anything in the law which authorizes and empowers 
the President of the United States thus to designate a man 
and say he shall take a position which he otherwise would 
not be allowed under the law to occupy *% 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I was very thankful when 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] turned his request for 


an interpretation of the civil-service law to the Senator from 

New Llampshire | Mr. GALLincrer], and I had hoped I should be 

permanently relieved from replying to his question. 
So far as it concerns this case, | can only give the status of 


these persons. They were appointed as laborers, but some of 
them have been doing clerical work for ten years, and IT am 
assured, that they average well with the Department clerks for 
efficiency. IT think they are in a hard-working Departinent 


that of Agriculture. 


The order of the President took those persons into the civil 
service as laborers, and the action of the House of Representa- | 
tives was to put them on the appropriation bill, not as laborers, 
but in the positions in which they were actually serving —as 
clerks, messengers, watchmen, ete. 

Now, the contention of the Civil Service Commission, with 
whom IT have had two interviews and from whom I have re 
ceived three various communications, is that we should not go | 
beyond the order of the President; that we should put those 


persons in the appropriation bill just according to the Presi 
dent’s order, which takes them into the 
laborers, and that we 
Sut being in the classified service they are under the law eligi 
ble to promotion to clerical positions when vacancies occur on 
noncompetitive examination. 


Classitied service as 


Mr. ALLISON. | will ask the Senator from Vermont if the 
Civil Service Commission maintains that in a statute we can 
not appropriate for these people as clerks? The Commission 
may think such a provision unwise for us to pass in a statute, | 
but it for the Commission to dictate to the two Houses of | 


Congress, 


or to one of the Houses, whether we shall by statute 


create cler] they may be competent clerks—out of laborers? 
I do not understand that we are prohibited from doing that. 

Mr. PROCTOR Mr. President, I do not understand that 
they take quite that position, but they take a very earnest posi 
tion that we ought not to make that change in the status of 
these laborers, and I think the authority which issued that 
order putting those employees under the civil service, so far as 


Tam informed, agrees with the contention that they should go 
into the appropriation bill in accordance with that order 

Mr. ALLISON. Then, Mr. President, if these persons should 
be continued as laborers and we make provision here for clerks 
of course the clerks for whom we make provision must be drawn 
from the civil and if needed 
laborers they pass from the scene. Is that the idea? 

Mr. SPOONER. No; the idea I think, Mr. President, that 
if we pass the provision as proposed to-morrow they can be 
made clerks. 


SETVICe, these people are not 


iis 


Is, 
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should appropriate for them as laborers. | 
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| Mr. BACON. Yes. 
Mr. ALLISON. They can be made clerks? 


Mr. SPOONER. Yes. Now, I should like to ask the Senator 
| from Vermont- 

Mr. PROCTOR. They can be made clerks when vacancies 
, occur. 


Mr. SPOONER. They can be promoted. 

Mr. BACON. In other words, they are eligible to promotion 
in the classified service? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. I should like to ask the Senator 
whether these persons are now discharging the duties of clerks? 


Mr. PROCTOR. L understand they are. The main differ- 
ence, [ take it, comes under that elause at the end of the bill, 
which the Civil Service Commission thinks should be stricken 

| out, which makes these persons eligible to promotion without 
| further examination. That is a provision in the bill as it came 
from the other House. It reads: 


| All classified laborers transferred from the lump funds to the statu 

tory rolls are hereby aap in the classified service without further 
examination in the grades and at the rates of compensation provided for 
in this act. 


| Mr. BACON. From what does the Senator read? 
Mr. PROCTOR. I am reading the clause from line 12 to line 
16, on page 65, the last page of the bill. 

To make the whole matter harmonious with the views of the 
Civil Service Commission, I would say that the Secretary of 
Agriculture consulted with the President and the Civil Service 
Commission, as I have, and they have all finally come to this 
position, that to make it harmonious that clause should go out 
und these amendments should be made. It not 
my originating. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Vermont yield to the Senator from Wis 
consin *? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, of course harmony is desir- 
able always, but I should like to ask the Senator Vermont 
is there not some way by which we can procure a dispensition 
from the Civil Service Commission which will empower us to 
appropriate pay to these who are discharging the duties 

| clerks? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think the Senator from Wisconsin can him 
self answer that question. 

Mr. SPOONER. The mysteries of this business IT do not un 
derstand, never expect to understand, and do not intend to try 
to understand. I give it up. [Laughter.] But it appears 
here that there are certain people in the Department who were 
cmployed as laborers who are now discharging the duties as 
clerks. 

Mr. PROCTOR. And have been 
from the date of their appointment. 
Mr. SPOONER. Then, why should they not he paid by Con- 

gress as clerks? 


Mr. PROCTOR. 


is i matter of 


from 


as 


for years, and generally 


T think they should be. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then, for the sake of harmony, why not 
do it? [Laughter.] I presume T am obtuse on this subject, 
but I can not understand the explanation of the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I am not at all surprised at 
| that, ford doubt if I understand it myself [Laughter.] But 

I supposed an arrangement was made some days ago and an un 

| derstanding arrived at—I might call it a modus vivendi—by 
| Which the bill might stand as we have it, and these employees 
would by agreement receive a noncompetitiv>® examination when 
they came up for promotion. ‘That was satisfactory, as [ under- 
stood, to a member of the Commission, who came here at my re- 
quest, in his first interview; but the matter has been in debate, 
as I have said, between Secretary Wilson, the Vresident, and 
the Commission, and it seems to be agreed by all of them that 
it is better to make these changes. 
|} Mr. SPOONER. Why? 
Mr. PROCTOR. For the reason that the order of the Presi- 
| dent names them as laborers, and that we should not appropri- 
| ate for them under any other name. There is danger that we 
would leave them out if we did so. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why not put in here, then, the words “ now 
constructive laborers,” so as to make it in accord with the facts? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I have once gone through the 
bill, and, as Senators will see, on page 38, where we are now 
reading, the committee have proposed to insert in parentheses 
the words “now laborers.” Those must come out if we are to 
| conform to the expressed wish of the existing authorities. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I desire to get at the bottom of 
this thing. 


| Mr. SVOONER. 


You will never do it. 


[| Laughter. ] 
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! ‘ id is to say, that, as he understood the matt \ PLATT of ¢ 
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Mir, BACON, If the Senator will pard Tk ‘ 
Mr. PLATT of ¢ ‘ it. One oment \ 
C occu rf m Ve C SpPeahs out tl ( ! l 
)’ i] r lex thus specific, I think the S« e is « 
titled to | work Little Ore Ss] ically just what this 
Mi BACON. Phe Senator wiil Puraolh lite t 1 co ect i 
as to mys ement | 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ce rtainly, \ PLATT of ¢ 
Mr. BACON. I did not state that as a fact, but I propounded 





the inquiry to the Senator from Vermont if that was t his | ads ‘ l 
understanding of the fact, and he assented to it. But I did not john S 
state it as a fact, because I did not have it within my personal \ \ ! 
| ledge That wa ny une lin ind, therefore, Loon t rul \ 1 sé 
in the fe no n inquiry to the Senator from Vermont I si { I 
ply wish to correct the Senator to that extent Mr PROCTOR I cee) with the S 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut What President was it Who tie { thie t rel 
Wwe the , ns that were thus appointed? When were they ay ent t al I 
pointed % lo what places were they appointed, and whit 1 e 1) cA 
the offices to which they were appointed then covered by the Mir. PLATE of Conn ld t 
CIVIL Se ( Phat, I th | we ought to know ( t eo 
Mr. BACON. That is a very pertinent inquiry ssiou here { there e Ln 
\ PLATT of Connecticut I think we ought to know that Mr. BACON if the se \ ] lon! Iw 
Mr. BACON I think so, too » far I thie { ‘ { I 
Mr. PROCTOR. I do not understand that these pe ‘ I \ e ot \ I > 
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Mr PLATE of Connecticut Phat is a very different thing to the Sen that the provisions of the 
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co ( ( ‘ { Thi } Ss of the Cab le] who \ Tite | l ! 
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‘ tion or wl were not willing t \ t for the 1 le Weve 
order to st 1 it, and that the part had | ( 
ae nated by 1 by the President \ 11 


\\ Oe Se rf Ver Mr. Pro ) | Hy ent \ ‘ 
I to the | of the bill o hich met ( 1 
{ 1 
1’! STDING OFFICEI The ¢] 1 state tl t] . 3 { I i 
( . ml i tl t {] i I . 4 I y . ‘ } 
| lia ' ; 
\ BACON lor anes ] en clerk, § t » | he ! 
‘ t } so nd the Ne ~ wose Te it 
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Dey tment lal sas much an invasion of the | v it would be bad I 
civil-set e law as to appoint him as a clerk. {f this legislative body I 


Mr. PROCTOR, If the Senator will allow me, these laborer | tion to consult the Civil Sery ‘ 





should do here. T should regret to know that any member of 
the Senate would allow a member of the Commission to come 
to hin and do more than advise what he may think to be the 
evil effect of a bill of this character. 

My observation for several years has been that whenever we | 
touch this question in any shape or manner the Civil Service 
Conn ion seem to think that we are under obligation to make 
our action conform to their views; that if it does not meet with 
their approval it should not be done. The Civil Service Com 
mission, with no member of which [T have any personal ac | 
quaintance, are no more capable, [T suppose, of selecting em- | 
plovees than an equal number of members of this body are. It | 
miaty be possible that their education in that line for some years | 
past has given them more information than we have, but T | 
should doubt it. I should doubt very much whether they are | 
any better qualified for that duty than are the members of this 
bods 

These people lave been laborers by name, as T understand. 
They have been clerks in fact. There have not been clerks 
enough provided under the law, and there have been more la 
borers than were absolutely necessary. Therefore, in the stress | 
of the business, the head of the Department has selected some | 
laborers and put them at work doing clerical service. That is 
a bad system, but it is inevitable in the transaction of the public 
business unless you appropriate what the head of each Depart 
ment demands and declares is necessary in the way of clerical 
force to do the work in his Department. 


So farias Tam concerned, T have been in favor of enforcing 
the civilbservice law. IT believe it is essential that we should 
have some regulation on the subject. T have not been impressed 


for some years with the wisdom or even the discretion of the 
Civil Service Commission. IT think they have done some things 
for whieh they were properly subject to criticism. They have 
failed to do some things which, in my judgment, they ought t 
have done in the administration of their office. DT shall not be 
influenced in the slightest degree in voting on this proposition 
if the fact is conveyed to me forcibly that the Commission is 


opposed to it. T shall exercise my judgment as a Senator, and 
if | think the provision is appropriate and proper TP shall vote 
for it I see no great harm that is going to come from accept 


ing the proposition made by the committee, and with iny pres 
ent knowledge T shall vote for it. 

Mr PROCPOR. Mr. President, IT think in fairness to the 
Civil Service Commission a letter from oa member of that Com 
mission to the Senator from California [Mr PerKIns]| now o¢ 
cupying the chair, the Chairman of the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchiment, should be read, and also a letter to 
ine on the strength of the Senators reply. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair). 
The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


UNITED STAT CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Washington, D.C., January 30, 1905, 








| 
lIon. Georae C. PERKINS, | 
United States Nenate | 
My I) R SENATOR PERKIN Phe last clause in the House bill “ mak~ | 
opriation for the Department of Agriculture for the fisea 
year ending June 30, 1906," being lines 7 to 10, on page 6, of that bill 
provi follow 
\ classified borers transferred from the lump funds to the stat 
utor ro ie hereby placed in the ela ified ervice without furthe 
exatils moin the prad and at the rates of compensation provided 
for in this act 
By the order of the President of January 12 (this month) all un. | 
ela ed person appointed a lahbores md improperly a ned to 
classified work in the Departments in 102 are made classified laborer 
Sel 1) on were appointed without) examination The npumber= of 
them in the Department of Agriculture is very large; larger, | believe 
than in WV other Department and it i believed that some of the 
have been heretofore paid) from the lump fund They are now, 
tuted, by virtue of the Toxe tive order, classilied laborers he effect 
f the above quoted provision will be to make them, in’ the discretion 
of the ecretary of Agriculture, capable of promotion to any position 
im thi Department without examination \ these persons were origi 
1 \ ippointed without examination, and as their fitness for their 
\ kK has never been tested, there does not seem to be any reason wh 
they nild bey moted without the same test as other classified labor 
el a malls Ioaam unable to see any reason for the insertion. of 
thi ela “ It i net necessary to classify these people because they 
are atrendy ela tind by the order of the President of January 12, 1005 


‘ 
If it tiad heen desirable to admit them to the higher grades of the 


‘ Without examination the U're dent would undoubtedly have 
so provided in his order, and the facet that he did not is a strong argu 
ment that, in his opinion, it was not desirab hey should receive sucl 


promotion without further examination 


If the clause ino qi tion is struck out of the appropriation act the 
Secretary can then make promotions from this class of persons to the 
position of clerk, but in order to obtain ch promotion they will have 


to »> through the same examination as other classified laborers Fe 
submitted that this will be for the advantage of the public serviee and 
will also be an act of justice to classified laborers generally, as the 
body of persons first above mentioned is distinguished from other cla 

ified babe rs only by the fact that it was originally assigned to clas 
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fact which certainly does not entitle it to preference over other classi- 
lied laborers. 

The total number of persons classified by the President's order of 
January 12, classifying unskilled laborers improperly assigned to 
classified work in the Department of Agriculture, will be about 200. 

Not only would the quoted section make an improper distinction 
among unskilled laborers, but would also make an improper distine- 
tion between the departments. Versons classified by the President's 
order of January 12, 1905, in other departments will still be deprived 
of the privilege of promotion without examination, while those in the 
Department of Agriculture will be susceptible of promotion without 
examination. 

Very respectfully, Henry FF. Greene, Commissioner. 


UNITED STATES CiviIn SERVICE COMMISSION, 

Washington, D. C., January 30, 1905, 

IIon Grorce C. PERKINS, 
United Statcs Senate. 


My Drak SENATOR PERKINS: In addition to the information con- 
tained in my former letter to you of this date, I wish to say that 
General Black, president of the Commission, has brought the matter 
therein referred to to the attention of the President, but we are in 
formed that the agricultural appropriation bill will not be considered 
to-day We are not quite certain, however, whether the matter reached 
the President in time for him to take any action upon it before leaving 
the city, as we judge he did from yesterday's papers. 

Very respectfully, 
Henry FE. Greenr, Commissioner. 


UNITED STATES Civin SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., Bebruary 1, 1805. 
Ilon. Repriretyp Procror, 
United States Senate 


Sir: Senator Perkins has written the Commission to the effect that 
my letter to him dated the 30th ultimo has been by him referred to 
the Senate Committee, of which you are chairman, on Agriculture and 
Forestry. In this connection IT would say, in addition to what is con 
tained in the letter, that the 200 or so employees who. by order of the 
President on January 12, 1905, were classified in the Department of 
Agriculture, can retain their present positions without further order 
and without any examination. The provision in the agricultural ap 
propriation bill is not necessary to keep them where they are. In order 
to be promoted to clerical positions they must now pass an examina- 
tion which is practically noncompetitive and in which it is necessary 
to attain a grade of 75. The object of the clause objected to is to re- 
lieve them from the necessity of passing this examination 

It is claimed that this has been done in other Departments. So far 
as the Commission knows, it has not been done in any Department, ex 
cept in the case of a few employees in the VPost-Office Departmeat, 
where such a provision was passed without attracting the attention of 
the Commission. 

It is submitted that it is not for the public interest that a different 
rule should prevail in the Department of Agriculture from what pre 


vails in other Departments. Also, that it is not for the publie interest 
that employees should be promoted to clerical positions who can not 
pass a noncompetitive examination for such positions and get a grade 


of 75 If they can pass such an examination the clause in the ari 
cultural appropriation bill is not necessary, 
Very respectfully, 
Henry F. Greene, Commissioner. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, T wish to say [T labored very 
earnestly to find a satisfactory way to let this measure resimain 
as we had it. DT knew quite a wide discretion would be allowed 
to the Secretary and the Comiission in reference to examina- 
tions. That is the point the Commission makes —that these 
Inborers have never had any examination. The Commission are 
Willing that they shall come in as classified laborers, as they have 
been brought in by the order of the President, without examina- 
tion, but they do not think they ought to be promoted and 
registered as clerks without a noncompetitive examination—and 
they have never had any exiamination—to show their fitness for 
the places, 

Secretary Wilson has naturally and properly been very anx- 
ious for the welfare of these laborers. Many of them have been 
there for ten years doing clerienl work. And he has become 
convinced that it is better for their positions—L saw him this 
morning, hoping it would not be necessary to make these 
changes—that the changes be made. As © have said, I have 
tried in every way to avoid making the changes. 

Toamayvy as well say now that we passed the bulk of these 
changes several days age, and if they should not be made here 
I will have to ask unanimous consent to reconsider similar 
cases that were passed when the bill was first up. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the appropriation bill which 
we are now considering contains, Lo suppose, more legislation 
changing the law than any other appropriation bill that will be 
before the Senate. It is full of it as it comes to this body. 

But in the particular matter which we are now discussing 
there is, as TP stated some days ago, most remarkable evidence of 
the greatest ingenuity on the part of everybody connected with 
the civil-service law to get into the service employees who have 
never passed an examination. The Executive, by an order, in 
this case placed two or three hundred laborers, as it appears 
from the communication which has been read, under the civil 
service who have never passed an examination, while thousands 
who, believing that the law was being fairly and honestly exe 
euted, have taken the examinations and lave been waiting and 


fied work contrary to the provisions of the civil-service act and rules, a | hoping for appointments. IT think that is an abuse. L think it 
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is exercising a power which Congress never intended to confer, | specifically appropriated for. That is true in regard to the 

and it is a system which is so unfair that if in private life the | propriations for the District of Columbia, et us it is w 

sume transactions were indulged in by a merchant he would | respect to other appropriation bills. 

not have much standing in his community. The Committee on Appropriations in the Tlouse and the « 
Then we have seen Congress act upon this matter and, after | mittee here having in charge the bill have picked out these em 

making lump appropriations for the Departments for the em- | ployees from the general provisions as respects appropriat.ons 

ployment of persons absolutely necessary, I have no doubt, in | and have provided for them specifically. Is that corre 

the conduct and administration of affairs, in view of the rapid Mr. PROCTOR. = Yes. 


increase of business, put all those employed and paid out of the | Mr. ALLISON. In making these appropriations, the 
lump appropriation under the civil service. | tee finds that a number of these people who are classed 
As to the Agricultural Department we have been, of necessity, | ers are performing clerical duties, and in this bill it h 
required to make lump appropriations on account of very many | priated for them as clerks and not as kiborers 
things—the distribution of seed; and now in the matter of for Now, the Civil Service Commission at that point, as T under 


ests. So great numbers have been employed who are on the | stand it, comes in and insists that that ought not to be do 
temporary roll. By the order of the President of the United | for the reason that if it is done these people who have been 


Stutes a number of them have been placed on the permanent | employed in the Department of Agriculture for four, tive x. 
roll and under the civil service rr ten years, if vou please, will be made clerks without unce 

I desire to eall the attention of my friend the Senator from | going the civil-service examination, which the Conu sion W 3 
Colorado to this phase of it In framing this bill the commit to have them take. 
tee of the other IHLouse which framed it, and the House which | Mr. HALE. It is those people who have been for ye 
passed it, inserted a provision at the end of the bill that abso forming satisfactorily the duty of clerks 
lutely places under the civil service all the messengers who are | Mr. ALLISON. ‘That is what | understand 
how employed in the Department, going beyond the order of the Now, the question whieh comes to my mind natu 
President. }whether a civil-service examination is a better test ; 

Then comes the Civil Service Commission to Congress and |} capacity of these clerks to perform duty than is the 1 { { 
says that, while the law has been violated, or, if not violated, | those people have been performing that duty for six, « 
circumvented by Executive order, Congress ought not to do it. | ten years under the eye of the Secretary of Agriculture di | 
I agree that neither ought to do it. But it is only a question, as | scientific employees. 
it comes now, whether this body will concur with a coordinate Mr. SPOONER And satisfactorily 
branch and place all these persons in a position to take any pro Mr. ALLISON And thoroughly satisfactorily to ft) Sign. 
motion in the Department which they may have the opportunity | retary. So LT should think, were it not so grave a question, 
to get. that this was a tempest in a teapot, because if [T understand the 

1 think either one of two things ought to be done. A pro- | general proposition, it is that before these people can get into 


vision ought to be inserted here or elsewhere prohibiting such | these clerical positions they must first take rvie 
orders on the part of the Executive and requiring a faithful and | amination, which, it is said, is to be mild and gentle, as 1 1 
honest enforcement of the huw. If that can not be done LT have | no doubt it will be, and that it will not be competitive WW) 


no iden of following the honorable committee of this body and | Il am perfectly willing that the Senator from Vermont. s | 
restricting the right of Congress while the same power is exer modify these provisions in accordance with what ppears to 
cised, as 1 think, unwisely, by the Executive. Therefore, I shall | be the desire and wish of the Civil Service Comm o | 
be opposed to all the amendments offered by the Senator, unless | mit to the Senate that it seems to me to be a very limited and 
we cnn here establish a uniform rule for all the Departments indifferent affair to make so much fuss about 
nd prohibit hereafter an Executive order which will take the Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, in order to bring 1] 
thousands of men whom we are providing for in this bill, who | to a conelusion I would say that the amendment TOW 1M 
are new to the Agricultural Department, and put them under the | ing on page 3S ean not be made properly unless unat 
civil service without examination. sent is given for a reconsideration of amend ) 
An set which must be considered as a part of the appropria them adopted on previous pages, on page IS esy . 
tion bill is the one approved on the Ist day of February, trans Mr. TELLER. In order to bring the matter to a test \ 
ferring fo the Agricultural Department the Forest Division from | to interrupt the Senator to say we can reach that 
the Interior Department, with the thousands of men who must The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 1 Si tor ft vi 
be employed in the end in guarding the forests. We have not | mont yield to the Senator from: Colorado 
only provided for their appointment temporarily, outside the Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator al e to 
‘ | service, as I understand, but have contined the apport statement ? 
ments to the States in which the reservations happen to be Mr. TELLER Certainty 
located, and Congress has given $375,000 more in a lump sum to Mro PROCTOR Unless that unnn Ous ¢ ent is ve ] 
the Department to pay them. rhe rule ought to be tixe@ and | shall offer no amendment 
fixed) in this bill whether they shall be employed under or out Mr. TELLER. So far as that is concerned, the Ss , 
lo the civil serviee, and 1 do not care which. reach the others when the bill i nthe S ‘ 
I liave no desire to hamper the Department, to prevent them Mr. PROCTOR I assume no for | Cony 1 are 
from getting proper men and the men they want; and 1 think | days ago it would require 
] of the positions provided for ought not to be under the Mr. TRLLER. | suppose we could disagree to 
‘ l service Put t resent the effort of the Civil Service Com same, 
ssi to interfere when Congress undertakes to provide for Mr. HALE. We ean nonconeu the Ser 
1 GC appoiitinents without examinations, when they quietly Mr. TELLER. IT do not re \ mw ovet the 
t, and net only submit, but urge the Executive to make | Senator from Vermont proposes t . I; 
orders covering many more places than Congress has yet dealt) T will not speak of nov I 1 that t P 
th. I think it is unfair. T think the whole system which | United States, under the law and under the « 
has grown up is wrong. We ought to stop it now, and if if is to) lations, is authorized to do ‘ 
be done at all by anybody let the two THlouses of Congress deter done a good de or it, I f | 
mine the question of exemptions without regard to the recom recently in the me 
mendation of the Comunission. some fifty or sixty changes of 1 | | 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I have only a word to say | the authority to do that, 1 e it I ) 
about this matter. complain of : but it would be ‘ 
As | understand the situation, there are employed in the J o- | statute on that subject and | 
partinent of Agriculture a number of persons who are desig if it is not being acceptably exe | 
nated as “laborers,” though performing clerical duty. | understand, just as the Ss tor t n lo 
Mr. WALD Appointed as laborers. people were first ppointed, perl sas | 
Mr. ALLISON. Appointed as laborers. Tunderstand the See- | seeds. Afterwards, when the eds tia be 
retary of Agriculture has paid those laborers from a general!) was a necessity for some clerical ly the SNe 
fund, or a series of funds, or from a lump appropriation. In | them into the clerical force ey | o be 
other words, they have not heretofore been appropriated for) for many years, and they have performed 
specifically as laborers. Am I right about that? In my judgment, no civilservice ex ’ 
Mr. PROCTOR. Yes, Secretary to know as much about the 
Mr. ALLISON. Now it is proposed in the pending bill, as I | these places as he knows about those who 
understand, in accordance with a general proposition that pre Department under another designation lt 
yails as respects appropriations, that these persons shall be | sion made for protecting the rights of these 
‘ 
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pty eon appropriation for clerks, where clerks are needed, 

\ turn these people out and provide for taking in people 
juiintanee with the business of the office. 

ir. HALI Might it not happen that a person who has been 

f ears doing the duty of a clerk under the eye of his or her 

ior, to e satisfaction, would fail in the examination and 


drift, and some} 
I Mr 
INT pro 


dy else put 
President 


tempore, 


into his or her place. 


Does the Senator from Colo 


rado yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. TELLER I yield for a question. 

M LATIMER. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine a 
question I agree with much that he and the Senator from 
lowa hi iid in regard to the efficiency of the clerks who have 
been promoted to that position from laborers’ places, but I wish 


RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 9, 


wh 18, and at 


en the bill was first under consideration, on page 


| one or two other places. 


to ask him this question: We have a Civil Service Commission, 
Whose duties are prescribed, appropriations are made for the | 
sustenance of their office, and certain regulations have been 


miade th regard to examining persons before their appoint 
ment as clerks. Now, it is proposed under the bill to advance 
some thre or four hundred clerks from the position of laborers 
to clerical positions. If that were done in each of the Depart 
mi of the Governm ent, each Department advancing laborers 
to clerkships as vacancies occur, what use would we have for 
the Civil Service Commission? Why could not all the positions 
in the Departments of the Government be filled by simply first 


, Bais ale 
appointing lanporers 


and then advancing laborers to clerks? 





Mr. HALE. I do not see that in a case of that kind any harm 
wold come from it. THere are clerks practically who have been 
submitted to a serutiny that is better than any examination. 
Phev have sat at their desks performing their duties to the sat 
isfaction of all their superiors for years; and in any case of 
that nd I would accept that as a much better qualification 
than any examination which would be made under the civil 
Ss e rules 

I do not think there is any danger, so long as the Civil Service 
Co ssion is watching night and day for a chance to extend 
its jurisdiction, that anything will happen that will make it 
useless. It will exercise a great control over nine-tenths or 


nineteen-twentieths of 
the Gove 


I would 
plover S have 


ical force in the Departments of 
If a case arises like this in any Department, 
have act that we recognize 
faithfully rendered as a better test 


a civil-service board. 


cleri 
ronment. r 
Congress so services em 
than any exaim- 


nation 





Mir. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not care to continue this 
d ion particularly. I am not afraid but that there will be 
en h for the ¢ ivil Service Cor mission to do. There is ho 
danger that Congress will, by some legislation of this kind or 
} ther ition, d spense with the services of the Commis 
$ if they did IT do not know that I should feel very much 
dist “lL about it, because I think we could perhaps provide 
§ i | quite as good as the method we have. 
What I wanted to insist upon, and practically what I rose 
f was t v that this is a matter we are capable of disposing 
of wil it the chairman of the committee or anyone else having 
to yield to the demands made by a board entirely outside of 
nnd t con 1 with this body. These things may be done, 
the President may do it, the Civil Service Commission may wink 
t some things that we do not think exactly right, they may 
sone es exercise power that perhaps we think was hardly 
( ed upon them by the law, but Congress has not by the 
’ ftinent of that Commission abandoned its right to deal 
with these q { If we think fit now, upon a showing 
made by the head of a Department to the situation in a par 
ticular « . we have the undoubted right to do it, and I hope 
we shall assert that right as against the Civil Service Commis 
Bik or a dy else who asserts that we have not the right. 
| PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed 


GORMAN. I suppose the question will be on agreeing 
the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. We do not know what the amendment is. 
Mr. GORMAN It S. 


The PRESTDENT pro 


is on page 3 


tempore. 


At lines 15 and 16, page 38, 


the C} r understand 
Mr. GORMAN, Does the Senator from Vermont withdraw 
the amendment? It is clearly legislation. 
Mr. TELLER What is the amendment? 
IAN. The matter we have been discussing about 


Mr. GORA 
Lily rel 


! 


eTKS, 


‘> 
‘ 


. a | 
TEL But the 
hangve there. I 

rOR. 7 


Senator from Vermont wants to make 
do not know what it 
not withdraw the amendments, but I 
in to test the matter, to recon 


BONE « is. 


Pitav do 


ask wi ous consent, order 


sider the amendments we adopted precisely similar to these 


Mr. TIIALE. In order to harmonize the whole thing? 

Mr. PROCTOR. In order to harmonize the whole thing. If 
unanimous consent is not given L shall withdraw these amend- 
ments, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mont ask unanimous conseut 


Does the Senator from Ver- 
to withdraw the amendments? 


Mr. PROCTOR. To move a reconsideration of the amend- 
ments adopted on page 18, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Wherever the words “ now 


laborers ” in parentheses occur? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The words 
in almost every case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Wherever they occur. 
Senator from Vermont moves to reconsider the vote by 
all of those amendments were adopted ? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the motion to reconsider. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
‘now laborer,” in the singular, 
in the plural. But it applies to the amendments wherever 1! 
occur. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It will be very easily seen when we come 
go over the bill again. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest that the Senator can accomplish his 
whole purpose by disagrecing to the amendment made by the 


“now laborers,” I think, occur 
The 


which 


The question is on agreeing 


the words 
“now laborers,’ 
icy 


Sometimes are 


‘ ’ 


and sometimes 


to 


Lie 
Senate and letting the House text stand precisely as it came to 
us. That is all he desires, and that ends it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator ple: 
point he refers? 

Mr. GORMAN. Lines 16 and 17, on page 38. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I will to have the amendments that I 
proposed disagreed to. They do not appear on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All the amendments are now 
reconsidered wherever the words “ now laborer” or “ now lal 
occur within parentheses. Now, what the Senuator 

to have with them? The amendinents have been 
reconsidered and they are before the 

Mr. PROCTOR. Now, I 


ise indicate to what 


ask 


or- 


ers” does 


desire done 


senate. 


desire, on line 16, that the 


page oe, 


word “ clerks,” the word “ now,” and the parentheses be stricken 
out, so that the bill will read “two laborers.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
proposes the following amendment. 

The Srcrerary. On page 3S, line 16, strike out the word 
‘clerks ” and the word “ now and the parentheses, so that 


“two laborers, at $720 ench.” 
LATIMER. 1 should like the chairman to explain what 
would be the effeet of that 
Mr. PROCTOR. It will 
the order of the President 
PRESIDENT 
from Vermont 
shall be 


will read: 
Mr. 


it 


amendment. 
leave the 
leaves them, 
pro tempore. ‘he Chair thinks the 
did not understand his question. 
done with thirty or forty amendments already 


laborers precisely where 


‘The Sen- 
ator 
What 


exactly 


greed to as in Committee of the Whole, where the words * now 
laborer ” or “now laborers ” occur, which are now again before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, reconsideration hity 
ing been had? Does the Seuator wish to have them all di 
agreed to? 

Mr. PROCTOR. If the amendments I am now proposing are 
agreed to, I propose to go over the previous items and make 
them conform to the ameudments which IT now offer 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there 


be no objection, the 


amendment which the Senator has just offered is agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. How will it leeve these persons? 
Mr. SPOONER. That is what I should like to know. 
Mr. PROCTOR. It will leave them as laborers. 
Mr. SPOONER. Without the possibility of promotion to 


clerkships? 
Mr. PROCTOR. No; 
motion as clerks upon 


Mr. HALE. 


thev are eligible, as IT have said, 
a noncompetitive examination, 
That we do not want. Why should they not be 
eligible without an examination? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Very well; I gave the opportunity by ask- 
ing unanimous consent for a reconsideration. 
Mr. HALE. I supposed the reconsideration was had in order 
that the persons who have been for years doing these duties as 
clerks might be made clerks, and that we might appropriate for 
them as clerks without having them to go through an examina 
tion. I certainly did not agree that the Senator should go back 
for the purpose of accomplishing just the opposite of that. I 
do not want to leave them where they will be obliged to be 
examined. 


to pro 
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Mr. PROCTOR. For promotion? 


Mr. HALE. For promotion. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is, promotion to the places they are 
holding now ? 

Mr. HALE. I want their service to be an adequate substi 
tute for a mere examination. The fact that they have been 


there for years, doing duty satisfactorily to all their superiors, 


ought to take the place of any examination anyone can pre- 
scribe. That is what I am seeking to do, and that is what I 
thought the Senator was seeking to do in going back to re 
consider 

Mr. PROCTOR. I am sorry the Senator did not understand 
me. I tried to make it clear that a single objection would 
lonve it just where the Senator wishes to leave it. Now, if 
strikes me that there is another way to reach the object. If 
the present amendment which I have suggested is disagreed to 


I will not raise the question on any of those we have already 
passed over. I think that is a better way to reach it—by the 
uction of the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 


Mr. HALE. Then that will leave these persons appropriated 
for as clerks. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It will leave them as clerks without the 
eNDNINATION, 

Mr. HALE. Without examination? 

Mr. PROCTOR. For promotion. 

Mr. HALE. And the money will be appropriated in the bill 
for them as clerks? 


Mr. GORMAN. Yes 
Mr. HALE. That is what I want. 
Mr. GORMAN. ‘That is the bill as it passed the House. 


Mr. PROCTOR. It leaves it practically as it passed the 
Tlouse. There is a provision on the last page which covers it. 
L think the language can be improved a little to make it more 
certain, but that substantially covers it. So I think passing 
upon the amendment which 1] have suggested settles the whole 


natter 
Mr. GORMAN. I 


mous consen 


trust, then, that the matter may by unani 
t be submitted to the Senate again, the understand 


ing being that to disagree to the amendment offered by the Sen 
ator from Vermont will leave the bill in this respect precisely 
as it came from the Hlouse and provide for these persons as 
clerks, making a definite appropriation for them. So by reject 
ing the amendments we accomplish what the Senator from 
Maine has suggested. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It does leave it as the House made it with 


the exception, which aids the views expressed by 
from Maine, th we have inserted the words, which have been 
agreed to, “now laborers,” to make clear the transfer from the 
position of laborer to that of clerk or messenger. 

Mr. HEYBURN (Cat mp m.). Will the Senator from 
Vermont vield to me? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 


the Senator 


¢ 
} 
it 


> * rel sl- 
a O CLO kK 


PURI 
I move that the Senate proceed to the con 
sideration of the bill (11. R. 6205) for preventing the adultera 
tion or misbranding of foods or drugs, and for regulating traflie 
therein, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that the order of business just taken 
up be temporarily laid aside, and that the Senate proceed with 
the consideration of the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
asks thet the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside, that 
the Senate may proceed with the consideration of the appropria- 
tion bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed consider 
ation of the bill CH. KR. 18829) making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
TOMS 

The 


does 


FOOD BILL. 


Mr. HEYBURN. 


PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair confesses 
he not understand exactly what the Senator from 
mont desires now. 

Mr. PROCTOR. 


that 
Ver 


I merely desire an expression of the Sen 


ate on the amendment which I submitted, in line 16, page 38, 
to strike out the words “ clerks, now” and the parentheses ; so 


us to read “two laborers.” If the amendment is disagreed to, 
I shall offer other amendments in that direction. It ac- 
complishes then just what the Senator from Maine and other 
Senators have wished to aceomplish. 

Mr. HALE. 
committee will be disagreed to. It will then leave the text as 
the Llouse passed the bill, which, in this case, is “ three clerks,” 


ho 
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| 


| 


I hope, Mr. President, that the amendment of the | 





| calling them, terming them, designating the making them 
i clerks. I think that clearly we have a right to do it, notwith 
standing the civil service law. So L hope this lment Ww 
be disagreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore Che qi th is er 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator fi Ve 
The amendment was rejected 
Mr. PROCTOR. Now I will move that the word vy |} 
borers ” be inserted in line 16. 
Mr. HALE. That is right. That makes it still strong 
Mr. PROCTOR. I ask the Secretary to continue the read 
for the consideration of the Senate committee amendmet! 
The Secretary. After the word “ dollars,” line 15, ] © OS, 
insert “one clerk, S720." 
The amendment was agreed to 
The Srcrerary. In line 16 strike out “three” and 
*two”™ before the word “ clerks.” 
Mr. PROCTOR. ‘That should be disagreed to 
The amendment was rejected 
The Secretary. After the word “ clerks,” th ( 
insert “now laborers.” 
Mr. HWALE. That helps the prov 1 Thiat to be 1 
to? 
Mr. PROCTOR Yes; all the Lmendme 
words “ now laborers.” 
Mr. SPOONER. ‘That is to id t! 1 | 
Mr. PROCTOR. = Yes. 
Mr. HALI. That makes it stronger 
The amendment was agreed to 
The Secretary. In line 17%, hey ! 
out “two theusand one hund | xt l 
thousand four hundred and f 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore The text no Is, | 
been changed back, “three cl Will not that re ‘ 
change in the total amount of the expenditure 
Mr. PROCTOR. IL was er rl oO! \ 
ngreed to previously takes tl p! ee of one oft ! | 
amendment inserting “ one « L. otc,” 3 breve | 
the next item should be reduced from “ thre ( t 
elerks 
Mr. HALE. That is right 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It should ] { | 
fore clerks, instead of “ three 
Mr. PROCTOR. “Two” instead of “ thre 
Mr. HALE. That should be agreed to | Ise og 
Las been provided for in another place 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without o! ! 
by which the amendment in line 16 w BY 
considered, and the question is on agreeing to that 
The amendment was agreed to 
Mr. HALE. Ias the amendment “ now bore | ed 
to? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It bas been reed to 
Mr. HALE. ‘That is right 
The Secretary. As amended af the word d 
will read: 
One clerk, $720; two clerks, now laborers, at $720 h 
The next amendment of the Committee on Agriculin mid 
Forestry was, on page 38, line 17, after the word ‘<« 
strike out “two thousand one hundred id Sixty and ‘ 
‘one thousand four hundred and forty ;" so as to read “ S1.440 
The amendment was agreed to 
The Secretary resumed the reading of the bil 
The next amendment was, on page 38, line 21, after the word 
“laborers,” to insert “(now laborers) 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, in line 24, pag iS, after tl \ ] 
* laborer” to insert “(now laborer).” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 22 on 1 11) 
the clause between line 16 and line 22 reading as follow 
To enable the Secretary of Agriculture, in colla n 
Association of Official Agricultural Chemists, and such 
as he may deem neces ary to establish st i irds f p f 
products and to determine what are regarded a d 
for the guidance of the officials of the vario Sta j 
of justice 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut I see that is tl 
which was in the bill of last year. I should lil | 
committee has information as to what | | ‘ ! 
retary of Agriculture, in collaboration 4 \ 
| Official Agricultural Chemists and oth \ 
lishing standards of purity of food and f | 
| past year 
Mr. GORMAN. What was the appre f ? 














Mr. PLATT of 4 It ot changed from last year, 
i I r to th quiry noy 
{ s done under that authority which was in 
\ PROCTOR. The report of the Sec ry of Agriculture 
Lf formation on that point. I have it not in my hand 
I 0 that something has been done. 
ho 1 I ll en n of the Senator to the 
t « - f A ure on page 60. He says: 
‘ mad z this d line 
lards « dp | al 
I I ) i to extend this useful 
1 i d y < Zé 1 a 
! 1 fixed { ard = ¢ 
: 3 l l Pe n ti 
d 
M PLATT of Connecticut. I ow interested to know what 
lards that had been fixed, but I can probably find 
n | e diligence without troubling the Sen 
j \ oy 
Mr. McCUMBEI I uld like to have the Senator from 
\ ( n what Ss provision of the bill means: 


f Agri ture, in collaboration with the As 
he 
roduct 
for the 


irts ol 


r experts as 
r food p 
erations therein, 


States and of 


dards of purity fe 


the co 


\ ra 1 has been in the law for several years, and 
I | u le to understand how the courts of justice 

ld cuided by a dard made by the Secretary of Agri- 
TT] eems to be mere surplusage. Nor do I under- 

e Secretary of Agriculture can really fix a stand- 





1 ft wody’s guidance except that of the public. That 
lard w d simply be ( nation of what would be the 
s rd of any part r product; but no one would 
! I 1 | Lot lard is I u cle tand it. they could not 
be bound \ ; but it would simply advise the public, 
for \ of hat might be regarded as the highest charac- 
{ of tlour—-that is, that it should contain so much of starch 
1 so ich of other ingredients, not to exceed a certain amount 
of a ( rredient, in order to secure the highest standard. 
LT unde 1 that that is really what the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture | done and has reported; but I can not understand that 
his ¢ | ibly be used in any court in the enforcement of any 
LalWw 
Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ‘ore he takes his seat? 
Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 


DANIEL. Would not the 
lance of the ordinary 


standard 
would 


be as much for 


1¢] the 
be for a judge? 


i , ") t 
Citizen as if 


Mi McCUMBER. Will the Senator kindly repeat the ques- 
M DANIEI I would not these standard they are 
( of the Department of Agriculture as to the 
! ty of certain products—would they not guide 
rv citizen just as much they would guide an official 
Mr. McCUMBER. They could guide the ordinary citizen. 
Mr. DANIEL. Those who chose to be guided by them. They 
ld not, of course, guide anybody who did not choose to be 
| | by 1 ) 
M McCUMBER. I 1 they would guide the public— 
what I | n the selection of certain products; but I 
not | they <« ld have any | ible fo to be used 
cou very ¢ uld have to be determined upon it 
11 I e of vy standard tixed b the Se retary 
( \ 
NI DA? [ I ee fi vith the Se r I do not se 
_ ( \ ul could fix a standard that the 
‘ t—they might d le differently 
\ Secre \ \ f r that 1 off tl would be 
r that anybody else would be bound to re 
‘ lo 
. CUMBER. That is ply the point I made 
DAN I \\ { it not be proper to strike out those 
require the Secretary of Agriculture to 
) t | eek here to give it any official 
1 fact f carr’ ; 
M \ UMBI WW I : to suggest w that we 
i ‘ i { word therein in line 21 on page 
; s ; 
| t ‘ t Vv: s St: 1 of the 
I . vy for the guidance of the public. That very provi- 
I s bill nd in other like bills has created more fear 
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and more suspicion than anything else that I know of as against 

ricultural Department, that it might be used in some way 
to standards and bind people to measure up to those stand- 
ards in their food products. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, a similar provision to this 
has been in the agricultural appropriation bill for several vears, 
and [ am not aware of any harm that it has done. The oflicials 
are not obliged, and the courts of justice are not obliged, to ae- 
cept these standards unless they choose to do so. I do not think 
the provision of any especial importance. 

Mr. McCUMBER. But I do not understand that they may 
eyen choose to do it. They would have no authority to respect 
it. It would be entirely improper evidence in any court of law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will 
be resumed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at 
page 40, and read to line 5 on page 41. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to offer an amendment, to come in on 
line 4, page 41. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will not 
until the committee amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The committee amendments are first in 
order tO be considered. It will be in order when the committee 
amendments are disposed of for the Senator to offer his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well. 
ment for the present. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, in the clause 
“Laboratory, Department of Agriculture,” on page 42, line 17, 
to increase the appropriation for investigating the adulteration, 
false labeling, false branding of foods, drugs, 
from $125,920 to $135,920. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I should like to have 

explanation of the increase proposed in this appropriation from 
$125,920 to $185,920. Under this clause of the bill a great va- 
riety of subjects are included for investigation, and the power 
is given to employ a large number of individuals out of thi 
appropriation. Even if the appropriation should be made as 
proposed by the House, in which the bill originated, I under- 
stand the appropriation exceeds the estimates for the compen- 
sation of the very distinguished gentlemen connected with 
Bureau. 
Provision is made for the purpose of investigating all dairy 
products, any adulteration thereof, and their effects. I take it 
that a reasonable appropriation ought to be made for such pur- 
poses. Now comes our committee with an increase of the total 
in this bill away beyond the estimates as revised by the Treas- 
ury Department. I trust the chairman of the committee will 
agree at least not to increase this amount, but to let it stand as 
the other branch has fixed it. That amount is larger than the 
amount appropriated last year and probably a larger sum than 
ought to be expended in any one year. ‘Therefore I trust 
this iner 


or 


Ag 
{ix 


line 22 


on 


be in order 


Then I will withhold the amend- 


beverages, ete, 


some 
g 


this 


that 


rease of $10,000 will not be insisted on. 
Mr. BERRY. For what is that appropriation made? 
Mr. GORMAN. It is for the Bureau which investigates 
nearly everything—the Bureau of Chemistry. I trust the Sen- 
tor from Vermont will agree that we shall nonconcur in that 


muendment, and let the bill stand in that respect as it 
from the Ilouse of Representatives, providing for an appropria- 
tion of S125, 020. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not think 
that the appropriation is beyond the 
that question the other day. 

Mr. GORMAN. Not this branch of the estimates. 
appropriations for the salaries of this Bureau 
the estimates. As I understand, the estimates for salaries 
in that Bureau were $25,500, which are now increased to 
$24,080, while for the general appropriation the estimate, which 
wis for $170,000, was reduced by the House to $125,920, and the 
Senate committee now propose to increase it to $135,020. I 
trust the amendment will be disagreed to, and the bill allowed 
to stand as it came from the other House. 

Mr. PROCTOR. ‘The reason for that inerease is because the 
Secretary of Agriculture emphasizes very forcibly the necess 
for an increase, 


Cume 


the 


Senator 
estimates. 


intends to 
We went 


say 


over 


I said the 


are greater than 


‘ 





° itu 
Ly 


and part of it was at the request of the neich- 


bor of the Senator from Maryland, the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Ciay], for reporting upon the proper treatment and proc 
esses in regard to securing a uniform grade and quality of 


first-class table sirup. I believe that that was 
aliy at the request of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. President, the calls upon the Bureau of Chemistry have 
been constantly increasing. That Bureau has to be the 
chemist of the whole country. There not a cargo of sugar 
coming into Boston or New York or Philadelphia but that saim- 


inserted origin- 


come 


is 
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~ 
ples are sent to that Bureau to be analyzed in order to determine On that occasion my f1 df ( Mr. ¢ 
wh duty they are subject to under our tariff laws. The | me this question 
Bureau of Chemistry is not only used by the Government, but it I S 
ix ed to a very great extent by State officials and parties wish ex ion of 
1 to determine the question of the purity of foods. I think ngle appropriation x 
that this moderate addition to the appropriation is essential ee at ie as 
lt was put in because the Secretary asked for it Saeco : ;, 
Mr. GORMAN. I should like to interrupt the Senator long a , : 
eno h to sav that mv eriticism was directed to the increase i 7 a 
line 17, on pag 2 Chat is a general increase for this Bureau I uk, On Iny gat t S find e 
of the Department. I had at the time no reference to the item I have caused to be ( 
to hich the Senator calls my attention, increasing ) with res r fina } a 
priation for vestigating the grade and qu: of t ie sit \ I ‘ ‘ . 1 
ti $3,000 to $5,000. It is the increase of general appre | riation over ( ‘ 
priation from to $135,920 to which I referred. I tr pris ( itor 
the provision wi ft as it was in the bill which passed th on bill j ‘ 1K 
other House, and that it will not be increased. ate thought emergency ; 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I see there is an increase over | tions bill, which h e f ‘ 
ihe smount contained in the House bill in the appropriation eishitive ay | ‘ 
reg i to investigating sirup. The provision is as follows: \ obviously. IL t ‘ 
( e ? 7 ‘ } c + ’ f ! as 
‘ ’ a _ " idl } ti e i } } } | 1} | ' } od 4 
‘ t ecul inif i de and i ‘hh It | f ‘ 
i e 7 l \ n \ 
I ) t be considered out of pl by the chau { ! ( t ‘ } 
Ol coun ee, who, 1 kno i greatl ite} ted in var us « COS I} j ‘ 
I facture of mapl rup, if I re rk that 1 do not ‘ ulti 1] ( 
Sen iv money expended for the purpose ot 1 \ ( l that, iny end f \ \ 1” 
errcicie nd a lity or 1 ple s ruyp ‘ onecd by é ’ 
\} PROCTOR Let me correct the Senatol No ‘ ‘ ‘ | { | | { | 
th ppr nD h pore ous | has ] n used I i inh 
pose nd not a cent of f ippropi m will be so used ! \I PROCTOR { 
jl mm covel only the vestigation of the grad ind q \ 1 ey { ' 
oO ie sirup nd the See v of Agriculture in his re h \ { t ; ¢ 
upon this meusure vs that the work will be concluded wit 1 ( : 
this appro} 1 and thi will be no furthe ounts ked M SPOONER. Ye that is ( — 
LO of eX ot | I mn Ove ( i ' 
\I PLATT of Conne ut I m very glad to | r that iz al « Wd ‘ r) 
Mr. ] dent, but I think I will stil enture to rk tha ‘ Phat bill o yr | 1 { 
S investigation id examination of the methods « ! ( i } ' 
plo nd putting new ethods in oper no may, in my by the ( | \ ’ 
I e Cul dona great deal too fa I think there sho o of tl ‘ I but ery ‘ 
{ t | r illusti my | mn in this regard than t ry s in 1901 \ e ik G 
] if mapl Siru] +! " » 16% tle o Noo EK 
] bovhood day used to have m up, I } ") i eu 4) 
] i wil \ new | Vere that was ve Mi LIANSBROI 1] 
D e, bi Sé iti tic ivestigation has « ed the 1 { moment 
1 n extent where it is almost impossible to get the pure Mr. SPOONER \ 
‘ ous, old-fashioned maple sirup. We have to go now to the Mr. HANSBROUGI Li ’ 
r' e sections of the country, where maple trees are found to the fact t] ' of 4 
here maple sirup is made in the same way that it wa priation b . as I underst ! 
made before all these modern improvements spoiled the article PPro] ons me vy to 
I d inage occasionally, Mr. President, to get from some re ines e ow the tr with t | M 
not in the Adirondacks, where all these scientific improve- | dians by whit in consid ‘ 
1 | not yet penetrated, some exceedingly good maple | we were obliged to S 1 ¢ ()( { 
but the product from the State of my friend the Senator | appropriation | to di ( ( 
from Vermont [Mr. Procror] has been so etherealized and sub expenses can not be estimated 
his i that it is no longer the maple sirup of the olden time , , 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, a few days ago the Senator |) ernmet 
fro Maryland [Mr. Gorman] addressed some observatio ti Mr. SPOONER In the Milit Ac , 
the ate, not pertaining especially to any particular item in| one cnse of exces n the 1 
th ‘ill, upon the wisdom or unwisdom of the action of the ins not | excess over ¢ 
sr e in having distributed the appropriation bills among |) the Naval ¢ mittee. In the 1 
\ committees. I was originally opposed to that propos | e been tl c eX ‘ 
t 1d I took occasion to express my entire concurrence with Mr. GALLINGER Mh 
{ wo of the Senator from Maryland that in practice it had Mr. SVPOONEI I ( ( 
not been a conservation of the popular interest, and that is the livery | 
int st which, of course, we are here to subserve. I wish to. an excess over the est : 
few words further upon that subject. » 1902 over S?.500.000 190) x ( ( 
I did not speak for the Committee on Appropriation of |} was verv little exe but 4 
course, because I have never been and never expect to be a Mr. HALI hae ( es 
meni! of that committee, and I agreed with the Senator from Mr. SPOONER I vield to : 
Ml: NI liate], in advance of his observations. that mall Mr. HALI I k "y “ tod] 
probability the appropriation bills would never be restored to whieh ! ve} ; 
the Committee on Appropriations. I was looking at it, as I) Departmen een le f { | 
‘am satisfied the Senator from Marvland, who used to be sates. wh \ 
iber of the Comiittee on Appropriations, was looking at it, equenot detailed « mate vhicl 
entirely from the standpoint of the public interest us and which should be 
{ stated that the tendency had been, and necessarily would ; ; 
be, to inerease appropriations above the estimates. Ty » De In the Pe ra. e | , 
partments ought to know pretty thoroughly when the year ends i ae 
What is required for their needs and what estim: mld be { t the t ¢ t; 
sent for the various bureaus of the public service in each Dy ent ‘ 
partinent They can not determine with absolute accuracy, be entary est te Wi \ 
cause sometimes there are emergency appropriations required Committee on Appropriat So t t 
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Mr. SPOONER. I believe an enlargement of the Appropria- 
tions Committee, so as to include the appointment of the reg- 
uisite and well-equipped Subcommittees, to report to the com- 
mittee as a whole. Which would have in view the receipts of the 
Government in their relation to the expenditures and the esti- 
ates in their relation to the appropriations, would effect a very 
sreat saving to the people and would be a return to sensible 
methods of appropriation. That it will be done, I do not be- 
lieve. That it ought to be done, I do believe. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I am very much gratified 





appropriations over estimates should not only include the origi 
nal estimates found in the Book, but the supplemental] estimates 
Which come in afterwards. 

1 will say here that | do not think the difficulty comes from 
tppropriating more than the estimates, becnuse the whole esti 
mates are apt to be very large. If we did appropriate as the 
Department asked us to do, if we gave them everything they 
asked, and made that the limitation, the bills would be very 
much larger than th y are now. 

Mr. SPOONER. Are not the annual estimates senerally very 


ecnerous 7 


























that the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER] concurs with 
Mr. HALE. The annual estimates are senerous, so far as | the remarks I made on this subject a few days since, 
they are made up, but they are made prior to, and t+ law re Mr. SPOONER. I very often find myself in harmony with 
quires that they be submitted to Congress at, the beginning of | the Senator from Maryland in matters of legislation. I may 
the se on. 


say here, what I have Said outside of the Senate many times, 
and when not a member of the Senate. that at many critica] 
times I have found the Senator from Maryland to be not only 


Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 
Mr. HALE. We do not pass the appropriation bills, or at 


least the most of the i: portant ones, until near the close of a patriotic, but utterly oblivious to politics. When it is a mit- 
( on, and in the meantime, as every member of the Appropria ter of politics and political Strategy I try to ascertain, if I ean, 
Hions Committee will bear me out in saying, there are contin- | what the Senator from Maryland wants, and then I do the other 
ually coming in upplementary estimate 8, Which have to be reck thing. But in matters of legislation having regard to the publie 
oned in determining what are the total estimates of the Depart interest I almost always feel safe in following him. 

ments, The original Book of EF timates, sent in in December, Mr. GORMAN, | appreciate that very much. Of course the 
does not by any means cover the estimates of the Departments, difference between the Senator and me on matters of public 
and generally pre ity much all of the bills are below the esti policy is due to a difference of environment. 

mites, and they ought to be, because the the: ry of the Depart Ilowever, Mr. President, when I made the suggestion, of 
ments, I think, is to send in liberal, renerous, large estimates, | course it was not with a purpose of reflecting in the slightest 
und then get what they can out of Congress. If you took all | degree upon any Committee of this body which considers appro- 


the estimates and added them up, I think it would almost always 
be found that they are larger than any bill we have passed, 

Mr. SPOONER. My figures came from the Committee on 
Appropriations. J requested them; and they include all esti 
nate 

Mr. HWALE. That is the point I wanted to get at—whether 
they include all estimates, and not only the regular estimates, 
But To am surprised that there are Many appropriations oyer 
all the estimates, except in the Post-Office Department, which re 
ulfs from the rural free delivery. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me to Say a word in re 
gard to the post office appropriation bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. rtainly. 

Mr. CLAY. ‘The Senator will find, on investigation, that the 
Department frequently estimates for fiye or eight millions for 
the free rural-delivery service, and the officials afterwards 
come before the committee and state that the petitions and de 


priation bills. J happen to be a Inember of a separate comunit- 
tee that does consider appropriation bills—the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. Nothing was further from ny 
thought than to suggest that there was any want of deliber- 
ation or care on the part of any one of the cominittees of the 
body. I was criticising my rely the system, not only here, but 
elsewhere, and I stated that it was inevitable, after the appro- 
priation bills were distributed to different committees having 
special consideration of Inatters from a Departinent, like the 
\sricultural Department or the War Department or the Post- 
Ollice Department, that the committee, centering its thought 
Upon a single Department, coming in contact with its oflicials, 
would honestly and necessarily be impressed with the wants 
of the Department and Would be inclined to make liberal ap- 
propriations for that Department, not having in mind and not 
having the responsibility of looking over the Whole field, first 
us to the revenue, and then as to the proper expenditures of the 


mands for the service are so great that the appropriation origi Government, 

nally recommended would not be sufficient to pay the expenses, The matter of distributing these bills did not originate in 
The Senator will find that where originally in one case there | this body. It originated elsewhere, Formerly, prior to ISGO, 
Was a recommendation for 8,000,000, I think. it was after-] so careful was the Senate to concentrate everything that the 
Wards increased to $12,000.01 %, and the Departinent has asked | Committee on Finance had charge of all matters providing for 
this time for $25,060,000 for the free rural delivery service. the revenues of the Government and all the ppropriations. — Tt 


Mr. SPOONER. These supplementary estimates come to the 
Committee on Appropriations as they go to the other comunit 
tees; but in almost every instance the Committee on Appro 
priations has kept its bills Within the estimates. while there 
have been, as 1 haye Stated, seventeen instances during the five 
years in which other appropriation bills haye exceeded the esti 
nates, 

I really rose to set myself right with respect to a statement 
Which my friend. the senator from Georgia [Mr. Cray ], chal 

- 


Was found to be too much work for one committee and the diyi- 
sion took place: and afterwards, four or five or six years ago, 
the Senate, in its Wisdom, determined to divide the appropria- 
tion bills in this body. 

Mr. President. from that day till now the annual appropria- 
tions have hearly doubled. I do not say it is due to the distri- 
bution of the bills, because the wants of the Government haye 
increased and there has been expansion, as we all know, but the 
ippropriations from two hundred and fifty to three hundred mil- 


lenged-—politely, of course the other day. 1 belieye the in- | lions have run up to five and six hundred millions. And the 

evitable tendency resulting from the distribution of these bills | fact remains that from the date of the division of the appropria- 

IS fo Increase the 'ppropriations and to lead to larger and larger | tion bills in both Ifouses of Congress, the percentage of increase 

exeess appropriations over the estimates each year. in the bills that came froin the Committee on Appropriations is 
Mr. ILANSBROUGIL Will the Senator allow me to ask him less than one-half the increase of the bills from the separate 
question? 


committees. It can be accounted for, as stated by the distin- 
suished Senator from Georgia, so far as concerns the matter of 
the Post-Office Department, by the fact that twenty or twenty- 
live million dollars, Whatever it may be, is for rural delivery. 
tut all sorts of experiments are nade; and so With the nayal 
appropriation bill, which the Senator from Maine [ Mr. HALE] 
has in charge, 
there were increases in the whole list of bills? Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Appropriations for the Navy 
Mr. SPOONER I have not, except only to this extent. I | have gone up during that time not, as [ think, because of the 
ked the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Arr ISON], who has been for | change in the method of considering the bills, but the war period 
aosreat many years chairman of the Committee On Appropria | set in and the war craze took possession of the American people's 
tions, and I was inforn ed by him, as I remember, that in gen minds from twenty three or twenty four million dollars to over a 
eral the appropriation bills were kept within the estimates, | hundred million: and this year, because of deficiencies, we shall 
If I misstate him. he ean correct me | be obliged to uppropriate nearly a hundred and twenty millions 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I think an examination | for the Naval Department. The War Department appropria 


Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 
Mr. ITANSBROLT GIT. T will ask the Senator if he has in 


vestigated the appropriation bills prior to the distribution of 
e bills 


Mr. SPOONER I have not. 
Mr. ITIANSBROI GI. So as to ascertain the number of times 


the appropriation bills presented by the Committee on Appro- | tions, when we had all the Indians on our hands, with Indian 

priations for twenty years will show that Uniformly they were wars constantly occurring, With hostile tribes, with war out on 

less than the estimates, that broad territory, has gone up from twenty-six or twenty- 
Mr. GORMAN, Yes | 


seven millions up to seventy or eighty Millions, 
Mr. ALLISON. There nay be exceptions, Mr. GORMAN, Certainly, 
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Mr. WALE. But I think the Senator will agree with me that 
tll the bills had been in the Committee on Appropriations, the 

se would have been enormous. It arose from the infer 
mi that then set in and has since pervaded the public mind in 


11 


TI wa 
dollars; and I had hard work to get them through. Now no 


of military appropriations to the exclusion of almost ey 
ng else. That is whence the large increase has come. 
ised to report naval appropriation bills, as long ago as when 


s a Member of the House, for twelve and fourteen million 


} 


body raises any question when it is over a hundred million. 


do 
fo 


w 


i 


Mr. 


i 


ator 


GORMAN. I repeat what I said a moment since, that I 
ot at all hold the Committee on Naval Affairs responsible 
ll of this tremendous increase. It has grown up, as the Sen 
says, during a war of thirty days, perhaps, but it has grown 


up since by the preparation for wars to come. 


To 


t 


revel 
I will ask the Senator from Maine, who is a member of both 


Col 


pat 


( 


( 


Mi 
Mr. 
} 


HALE. Yes. 
GORMAN. It has gone beyond prudence, until you have 
ied a point where your total appropriations exceed your 


ue. 


nittees—and I have served with him too leng not to antic 


what he will say—whether, if this whole matter had been 
‘ntrated under one head in the Senate as it is concentrated 


under one head in the Executive Departments which send the 


be 
hi 
iT 
J 


Cl 
l 
VV 
fr 


ites here, he believes, under any pressure which might be 
ht to bear from any man or set of men who have a fancy 
t is necessary to have a great armament in this country 
1 to that of France or England, that that committee which 


the entire responsibility would have permitted such a con 
ft 


nm of affairs to exist as exists with his bill to-day? 


HALE. If the War Department appropriations and the 
l appropriations had been, as they used to be, in charge ot 
Committee on Appropriations, 1 am afraid in the pres 
of this infection which pervades the whole country—the 
wiars—the Appropriations Committee would not have re 
1 the pressure any better. I can speak certainly of the 
| Committee, because I have the honor to be its chairman 

t think the appropriation bills for these military pur 
would have been much different 


craze, the war spirit, not only about past wars but for fu 


vice is that it lies lower than the question of coni:mittee 


re dealing all the time with a spirit that seems possessed 





nate on the question of appropriations and to cut d n 
ier appropriations for the benetit of military apprepria 
, and that is not a question of committees, 
GORMAN. No; L admit it is not a question of con t 
iltogether, and yet the Senator from Maine understands 
than I do that when a great appropriation bill come 
from a committee w h has considered it, and whose me 
have come in contact alone with the oflicials of the one lt 
t, they sre natural more liberal nd that is true « 
tte which have s il subjects under consid tio 
the | s to th enate, w t can be dom \ 
ne ! will follow the co Tle It is t po ) 
ey or to consid hese tters. It t | 
for ever - ‘ to Col r tue iole ro} t 
Mr. | lt vl the re m which the ] 
| 0 tir for the Art ad N ! 
( ( ot apply to tl 1 rtment of A 1 
ho ] Ct Ie t from the me qu 
Sin tint tment beyond the est it ¢ hit 
ind d t apply, 1} to the Int Ye 
The here is the new Dt ( hat di t 
] } { S ] | eter 4 ms ly l 
bu ! { ent {1 In f 
Wl shay great Department, it I | t 
to eve l r on tl I ( the « ; i | 
the other ID ‘ ] ‘ t! | ! half « 
I ‘ So of « 
1) and ' Ve ' 
LANSBROUGH I | le 
PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Met 2 in the 
1 me l i i dt 
' 1) 
{ <MAN (¢ 
LIANNS] ( GI ! f { } ' nf'4 Gs 
\ | \\ ) I | 
It t bill 3 \ | 
i { t ‘ 
GORMAS s 
IANS I Li ] 1 € ¢] ( ] 
‘ ( 1] oe 
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and I assume it is, altho 


the report here 
Mr. HANSBROUGIL. 
me to explain? 


Mr. GORMAN. Cert: 


J 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. The 
are S6,419,S10. We have be 
for the forest resery hich 
Department to the 1 
$6,794,810. The an ear 
S6.787,170, or about $7,000 less 
transfer. As a matter of f 
Mr. GORMAN. ‘There is 
Mr. HANSBROUGIL Of ¢ 
other appropriatio 
Mr. GORMAN I ag wit 
the Senator from Maine t! 
will ever be made Phi 
I li ( ly witht ; tO 8 Vv ] 
what brought it about 1 
outside from comm other 
tec and I rel l Hot ¢ » tl 
ntend to reflect 1 he « 
tion to the matter for the p 
Mr. PROCTOR. I hope t 
oppose this an lment | | 
vorable to fair appropriatior 
I wish to hi he co 
to any ay I t! 
It ha t uD 1! r 
he Chief of the Bure f 
t ore 2 rew s ( Cy} “< 
told us thut t 1 ‘ Wil 
t ought rd 
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There seem to have been rather large increases in the bills as 


reported from one committee, the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
but I presume, as the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hans- 
BrovuGit] has suggested, that there have been special reasons for 
such increases. I feel sure that every committee which has to 
consider an appropriation bill—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will 
Iiaimpshire permit me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not think there have been 
any inereases in the Indian appropriation bill for what may be 
called the Indian service proper. There may have been appro- 
priations made for the opening of reservations—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And matters of that sort. 
in the appropriation for the Indian service proper 


the Senator from New 


Sut 





Mr. HALE. The running expenses. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In the running expenses I do 


not think there has been any increase. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is doubtless correct. The Senator 
from Wisconsin cited five large increases made by the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs—two of nearly $2,000,000 each, one of 
nearly $1,500,000, one of nearly $900,000, and another of nearly 
$500,000; and those five cases figure in the sixteen or seventeen 
increases that the Senator from Wisconsin has discovered. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If those are increases from a 
year in which there were no special matters in the Indian ap- 
propriation bill, they are accounted for for special reasons. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is all I care to say about this mat- 
ter. I think every committee of the Senate which has an appro- 
priation bill in its care exercises the greatest possible delibera- 


tion in its consideration and undertakes to make it as small as | 


possible rather than to make it as large as possible. I do not 
really believe that we yet have any evidence that there has been 
extravagance or wastefulness of the public money because of 
the fact that instead of giving all of the appropriation bills to 
one committee we have given them into the hands of several 
committees, the membership of which is made up of very careful 
and competent Senators. 

Mr. President, I desire to say just a word on one other matter 
that is involved in the paragraph under consideration, and that 
is the appropriation to secure an investigation as to the uniform 
grade and quality of first-class table sirup. I am glad to note 
that the appropriation this year is considerably less than it has 
been for two or three years previous. Last year 
and it will be recalled - 

Mr. CLAY. I will say to the Senator that originally the 
appropriation was $20,000 for the purpose of establishing an 


experimental station in south Georgia, where cane was being | 


raised and produced very successfully. I will say to the Sena- 
tor that that station is in operation, and I think this will prob- 


ably be the last appropriation that will be asked in regard to it. 
Mr. PROCTOR. That is what the Secretary says. 
Mr. CLAY. I think it is intended simply to operate it for 


another year. It has proven very suecessful. The soil has been 
analyzed by the Agricultural Department and has been found to 
be adapted to cane, and I think that this will be the last appro- 
priation which will be asked. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 

fault particularly with the appropriation, but it will be recalled 
that last year we had some little discussion about the matter, 
and at my instance an amendment was placed in the bill, as I 
remember it, Which reads as follows : 
And the Se 
sion the 
I rose to ask the Senator from Vermont more particularly 
whether or not such a report had been made, and, if so, where it 
ean be found. I think it is not very good legislation to make 
appropriations for all sorts of so-called “scientific investiga- 
tions’ without Congress ever being put in possession of the 
result of those investigations. 

I presume the Secretary discusses it—I have not had time to 
examine the matter—in his annual report; as I presume he dis- 
cusses a great many things in his annual report of which I am 
ignorant. But this matter particularly impressed me as being 
one of the things that Congress might reasonably ask the Secre 
tary to make a report and tell us what the result has been. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to give a little per- 
son:l testimony ? 

Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. BACON. 
tary does not seem to be here. Of course if it were here, 
would not be necessary for me to say anything. 
from Vermont | Mr. Procror] does not respond to the inquiry, I 
presume he has it not. 


retary of Agriculture shall report to Congress at 


~ ; : its next 
iit of said investigation. 


Bes res 


With pleasure. 


it 





it was $15,000, | 


Mr. President, I was not going to find any | 


I do so merely because the report of the Secre- | 


As the Senator | 








Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President 


Mr. BACON. If he has, I will be glad to have bim state the 
facts. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I find on page 55 of the Yearbook of the 


United States Department of Agriculture that the Secretary 
reports what has been done with this appropriation. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon me, I 
will say just a word, as I have personally visited this station, 
and I have seen the experiments of the Government under 
process, 

The Senator will probably remember that last year when this 
matter was before the Senate we had some little colloguy 
about it, and I tried to explain to the Senate that the purpose of 
this appropriation was to endeavor by experiments on the part 
of the Government to determine upon a process which, when 
generally used, would result in such a uniformity of production 
as would enable the article to become an article of general mer- 
chandise, or rather generally marketable, explaining, as I did 
at the time, that while this sirup had been made for a century 
all through that part of the country, and successfully, it was 
made simply by farmers for their own use and for a little local 
consumption, so that almost as many different processes were 
used and as many different grades of sirup were produced 
under those circumstances as there were different producers ; 
that in consequence when an article of the kind was put upon 
the market nobody knew what that particular article was with- 
|; out sampling it; and it was the design of the Department to 
establish a plant by which a regular standard process should be 
inaugurated and so generally become known throughout the 
country that it would be generally adopted, and the product 
| would be of a uniforin character. 
| 
| 


Being very much interested in the matter from the fact that 
I spent my childhood where this product was generally known, 
and where, in fact, at that period of my life I knew of no other 
kind, I visited the station during the last season, and I am quite 
| sure from the very interested examination which I made, not to 
|} use any other more definite term, that it is succeeding in ac- 
| complishing the object which I have stated to be designed by 
the Department of Agriculture. 

Now, the Government has erected a plant, it has been con- 
ducting this process of manufacture, it has arrived at a stage 
where the process is definitely regulated and ascertained and 
where it can be definitely described to others so that its adop- 
tion can be made general. I myself saw the work proceeding. 
I saw this product. Without undergoing any of the expense 
heretofore necessary in the establishment of a plant, this is 
simply a provision in the bill to continue it one season longer, 
| in order that what already has been accomplished may be shown 
to be an easily attained general result, and not simply the ae- 
complishment of one season. Carried through another season 
it will be recognized that it can be conveniently utilized for all 
| general seasons whenever properly managed. 

I sin quite sure that it is not simply a matter which is to 
redound to the advantage of the producers of that section, but 
| that to the consumers of the country it is a most important 
| matter in the furnishing of an article of table sirup which, 
| however excellent may be the product of the maple forests, will 
| be necessary to supply the country with a suflicient supply ef a 
good table article, and it is to the advantage of the country at 
large and not simply of that immediate section, because, as the 
Senator well knows, the production of maple sirup is extremely 
limited, indeed, so much so that I imagine a very large part of 
what is now called “ maple sirup” is, in fact, cane sirup which 
has been manipulated, as the Senator from Connecticut has 
| suggested. I will, however, suggest to the Senator from Con- 
necticut that, unless he is very different from others of us, 
things that are equally as sweet now do not taste as sweetly 
to us in this day as they did some years ago when we were 
younger. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I did not rise to oppose 
in any wise this appropriation, as I did not a year ago, but I 
was curious then. However, my curiosity has largely departed 
under the explanation given by the Senator from Georgia last 
year and again this year. I have no doubt the investigation 
has been a very wise one, and if it was necessary to continue it 
beyond this year, certainly my voice would not be raised in 
opposition to it. But when I offered that amendment I meant 
that the Secretary should make an elaborate report to Congress, 
though it might not take more than a page or two. This he has 
failed to do, probably from an oversight. There is a paragraph 





in his annual report dealing with this question, but in a very 
general way. 

Now, Mr. President, 1 wish that we might in some way pro- 
tect the people against spurious sirups that are called at the 
| present time “ maple sirup.” 


I have no doubt but that we can 
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go to almost any grocery store in the city of Washington at the | recommends it. It does not increase the expen 





present time and buy what is called “ maple sirup.” seems to me advisable to change the wording 
Mr. BACON. Or in any other city in the United States. Mr. PROCTOR. I have no objection at all to the change 
Mr. GALLINGER. Or in any other city. It is on the menus] It has been recommended by the Secretary, but the committ 
of the hotels. ‘There is not an ounce of true maple sirup prob- | did not put it in. 
ably in the city. They take a gallon, perhaps, of maple sirup Mr. PERKINS. With the permission of the Senator, T will 
and send it to Chicago, add three or four barrels of glucose in} move, in line 6, page 47, to make the heading read “ Bureau ot 
some form or other, and send that out as maple sirup. I do} Biological Survey ” instead of “ Division of Biological Survey 
not know whether it is deleterious to health or not, but this is Mr. PROCTOR. And also in line 7. 
one of the most notorious frauds that is being practiced upon Mr. PERKINS. In line 7 I move to strike out the word “ D 


the people at the present time. vision” and insert the word * Bureau.” and T move the same 
I am not quite sure that I will not endeavor, by the time we] amendment in line S where the word “ Division” occurs. 1 
have another agricultural appropriation bill before us, to devise | move te insert “ Bureau” also in line 8 





some provision that will start an investigation along those lines, Mr. PROCTOR. That amendment is acceptable. 
with the idea of correcting that evil. Il am delighted to learn The amendment was agreed to. 
from the Senator from Georgia that such good results lave Mr. PERKINS. On page 48, line 11, I move to strike out 
come from the investigation in his State. That is all 1 care to] “ Division” and insert * Bureau.” 
say. The amendment was agreed to 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to The next amendment of the Committee on Agriculture and 
the amendment of the committee. Forestry was, under the head of “ Bureau of Biological Sut 
The amendment was agreed to. vey,” on page 48, line 9, to increase the appropriation for bio 
The next amendment of the Committee on Agriculture and} logical investigations from $44.420 to S47,420. 
Forestry was, on page 42, line 18, before the word “ thousand,” rhe amendment was agreed to. 
to strike out “three” and insert “ five; so as to make the pro The next amendment was, on page 48, line 11, to increase the 
viso read: total appropriation for Bureau of Biological Survey from $52,000 
Provided, That $5,000 thereof shall be used exclusively for the pur to S55,000, 
pose of investigating, determining, and reporting the proper treatment The amendment was agreed to 
ele eae in order to secure uniform grade and quality of first-class The next smendment was. under the head of “Division of 
gies ; Accounts and Disbursements,” on page 4S, line 22. after tl! 
rhe amendment was agreed to. fae a , args Ss loved 2? 4 
mn 91 9° : | word dollars,” to strike out one clerk and insert two 
The next amendment was, on page 42, line 25, to increase the | mt 99 és . tod — 
spa : : a eat 8 aes clerks; in line 23, before the word “ shall,” to strike out “ who 
total appropriation for maintenance of Bureau of Chemistry | i 44 ms isnt 
: ae ices ‘ and insert one of whom: in line 24, before the word dol 
from $150,000 to $160,000. * A s 
ects | lars,” to strike out one thousand two hundred and insert 
rhe amendment was agreed to. | + (uc. sheen Soon homdvedt<* om see . hel 4) 
ray ‘ . Ve OUST our undred 5 on page 4 I 2 . DeTore 1e 
rhe next amendment was, under the head of “ Bureau of ; aise ies ae a ie sie re 
ee ” ° . ° , . ee 6 oF . word all, to lbsert (now laborers) ; 1th 1IMe oo, Atter the 
Soils,’ on page 48, line 12, after the word clerk,” to insert a oe S a ; a ; ; 
“ 99 / ' oa : ‘ ie ; | word “ clerk,” to insert “(now laborer) +"? and in line 5, before 
(now laborer) ; and in line 13, after the word “ clerk,” to in- | Pp : a oa ‘ : 
sert “(now laborer) ;” yas to read | the word * dollars,” to strike out “ thirtv-one thousand and ten 
ser ow ftaborer) > so as TU read ¢ : ee . 7 
A ; ' 1 hall 1 i f i] nnd insert thirty-two thousand two hundred and ten; SO AS 
Salaries, Bureau of Soils: One soil physicist, who shall be Chief o ii i a ea ca rsd ia ; 
Bureau. $3,500; one chief clerk, $2,000" one clerk, class 4, S1.S00; to make the clause read : 
one clerk, class 3, $1,600; three clerks, class 2, $4,200; six clerks, Salaries. Division of Accounts and Disbursements: Chief of div , 
class 1, $7,200; one draftsman, $1,200; one draftsman, $1,000; three | gnq disbursing clerk, $2.750: one assistant chief of division, $2 
clerks, at $1,000 each, $3,000; one clerk, $840; one clerk (nOW |} one auditor, $2,000: one cashier, $1,800: one clerk, class 4. $180 
laborer), $720; one clerk (now laborer), $600, ete. | three clerks. class 3. $4800: s < clerks. class 2. $8.400: er} 
rhe amendment was agreed to. rhe I ' : ot 00 Cae aa + ' ; BUC 
mm ~ : ‘ : wo clerks, at $1,000 each, 32,000 | I i ; ) 
Che next amendment was, on page 45, line 2, to increase the | eseh. $2,160: one custodian of records and $1,000 i . 
appropriation for soil investigations from $170,000 to $179,420. | laborer), $600; in all, $52,210 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment was agreed to 


The » ‘ ndme ac crea * ine ¢ i ‘rerse the | as 5 ie - 
cae Sees Seennoes wae On Pane Se, Mees, ty Hereee ty Phe Secretary continued reading the bill and read the first 


total appropriati ni for maintenance of the Bureau of Soil items under the heading “ Division of Publications 

from Sv204.660 to S214.0S0., site al ‘ 7 
pes Mr. PROCTOR. That divisien is ven a 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 


wn . . ‘ unfortunate condition in regard to the laborers who have been 
The next amendment was, under the head of “ Bureau of En 


ne a ee ; : an : classified. You will see that there are thirty-one clerks, now 
tomology,” page 45, line 12, before the word “ clerk,” to insert acai es ; , ; 
‘“ oe. 95 oaey ° . } y 6 ” , laborers, at $720, and thirty-four (it is proposed to make 
chief ; and in line 15, before the word “one,” to strike out wee 7 s ae een 
“ class four:” so as to read: } thirty-lve on account of a mistake in counting in the estimate), 
ye ( vf | re 
CitSs = es ee a } at S600 enech. There are almost seventy clerks at that verv low 
Salaries, Bureau of Entomology: One entomologist, who shall be | 3 : 


Wine RO ee ' a stlairy, and none above, ¢ tl *chanee for any romotiol 
chief of bureau, $2,750, and for additional compensation while the | lary, and none above, and their e} ly | . " 


office is held by the present incumbent, $500, $3,250; one chief clerk, | utterly hopeless. ‘To give just a faint hope, by an inerea 


$1,800, ete. | appropriation of only £400, the committ © would be glad to in 
The amendment was agreed to. | sert one clerk at $000 and add two clerks to the $840 class, di 
The next amendment was, on page 46, line 22, to increase the | ducting three from the $720 class. It is a very slight measure of 
appropriation for entomological investigations from 865,560 to | fairness and justice. It does not increase the number, but 
$68,060, ‘ } creases the amount $420 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I was ealled from tl 
The next amendment was, on page 47, line 1, before the word | Chamber a couple of hours ago when the matter of the labors 
“dollars,” to strike out “ten thousand” and insert “two thou- | being put in the classified service was under discussion, and I 
sand five hundred;” so as to make the proviso read: had not the privilege of hearing the entire discussion on that 

Provided, That of this sum the Secretary of Agriculture may, if he question. I wish to ask the Senator from Vermont if he ean 
deems it wise to do so, expend not to exceed $2,500 for the investiga inform the Senate as to whether or not this includes all the 
tion and introduction of parasites and other natural enemies of the | laborers in the Department of Agriculture who are doing more 
gypsy and brown-tail moths. . .¢ 

or less clerienl WOrK ¢ 
The amendment was agreed to. Mr. PROCTOR. It ineludes all who were doing that work at 


The next amendment was, on page 47, line 3, to inerease the | a certain period, I believe about two years ago, on the Ist of 


appropriation for the maintenance of the Bureau of Entomology | July, 1902, I think, and who are now doing it. That 
from $81,970 to $84,470. | understanding of if. 
The amendment was agreed to. Mr. GALLINGER. Why should the matt stop at Wr 
The Secretary continued to read the bill, and proceeded to My attention has been called by certainly two persons 1 ule 
read the items under the heading “ Division of Biological Sur-| Department of Agriculture to the fact that they are doing 
Poe | cricultut \ ha hey a1 a 
Vey. ari , there more or less cierical service and getting a very s ll co 
Mr. PERKINS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from | pensation, so small that I will not venture to mention it; that 


Vermont if in this Division the committee considered the rec-| they have no chance for promotion: that they 


ommendation of the Secretary of Agriculture that the three | tion under the civil-service law. I do not see why, if this ex 
classes of work under the Division of the Biological Survey can | tension was to be made, it should not have tal er all hh 
be more economically and effectively performed if the Division persons now in the service. It looks to me as though it would 
is created a Bureau. I notice that the Secretary of Agriculture | have been but simple justice. While 1 ehend there is no 
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ls t to tention to It positions made simply for the purpose of putting away the 
‘ of labor friends of part who might otherwise suffer? Are these peo- 
| | pl n the employment of the Government doing honest service 
‘ ( ent id « \ for the Government? Are they necessities? If they are, then, 
Mr. President, their services are worth more than they receive. 
( ! no t there } I They ean not live for that sum of money 
‘ ere nf » tl While doubtle there are great numbers who are out of em- 
} “ 1 il ploxment who would be very glad of the opportunity to earn 
ire of ) that S50 a month, that is no reason why the Government should set 
the ¢ ple to the country of giving employment, or exacting 
GALI , ] mvsel o fur as tl ! rx 4 nvl for such a niggardly compensation. It is 
1 { ! e that t ‘ not compensation at all: and I think the Senator from Wyoin- 
\ t ys rd would « ! ng [| Mr. WarrREN] will agree with me that the principle I sug- 
t 4 at ey] ™ { COTitie i om, © 31 Is the eorrect one, snd that the President s! ould not, even 
|) \ | ¢ chit n of tl econ by intimation, be held responsible for such a condition of things. 
ea pent to the ¢ f | ' In foreign countries, where there is a very low standard of 
er ol t to Ie | in wages and where the standard of living is low, it might be 
{ | ht 1 ‘ {| lahore ho are rf sul quite well enough, but here we have a higher standard of wages, 
is t vyho a now ded a higher standard of living, and for the Government to set the 
{ example to the country of securing the services by the month of 
Mr. PROCTOR Mr. Pr lent, the chair 1 of the " { able-bodied men and women for which the Government pays 
‘ moof the Ser rf 1 New shrine but $50 a month is out of all harmony with the duty of the Goy- 
for ernment, in my judgment. 
GALLINGEI ] ( | Mr. WARREN Mir. President, of course the Senator from 
| | PrEeRSON M Pre ent, IT want to eall the tier the great and rich State of Colorado and his people are accus- 
{ ie Vi ow { ‘ Oo me to) tomed to larger salaries, and not smaller ones, and they are 
( v of t Govern in a 1 accustomed to paying more out there for laborers than is paid 
of ( If i hes to n raline f Lh rinennny poleve else here, but the fact is that in all the Depuart- 
| ( Ol ( here an appro] tio ments of the Government a certain class of laborers are receiv- 
(neo lahore lary of S600 each Thes ng $50 a month or less, and the fact remains that in the open 
‘ ery t c] of wor in Ww li mirket the same class of labor does not bring that price in this 
| ‘ ‘ re 4 ove cle 1 wor f ‘ or im an the other cities of this country, and particu- 
| of ) ae ! IT suppose they are full larly in the enstern cities. The Government, of course, lias no 
d liow ¢ res in be satisfied to | trouble in obtaining all the laborers it wants at that price, any 
j | \ ‘ ) t the ¢ ernn { i full more than it does in securing Senators of the United States for 
0 t ( Hie more than T can unde nd the salary they receive. 
\ Pabvore ol on the of W mn The difference between the amount of Tabor performed in a 
t deal ( It 3 t be fectly clear that no day for the Goveriument and the amount performed for private 
i f { ‘ pa mith, live « i ndividuals and corporations is such that there is always a 
1 1si | ! i t the ith min of 1 " pressure for Government places. ITundreds—ave, thousands— 
y ! ‘ ld, out « { 1 respect for the ‘ dv of men and women are always ready to take these places, be- 
( ! ! bill, is t that no ft ro Giuse they net more money per hour for their labor than the 
) ) io ent re or any ¢ l er of inarket affords them when working for anyone else. The liw 
er f Gover! t will ] ’ vides that these employees shall work but eight hours, and 
If \ ‘ ‘ ‘ I would 1 e that t ords ‘ tom bh made it almost a law that they work less than that 
to 1 | » dat | { ithe Departments: in fact, scarcely seven hours. 
‘ ( Wt Mr. PATTERSON Mr. President, by working eight hours a 
\ PROCTOR M Lr ! it occurs to me that l day at $50 a 1 th these employees get about ZO cents an 
~ | ) ! rountil the OMnittes Te hows While it is true, as the Senator says, that the market is 
e col I will say to the $ ttor from Colo- | perhaps overcrowded that supplies labor of this kind 
I heartily Nh lew, that under Mr. WARRIEN Of course, Mr. President, I know that the 
{ { l { ers were taken in at the Senator dees not want to be incorrect, but when he stops to 
| vo ure made e] le to pro nk he will find that the Compensation, at $50 per month for 
hen \v MCU I regre very much (sovernment emplovees, is more than 2O cents an hour. aa 
) e a proy 1 of those employ it this) Govermnent eniployee works but twenty-six days of seven hours 
but vy Vv radu he t en up d 1 ench 
c swe rease the number in t Mr. PATTERSON. Well, I was going upon the theory of 
| tte \ wd to be conservative eight hours a day. Therefore 20 cents an hour would be $1.60 a 
VP PERSON I do not believe that any person uld | day It might be a fraction more than that if they worked a 
i ( ‘ { Sa th shorter time, but not much more than that. 
| ROC POR f have proposed an amendment to inser Mr. WARREN. It is a fraction less than $2 a day at $50 a 
{ 1 ‘ 1 would help a littl I \ >) month There are twenty ve or twenty-six working days in 
d { ( tee t { ther than that in ‘ the month, and when we divide up the time they work it 
‘ t ‘ them receive about 274 cents an hour, and taking out thiris 
! WARITIEN M President, IT know nothing of t 0 davs’ regular leave and thirty days’ sick lenve brings it up to 
Y except that I w it had been i ed, but bout 35 cents per hour for the hours actually employed, 
) 1 the precedent set by Co \ Mir. PATTERSON. Well, Mr. President, IT do not suppose 
{ e dss e the temporary employees | there is any rule of the Government that limits this class of 
appointed in the different Departments duri the cinployees to those who are not the hends of families. I think 
| moof 4 body and the othe om we ought to assume that every person who is able-bodied and 
et @ position of carrying into the elassitied set performs manual or other labor follows the behests of the 
rye t t n wl President and marries and does his share toward replenishing 
et ! tl ) mi the earth If that is the case if they happen to be married 
i | i} ( f the happen to have familie thie must have roofs with 
te \ 1] ‘ hich to cover their Their homes must be furnished in 
{ ome degree If they have children those children must » 10 
\ I »—N { the S« I i hool, and the parents must supply the larder with provisions 
I ‘ ) tis Ne just think what re of a life a family must lead here in 
Lifters e wl ‘ Washington upon S50 a month 
i] ‘ nh 1 tl When tl e people work eight hours a da Mr. President 
y { | t meet with | hey do a full day work a ding to the best-approved st | 
\ ! pathy w 1 ine I ird and almost ording t Col on consent throughout the 
( ment y ld ‘ ted Stat now as to what should constitute a day's work. 
f bhasse ry t \ | So when you find an abl ’ dy or woman working eight 


e hours, and working for this gi t Goveriment, and this 
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Government limits their compensation to $50 a month, it is an | (now laborers), at $600 ea $1,800: two me now 
injustice to the employee and it is a bad example to the rest of | ®{ 3420 each, $8402 ene messenger boy rh, $360 
the world. aes er ee 

I do not believe in extravagance, either in carrying on private ; The amendment was agreed to 
enterprises or in conducting the affairs of this Government, but | Mr. PROCTOR. On page 50, line 8. after the word “ dollars 
I do insist, Mr. President, that this Government should at least | where it occurs the second time, 11 @ 1 ert e cle 
be just. Eliminating the question of generosity from the equa- | $900." 
tion altogether, this Government should be just with every man The amendment was agreed to. 
and woman who is in its employment, and it can not be just, } Mr. PROCTOR. In the same line, IT move to strike out tl 
Mr. President, toward those who do a full day's work who are | word “one,” at the end of the line, and insert in Heu the 


compelled to work for the Government at that niggardly price. | “three; then at the beginning of line 9, LT move to strike ¢ 
Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me? the word “clerk” and insert “clerks; and in the same 
Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. after the word * dollars,” to insert the words “ each, $2,520 
Mr. SCOTT. The S/nator perhaps is aware of the fact that | that it will read “ three clerks, $840 each, $2,520." 


the Government allows its employees thirty days’ leave with The amendment was agreed to 
pay and thirty days’ sick leave, provided they have a certifi Mr. PROCTOR. On page 50, line 9, before the word * cler! 
cate of their physician, making sixty days a year that they may | where it occurs the second time, I move to strike out “ thirty 
have from the Government without rendering any work what- | one” and insert “ twenty-eight.” That will leave the total mu 
ever. If the Senator will figure that—and seven hours a day is | ber of clerks the same as it is now, but will give to thre 
all the time they serve—I think he will conclude that they are | slight advance in pay. 
pretty well paid | = "The amendment was agreed to 
Mr. PATTERSON. I do not know how it may be done in| Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, in reply to the remark 
West Virginia, nor do IL understand when Congress declared | by the Senator from Colorado [| Mr. Parrerson i while ) 
that employees of the Government should have a certain time | I wish merely to say, using the idea, if not the language, of \ 
each year during which they would not be compelled to work | illustrious friend of his, that “we were confronted by a ¢ 
that that was to be considered as an element that would justify | tion, not a theory.” These men, who were working temp 
detracting from what would be a fair compensation for labor | for this small stipend, are now to receive per nent el 
for every day in the year. ment, which entitles them to thirty days’ s leave and tl 
That was done upon the theory, Mr. President, that during | days’ annual leave, and yields them, for the actual hours t 
the rest of the year the Government could get better service | put in, about 55 cents per hour, with an opportunity of pro 
from its employees than if it held them at work every day of the | motion 
year. I think it may be said that there is hardly an employer Mr. PROCTOR. On page 50, in lines 10 111, I move to 
of labor on any considerable seale in the United States who | strike out the words “ twenty-two thousand three | ! 1 
does not give some time to his employees during the summer | twenty ~ and insert the words “twenty thousand one hund I 
during which time their pay continues. I have no doubt in the | and sixty. 
world but that if the question were to be submitted to these The amendment was agreed to. 
people who are working and at the same time starving—I do Mr. PROCTOR. It is necessary to change the tot reported 
not mean that they are starving for the want, perhaps, of suthi by the committee for the Division of Publ 1 S I i 
cient food to keep soul and body together, but starving for | $115,950, it should be $114,570, and TL move to end 11 


many of the necessities of American life—that if the question | ment of the committee in order to make the total conform to 
were put to them as to whether they would work every day in the amendments that have been made. 


the vear and receive ten or fifteen dollars per month extra they The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to 1 
would say, “ We will work every day in the year, for the addi amendment will be stated. 

tional ten or twelve dollars means a vast amount of comfort and The SecRETARY. On page Of, line 6, it is proposed tf 

the supplying of necessities for our families, to secure which we | out “S$118.9507 and insert * STLESTOLN” 

are quite willing to sacritice our own personal comfort, and to The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 

meot which we are willing to sacrifice any time that we might The amendment as amended was agreed to 

devote to pleasure.” Mr. CARMACK I should like to have s« 

The reading of the bill was resumed the chairman of the committee with respect to these ¢ ( 

The next amendment of the Committee on Agriculture and | such as the character of their services : 1 how the differ 
Forestry was, under the head of * Division of Publications,” on | classes of messengers are differentiated one from anothe I 
page 50, line 9, after the word “ clerks,” to insert “(now labor understand that some of these messengers, at le t, are s 
ers); in line 12, before the word “clerks,” to strike out | clerks doing clerical work Some of them will be receiving 
“ thirty-four’ and insert “ thirty-five; in the same line, after | aries of S40 a mot th and will be doing the s e class of ¢let | 


the word “ clerks,” to insert “(now laborers) ;” in line 18, be- | work for which some other clerk or messenger will be receiving 
fore the word “dollars,” to strike out ” twenty thousand four S70 a month. What is the character t the duties ol 


hundred ” and insert “ twenty-one thousand: ” in line 16, after | Seleers: 

the word “ laborers,” to insert “(now laborers); in line 18, Mr. PROCTOR Mr. President, the s ries in the mess 
after the word “ laborers,” to insert “(now laborers) :” in line | Service proper, so far as I have know ! ve It Ss) to SHO 
19. nfter the word “ laborer,” to insert “(now laborer) :” in a month There are three grades of 1 Clie 
line 21, before the word “ messengers,” to strike out “three” | spectively, S00, $55, and $60 per month f do not underst l 
and insert ~ CROs = in line 23, before the word “dollars,” to | that any receive more than $60 

strike out “two thousand one hundred and sixty” and insert The Senator is doubtless f liar with the general chat 
“one thousand four hundred and forty;” in line 23, after the | of the messenger work, and [ hardly 1 I rive 

word “ messenger,” to insert “(now laborer) ;” in line 25, after | infermation in regard to it When perfor ne the 

the word “messengers,” to insert “(now laborers) ;” on page | duties as messengers they are assistants to the clerks —that 
D1, line 1, after the word “ messengers,” to insert “(now labor i messenger is employed to do the messenger wot | 
ers)" in line 8, after the word “ boy,” to insert “(now labor- | large number of clerks, in one, two, or three ro 

er), and in line 6, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out Mr. CARMACK, I know as a matter of fact, Mr. P 

* three” and insert “ nine;” so as to make the clause read: that some of them are doing clerical y 


ie ted Mr. PROCTOR. And this bill gives the opportunity. to 
Salaries, Division of Publications: One editor, who shall be chief of ber 
division, $3,000: one editor, who shall be assistant chief of div 


S250; one associate editor, $2,000; one assistant editor, $1,800; two Mr. CARMACK. I do not see that it does The b 





ome Clerks, and practically makes the! 


Sik 


Y 
mn, 





assistant editors, at $1,600 each, $3,200: one editorial clerk, $1,600; for messengers 
one editorial clerk, $1,400; one engraver, $1,800; one draftsman or clerk \ Sn ‘rOR } 
) 7 . : I neray oi, ° ri Smhban ¢ i . nM 4) ~S but « e of ( thy 
$1,500; two draftsmen or clerks, at $1,400 each, $2,800; one drafts Mr. PR POR Xt ; ah ‘ t 
Inman or clerk, $1,200; one chief clerk, $1,800; four clerks. class 1. provides that the y shall be eligible to chk A Pus 
$4,800; three clerks, at $1,000 each, $3,000; one assistant in charge | eXamination 
Jlocument section, $1,800; one assistant in document section, $1,400; Mr. CARMACK Witt t eX t 
« . ALi ‘ 


nent section, $1,200; one foreman, document se« wees 
tion, $1,200: one Mr. PROCTOR Yes 






‘ 
one assistant in doc 
tion, $1400; one fe man, farmers’ bulletin distribu 
chief folder, $1,000; three folders, at $540 each, $2,520; two folders, at The reading of the bill was resumed. The next end t 
‘ach, $1,200; one clerk, $S40; thirty-one clerks (now laborers) e 4) ' ; : ] ’ 

oo. o> “pe : . ? ae : . ~ <5 ’ ) he Committ »on Agriculture an restryvy W 

at $720 each, $22,820; thirty-tive clerks (now laborers), at $600 each, of the ttee ind | 
r 









$21,000; two assistant photographers, at $840 each; $1,680; seven line 10, to increase the app tion f 

skilled laborers (now laborers), at $720 each, $5,040; twenty skilled | ing, illustration, publication, indexing lal 

laborers now laborers) at S600 each S1TL.000 >: ne killed lal I } 

i a ret >. & at ach, i an s Lie* a 1e] a milletins. ni eports rou G1 lt) to & » yf 
(now laborer), $480; one messenger, $840; two messengers, at g | mm its, bulletins, l reports, fron nat y es =) 


each, $1,440; one messenger (now laborer), $720; three messengers | The amendment was agreed to. 




















| l page 52 9, before vord 
PY ia ) ‘ ( tie tho brid ven hia ed vd 
t ‘ tI nad five In red; in Jine 17 
{ | il ! lo I rut I ( thou nd SeVel 
! red 1 lo \ had ert LLP thousand: Oh pace DS 

2, before the word dollars,” to strike out “one hundred 

1 ) 1 two hundred and ten” and insert 

( (il I i ’ j l ad two indred and fiity 
) ) Ke j ] ) { 
y ' Kl l in < f 
Rt not d L ef t 
| t Si oO 
\ é for mis 
1 { il q t f t { \ ? 
) editorial, pr f 1 ae ig d 
tf W hineton at fi 
j Ver t _ e~ | 
for t ruments, and artists’ mate 
{ pair oy hy nd. « 1 
a i } ox aha: 
A 1 i ' ial required in the d i 
l ind rses and mm I I ] 
t ildings fe e Le id 
fy hmen and 
1 lies nd ¢ 
I ! ‘ md Ss i r ¢ S 
l } <1 > 0 

Il mendment was reed t 

| xt wendmet » increase the total appropriation 
fo nten e of Diy me ¢ Publicatio from S2ZB5.560° to 
e iW) 

Mr. PROCTOR. On page 53, line 5, I move to an d the 
Col {tee amendment by increasing the total appropriation for 

) nof Pul sitions from S246,200 to S246,620, so that it 
( 1 to pl us 2 rdine 

| endl to tl ndment was agreed to 

Thea ndment as nehnded was agreed to. 

hey | of tne I i WAS I med. 

| next amendme of the Committee on Agriculture and 
} under the head of Bureau of Statistics,” on page 
53, line Bt, after the word “ dollars,” to insert * one clerk, 87202" 
in dit a, ae t word “ clerks,” to strike out “ elever and 
i ‘t ten: in the e line, after the word “ clerks,” to in 
S¢ ‘(now laborers) in line 24, before the word “ dollars,” to 

out ven thousand nine hundred and twenty ” and in 
sert “seven thousand two hundred ;” and in line 25, after the 
word “ clerks,’ to insert “(now laborers) 3’ so as to make the 
( ere | 
S Or tat j ) ho shall ( f of 
l ) ‘ is taitist n. who s | be as chis 
S ( stant nm) one ‘ cl 
~ S1 ay) Six ( | 1SS » SO.600: twely 
S \] SOW) 1 ) ‘ t $1,800 each, $2,600: ft rte 
1, S15.600 one cle 1.100: ter lerks, at $1,000 
) S41) S Ou oO! rl S720 ten 
( $7,200; five « ks (now | 
$5,000 two at $840 i $1,680 
) 

| mendment was rreed to. 

Mr. BACON Mr. President, before the Secretary passes fro 
1} ‘ ise L desire to eall the attention of the Senator f 1 
\ t to the fact that I ha riven notice o L proposed 

Lune to it I under nd, however, the Senator ce 
1 ) unendment shall be withheld until all committee amend 
l s have been dis] sed of. Am I corre 

Mr. PROCTOR, — Ye 

I ‘reading of the ll was resumed The next al Wd) oO 
{ ( ttee on Agriculture and Forestry was, under tl l 
( | ry,” on page o5, line 21, before the word “ catulogu 
{ e out two ne sert lar in line 22, before tl 

thousand,” to st out two md insert tl 
e 4 fter the word Clerk to ins ( w laborer) 
‘ ! e 56. lin > be e tl word thousand, to s ( 
id insert thirteen so as to make the <« 
] , . of 4 t One rinr » OOO 
S1.40 l k \ ’ i tl 
x1 i) ( 1 at S1L.000 7 ¢ 
“ x a « CO ( erk (now 
~ ’ org i T S *? ; io i 
\ 1 eCd 
| < ( ge 56, lit 11, to reduce the 
h ot il books of reference, tech 
I | ils for the library, Depar 
! of Agricu re. from SO.040 to SS.040. 
| al Was agreed 
rhe next amendment was, under the head of “ Contingent ex- 
on page 57 w PO, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
1 tho Wi one hundred and insert “ thirty 


line, after the word 


salve 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 9, 
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isert “of which sum S2,000 shall be 


so as to make the clause read: 


Lars to 1 


immediately 


available: ” 


( ing tf exper . Dey tment of Agriculture: Purchase of sta 
nery k twine, pay . * * $57,000, of which sum 
S200 all be immediately available 


Che amendment was agreed to. 
The next 
the heading 
Stations.” 
The amendment 
Che next Wials, 
periment Stations,” on page 


i 


line 21, 
* Office 


to strike out 
of Experiment 


amendment was, on page 57, 


* Miscellaneous ” and insert 
to. 

under the 
DS, line 13. 
SGOO :’ 


was agreed 
mmendment head of “Office of Ex- 
after the word “ dol- 
and in line 16, after the 
six hundred;” so as to make 


‘ er 
ONE Cit rk, 


to strike out 


rs,’ to strike 


* thousand,” 


out 





the clause read: 
ies, Office of Experiment Stations: One director, $3,500; one 
] f clerk, $1,800: one editorial ssistant, S1,S00; one clerk and 
root reader, $1,600; two clerks, class 2, $2,S00; four clerks, class 1, 
34,8005 five clerks, at $1,000 each, $5,000; two clerks, at S900 each, 
S1,S00; three clerks, at $S40 ea $2,020; one messenger, SS40; one 
enger « laborer, $540; one messenger boy, $360; one copyist or 
er, $720; two laborers or charwomen, at $480 each, $960; in all, 


S ).040. 
The amendm agreed to. 
The next amendment was, page OS, line 25, after the word 
‘dollars,’ to “forty-three thousand” and insert 
* twenty-one thousand six hundred and sixty ;” so as to read: 


nt was 
on 


strike out 





Asriculfural experiment station: To carry into effect the provisions 

an act | ved March 2, 1ISS7, entitled “An act to establish agri- 

It experiment stations in connection with the colleges established 
in the : under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 
IS62, and of t i supplementary thereto,’ and to enforce the exe 
tion thereof, $794,660, $21,660 of which sum shall be payable upon the 


order of the Secretary of Agriculture, et 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause for agricultural ex- 
periment page 60, line 5, before the word “ thou- 


to strike out “ fifty’ and insert “ forty-eight; ” as to 


stations on 
sand,” 
read: 

The 
of whi est lish 


tions in the Territori 
The ame 
The next an 


’ } : ) . > 
fotal for Oilice of Lx 


SO 


authorized to expend 848,000 
ultural experiment 


Porto Rico 


Agriculture is hereby 
and maintain agri 
s of Alaska, Hawaii, and 


Secretary of 


1 { { 
1 t« sta- 


was agreed to. 
t was, on page 61, after line 5, 


ndment 


lendmen to insert: 


periment Stations, $823,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, line 21, 
appropriation for irrigation and drainage 
$69,500 to S74.2C0. 

The amendment w 
Mr. LATIMER. 


which has just been 


to increase the 
investigations from 


as agreed to. 

I should like to ask whether the provision 
\ read would authorize the Secretary of Ag- 

riculiure to make an investigation of swamp lands, especially 

their drainage. Is he authorized to use any part of this 

appropriation for investigating swamp lands, making surveys, 

reporting, ete. ? 

Mr. WARREN. I do not understand that there would be au- 
thority for surveying lands in the broad sense of a survey, but 
there is undoubtedly 

Mr. LATIMER. 
ascertaining about ¢ 

Mr. WARREN. 
drainage of lands 


ditches for drainage. 


is to 


Could he make surveys for the purpose of 
lrainage ? 

The Government 
as a business at 
But 
ceneral 
successful 


itself is not going into the 
large, and it will not dig the 
when it comes to the question of 
investigating the proposition whether lands are = sus- 
ible of more cultivation through drainage, and 
making so much of a survey as might be necessary for that pur- 
pose, it is undoubtedly provided for. 

LATIMER. I should 
heretofore appropriations for 
of or 
‘ir drainage? 

Mr. WARREN, Ile has used money, and quite a quantity of 
it. I think, in studying the rice question and taking water from 
one place and applying it to another, and I think some expense 


cept 


like to ask if the Secretary has 
this purpose in for 
information in regard to 


used 
surveys 


the 


swamp lands getting 


has been incurred in investigating the matter of drainage, es- 
pecially where the land was already under cultivation. I do 


not think they 


have gone into the general subject of exploring 


wil swamp lands. The matter has not been taken up to that 
extent I do not think we have given the Department au- 
thority enough or, for that matter, money enough. ‘The word 


*“ drainage,” I think, was added 
Mr. LATIMER. The law evidently 
retary power to drain lands where they are irrigated, if the 
water remains on them too long? 
Mr. WARREN. Yes. 
Mr. LATIMER. What I \ 
retary would have authority 


a year ago. 


iutends to give the See- 


vant to find out is whether the See- 
under this proposed law to make 
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examinations of swamp lands. On our coasts we have hundreds Mr. PROCTOR 
of thousands of acres of very valuable land that we are anxious | a very lengthy | 
to have come in and partake somewhat of the benetits tl { 
Gove ent has given to cert mmunitic especially in tl { v settled : 
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The Secrerary. After the word “ be,’ in line 21, it is pro- 
posed to insert the following: 
Amended to read as follows 
Si 2. That no part of the money herein or hereafter appro- | 
| ted for the Department of Agriculture shall be paid to any person 
dditional salary or compensation as an officer or employee of the 
Government, except for oflicers of State experiment stations and agri 
tural colleges paid from the Hatch fund or the Mogrill fund, and 
cooperating with the various bureaus, divisions, and offices of the De 
partment of Agriculture.” 


And strike out the remainder of the paragraph. 


Mr. GORMAN. I asked the Secretary to read the whole 
clause as it will stand if amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Phat section 2 of the act approved March 8, 1885, chapter 338, 
Porty eighth Congress, second session, imposing restrictions and duties 


\ ‘ Department of Agriculture not imposed upon the other Execu 
tive Departments, be amended to read as follows: 


Spe. 2. That no part of the money herein or hereafter appropriated 
for the Department of Agriculture shall be paid to any person, as 
additional salary or compensation as an officer or employee of the 
frovernment, except for officers of State experiment stations and 
agriculture colleges paid from the THlatch fund or the Morrill fund, | 
end cooperating with (he various bureaus, divisions, and offices of the 


Department of Agriculture 
Mr. GORMAN. 
entire amendment. It 
tant particulars. 
Section 2 of the act approved March 3, 
and provides : 


changes the existing law in very impor 


ISS5, is very specific, 


That no part of the money herein or hereafter appropriated for the 


Departinent of Agriculture shall be paid to any person, as additional 
salary or compensation, receiving at the same time other compensation 
as an officer or employee of the Government; and in addition to the 
proper vouchers and accounts for the sums appropriated for the said 
Department to be furnished to the accounting officers of the Treasury, 
the Commissioner of Agriculture shall, at the commencement of each 
regular session, present to Congress a detailed statement of the expendi 
ture of all appropriations for said Department for the last preceding 
fiscal year 

That ealls for a complete report of every amount that is paid 
out of these lump appropriations, and prohibits the payment of 
uny amount whatever to an oflicer already receiving compensa- 
tion. It is a wise provisian of law. As the amendment changes 
existing law, I shall be compelled to raise the point of order on 
the entire amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR, Mr. President, I have but a word to say 
about this matter. IT have objected to it in the past and raised 
objections. The Secretary Claims that it is purely a measure of 
economy, and that in this way there are men at experiment sta- 
tions, paid in part out of the $15,000 appropriation that each 
experiment station has, who can render service to the Depart 
ment here and will do so by the payment of a small additional 
compensation. That, he says, will save the appointment of a 
high-salaried officer solely for the duty that can be performed 
if these men are allowed to be paid in part out of this appro- 
priation, As the point of order has been raised, [I do not wish 
to discuss if. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think there is no question about 
the point of order. But even on the matter of economy I 
should not want that salutary provision to be repealed, because 
in a single case it might save something. It is a very important 
and proper provision, and was inserted, after full consideration, 
as a restraint upon this Department, and the same restraints 
are visited upon other Departments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The opinion of the Chair is 
that it is general legislation and subject to the point of order. 
That applies to the whole amendment. 

the rending of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. PIAL. On page 10, I think, is the first amendment 
which was passed over at the suggestion of the Senator from 
Vermonf. 


Mr BERRY. Will the Senator from Maine permit me for a 


moment? The chairman of the committee desires to make a 
transfer and a correction about one item which was passed 
over. LT wish to leave the Chamber, and IT should like very 
much if the Senator from Maine vould permit that to be done. 
Mr. VIALE. 1 yield for the moment. 
Mr PROCTOR. What the Senator from Arkansas refers to 
is on page 7, lines 25 and 24. I move to change the amount to 


* $534.050.”’ 
The amendment was 
Mr. PROCTOR. On page 9, 
soo2.010 " and insert “ $564,510." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PROCTOR. On the same page, line 24, IT move to change 
‘fifty-eight ” to * fifty-three.” 

Phe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. That takes $5,000 from one place and puts it 
in another? 

Nr. PROCTOR. 


agreed to. 


line 2, I move to strike out 


“ 


Yes. 


I shall have to raise the point of order on the | 





| 





Mr. BERRY. That is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attsn- 
tion of the Senator from Maine to the fact that by unanimous 
consent the votes by which all amendments touching “ now 
laborers ” and “ now laborer” were agreed to were reconsidered. 
The Chair supposes the Senator now desires the amendinents 
to be agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Let them now be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to agree- 
ing to the amendments? The Chair hears none, and the amend- 
ments are agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. During the reading of the bill I offered an 
cunendment, at page 10, to strike out of the provision which 
visits penalty upon anyone who uses any devices touching 
weather reports, commencing at the word “or,’ in line 11, 
down to and including the words “ Weather Bureau,” in line 16. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
strated, 

The SECRETARY. 


On page 10, beginning at line 11, after the 
werd “ service,” 


strike out the following words: 

Ov shall use any tlag or symbol, or 
bol copied or modeled after those adopted and used by the Weather 
Bureau, or other branch of the Government service, for the purpose 
of publishing any weather forecasis or warnings of weather conditions 
hot issued by the Weather Bureau. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, to begin with, the whole para- 
graph is very severe in its penalties. I have grave doubts 
Whether all of it ought not to go out, but certainly this part, 
that deals with nothing but newspapers or private parties us- 
ing flags and symbols which do not in any way interfere with 
the work of the Bureau or do not molest its work nor its plant 
and do not counterfeit its reports. That such trivial matters 
should be made the subject of a penalty of imprisonment and 
fine is to me an absurdity. 

Since moving the amendment, which was passed over under 
the rule, L have received letters from the proprietors of newspa- 
pers, Saying that without any intention to represent and without 
claiming that they are representing the Government they do use 
in their reports symbols and flags, and they have been doing 
it for years. It seems to me that it is absurd to visit upon 
them, without there being any intention to interfere with the 
work of the Department, these heavy penalties. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will permit me, I wish to eall 
his attention in this connection to the fact that some of those 
flags are of the most ordinary character. For instance, one 
of them is a white flag, such as anyone might use without in- 
tending to mislead, and it would be subjecting most innecent 
persons to unnecessary annoyance in the way of persecution. 

Mr. HALE. The proprietor of one of the newspapers says: 

Now, a good many newspapers are in the habit of printing at the 
head of their daily weather report a scroll or design intended to draw 
the attention of the reader to that interesting feature of the regular 
news. ‘These designs always bear by suggestion upon the subject of 
the weather, and some of them sometimes carry pictures of little flags 
such as are used by the Weather Bureau in forecasting the storms and 
bulletining the changes in temperature. Many business houses have 
also made use of similar pictures of flags for the information of their 
customers, though the more common use is among the newspapers. 
Some journals print the flags at regular intervals in order that their 
readers may know how to read the signals 

That is very proper— 
displayed by the 
one, 

Mr. President, that i!lustrated and brings out more in detail, 
but I had not in such complete form when TL moved the amend- 
ment. It struck me in reading the language in the bill that in 
itself it carried its own condemnation. Instead of multiplying 
our penal statutes, haling men before courts and United States 
commissioners for little things and making more technical 
crimes than now exist on the statute books, I think we ought to 
eall a halt. 

It is to me so plain a matter that I do not propose to take any 
more of the time of the Senate. Suppose the head of a private 
concern Chooses in its legitimate business to use a white flag or 
any kind of a flag for any purposes, is he to be fined and im- 
prisoned, and both, possibly, because he happened to use for a 
legitimate purpose in his business one of these flags? It 
not interfere with the work of the Bureau. It is in no sense 
criminal. It ought not to be penalized. It is an instance, and 
we have many of them, of the Departments obtruding theim- 
selves into the business affairs of the people of the country and 
seeking to magnify their own importance by hedging everybody 
around with penal provisions and statutes. To my mind it is 
time that we called a halt and stopped these things. 

The Senator is wise, and [ think he will accept this proposi- 
tion. If he does not, I shall not take any more time of the Sen- 
ate, for IT have entire confidence in submitting it to the judgment 
of Senators, 


illustrations of any flag or sym- 





Veather Bureau in their cities; and the idea is a good 


does 
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Mr. PROCTOR. This matter was not inserted in the Senate. |) have had it read myself. It be | 
I ask the Secretary to read a letter from the Chief of the | In the first place, it sh s what Id 
Weather Bureau pro on which I hay ltos 
Phe Secretary read as follows: the bill until this ye I Wet I ‘ 
with nsiderabl { 
UNITED STaTes DEPARTMENT ¢ AGRICTI nt oo ; deTa : : : 
Wi BURFAI Mr. GALLINGER And s 
* t D. C., 1 ' Mr. HALE \nd has very 
Ifon. REI pf or weather dur r the day ) ! i Kix 
United States Senat MN ton, D. ¢ re > 
f:)<] mm unt S r witl t CN 
\l DEAK S vrorn: I LusSWwe t vou n irv re ive to the neces 
§ ra la prevert the improper use of weathe S and syi : ering with every ¢ \ » us { ( 
ve the ine a@ papel 1“A’), which is a ¢ ( ment ust J 
an existing prescribes a penalty of a tine not to Mu? Mir President e x rev out that p ] aH ! 
or imprison to exceed ninety days, tor publishing ‘ oa, i 
that are fal ‘sented as Goy ent predictions Phe pat enterpris ho bu ‘ could us : Als l ts 
in the agricultural bill now before the Senate is simply a copy of thi A Senator savs to me thev oug not to do it . ti \ 


present law, with the addition of that portion which it is now p oucht to do it I thint ‘ ae aa 1 sa a 
posed to cut out, and which also makes it unlawful for anyone to use 7 : ; s F : 





the Government symbols tor fraudulent purposes or to interfere wit! matters of private enterprise, on hotices of e1 { 1 

the danger and other signals of the Weather Bureau. Papers marked) eyerything of that kind It does not terfer | 

‘ yyy ] : r } , 
: LODGE. This is not the flag of the United §S i 





‘B” and “CC” show the necessity for this addition to the present 
vy reference to “B”’ you will see that a 1tent-medicine company 7 iz : 
mukes use of the Government symbols to scatter their predictions | Appears on Exhibit ¢ 

through the different monthly calendars of the year. These symbols Mr. HALE. I know it is not the flag of the U 






































are used in such a way as to ¢i many people to Dereve thee but if you carry out the ] pl wil G 
predictions are issued by the Govern Kiven if these signals wer oan : . ’ ' 
not being impropei l, I am o opinion that the Government I This is not nearly so | ma cuse as Wi 
shou in every wi e, te ple the fraud that is being a flag of the United States 
perpetrated uy nm y astr pseudo-st ientists who clain simply the desire of this B iu to I 
to ible to pre yeather ‘ ionths, and years in advance . Bala +} “er 
1 know of no scientific man who claims to be able to do this. pre ter citizens and ie . ! 
Exhibit “C” is a patent-medicine Imanac, beautifully illustrated see under this provi m aman in my Stat " 1 | 
on its title page with the Governme and with the shal for \ Bed. kt Ra a ‘ 
it ption *“‘New U. S. Weather A Government Sean eeeera rae ; : 
prosecutes the company publishir l Department | has produced here, and carried away ( t I S 
( J tice has 1 Vv arranged to do } v co ilissioner 150 « "Oo S ’ =\ to 1 \ 
n tha S ( not s i S 
Will ¢ t t ! { . And eve f the case is tl VV out ‘ 3 
( ir that it is their intention to make their reader ; 2} 
a ! Sins { Vay ociated with the Uni i Stat the bara | nad t » yl SiO 
Surel e Gover! nt’s danger signals are « l by being ed I do not w t 1 ld mv Stite ! ‘ { { 
for s 1 purpose = : . , ; ‘ 
If the paragral in t preser appropriation bill ended t i “= 2: = ’ : 
n } Dp 1 to ¢ it v take from t Gov ‘ \ to pre it Lie ot tl lay l ) \ to l | 
\ nscrupul I from per} ating fraud t the st f tio The ! le et th ‘ t 
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Mr. PROCTOR. Of the exhibits referred to there I have one « 
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the States. I believe that that is very necessary. 1 believe it | he may deem necessary, to establish standards of purity for food prod- 
which can be framed. | Ucts and to determine what are regarded as adulterations therein, for 


more valuable than any pure-food_ bill 


I believe if the people knew what poisons are used, what adul- 
teration exist in their food, they could correct the evil; they 
would not buy it. There is no doubt that the great mass of the 
meat eaten in the United States is in process of decay and so 
far gone that it is unhealthy. 

I believe it is utterly impossible to kill all the beef at one or 


two points and distribute it over the country and have it 
healthful. All animal food commences to decay and rot as soon 
as the animal is killed. It perhaps makes the meat more pal- 


atuble to be kept until the animal heat is out of it. 
it deteriorates every hour. Tam told, and I have no doubt it is 
true, that where they kill thousands of head a day in Chicago, 
for example, it is frozen and kept for a month, and sometimes 
for yvears. Then it is taken out and the atmosphere comes to it 
While it is being transported to the refrigerator car. 
it is brought to Washington or any other place, and being un- 
loaded, it is exposed to the atmosphere again all through the 
ear. Then it is taken to the cold storage of the establishment, 
kept there for a month or months; it is then taken out, cut up, 
hung up in your establishments, and nearly all of it becomes 
tainted before the people have an opportunity to eat it. It is 
the same with poultry. The poultry that you are eating now is 
killed in the West in the summer, in August and September. 
Most of the turkeys and chickens you are eating come from last 
year’s killing. 

If meat could be examined and the results published the peo- 
ple would take care of themselves, 

In your bread alum is used to such an extent that it becomes 
poisonous. If bread was analyzed and the result published so 
that people could know about it they could look out for them- 


selves. 


After that 


The fish that you have to eat becomes poisonous very readily. 
You hear constantly of people being affected with acute indi- 
gestion. That acute indigestion is generally ptomaine poison. 


My attention was particularly called to this fact by the use of | 


a quarter of Armour’s beef. It was made into sandwiches and 
distributed to the people at an auction I had. <All of them were 
affected Forty of them were so sick that they 
were unable to raise their heads; they could not move. T had 
eight doctors there who sat up all night with them. I had the 
meat analyzed and it was found that they suffered from ptomaine 
poisoning. The beef had been kept too long. The meat which 
you eat daily has not been kept long enough, probably, to poison 
you so as to prevent you from sitting up, but it will affect your 
health. 


less. 


more or 


There are many other poisons that are known to be in our | 
food. The adulteration of food has become alarming in this 


country. You have had your pure-food bills here and they have 
been discussed at great length, but almost all of them interfered 
with Stute rights; they undertook to do things beyond the 
power of a Federal law. They are failures. I think we should 
have the Department of Agriculture simply to investigate and 
publish the results. My amendment was sent to the Agricul- 


tural Department. T wanted to have the results published in 
the newspapers. They cut all that out and cut down the 
amount, but recommended this amendment in the form I have 


presented it. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 28, 1905. 
I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your communication 
the 25th instant, inclosing an amendment which is proposed by 
Srewarr to the appropriation bill for the Department of Agricul- 

1 appreciate the help which Senator Svewarr wishes to give in 
work of studying food adulteration, and I could utilize a consider 
able part of the sum he mentions profitably under the present wording 
of the bill I believe great good would come from the publications 
which this amendment proposes. 

I do not think, however, | could use anything like the amount 
money mentioned in the amendment. I would be very glad to make a 
thorough study of the whole question in harmony with the general 
spirit of Mr. Srewart’s proposed amendment, but would suggest some 
changes, and submit herewith a copy of the changed wording, which 
I think will meet with Senator STEWAKTt’S approval 

I am, respectfully, 


Dear Sir 
of 
Mr 
ture 
the 


of 


JAMES WILSON, Secretary. 
Ilion. W. B. Heynurn, 
iniled Ntates Nenate, 
The changed wording 
have sent to the desk. 
Mr. President, there is in this bill something which I regard 
us very objectionable. While the Senator from Vermont thinks 
it accomplishes all that is desired, I wish to call his attention 
to what I regard as a very objectionable provision in the bill. 
Commencing in the latter part of line 16 on page 40, I find this 
language: 


Washington, D.C. 


is the amendment which I 


suggested 


To enable the Secretary of Agriculture, in collaboration with the As 
sociation of Official Agricultural Chemists, and such other experts as 


From there | 


I will read what the Department says about it: | 





nee of the officials of the various States and of the courts of 
Justice, 

That would be a trap to catch the unwary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
McCumber], I think, has moved to strike out the latter part of 
that provision. 

Mr. STEWART. The idea of establishing standards is a 
most vicious one. In the first place, we know that food ought 
to be pure. ‘That is standard enough, and we ought not to have 
it mixed up with standards that it should contain so much of 
this and so much of that. The people can look out for that. It 
might create a monopoly to fix upon some particular standard. 
Men have different tastes, and we should not place any particu- 
lar food standard on the statute books. There is a law in this 
District providing that there shall be so much butter fat in milk, 
but how is it executed? Unless the practice has been changed 
in the last few months, the milk inspectors go out in the morn- 
ing, after everybody is up, take samples of the milk, and have an 
analysis made of it. If it does not contain enough butter fat, 
they arrest the vendors, and occasionally some of them have 
been punished; but during the whole morning previous to that 
time, for hours, the inspectors allow the dealers to sell whatever 
kind of milk they please. 

They fill their bottles from their wagons, and do anything 
they like, no matter how bad it may be. As to whether milk 
is rich or poor or whether it has water in it everyone is a 
pretty good judge. The people themselves can take care of 
that, and that is a sufficient guard; but how can the public 
watch and tell whether or not formaldehyde and other delete- 
rious materials have been put into the milk so as to preserve it 
for months? How can the public protect themselves against 
those secret things? It would be a great deal better protection 
to have a really honest chemist to take this milk, analyze it, 
and show what is its character. The result of the analysis 
should then be made known to the public, so that they may be 
able to protect themselves. But the idea of spending so much 
money to protect people against an evil that they understand 
perfectly well is ridiculous. They understand whether or not 
milk is rich or poor, but they do not know whether it contains 
poison or what filth there may be in it. This is what the people 
ought to be protected from, for the use of unwholesome milk 
has killed more infants in this town than have all other things 
combined. Of the truth of this statement there can be no doubt. 

There should also be an analysis of bread. Nobody would 
eat bread if it was overcharged with alum. The people will 
take care of themselves about that. We do not want any 
standard as to how much alum should be put in bread, but the 
people want to know whether or not any poisonous substances 
have been introduced into that bread. We do not, however, 
want to fix any standard, for if we do the bakers, who have a 
monopoly of the business, would get together and fix the stand- 
ard. We do not want any standard of poisons, but what is 
wanted is a standard of purity; you want to know whether 
there are deleterious drugs contained in your bread and whether 
other injurious substances are put into it which would impair 
the health of the people. We do not want any standard that 
will cheat us; that is all humbug; and I shall move to strike 
out that provision. 

When the Senator from Vermont speaks of a perfect bill, he 
has «a bill right here before you in which there is a provision to 
trap the unwary, for if a standard is established the manu- 
facturers of food products will put their label on their respect- 
ive products and say they are standard foods; standard in 
every regard; standard in purity; standard in richness; stand- 
ard in anything you please. You do not want any such ¢lap- 
trap business as that; but you do want the chemists to take in- 
discriminately samples of the food that is transported from one 
State to another, analyze them, and let everybody know whether 
poison is being distributed over the country. 

I tell you this is a very important thing. I know that anyone 
who takes this position in the interest of the publie is apt to be 
ridiculed. It is within the power of these great monopolies to 
ridicule all such propositions. It is easy to ridicule a thing of 
this kind, and to call people eranks who direct attention to it. 

J amin pretty good health, and the reason for it is that I have 
avoided the eating of poisons. That is one of my protections. 
If I should eat the kind of stuff that people generally eat, I 
would feel and look to be twenty-five years older, if I were even 
living at all. I have been watehful in this regard for some time, 
and I tell you it has a good effect on me. When T go to a hotel 
I want to know whether or not they are serving adulterated and 
poisonous food. Sometimes I do not eat at all because IT am 


afraid of being poisoned. 
The subject of food adulteration is the most important thing 
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now confronting us. We do not, as I have said, want any stand 
ard fixed; but we want to have food analyzed. I want the 
world to know whether the food which it buys is pure, or 
whether it has poison in it, and then the people will take care 
of themselves, for if the people learn that a man puts poison 
into the food he manufactures he can not sell it; and it is only 
by proper tests that this can be determined. 

In the case of the meat which comes here, there is no inspec 
tion at all, with all due respect to the health officer, and I say 
we should be a great deal better off if the health office should 
be abolished, because the people are obliged to rely on it, and 
there is no examination of the meat that comes into this city. 

All the analyses which are made of foods should be published 
That would not require any very expensive machinery. My 
amendment is not a pure-food bill, requiring the creation of 
thousands of officers. When these analyses are published the 
people will be informed—and they will act as a warning—:nd 
avoid them as the mariner would avoid the rock. It is not nec 
essary to have a standard of rock to keep the mariner off a 
dangerous point; all you want is a buoy there to show the hid 
den rocks and men will steer clear of them. 

You do not want any standard of bread. You want an anal 
ysis published to show if that bread has poison in it, and if it 
has the people will not purchase it; otherwise there will be no 
signals show where the danger is in food supplies that are 
sold and used everywhere—in hotels and private families. 

The doctors laugh about this. Sometimes they give peculiar 
hames of the diseases resulting from eating impure and poison 
ous food. They call such diseases “heart failure,” “indigestion,” 
ete., while nine-tenths of them are occasioned by poisonous food. 
Nine-tenths of the sudden deaths come from poisoned foods, and 


to 


the doctors know it, but the doctors do not interfere. Il have 
talked with them. They say, “ We can not handle it, but the 
law ought to intervene.” [To was talking with a very eminent 


physician, who practices very largely in a town where there are 
many Germans. Hfe said that the kidneys of the Germans who 
drank beer were universally bad. IT asked why it was. Ile said 
it was caused by the poison in the beer. “ Why, then, do you not 
eall attention to it?’ LT asked. Said he, “I don’t want to go out 
of business.” | Laughter. | 

About twenty years ago beer was made from hops, but some 
new methods of manufacture have been invented and introduced, 
and the business has largely gone into other lands. 
The effect 


They can by 
these new processes make cheaper beer. has been to 
ruin the price of hop lands. 

I know of Lop lands in Washington that sold as high as S300 


an vere, but after this change took place they went down to S10 


apoacre. The hop lands in California went down to a merely 
nominal price, and the same is true of the hop lands in New 
York. lop lands generally depreciated. What was the reason ? 


Because the demand for hops had ceased. 

Good beer is not brewed now. They manufacture it; they can 
start the process in the morning and have the beer ready by night. 
Formerly it took time, hops, ete., to make beer, but now they 
make it ata very small cost. It used to be possible to get good 
beer that was made of hops and brewed in the ordinary way. 


Such beer made a wholesome drink, and people who drank it 
lived long. It was splendid as a food. It made the Germans 
perfectly healthy and. strong. jut if a man drinks beer now 


and sticks to it he will find, in spite of the standards they have 
made, that his health will be gone. No man can be healthy and 
drink the beer that manufactured to-day. Why not have 
beer analyzed? When this Bureau was established the Agricul 
tural Department did give a statement showing the ingredients 
of beer, but they do not now publish such statements. I went to 
the Department and asked why they did not publish them? 
“We can not do so,” they said. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Are not hops used any more in the brew 
ing of beer? 

Mr. STEWART. Only to a very slight extent. Beer is man 
ufactured. It not right that all these outrageous things be 
done; and those IT have mentioned are only a few of the wrongs 
that are perpetrated on the people of the United States. 
it is proposed to have a food product analyzed and the analysis 
published, it is said in reply, “* We have got machinery.” Yes; 


Is 


is 
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When | 


you have got machinery for putting up a standard whereby any | 


amount of poison can be introduced and sold in an article of 
food. 

I repeat IT am against fixing a standard. 
standard of filth in what I eat. I want my food clean; I want 
it free from poisons. I do not want any savants or combina- 
tious fixing up a job of that kind on me. 

After the amendment which I have offered is disposed of, I 
shall move to strike out the provision in the bill relating to 
standards, 


I do not want any 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hare] 

Mr. STEWART. I have another amendment 

Mr. KEAN Il have an amendment I wish to offer 

Mr. STEWART. I have another amendment to this ¢] se 
that I should like to offer at this time 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Senator from Nevada 
is recognized. 

Mr. STEWART. On page 40, commencing in line 16, IT move 
to strike out: 

fo enable the Secretary ¢ Agriculture in « n with the 
Association of Official Ag ! Che s, and s he x 

s he may deem nece ry est standards of p V i 
products and to determine what are 1 us lulterat s 
the guidance of the officials of the vari States and « 

Justice 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Strewarr] 
will permit me, I desire to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Vermont [ Mr. LRocror] It is absolutely impossible to 
finish this bill this evening, and it is growing quite late now I 
know there are certain matters that other Senators have to 
present, and I myself have several amendments pendit Which 
will take considerable time. 

Mr. LODGE IT have an amendment which IT desire to of 
and which is pending. I do not want to discuss but IT want 
a vote upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER the «hair) 
The amendment of the Senator from Nevada Mr. STEWA 
Will be stated. 

Phe SECRETARY On page 40, line 16, after the word “ coun 
tries,” It is proposed to strike out 

ro enable the Secretary of A in ) n ¥ 
Associat 1 of Officinl A ( tural Chemist and \ pert 
as h deem necessit to ¢ it h Wards of purity f ood 
products 1 to determi: led { 
for the guidance of the « \ st { t 

The PRESIDING OFFICER rhe question is on the en 
ment. | Putting the question.| The “noes” seem to have it 

Mr. STEWART. l s for the yeas and nays on the amend 
ment. | think the provision which L ha moved to strike out 
is at very injurious one 

The veas and nays were ordered 

Mr. ALLISON I suggest to the Senator from Vermont 1 
he allow the bill to go over until to-morrow It is 1 fest 
that this amendment can not be voted on to-night 

Mr. PROCTOR It is very evident, Mr. President, that tl 
will not be a quorum on a veu-and-nay vote, and, therefor 
no Senator desires an executive session, L will move that thr 
Senate adjourn 

Mr. LOC I think we had better h dihh CNOCCULIVE ( 
sion tor a few tmioments 

Mr. PROCTOR. Then T move that the Senate proceed to th 
consideration of executive business 

The motion was reed to: and the Senate m eeded 1 thy 
consideration of executive business After tive minute pent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and ¢at 5 o'cloe! 
and 30 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow 
February 10, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 
Kerecutive nominat received by the S at hel rh 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF TILE TI SURY 

James B. Reynolds, of Massachusetts, to be Assistant Seer 
tary of the Treasury to succeed Robert B. Armstrong. who } 
resigned to take effect March 5, 1905. 

POSTMASTERS, 
HAWAII 

Joseph G. Pratt to be postmaster at Honolulu, in the island 
of Oahu and Territory of Hawaii, in place of Joseph M. Oat 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1904, 

Thomas L. Rosser to be postmaster at Charlottesville, in th 
county of Albemarle and State of Virginia, in place of W rd 
G. Saltsman. Incumbents commission expires February 22 
1905. 

CONKFIRMATIONS 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Se tle] 
REGISTER OF LAND O 
Walter L. Cohen, of Louisiana, to be re roof the nd 


otlice at New Orleans, La. 
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POSTMASTEBS. 
CALIFORNIA 

00d to be postmaster at Alhambra, in the 
‘es and State of California. 


Bb. Elw 


( itv of Los Ange 


Herve Friend to be postmaster at Hollywood, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California. 
John P. Swift to be postmaster at Marysville, in the county 


of Yuba and State of California. 


Ty! mis A at Elberton, 


ana 


Jones to be postmaster 
State 


in the county 


of Georgia. 


IOWA. 
wait to be postmaster 
son and State of Towa. 
Jordan to be postmaster at 


a M. Cross 
eoul of Madi 
Jines IF 


at Earlham, in the 


Valley Junction, in the 


eounty of Polk and State of Iowa. 
Matthew Richmond to be postmaster at Armstrong, in the 


of Emmet and State of Lowa. 
LOUISIANA, 
ITamilton to be postmuster 
and State of Louisiana 
Charles W. Lyman to be 
Acadia and State of Louisiana. 
I} Wo ard to be p 


i MAS oD. 
ns and State of Louisiana. 


at Pollock, in the 


t? . TPaax 
postmaster at hayne, 


ol 


' dw stmaster at New Orleans, in the 


pil 

: ve! » postmaster at Warsaw, in the county 

of Benton and State of Missouri. | 

W YORK, | 

George A. Cotton to be postmaster at Depew, in the county of | 
Lirie and State of New York. 

Judson S. Wright 


, to be post 
State of 


New 


Tully, in of 


master at 


Lok, 


the county 
Onondaga and 

E MEA 
dolph to be 


Perritors 


postinaster at 


Waukomis, 


Oklahoia., 


in the 


Gartield and ol 


xv \ 


postinaster at Hondo, in the cout 


Joseph Folm to be itv of 
Medina and State of 


J. M. Musser in the county of 


Baylor and State of Texa 
William L. Rogers to be postmaster at Conroe, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Texas 


Sands to be postiias 


State of Texas. 


Henry Th. 
Wisi 


ter at 


\ oJ. Knapp to be postmaster at Anacortes, in the count 
of S rit and State of Washington. 

ay veo M. Ste {t to be postmaster at Seattle, in th ounty 
of | 1 State of Washingto 


EPRESENTATIV ES. 


OF Rh 


Tourspay, eh 


‘ 
t 


} 

The Tou t at 11 ! 

Pe | the ¢ l Rev. TTex N. ¢ EN, D. D 

i Journal of ‘ erday’s proce dings \ s re I nd }) 
p! 

LROAD-RAT PLL! 

| SPEAKER Und the order of the Tlouse the Chair ce 
( the THlouse to be in Committee of the Whole House on t] 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the 1 
It. J ISOSS 1 the gentleman from New Ham] i 
Cl re] will t thie ! 

| CIIATRALAN fhe ILouse is in Committee of the Wh 
Iiouse on the state of the Union for the further consid { 
of bill HL. BR. TS5OSS8, the railroad-rate bill, and the gentl 
fro Louisiana is recognized. 

\I DAVEY of Louisiana, Mr. Chait in, I vield to e x 
t} from Missouri [ Mr. D ERTY |. 

Mr... DOUGHERTY Mr. Chairman, the subject under con 
sid ion, | ularly designated the “ railroad-rate bill,” is re 
garded by 1 thi t important me ire with which this 
Congress has ht to deal 

Vt Dill i es prir >and public rights; it aff s ot ¢ | 
thre isiness of tl individual and the nation’s commerce It 

. carefu scanned and ¢1 ly scrutinized by the people 
} ‘ l Ol the l: nd 1{ riffs Ls the COMMerce ol 1! } 
\ ountry, nnd the care of our nation’s commerce redounds 
more the riches and prosperity of the publie than any othe: 

« L ’ Lit t 
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In proceeding, then, to its consideration. with the aid of the 
best lights before us, we should{in all things be actuated by an 
honest and sincere purpose to treat all interests fairly and ar- 
rive, as far as possible, at wise, just, and proper conclusions. 
The shipper, on the one hand, and the railroads on the other, 
should alike be given justice and be required to do justice. 
Chere should be no desire or attempt to injure, nor should there 
be any improper advantage given to either, but all should be 
treated justly and fairly and given a common equality of op- 
portunity. 

In the full sense we should 

Poise the cause in Justice's equal seales, 
Whose beam stands sure, whose rightful cause prevails. 

Those of us who occupy this side of the Chamber and are 
Democratic in politics, if we had no other cause, could find a 
purty reason for activity in the matter of enlarging the power of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission by reason of the fact that 
the national Democratic platform of 1896 declared that 


The absorption of wealth by the few, the consolidation of our lead 
ing railroad systems, and the formation of trusts and pools require a 


stricter control by the Federal Government of those arteries of com- 
merce. We demand the enlargement of the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Conimission, and such restriction and guaranties in the 


control of railroads as will protect the people from robbery and oppres- 


sion. 

And again, in 1900, at Kansas City, the national Democratic 
convention gave ufterance to these declarations : 

Corporations should be protected in all their rights and their legiti- 


mate interests should be respected, but any attempt by corporations 
to interfere with the public affairs of the people, or to control the 


overeignty which creates them, should be forbidden under such penal- 
ties as will make such attempts impossible. 

We favor such an enlargement of the 
I law will enable the Commission 
communities from discriminations and the 
fair transportation rates. 


And yet a third time, and with increased emphasis, the na- 
tional Democracy, in convention assembled at St. Louis, in 1904, 


scope of the 
to protect 
public from 


interstate-com- 
individuals and 
unjust and un- 


nerce as 


| embodied the following in its platform of principles: 


Individual equality 
tial to a healthy 
combination, 
duction, re 
id puni 
tion by 
moting 
We 


of opportunity and free competition are essen- 
and permanent commercial prosperity, and any trust, 
monopoly tending to destroy these by controlling pro- 
tricting competition, or fixing prices should be prohibited 
ed by law. We especially denounce rebates and discrimina- 
transportation companies as the most potent agency in pro- 
and strengthening these unlawful conspiracies against trade. 
demand an enlargement of the powers of the Interstate Com- 


or 














merce Commi nm, to the end that the traveling public and shippers of 
this country may have prompt and adequate relief for the abuses to 
Which they are subjected in the matter of transportation. We demand 
Ls t forcement of existing civil and criminal statutes against all 
‘ t1 combinations, and monopolies, and we demand the enact 
! of h further legislation as may be necessary to effectually sup- 
them 

\r trust or unlawful combination engaged in interstate commerce 
s monopolizing any branch of business or production should not 
tted to transact business outside of the State of its origin. 
\\ ever it shall be established in any court of competent ‘isdiction 
such monopolization exists, such prohibition should be enforced 

hi on prehen ive laws to be enacted on the subiect 


the opposite side of the Chamber, of 

“l only to look to President nessuge to 
under date December 6, 1902, for inspiration to 
activity in the matter of railroad-rate legislation. In that mes- 
sige the President said: 


Those on 
le¢ 


this Congress 


Republican 


polities, Roosevelt's 




















Above all else, we must strive to keep the highways of commerce 

open to all on equal terms; and to do this it is me ssary to put a com 

top to all rebate Whether the shipper or the railroad is to 

makes no difference; the rebate n t be siopped, t abuses ol 

private car and private terminal-track and de-track syst must 

ypped nd the | slat of the Fifty-sevent Cong which 

| ives it to be unlawful for person or corporation to offer, grant, 

vive, solicit ror t. orl ve rebate, cor m, or discrimivat‘ton 

et to the transportatior any propel In Interstate or fcr 

commerce whereby such property shall by any device whatever 

e transported at a less rate than that named in the tariffs pul lished 

1 irrier i be el reed I like tile ' i « tinent 

{ act to 1 late « el it re ned a mooted question whether 

{ et conferred upon the = Inte tate Commerce Commission the 

r it had 1 nd a challe l rate to unt Som to 

re what thereafter should, prima facie, be the reasona maxi 

! rate rt transportation in dispute. The Supreme Court finally 

Ived that que ion in the negative, so that a i law now stunds 

1 Commissio imp I the bare power to denounce a particu 
r ra § uni nable 

While IT am of the opinion that at present it would be undesirable, 

r it we not impracticable, finally to clothe the Commission with gen 

eral thority to fix railroad rates, I do believe that, us a fair security 

to shippers, the Commission should be vested with the power, where 

i iven rate has 1 1 challenged and after full hearing found to be 

nreasonable, to decide, subject to judicial review, what lil be a rea 

ible rate to take its place; the ruling of the Commission to take 

t immediately, and to obtain unless and until it is reversed by the 

court of review The Government must in increasing degree supervise 

nd regulate the workings of the railways engaged in interstate com 

merce and such increased supervision is the only alternative to an 

increase of the present evils on the one hand or a still more radical 

} y on the other. In my judgment the most important legislative 

act now needed as regards the regulation of corporations is this act 

to confer on the Interstate Commerce Commission the power to revise 

rates and regulations, the revised rate to at once go into effect and 


to stay in effect unless and until the court of review revises it. 
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Believing that equality of opportunity and free competition | And so also it has been shown by evicd riven Le 


e given ‘ 
are essential to a healthy and permanent prosperity, and kKnow- | committee that unjust and extortion WITZeS e be 
ing that trusts, combinations, and monopolies are destroying | against shippers through the private ter al dl ( 
these by controlling production, restricting Competition, and | track systems. 
fixing prices, we who have the honor to represent in part the Several bills have been introduced on tl] ) 
great Democracy of the nation will use our best endeavors to | however, have been reported designed to « ‘ 
redecnn our party’s platform pledge to give relief as far as pos- | the Interstate Conners Commission, and 
sible to the traveling public and the shippers of the country | brought in by the Con ttee on Rules and w 
from the abuses from which they suffer, and will seek by all} proceedings in this case. we are denic | 
honorable means to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Com Inewnh privilege of even offering amendments to t ‘ 
merce Commission, so that it may have power and authority | by the majority of the embers of the coun ter al; , 
not merely to denounce a given rate as unreasonable and un- | denied the right to perfect by amend t ile 
just, but to decide what shall be a reasonable and just rate to | by the minority. 
take its place, and to force its observance until reversed by a Thus bound and under existing « i . ‘ ‘ | 
court of review, and also to eradicate as near as may be the | tin ily to support the bill reported by the m: lowe 
srowing evils of railroad rebates, private car and private ter ticient or incomplete it may appear to be, or else 
minal-track and side-track systems, and keep the great high false attitude before the country of being 1 riendly to 
Ways of commerce open to all on terms of equality, j rate legislation at all 
If the majority party will consent to follow the President S| Under these conditions it is therefore usel ; 
recommendations on this important subject, then will the Con- | trast or discuss at leneth the merits deme : ie 
sress be practically of one mind and legislation will be sure of | yieasures, but sutlice it to v that T accord w ‘ 
enactment that will relieve the people of the unjust and op- | members of the committee in the oj 1 il | 1} 
pressive burdens of unreasonable railroad rates that they have } to be inadequate and inetlicient in pro C 1 re 
suffered from so long lif it fails to previde power to find a given rate unre nT 
Mr. Chairman, I repeat that this legislation has long been | unjust and to prescribe a reasonable « just 1 >» De \ 
demanded by the people of the country. It bas emanated from tuted, to prescribe a joint rate, to eliminate unji | 
shippers everywhere, from national and local grange organiza- | tion, to stop rebates and secret ¢ rates, to regulate ] 
tions, boards of trade and commercial clubs, live stock and | cars and private car lines, to regulate terminals and t 
srain shippers, millers’ asseciations and State legislatures—in | facilities, to regulate freight classifi ons dt | 
fact, throughout the length and breadth of the land wherever | furnishing of equal facilities to all. and unless it preserve 
commerce exists and railreads penetrate, the people have been | petition betwee n earriers and markets and 1 s the po o 
oppressed by exorbitant charges and unjust discriminations | the Conunission to raise rates or prescribe m tes d 
and have appealed to their Representatives in Congress for | facilitates a speedy conclu n of proceedings in « ‘ 
reliel But their demands would have remained unheeded vet | its litigation as far as the ne mav be done 
by the Republican party had not the President heard the mur In imy judgment special imyx rtanee attaches to the m 


murings of discontent and commanded the dominant party here 
to put the legislative machinery in operation at once. 
It is therefore practically agreed by all that authority should 


} of limiting the power of the Comission in regard to r: 
rates and fixing minimum rates where rates have been fixed 


transportation companies and this marks one of the deticier 


be given some administrative body such as the Interstate Com- | of the majority bill. The power to raise rates and fix mit mT 
merce Conmnission to stop and correct abuses. Without at- | rates could and might be used to avoid competition between 
tempting a recitation of those abuses, 1 merely quote the fol markets and between carriers; and if so, then the war that 


lowing to show that the powers of common earriers are abused 


ae how on between certain great interests which wre contend 
and that the people are the sufferers : 


for grain and other export business would be resolved in ft 








fy tic . : S nal j ‘ uy “1 ret lis 
ANNUAL ** NET PROFITS OF ROADS $1,000,000,000," } ol parti Har localitic and middlemen and agninst tl 
; ests of other localities and the producers It might detleet 
1 At a - saan by the Aer ge my on January => atk pet | the shipment of grain, live stock, and other products of the W 
AUGEN, 0 own, declare m9 he common cearriers had abused their : . . 5 
power and carried it to a point so as to absorb about $1,000,000.000 and Middle West from their course throuch the \l } 
In net protits every yeal Ile said that while the real value of all | Valley to New Orleans and the Gulf, which is its natural | 
railroad pi perty was less than ten billions, the railroads absorbed as lost econonmiicnl route to senboard, to the er t te { 1 « l 
net protits one-third of the total increase in wealth of the United | pat e ; a oy mike. Shier { _ 
States “Only about one out of thirty-two employees in gainful occu- | Vantage of producers It is well known 1}: ct 1 euste 1 
pations in the United States,” he said, “is emploved in the transporta- | centers are aking strenuous efforts to regain ¢ rol « | 
tion sé rvi e The : t protits ft i day's labor in transportation | grain-export business by routing it from the West to 1 \ 
is equa to one-hal fhe earnings 0 twentVv-two in other occupations a . oe ' ‘ 2 4 ; 4 E 
Not that the employees in transportation get larger pay than those en Leatatic seaboard T he power, then, to r: as iit and 
caged in other « pations, but I am speaking of proftiis to the owners | Pitm rates is a dangerous one, and could be used with d 
operators Or . ve Sea oat came rhe pro as = invested in | trous results to competition and competing market \\ 
raiwé i j to one-hal oO every St Investec otherwise rhe } ss en : ' ‘ = ; ’ 2) 
value ‘of all farm  propert according to the census, le more than | Special privileges should be granted to none. vet the produce 


twent ind one lf billions; 5,700,000 farmers, or mor than } 


mf of | of the country wherever located should be protected in 





{ 
all thi people, live on = farins ee ten millions are engaged it enjovinent of the natural advantages which come to thre ly 
icult i} pursuits ie railroads employ one for every eight en s . 
ployed on the farms, yet the railroads’ gross receipts are equal to two reason of le ition and enviroument. 
thirds of those from: the farms } But I shall not attempt further diseu on of these tte 
in te 1 , a1 ner *? lt « ‘ + hiwavs 
ENORMOUS PROPIT OF PRIVATE CAR LINES | fol talk can avail nothing I shall see to as 
5 il ; } with jealous care, that T vote right, or as nenrly so as ex 
At a hearing sefore the Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce on b2 ns 11 linit ' And vet Ir. €'l t] } 
tary oO is to the profits of private ir lines, | M. Ferguson. of CoOMmtTIONS Wi admit OF Vin yet, 2 } I 
1 Ih, il W ile Ss our, y } ALOT oO of the monopoly nappenares STS TLE ‘ » «lll Pht \ maVe. ¢ = ECE en 1} tiie a" 
Duluth, Ming vho is urging the abolition of the monoy ippeared | (le hed to have, and may have, a great effect upon 
* _ e the committee, and said the Interstate Commerce Commission | merce of the country. and therefore may be of creat conse 
ue eported that the rental of the ears paid as mileag vy the rail ] , 
‘ Cu aid ; i ‘ h ail : seca hic * ad subt t} thorn fc 1 theme hich ¢ 
road vould be suflicient alone to replace the cars in ears. or a to thre people ; fol l u litt iit there Oo ther wl i 
return of 884 per cent per annum gross on the cost of construction lenges the attention of our citizens which is of grente 
In reply to a question by Senator ELKIN Mr. Ferguson gave as his | or more general importance than the Ibjeet of our national 
opinion that the net return from each car for each day in use was . ‘on, 
nhout SG Mr. ELKINS said he estimated it at about $1 a day a car traele and commerce . 
for 12.000 to 14,000 cars, which the Armour Company alone operated, We aspire to be a commercial nation hd such MaTLO : 
and the cars earned therefore $12,000 to $14,000 every day in tho ve i nation of peace, Progress nnd prosperity, t peace with 
“They could sell their products at net cost, could they not.” he in | f earth nil , 1 1) t] \ f | 
MODES OF i «tl i MPOLTOSSIVE A} ‘ ‘ hit t\¢ if ‘ ‘ 
4 | and yet make a profit on their business from the eceipts | a oo , 
of their cars *% CIVILIZATION, 
‘ oe . ‘ * ie é ‘ a . ' 2 . 
Certainly, eplied Mr. Ferguson I have carried out your caleu As benring incidentally upon the subject of the ene | 
Intion, and tind that if they only run these cars on an average of one . { ; ] 
' ; < . ,? sy" y* ove 1? ‘ ' ‘ it var rit 
hundred days in the year the Atmour Company would clear $7,200,000 ress nnd prosperity of ur country, it may not be en ‘ 
by the operation for me to Sits that I should like very mu h to see at le 
Ata hearing before the Interstate Commerce Committee of the House of the vast sums of monev which are anonally taken fro tI 
of Representatives on January { George F. Mead, Vice-president of the ’ 4] ! eel } { f 4 { } 
National Le w of Commission Merchants, and also a member of the po Kets Of the people througn the forms of Deter 
Boston Fruit Growers’ Exchange, complained of the inroads made into | in unnecessary and ineffectual attempts at river nd | 
his Isiness the private car lines Ile said these lines had grown improvements, in providing ground nnd clerit ihe 
to such an extent that Armour & Co., who controlled them, practically 14 
dietated pp 4 f all perisha le food products in this country He Ge Libhhtary WMneUVers, » «af let ‘ 
clared that Armour & Co. were operating without license, and he could public buildings throughout the State cured the a - I ! 
not see why the vy had the right to prey upon our business and hold unneeded number of “ fighting 1 chine to } Phyo ! 
us up by the throat and demand whatever they see fit These private } ‘ f tl 1 : | ted) 1 t 1 
: : » \ » : “DD Vel Praol t's I ‘ « 
car companies,” he continued, “can break men, firms, and even States Che Waters OF IHC Cele) : aa 


by their traffic rates,” } and used to aid and encourage the development and building up 








-— ad 
of the vast resources of the interior of our land. Applied, if 
you please, in part to aid and encourage the construction of 
good public roads in the great wealth-producing sections of the 
land and in the further perfecting and extension of rural free 
delivery of mail and kindred enterprises. 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I vield to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Prerce]. 

[Mr PIERCE addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 

Ir. DAVEY of Louisiana. I now yield to the gentleman 
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from North Carolina [Mr. THomas]. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I feel that I 
would be recreant to the district I represent, which is so much 
interested in the enlargement of the powers cf the Interstate | 
Commerce Commission, if I failed to express my views upon this 


important bill. 
The abuse of 
nb especially 


lat 


railroad transportation and the evils which I 
interested in having corrected, by means of legis- 
ig the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
arise mainly out of the use of private cars in the trans- 
portation of vegetables and fruits. Representing a constituency 
largely interested in trucking and fruit growing, my attention has 
been frequently called through the press and by my constituents 
to the exactions of private-car companies in transporting the 
produce of my section to northern markets. 

I would like to see some amendment made to the T 


AO 











ion enlarg 


Sion 


whsend- | 


isch bill or the Dayey bill which would correct the evils of the | 


system. 
which 


I am not disposed, however, to oppose the 


J 
private-car 
j is the bill the Democratic minority, be- 


bill, of 


enuse of any particular defect. I shall vote with my party for | 
this bill, and, failing to secure its passage, I shall then support 
the Townsend-Esch bill as the best bill which can be obtained 
from the Republican majority under the iron-clad rule adopted 
by the House. 

Gentlemen have insisted in the debate that the words “ any 
regulation or practice whatsoever affecting the transportation 


of persons or property,” contained in section 1 
isch bill, and similar language in the Davey bill, gives the 
Interstate Commerce Commission the power to regulate 
control the private-car system. However, this would 
mutter of judicial construction. 

I hope such power is contained in section 1 of the bill of the 
Republican majority, and if such power is not contained in the 
bill of the majority or the Democratic substitute I hope that 
some separate bill—and I understand that one is pending be- 
fore the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce—will 


and 
be a 


of the Townsend- | 


be brought into the House striking at the abuses of the private- | 


car system. 
The section 


represent 


of North Carolina which I have the honor 
is extensively engaged in the shipping of strawber- 


















to | 


ries, fruits, and early vegetables. In speaking of the inroads 
made upon that business by the private-car lines, M~ George F. 
Mead, president of the National League of Commission Mer- 
chants, and also the Boston Fruit and Produce Exchange, in 
the hearings before the House Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, said: 

Armour & Co. and those interested have guue into the lines of 
business in which the fruit and produce men are engaged to such an 
extent that at the present time the car-line company known as “Ar 
mour & Co.” controls the price of the perishable fruits produced | 
in this cou r, and ] ips no other men IfMmve suffered more and no 
other business } suffered as ours has from the exactions and abuses 
of these private-car lines. 

Continuing, he says: 

I feel that at the present time Armour & Co. are under no regu- 
lations whatever. TI can not imagine how the railroads of the country 
have the right to license Armour & Co. to prey upon us and to transfer 
the functions of a common ¢arrier to a private individual, practically | 
nilowing them to hold us up by the throat and demand what they see 
tit 

N only are the charges made by Armour & Co. exorbitant, but— 

Savs Mr. Mead— 

t! have the power to go into our line of business and to raise or 
low the rates absolutely. 

ly e ance of some shipments to the city of Worcester Armour 
& | 1 all of the information about these shipments; they knew the 
time they were shipped and when they were due and they knew the 
cost of the ear when it was bought in the open market, and if that car- 
load of fruit was due on Wednesday they would put a carload of fruit 
in there on ‘Tuesday and fill the market, and when the carload of fruit 
got in there on Wednesday they found the market cut from underneath 
thet 

Mr. Francis B. Thurber, president United States Export As- 


sociation, in the same hearings before the committee, uses this 


language: 





Every private-car line which gives its owners an advantage over the 
average shipper should be absorbed by the railroads, just as the 
privately owned f: freight lines were absorbed. Every terminal rail- | 
road whieh gives its owners a like advantage should be thus absorbed. 


[ do not know that I am prepared to indorse this consolida- 
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tion of business, but I do think there should be some legislation 
to correct the evils of the private-car and the terminal-track 
systems. If the provisions of the majority bill or of the minor- 
ity bill are not sufficient to correct these evils, I would like to 
see a separate bill adopted or amendments made to the pending 
bill and substitute. If, under the rules, this can not be done, 
then 1 feel it my duty to support, first, the Democratic sub- 
stitute, and take thereafter, in preference to no legislation, the 
Vownsend-Eseh bill. 

TIT want a bill fair to the people and to the railroads, but 
which will, at the same time, correct the evil of the private-car 
system. 

As to the abuse of the private-car system as practiced by 
Armour & Co., I read from a recent address of Mr. FE. M. Fer- 
guson, president of the Western Fruit Jobbers’ Association and 
the National Retail Grocers’ Association: 

One of the most vicious conditions of the Armour contract is with 
respect to the railroad companies’ officials engaging to procure for 
Armour & Co. any and all information concerning shipments made in 
Armour cars, permitting Armour & Co.'s interest to secretly spy upon 
all competitive business, to know shipping dates, contents of cars, con- 
signor, consignee, arrival of shipments to market, ete. In many in- 
stances cost of goods at primary market is obtained from the railroad 
company's agent at shipping point for the benelit of Armour & Co. In 
their struggle for commercial supremacy through the agency of these 
contracts Armour & Co. engage railroad officials to deliver up to Armour 
& Co. their competitors, defenseless, bound hand and foot, to be com- 
mercially murdered by Armour & Co., with no opportunity to strike in 








their own defense. Under this system independent shippers become 
mere puppets in the hands of Armour & Co. Independent industries 
will be subject to their espionage, and such espionage is contrary to 


public interest and demoralizing. 
The evils of the private car system are also shown in a recent 

editorial from the Washington Times: 
PRIVATE ( 


“AR SERVICE, 


In essaying regulation of railroad rates Congress is met by the diffi- 


culty that the evil of the rebate system is distinct from the problem 
of tariff schedules. Nevertheless, the supplemental problem does not ap- 
pear beyond control. ‘To the mind of the lay observer, looking at the 





ject without bias 
simple. 


Vrivate cars 


due to deference to technicality, the mutter seems 


form the basis of the rebate business. The private car 


is a useful and, under present conditions, an indispensable adjunct of 
trattiic. In its construction, equipment, and operation millions of dollars 
are invested. There is no purpose on the part even of a protesting 
public to destroy the capital that has taken this avenue of productive- 
ness. The trouble lies in the fact that some lines of private cars are 


permitted to secure a monopoly. The managers are able to crowd com- 





petition out of existence. They demand that their cars and none other 
shall be d, and thus are able to charge prices ruinous to the shipper. 
‘The managers even enter into the business of buying fruit, meat, and 


other perishable commodities, and carrying these to the markets reached 
by their patrons, whom they are able to undersell, and yet this cut in 
prices of no benefit to the public, for it does not bring the goods 
down to the reasonable figure that it would be possible if carriage rates 
were at a reasonable level. 

remedy, or at least a partial refedy, might be found in a law 
lusive contr The road that hauls, for instance, the 
Armour Company ought to haul the cars of any other com- 
price per ton and mile. Such a rule as this 
eliminate the favoritism that is death to the small line and to 


is 







ets. 


i¢ 
; of the 
pany at exactly the same 
would 
the shipper. 

Moreover, the private car lines ought to be prevented from entering 


the field as merchandisers. Their business shouid be that of transporta- 
tion, and the limit clearly set and rigidly enforced. 


Also, in the following extract from the report of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission : 


One commodity very generally moved in private cars at the present 






tin fresh fruit. Some years ago there were a number of t 
pl ar companies, which provided refrigerator cars for the trans 
pe of fruit under refrigeration. Some of these were the Fruit 


Growers Express, the Konsas City Fruit Express, the Continental Fruit 
; and the Armour Refrigerator Lines. These companies were 
all independent of one another originally, and their cars were used in 
competition with each other. Each refrigerator-car company was free 
to send its cars onto any line, as the shippers might require. The -ail 
road company paid the customary mileage for the use of the cars and 
the car-line company furnished the refrigeration. 

At the present day all the above car companies have been absorbed by 
the Armour Car Lines Company, which has to-day, in our opinion, a 
practical monopoly of the movement of fruit in large quantities in most 
sections of this country. There is the American Transit Refrigerator 
Company, which operates over the Gould lines, and the Santa Fe Fruit 
Express, which operates over the Santa Fe System, and there are numer- 
ous refrigerator lines having a small number of cars and engaged in a 
particular service, but we know of no company other than the Armour 
ear lines which could move the peach crop of Georgia or the fruits of 
Michigan. This company, having acquired sufficient strength to do so, 
has adopted the rule that it will not allow its cars to go on the line of 
any railroad for the purpose of moving fruits from points of origin on 
that railroad unless it be under what is known as an “exclusive con- 
tract.’ By the terms of this contract the Armour Company agrees to 
provide whatever cars may be needed for the movement of the fruit 
crops. The railroad company pays for the use of these cars a fixed 
mileage and agrees that no other cars except those of the Armour Com 
pany shall be allowed to engage in this service upon its lines. The 
Armour Company furnishes the refrigeration, for which it makes a cer 
tain specified charge, which differs between different points. Under 
these contracts the shipper must use the Armour car. He can not fur 
nish his own ice, but must pay the Armour Company whatever its re 
frigeration charges are. The result of these contracts has been, as a 
rule, to afford the public good service and to generally provide a more 


Iixpress, 


adequate supply of cars than was formerly obtained, but the prices for 
refrigeration have been enormously and unreasonably increased. 
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culate the present law as construed by the Supreme Court 
of the United States; that it establishes a special court with 
extraordinary powers, which is pretended to be simply an 
appellate court with equity jurisdictions, a hybrid whose genesis 
is confounded in the English jurisprudence of the eighteenth 


century tinctured with the technical traps and pitfalls of 
modern judicial practices—a court of perplexing  possibili- 
ties, constructed for the purpose of making litigation diffi- 
cult, uncertain, and indeterminal; that the bill shorn of this 


ce cE 


objection does not provide an adequate remedy for the evils 
whereof the small shipper suffers and whereby he is crucified. 

Notwithstanding the provisions of existing law, rebates are | 
made secretly, if now made. Why would they not be made un- 
der the rates fixed by a commission with equal ease and 
security ? 

The bill bears the earmarks of the cunning hand of those 
modern creations of Republican legislation that feed on the sub- 
stance of the people, that hold up and destroy any railroad that 
has the temerity to question their terms, and blast all who do 
not bow down to them. | 

This character of legislation is but a sop thrown to the people | 
to divert their attention from the modern methods devised by 
the so-called “trusts” to continue their power over common 
carrier, over the shipper, and the consumer; all of whom alike | 
they with an iron hand rule. 

The enactment of a law that will give equal rights to all, one 
that will determine the power of vast aggregations of capital to 
rob the people, is one that will place private cars, private-car 
lines, and terminals within the scope of the present interstate- 
commerce law or else interdict the use thereof by Common c¢ar- 
riers, Kither would be such a solar-plexus blow to trusts and 
monopolies as would wither the hand at the throat of every 
main, would be the dawn of the day when the policy of railroads | 


would not and could not be dominated by gigantic industries | 
that were called into existence and are nursed, fostered, and 


perpetuated by an iniquitous tariff law. 

Mr. DAVICY of Louisiana. 
kansas | Mr. WALLACE]. 

Mr. WALLACEH. Mr. Chairman, in the brief time at my dis- 
posal IT can not go into details, but merely submit a few observa- | 
tions upon rate legislation now under consideration. In 1S77 | 
the law creating the Interstate Commerce Commission was 
passed. ‘The policy of railway management at the time had re 
solved itself into an elaborate system of secret rates, rebates, 
drawbacks, and concessions enriching favored shippers and de- 
stroying Competition in many lines of trade. The Commission, 
for want of power to deal effectively with these evils, has not 
accomplished what was expected of it. A number of cases be 
fore the Supreme Court have been decided favorably to the rail- | 
roads. But the Supreme Court noted the fact that it had no 
power to legislate and that the Congress would have to confer 
additional power on the Commission before it could vouchsafe 
the remedy. The railways and not the Commission have en- 
joyed the uninterrupted prerogative of regulating and fixing 
their own rates. 

The Townsend-Esch bill, presented by the majority, is objec- 
tionable in numerous provisions; but I shall direct attention 
to one only. That provision creates a special court to review 
the action of the Commission; adds two members to the Com- | 
mission itself, and inereases the salaries of the entire mem 
bership of seven to $10,000 each. The court itself is composed | 
of five circuit judges of the United States. Additional sums of | 
money must, therefore, under the provisions of this bill, be ex- | 
pended in operating the machinery of this new but unnecessary 


[Loud applause. | 
I yield to the gentleman from <Ar- 





court. Besides, this “ court of transportation ” is hedged about 
with provisions for restraining orders, injunctions. interlocu- | 


tory motions, orders, rules, and “other proceedings ” that will 
afford the luxury of delay not hitherto vouchsafed to those 
who may elect to litigate for time and not justice. The judi- | 
ciary as now constructed is ample for the purpose without a 
new court. The minority leader upon this floor said the other 
day : 


We ought to support the three vital points of the President's mes- 


sage, to wit: First, the power of the Commission to substitute a 
rate for one declared off; secondly, to make that rate operative until 
set aside by final judgment of a court; third, to make the appeal, or 


review, or whatever it is, to be heard in the appellate court only upon 
the evidence adduced before the Interstate Commerce Commission, mak 
ing of it purely an appellate court—of course, providing as in other 
cases of appellate hearing for newly discovered evidence, which could 
not with reasonable diligence have been ascertained earlier. 


This is practically the Davey bill and the almost ancient 
Democratic position on these points. This is also practically | 


the substitute which the majority, graciously and with the cer- | 
tainty of being able to vote it down, invite the minority to offer. 
by cast-iron rule, forced upon the House by the majority, no | 





amendment to any section of the Townsend-Esch bill will be 
permitted from any quarter. Legislation along the lines of the 
position of the minority and the President's message—lodging 
the power of rate adjustment in the Commission and providing 
for judicial review without vexatious delay—would be just to 
the publie and the railroads. I have no disposition to discrim- 
inate against corporations engaged in interstate traffic and 
transportation. On the contrary, I favor correction of abuses— 
equal facilities of transportation and reasonable schedule of 
rates between carriers and the large and small shippers. It 
occurs to me that the Interstate Commerce Commission, with 
the power to effect such results, would strengthen and encour- 
age State commissions to greater usefulness and efficiency. Mr. 
Chairman, I do not feel assured that this Congress will pass any 
bill upon this subject, but if it does, we may look for it to fall 
far short of providing remedies for all the evils and abuses long 
borne by the public. For example, the Interstate Cotton Con- 
vention recently met in New Orleans and, in substance, pub- 
lished the following declarations touching the shipment of 
cotton : d 

First, adopt for the transportation of cotton a uniform bill of 
lading. Second, furnish cars promptly for cotton when ready 
for shipment and load the same so as to protect it from weather 
and other damage, so far as it may be practicable. Third, pre- 
vent delays, improper routing, and confusion in the handling of 
cotton while in possession of the railroads, and provide for 
prompt delivery at destination. Fourth, simplify the shipment, 
so that the producer, when desirable, can handle his own prod- 
uct direct to the consumer. 

Now, this was formulated as a request to the management of 
railways in the South, to be observed and enforced ; but this re- 
quest was preceded by the statement that the railroads of the 
country “are in the hands of a few” and the shipping interests 
are “deprived of even the small benefits of protection that com- 
petition formerly afforded ;” that the present movement to en- 
dow the Interstate Commerce Commission with necessary pow- 
ers to control and regulate discriminations and excessive 
charges offers the best means of accomplishing needed reforms, 
and memorializes Congress to effect such legislation. Congress 
bas been likewise petitioned by many other interests and or- 
ganizations throughout the country. Mr. Chairman, whatever 
may be given or denied them, the people have the right to expect 
of Congress the enactment of a law which will be no respecter 
of persons, either artificial or real, and that shall lay its cor- 
recting hand on corporations and individuals—prince and peas- 
ant—alike. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Chairman, I think I appreciate the ef- 
forts of the Interstate Commerce Commission in the framing of 
this bill. The demand for relief from crying evils that do exist 
in railway practices, which nobody can defend, has been so 
great and so long continued that now the insistent cry is heard 


that “something must be done.” The cry is for redress of 
evils that are recognized practically everywhere. But in the 


pressure of party struggle we are now face to face with a deci- 
sion that may accomplish the reasonable desire of the people 
of these United States or that may work for their almost irre- 
parable harm. 

There has been no such ageney in the wonderful development 
of this country as the railroad industry. There is none to-day 
whose weal or woe works so quickly for weal or woe of the 
whole public. Neither is there any industry to-day more di- 
rectly or more truly an industry of the people. I have no sym- 
pathy with wholesale denunciation of railroads nor with that 
hostility that often manifests itself to railroads as a class. 
Let us think of what this country owes to their agency and that 
it is only in their reasonable prosperity that all other indus- 
tries can hope to prosper. No one member can suffer, and 
especially can be made to unjustly suffer, that every other mem- 
ber shall not suffer with it. 

As to the demand for legislation, I recognize this, as I have 
said. I have myself in the past memorialized Congress to 
take action, but never have I intentionally asked any Repre- 
sentative to go contrary to his own conscience or judgment. 
And, in returning to the people, as I do in less than another 
month, I shall be still more chary as to recommending legisla- 
tion. When I realize the mass of bills proposed, when I see 
the difficulty in agreeing upon anything, when I see the com- 
promises that have to be made to pass a new law soon to become 
obsolete or utterly submerged in the awful ocean of legislative 
acts, I see that the true reliance of a free people is on their 
own splendid efforts and the working out of natural law. That 
will work with an irresistible force. Nor am I one who fears 
that the rights of the people will go down under the tread of 
any despot. As truly as that day follows the night, so shall 
the right triumph, and it is far better to suffer oneself than to 
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do injustice to another. It is an old maxim, well approved 
‘Let justice be done, though the heavens fall.” 

L have tried to decide on my present action purely and solely 
as a matter of my public duty. I have been more anxious to 
do right in this vote than in any other act of my short repre 
entative life. I could bring myself to vote for this bill only 
al expediency. By voting against it I 
can hand back the trust I have received from my constituents 
with a conscience clear of offense, in that I have tried to do my 
duty to them and to all the people of these United States. [Ap 
plause. | 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Chairman, I have been requested by vari- 
ous persons of Indiana and elsewhere to support several differ- 

bills that were introduced, each one having for its purpose 
the prevention of unjust and discriminating practices by the 
railway companies of the United States. 

Now, in the brief time allotted me, I desire to te 
position and the reasons why I shall support the bill th: 
been reported to the House by the majority members of 
G ittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Perhaps there were twenty bills altogether upon this all- 
important subject presented to that committee for consideration, 
ill of them identical in their broad desire to relieve the 
people of the country from the burdens and injustice of unfair 
nnd unequal rates and rebates: each varying more or less in 
the details, modes, and methods by which this much-desired 
event might be accomplished. 

Most, if not every one, of the bills had devoted adherents. I 
Am not so much concerned about any particular measure as ] 


as a matter of polit 


} 


ain in the ultimate object to be attained. 

What plan will best serve to practicably, expeditiously, and 
effe tually put a couy lete stop to all discrininations, whe ther 
such discriminations are done directly by a rebate or indirectly 


through the abuses of the private car, private terminal track, 
viteh track, or other indefensible devices, favoring one citizen 
to the injury of another? 

In this country every man, whether he be rich or poor, 
should have an equal chance with every other man to work out 
for himself his own salvation, and it is within the province of 
good government to protect the individual so far as it can in 
that prerogative. 


This is not a new subject. It has been before the people at 


least for a score of years, and thi } ‘ople ph merally have be nh 
suffering from the baneful eifects of rate inequalities for many 
years 


I doubt not but that many a man has been schemed out of 


busilless 1 forced to failure through the unfair advantage of 
rebates given to others in the same line of trade. And certainly 
statistics will never show the full number of cases where men 
have been erippled in their business irretrievably by a com 
| on between the transporter and a competitor, where the 
Yr iven to the one and withheld from the other became the 
tvraunical arbiter of success or failure. 

ij efore we should act and act with no great delay. I know 
of no reason why we can not enact a rational and justly effective 
law at this session. IL would not make a law that will infringe 
upon or take away a single legitimate right belonging to the rail 
Wilv ¢ \ ny 

1 I iblic, whenever the representatives of the whole peo- 
ple shall so far forget their sense of Common fairness as to in 
Niet a wrong upon any particular class through the instrumen 
tuiity Of a one-sided law, it will surely come back to plague its 
perp tors. Yes,1 e than that, it will mark the beginning of 
a in the mighty tree of the nation. 

1} t +} 


lieve that the railways should have the unmolested privi 
lege to legitimately make what they can in the exercise of thi 


But while doing that the y owe a duty to the public. The 
are a quasi-public corporation, exercising certain functions of a 


and as such, not only morally, but as 


pul character, a Ly l L matter 
of ic policy, should be required by law, if they do not do 
ol wise, to treat every citizen fair! 

i they fall far short of « ig when they give to one 1 nh 
u! { ~or a re Ce ove i 

Phe railroad is the greatest, the nost exclusive, highway o 
ti to a large proportion of shippers. It serves in many ways 
a enpacit 

\nd if is not ( ] n to exercise a ipervision ver the! ‘ 
Tl lL in this leg t i ] 37 nact of the Governme 

* in to attempt the control of a private enter; se 
id h you | ‘ Lhe e publie in a n 

r sion by law falls within the rule of publie police 
s t to justify the r kind of a law when it 
pea > be Hecessary in order to give equal rignts to everyone. 


I am for this act because 1 am not for Government ownership 
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I want everything in this country left f . 


individual ¢ vor. 
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Ll 1 hi i “ , Iyy 
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! ‘ : ] \ ‘ li se + ‘ 

Now, I believe we can regulate r 
pub food qa Still not } el re with 
he of the road by 3 O* 

We 1 do this in the s ‘ r tl t ] 

) S. 

Who there to say ft] t Gov < f . 
been a step toward so« tl t it I 
able rights of the bankers of the country ? Why. G 
ulation in that respe has pi | ! bo ! 
and to the public bevond the power of ‘ 


And so will a proper law as to railrond re eS 


There is a vast deal of talk nowadays about Governme 
ership of railroads. rh talk has been in a degree 
abuse of commercial power and the unt ess of cel 


inequities. 


The unrest is liable to increase rather than d ] Iw t 


it to diminish, and I believe this act will do away w the ¢ 
of restlessness in a lirge meusure 

We ought to relieve the p e so far as k ! dd 
by prevent nz discrimination and securing just and st l\ 


to 2il shippers 
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has been too often declared by our State and Federal courts 
to be gainsaid. Then, we must devote ourselves courageously 
the investigation of the facts to determine whether action 
is necessary. 

What are the facts? There is no doubt that if there could 
be such a thing as free competition among railroads, and every 
part of the country could get the benefit of this competition, 
the safest and best plan would be to leave the question of rates, 
practices, and regulations to be adjusted by this competition ; 
for unquestionably governmental interference with the private 
affairs of the people is always unsatisfactory at best, and the 
least possible we can have of it is the safest course. 

But, unfortunately, a railroad is a natural monopoly as to 
the intermediate points of its territory. As to these there can 
be no such thing as competition, and railroads are always 
tempted to make the traflic from these points make up for the 
low rates competition would force at common points, and, there- 
fore, justice and fair play demand the supervision of the rates 
of railroads to protect shippers and the public at these inter- 
mediate points. 

But is there free competition among railroads of the country, 
even at Common points? We are bound to answer this question 
in the negative. The railroads are combined and consolidated 
until there is no such thing as free competition. 

Mr. Cowan, of Fort Worth, Tex., made this statement before 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce: 

“In December, 1898, the railroad lines serving southwestern 
territory met in St. Louis, at the office of the southwestern traf- 
tic committee, a committee to which all the southwestern lines 
belong, and they agreed among themselves—and I use the term 
udvisedly—to raise the rates on live stock, and they did it, 
“und they all published it on the same day. Now they say that 


to 


if was only a conference. What else does it amount to than 
un agreement? They conferred together for the purpose of 


bringing the thing about. Each one, they said, was acting in- 
dependently. Be that true, they all acted to the same end, with 
the same means for each, and achieved it, and the exact results 
happened that each expected would happen. 

* So, therefore, IT say it is folly to talk about that not being 
an agreement, A little over a year from that time, the early 
part of 1900, another advance was made in the rate. And in 
183 another advance was made in the rate. And every one of 
them was made in precisely the same manner, and they have 
heen maintained in the same manner, and there is to-day abso- 
lutely no competition with respect to the matter of rates in the 
transportation of live stock from the Southwest.” (Mr. Cowan’s 
statement before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, January, 1905.) 

If they had such a profound respect for competition which 
they now claim, they would not have, in violation of law, de- 
stroyed the conditions upon which competition rests. They 
have sown to the wind; now, if they reap a .whirlwind, who is 
to blame? 

sut, Mr. Chairman, if the railroads have done wrong, that 
does not justify this House in doing wrong also. But the 
wrong of the railroads has brought about a noncompetitive con- 
dition, which we are bound to take notice of. 

Tratlie managers of the different roads get together and fix 
rates for every city and hamlet in the land. What is the con- 
trolling motive? They frankly admit it is to make money—to 
make all the tratlie of the country will bear. Their rule is 
this: What is the highest rate we can charge and permit the 
tratlic to move? 

Now, when the traffic managers get together, whose interests 
are they dealing with? They are those of the railroads, the 
shippers, and the publie—three parties at interest. Who is 
there to protect the interests of the shippers and the public? 
You answer, * Competition?’ I say that is a fraud and a farce. 
The shipper bas a right to be heard; the public have a right 
to be heard; justice to both individuals and communities de- 
mands this. 

This legislation says they shall be heard, and most effectively, 
consistent with the rights of all concerned. There is no inten- 
tion or effort to destroy whatever of rightful competition among 
railroads or communities may exist to-day. 

hirst. the Commission is required to inquire into the rate 
complained of. What standard are they directed to use? That 
of reason and justice. Who could ask more or demand less? 
If the Commission should make a mistake, a court specially 
equipped is opened to the railroads to again have the reason- 
ableness and justness of the Commissioners’ finding inquired 
into. Yet again is the Supreme Court open to them if they 
shall not be satisfied with the decision of the court of transpor- 
tution. Certainly the railroads have no right to complain at 
this slow-fvoted justice so far as the shipper and the public are 
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concerned; yet I believe the remedy offered in the Townsend 
bill is about as expeditious as can be had under the decision 
of our courts, only I would provide that no steps should be 
taken by either party without immediate notice to the opposite 
party. I believe the special court of transportation is a most 
salient feature of this bill. It is a matter of special congratu- 
lation to the whole country that the President has so fearlessly 
championed this great Democratic measure in the interest of 
justice and fair play. 

It is the dawning of anew era in American politics. It means 
that the people of this country are going to demand substantial 
justice for themselves, regardless of partisan politics. May it 
ever be so! [Loud applause. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Warnock having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading clerk, announced that 
the Senate had passed with amendments bill of the follow- 
ing title; in which the concurrence of the House ef Representa- 
tives was requested: 

II. R. 14749. An act to enable the people of Oklahoma and of 
the Indian Yerritory to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States; and to enable the people of New Mexico 
to form a constitution and State government and be admitted 
into the Union on an equal footing with the original States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested : 

S. 7081. An act to mark the grave of Maj. Pierre Charles 
IL’ Enfant; and 

S$. 6970. An act providing for the award of medals of honor 
to certain officers and men of the Navy and Marine Corps. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee on conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two HIlouses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 16560) to authorize the registration of trade- 
marks used in commerce with foreign nations or among the 
several States or with Indian tribes and to protect the same. 

The message also announced that the Senate passed with- 
out amendment bills and joint resolutions of the following titles ; 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested : 

HI. R. 18428. An act to authorize the Leckrone and Little 
Whiteley Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Monongahela River; 

Hl. R. 18207. An act to amend sections 1, 5, and 6 of an act en- 
titled “An act authorizing the construction of a wagon, toll, and 
electric-railway bridge over the Missouri River at Lexington, 
Mo..”’ approved April 28, 1904, extending the provisions thereof 
to steam-railway cars, locomotives, and other motive power, and 
extending the time for commencing actual construction of said 
bridge ; 

H. R. 17850. An act declaring Grand River to be not a navi- 
gable stream ; 

Hi. J. Res. 213. Joint resolution for appointment of a member 
of Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers ; and 

H. J. Res. 184. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to furnish a condemned cannon to the armory at St. Paul, 
Minn., to construct a memorial tablet. 


RAILROAD RATE BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. I now yield to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. BURNETT]. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Chairman, in the brief period allotted 
me for the discussion of this measure, I can not enter into such 
an elaborate argument as I should like to do. I desire to state 
at the outset that I think the Davey bill better than the Isch- 
‘Townsend bill in many particulars. Yet, if we can not get the 
product of the Democratie caucus, I shall most cheerfully favor 
the Esch-Townsend bill as a step in the right direction. 

Gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber have struggled 
laboriously to prove the paternity of the Republican party to the 
pending legislation. They have strained “ with opties keen” to 
see that which the people have not seen—that is, that the Re- 
publican party, of its own volition, has originated a measure 
enlarging the power of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 

The minority members of the Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce Committee have for years sought to secure favorable 
action on legislation of this character, and have been unable to 
do so. Not till the muttering storm of popular indignation rose 


high and higher did the conscience of the Republican party be 











1905. CONGRESSIONAT, RECORD—HOUSE. 


a=) 
a} 











w 
come quickened to the necessity for action. In at least two | find me on tl side of t1 | | ‘ : ] 
Dre identi 1 paigus has the Democratic platform demanded My people believed e, they Inte ‘ 
it in nou rtain tones. lor eight years has the voice of Ne ite . tive, | l raise vy 
braska's peerless son been erving from the hilltops and the val wi | ‘ e to l tl l res 
levs for at least a modicum of relief for his people, and back o ‘ whble 1 tl has 

th was the great De cratic party Not till the people thi Lome | 
selves, from the Atlantic to the Pacific, rose in their mil dl strov the | 
demanded action did the stand-pat banner of the Republican | do ask, Mr. ¢ 
party to their attacks h has ( 
Nit cI i iB I believe 1 it 4 £ Ss should ptss ] = la 
] | { 1 ai ! ’ ther ef ll in { 4 t Vhie ast ‘ i { 
] regu freight 1 sh L carriers thin the | | e( ( 
( l 7 a. tk ] Cs i'l Sisiatures WIV yl ( l } ‘ | 
‘ exorl i L wij st dis hat ’ i 
s the ] ~ ! hye rs of their own States \ t 
th ititution of the United Stat in terms, prohibits the 1 tl ( . 
) ol of t which passes | ma State | : - had ¢ 
the Federal Constitution says nong other things \ VS read 
The ¢ l have { \ ‘ 
I us lal ( eral $ l with t I hh} send ) 
Thus with Congress alone rests the pow of so regulat ‘us 4 ; > ; 
mill s of interstate « ‘ s that jus y | , Ngo ' f 
bot! to 1] rig Lto1 ¢ ] lroa i ey yy 4 ot 4 - ' i ( 
d of Congress al to regulate interstate 4 “ 
I tied. thre ext qu Vy i is it right that such trath Sit il nd eff : to ; . 
reculated Chis question all fair-minded people e boun my y aa2 ' 
i el | ea i bere re many reasons why t S| pin I sas f 
{ru ALL peoy id all corporations should be rhe ) 
the law. ludividuals throughout the land are restrained ly 1 : \ ; UM. nt. 1 . 
old common-liw maxim, “So use your own as not to jut . 
inother’s. Then is it unreasonable that this same great } 
ple of law and safeguard of good society should apply with equal 
ree to eor ° ns as to individuals? Railroads, of all « r 
de by this wholes i 
that are not made to ¢ \ t 1 
ence is ushered in by con a 
in 7 i¢ M Pry Utne \ 7 wre 
eminent domain, by wl i 1 
ost valuable structures and 
hese import lit e§ ili 1) ‘ ] ‘ > 
inted to them for the very Mit quotation lt ( ) 
nd operated for the pub es just d open i 
red upon them the right to ed I that « 
lin for rights of way { It is more eed 1) 
th certain easy formailt the rate le ( 
‘anted vast areas to aid in thei t thirty. 
that would have been se led 1 \g the Esch-Tow ( 1 | 
o the hands of these ent the « rt o 
corporations. Then is it not right that as a partial coinp the United States, who a1 » in 
tion for such vast concessions they should be willing to exer r of circuit judges | : lit ( 
cise their functions in the interest of all the people as well in he proceedings more cu 
the pron nm of their own sellish aims? ter. for evident under the f 
‘The progress and development of the age necessitates their ) ‘Townsend bill this is to be : unt 
use. There is a kind of duress upon every one living in civ dl | ) t 
nd progressive communities to use them. The very nature of | Davey bill cuts off all t 
these vast reregations of wealth and power is essentially that ile on of the Comn on ‘ ( 
ot monopol ind such a monopoly as must be made to bow to | testimony co ined in the record 
mn Under the Dave 
I have no desire to oppress them. I regard them as one of x the rate fixed by the ¢ 
t! greatest harbingers of progress of any human agency, | other bill it aay be resti 
nd I have no feelings of unkindness for them. In my dis- | opinion, other serious o to 
trict we need more of the In some portions of the district | my time is too limited to t to 
they have madé the country blossom as the rose. Th vy have s under the rule brought 
( 1 tl Ml n tops, and along their wake splendid towns | than the Davey bill « 
hive prung up like magie, and prosperous people greet the Mr. Chair n, the peopl { 
rick of the locomotive. Some of the most fertile lands in | expect. this Conegre to 
thi same ities need but the iron horse to make them five brought about t! ) 
fold more valuable than they are. In some of these counties a | VP ident has heard tl 
single railroad pays more than one-fourth of the entire taxes | | party in trying to a ver that \\ ( 


Mr. Chairman, I have the honor of representing a rural peo- | this House, almost to 
ple. Many of them and their children have not the advantages Will the other side of this ¢ 
of profound literary training. But they are an honest people; a | The vote, Mr. Chairman, y te 


] 


people who fear God, revere justice, and uphold the law. Mr. DAVEY of Louisiat I now vield to 
hey would not regard me as their faithful Representative | Missouri |[Mr. De Aro» 
we this floor to rave like a howling demagogue against Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr 
x other corporate interests or demand the destrue ing the House at this time that what 1] 
tion of these great adjuncts of development and progress. | upon the vote upon this 

The effort has been made each time that I have been before | the large number of Members het 

the people for election to this House to array them against me | their minds as to how tl \ 

because of my relation to railroads, but each time it failed, | say would change the 1 dl « 

and the last time by a more emphatic majority than ever. | It is rather 
ach time I have told them that whenever the interests of my | than out of any hope that anything itive 
people clashed with that of corporate power they would | good that I address myself to the qui 


XAREX 137 


_ 





j 


on necount of the bor 





CONGRESSIONAL 


4 } . 
] theory that ! kind of 
( v, or, if not uiely 
{ 2 1 1] 
i I l ‘ ‘ ‘ ( to 
+ ] 1 
» 1M ) ‘1 
: 
{ : ’ 
tt? i i ‘ 
(nna 1 
‘ ‘ f ) 
{ t if 
| i ( 7 » iM j 
( } een thre 
: ' 
tod ae 
? } ? i T t 


re | ] fed out oO « rpor 


, \ 
) ) | t t] 
rt ‘ f 
! ‘ { 
or eile 1 mm wl 
‘ ] 1 
( mT? ( 
( ‘ I 
1 1 ( ‘ , 
to if ‘ i to se 
SS to I 1 } ‘ 
’ ' : 1 
pe 
“led on both s ; he ais] 
t| 1) 1 | 
i tirat 
rstate co oO 
’ 1 Co } ‘ : ¥ 
» t) } ‘ 
hi , ( { 
. cm vf) rf 
1 that the ¢ ] 
| ae IS « e Siupre ’ 
: ) s WwW ! tiuil 
) ( cite ol Le 
( crT"¢ ( nd thie 
le of 1 » oO} : ad | 
| l ers and tl! } nie 
} } ty or 1 ’ 
of the Texas and P Rail 
Commission. reported in 
Court Reports, and the 1 
z it be such an a ‘ 








lt a Tc’ oO Oe ) mvVey ‘ 
‘ \ nee by } i om 
t of destination in the United 

r charge might lawfully be 
muni for the carry of the 
r poi to a particular point 
e, according to its published 


RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 9, 








tariff, for carrying the same quality and quantity of domestic 
goods in the same time from the same point to the same point. 
One would naturally suppose, from the scope and intention of 
of the interstate-commerce act, that it provides that the same 
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; 9 bill } : . 1 passed 1 ; 
7 lie { l ‘ ‘ ) 1 j 1 le! le » 
( f the s bill 
I do1 1 » il Vv, much le do | n to charge, that 
the bili 1 1 ody he majority may have had s e such 
i n PEs told in a relinbl that it did bave that 
( Leer an e to read and search th 1, I should be 
linble to be ve | the view that it had, instead of having 
the report that it did ve that origin overthr n by what is 
in the bill itself. 
Everybody knows how this bill comes to he befer the 
House. The President constrained the unwilling to do some- 


thing But it is an inadequate treatment of the question, if it 
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merits any treatment at all. 1 do not know anything about the 
genesis of this bill. DVerhaps it is the best upon which the O. Kk. 
of a major ty ol the Members upon the other side could be 





tion, and that is a t 


placed I do not know. Perhaps the gentleman who introduced = that will not hap] \ 
it and the gentlemen whose names will probably be connected nium is well 1 l 
with it would like to have a better bill, but their fellows will 1 I V perl 
net permit it to be sco. I do not know how that is. But it is ¢« tion—the 
a bill singularly lacking in a great many of the things which | lay t lroad . 
ought to be in this legislation if there be oceasion for legis Is x . 
Intion It by no means comes up to the recommendation of | s vice Ls i 
the President. The mere fact that it does not is not of itsel Mir, RICHARDSON ’ \I 
a ground of criticism, but we are proceeding in this legislation  sest to the gent I 
upon the theory that the recommendations of the President are destroy compet 
well founded in fact and in experience, and that this Congress Mr. DEARMOND. Yes. Why 
in its legislation upon the subject ought to heed them. 1 be- | Compet 1 
lieve that is true, and this Congress is not heeding then N Mir. Cl I 
This Congress is doing that which it may be possible genth 1 t can - 
men can delude the country into believing is a compliance with | sslon ous 
ihe recommendations of the President, but what in fact falls » destroy tl 
far short of it. Where do you tind in this bill, reported by the | ‘ All the ¢ 
huijerity, a provision for correcting what is popularly dene | bet 
ited the “ private-car abuse?” Nowhere. ‘ the s ‘ s i 
liow about the terminal abuses, the side-track abuses, the = ‘ e 4 \ i S ¢ 
little spur read abuses? The bill has not the remedy for any ‘ water I ‘ 
of these and cther abuses—not even the germ of it. It does y ot \\ , 
eXist: if is not there. Does anybody suppose that in the | § s ve tiv S 
construc n of the law the courts will be swift and eager and | I Wall \ 
cl - to tind in the law corrective measures which the |) ‘ ic ¢ } 
til rs of the law themsclves can not now point out or find voi 
did not I sxe it, purposely re ned from lodging in ( tlic \ 
Phat is to « ect what the history of this country and the = s Vl 
history of leg tion upon this subject by no means warra West g 
What about the rate to be made by the Com on? Shal s 
c tinue in * until or unless set aside by a court to which 
the question may go? The reputed author of this mie 
2 t l I el st ! i to it as tl t ,wheo CNt ait - 
CLUE t t | bagreed upon in commit siuidl whi s t 
i Y upon i molnt, in the course of | re \ t1 Li 
Oper v t GISCUSSIOL that he thought that would be | tice 
1 lL in tl bill lie thought 3 provisions broad enoug 1 ~ 
cover that; he thought tl when the rate is made by the ¢ Linch 0 | { 
! Son th rut | le rete orce until or unless a ¢ t . 
ol prop | diction s¢ sid Now, let us paus n) ro 
at t t sl os nh ( re i” into the question of whetle it th \ 
has any foundation whatever in fac ee 
ou are f ning and phrasing your bill just as you ] he Tf ( 
’ ( to sh the things, if vou l I d to s . ‘ 
( \ nu ought to be accomplished: vet whe ( lied 
comes t the me hi t things to which the bill =s 1 L 
a - hether or not a rate fixed by the Con : : 
s hall be 1 I e du if Ii } ale Vy of litigation, the re ! - l 
| 1 moot thre l says | hinks that the bill provides \ 
thi Lik right well satistied that it does Aske vhere, he I f ( 
1 . f ! urn to the tirst on, and you) | I 
will net t, and the courts will not find it; it is not there, I ; 
and it \ hot intended to put it there. Now, then, if the pur ( 
| e be to provide that after this Cemmission shall have fixed ) ( | ! tl 
a rate, tl rate shall be the rate, the legal, lawful, enforcible t 
euforced rat Intil or unless there be a change by judicial de- | | Which ¢ ‘ 
cision, how easy would be the task of embodying that pregnant ( d 
thouht nd intention in the bill in such an wav that no constru u! huced s I 
tion could weaken if, that no misunderstanding could be blunt of the ¢ ! 
enough to eliminate it Not doing that is conclusive evidence | f t ot dy 
that the gentlemen design not to do it. } 
They make no provision either upon the question of whether | the shits of thi ‘ 
this Commission is to be clothed with power to raise rates ve ol 
is Well as to lower rates. I, for one, am opposed to granting to \s to the tw 
the Commission the power to raise rates, and 1 am in faver of — we Lo \ 
nting to them the power to lower rates. Somebody may by the ge ! i ’ 
suggest that that is unfair and partial I do not think so d t | ‘ 
What is the object of empowering this Commission to do an hall not ¢ i 
thing \ h rates? What is the object or purpose of having this ‘ ( | ! ( 
Commission at all? To protect the publice—not to protect the | 
railroads, not to protect the stockholders or the bondholders do chine ‘ 
of the railroads Is not that true? If it is true, what reason | I believe 1 | | 
is there for providing in your bill or for leaving it to be pro- | state-conmu ‘ I do 
vided by eoustruction, if vou please, that the Commission shall Viding it W } 1 
have power to raise rates? If a railroad company makes a rate 1 think it would be f { 


too low—what an anomaly it is to think about such a thing, 
what a contradiction in terms—it can make the increase. ‘Too 
low for what? Too low for the people who patronize the rail 


road company? Too low for the general public?) Do you talk 


about raising rates because the people who patronize the rail 
road company are charged too little? Or is it because the rail 
road company itself chooses not to charge enough for its own 


Kk ‘ } 
voted to that kind of b <s than 
provided, by pickit tices f 
the United States for t ( e, and 
those officials 

Nor do I see any reason why the Inte 


sion should be incerensed in lt 


to seven, to my mind, is one of the ma 














the pr ; to make the public believe that something has been | 
done rather than to do something. And why increase the pay of 
t tlemen from $7,500 to $10,000 a year? What is the 
rt n for it? The same reason that is born in the d sition 
to deceive it is one of the parts of the leme to de ve It 
l 1 ) et ( I ) out of 1 ( nw sion 
A nn oh Of five hh my idgn it. 36-3 re effective and 
\ ‘ ! i li l l If \ l Vere 
to | { i of se 1 into two parts, would 
hy f ! two ( ssions, thus practic y doub 
] \ Ly of the Commission to work and ac 
‘ Whe t e might be somet! yr in the in 
‘ t to requ four men instead of three 1 1 to 
( i 1 Ol I » e any ad w?@ IS to re 
\ mong seven instead of « : { 1 among 
{ his ¢ ‘ t to be a body of quick action. it 
( 1 | t i te things, but to investigate things 
‘ Isiy. It shi 1 be a body which could quickly make 
1 ! l ! | lente ts decisions Ad iz TO 
i d of xy to its eff vy, is lessening its 
( making the publie pay $10,000 instead of $7,500 
§ vou 1 deceive the public as to the lack of purpose of 
t! 1 to accomplish any real, substantial reforms; and, again, 
yi VY not 
rv. Chairman, without having any desire whatever to indulge 
in 1 ‘ry, much less fulsome praise, I say here, because I think 
a ‘ him, that any good com from this ris] n 
t} lit ¢ to go o th Pre lent of the U1 is ‘ 
I of good may come from the ]} ve of this 
I though believing it will be small, indeed, in the absence of 
‘ | ble ndment, I will vote for the bill. The President 
i! reneral movement for legislation on this sub 
‘ t f I rsu é 1! iT | vr | l tye 
\I | louse, t muld not be any | ] it all 
It I of the Pr dent t is the influence of t Pre 
( I ; and the purp f > Presi 
( ! ! ( { men to a n, such Is 
j i’ dent \ be through with h vhen 
t! 1 sl j ! into law, if it does so, 1 me oO 
t ) either the managers of great railways 
\ \ 1 full j » will be « 1e to the 
I ( { h is ineff ve a r to have 
mie ¢ I ‘ ll n \ | r co ind 1 i 
{ ey ( or this law will brea wh us 
‘ Ss a lish r But whateve ! is, it 
I i lt nm of time when a rene id r 3 
P ies will be made, for in a little while it will be 
t »1 ul they will I ( i nced by ¢ C] ice, that 
t ! j d does not go far h and de 
! ( 1 } And all of the P lent te! tv o 
l ! tisin, all of his firmness | his courage 
\ y the people and carry t uch for the 
rel { e of politi is, that \ 1 of right 
1 \ } h 1} I ntere t ' ve, 1 t 
will honor 1 1 | » | } in the 
} ( ‘ f tl count F3 | » it Fail 
l e effo 1 id a 
ho rshe! m iI ay ( to tl 
I es of 1 a theorize and not to the purposes of thos 
\ \ 1 





2 i¢ 
‘ \ yI Lot be ise I ree with 
oO! but use 1 con ns a numper of very 
\ nd there is nothing in the measure that I 
\\ lL omit if ad the preparation of it myself. It very wisely 
I es the or nal interstate-commerce law and the Commis 
: t luw has been on the statute books for eighteen 
\ 3] nstrued and applied by the courts, and the 
t hly familiar with its provisions. It would be 
f for Congress at this time to create an entirely 
bunal under a new law, because it would take years 
f cou y to learn its practical operation. 


t provision of the bill is that which gives 
the Interstate ¢ inerce Commission the power to fix a rate in 
( ; where the existing rate is found to be unreasoanble and un- 
ju Under the law as it now stands the Commission has no 
| r all in relation to rates until a complaint has 
been filed before it, and then it ean only determine whether 
t] urrent rate is reasonable and just. If it decides that the 
rite is unreasonable and unjust, it may enter an order requir- 
ing the transportation company to desist from its further con- 
tin on, but the Commission has no authority to say what a 
just and reasonable rate would be. 


bject is to mislead the public rather than to relieve | 
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A railroad company may defeat the purpose and object of 
the present law by shading the existing rate a fractien of a 
cent after it has been adjudged unreasonable. It requires 
months and sometimes years to have an adjudication; and the 
delays consequent upon a controversy over a rate before a just 
end reasonable one can be established often defeats the pur- 
pose and object of the investigation. 

Under the pending bill the rate fixed by the Commission will 
go into operation after thirty days’ notice has been given the 
railroad company of the decision of the Commission, and it 
Will remain in operation pending appeals and proceedin: 
review. The purpose of this provision is to secure to the 
people the benefits of the law and not permit them to he 
frittered away and lost in vexatious delays arising from appeals 
vend proceedings to review before the court of transportation. 
It will operate to limit appeals and proceedings to review to 
cases where there is reason to believe a reversal may be had 

! to prompt 
f transporty 








he party carrying the proceedi1 
on to use every effort to expedite the proceedi 


i'l vision is based purely upon the policy 


of expediency, and while slight injury may result under some 
circumstances to railroad companies, taking the qu ion as a 
whole, mere good will come to the country as a result of that 
provision than would come if an appeal or proceeding to review 
suspended the operation of the rate until a final decision could 
be had. The policy contains a preponderance of virtue and 


wisdom. 

The bill fails to confer upon the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission the power to revise or modify its own rates after they 
have been approved by the court of transportatien. It is mani- 
st that changed conditions may make a change or modification 
of a fixed rate not only much desired, but highly necessary. 
iprovements in methods of transportation may make a rate 
reasonable now unreasonable and unjust two or three 
years hence. Therefore, the bill, before it fin: lly becomes a 
law, ought to contain a provision authorizing the Interstate 
( merce Commission at any time after the expiration of a 
yeur from the time a rate is fixed to review or modify the rate 
upon the application of any person interested, and I trust that 
provision will be put into the bill before it is finally enacted. 

‘he delegation of power to fix transportation rates to a 
tribunal created by law is a very important one and one that 
may be occasionally abused. It is a power that ought to be 
delegated only where conditions are such as to imperatively 





deinand it. This bill does not confer a general rate-making 
power upon the Interstate Conimmerce Commission. It provides 
that the Commission shall have authority to fix rates in specific 
cases only upon complaint and after notice has been given the 
transportation conipany and after a careful investigation of the 


question has been had. And then the Commission will be 
authorized to fix rates only as a substitute for those found to 
be unreasonable and unjust. 


In the course of this discussion gentlemen have expressed 


erave apprehension over the operation of this measure if it 
should become law It is insisted that the rate-making pro- 
vision is a flagrant invasion of individual right; that it is dian- 
gerously subject to abuse; that it confers an enormous power 


upon a tribunal that of necessity can know comparatively little 
ibout the complexities and intricacies of the great. tratfti 


being common earriers. perform th: 


t 
which has always been regarded as a quasi-public service, and 
Y 








the power to requ them to serve all people who make pro] 
lication upon substantially the same terms has | 

nized for generat s. Railroad companies are of such vital 

! { ( your pl ess and pro tv that they are clothed 

\ 1 one of the higl powers of government—that of taking 
\ e property \ ithout the consent of the owne1 l sa 


consequence of the nature of the services performed by these 
wies of civilization, and of the governmental power 
hey are intrusted with, the right upon the part of the Siates 
and the Federal Government to regulate rates of transporta- 
tion is generally recognized. 
tion about that power residing in the Government. 
tion now is purely one of policy. 


Lreat 
! 
ti 


There is now absolutely no ques- 


The ques- 





The marked tendency of the present age is toward industrial 
and economic consolidation—toward the orgunization of indus 
tries into gigantic combinations—and this is peculiarly true of 
transportation companies. The railroads throughout the United 
States are mostly organized into vast systems, and it is only a 
question of time when the few independent lines will be absorbed 
and take their places in general systems of railways traversing 
all parts of the country. 

The result of this tendency is to eliminate the element of com- 
petition and give transportation companies practical monopolies 
of the carrying trade all over the land. Ever since the days of 
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erty fails. A railroad is a publie institution, built by the public, 


owned in a sense by the public, and those who under our law 
control railroads in this country are public trustees owing a duty 
to the public. Upon the other hand, there are many billions of 
} te capital invested in the railroads of the country by cor- 
porations. These corporations also in a sense own the railroads. 
Vheir right and interest, however, is a qualified one. 

It is their right merely to use, collecting reasonable toll to 


pensate such corporations and pay dividends on their stock, 


and in sueh use they are governed and subjected to every re 
straint and lecal regulation for the control of Common carriers 
upon the highways of the public. In all the history of railroad- 
ing in Col up to the present time the officers of the sev- 
eral railrond companies have acted, then, in the dual capacity of 
trustees for the public and trustees for the stockholders owning 
the private capital invested in the railroads. This double duty 
is « of infinite difficulty, and perhaps in the main our railroad 
hiinacgement is to be cougratulated. There was much of truth 
in it] plendid p cevric upon that management in the speech 
yesterday of the gentleman from Massachusetts. It is because 
of the good record of such management that the power which 
we who support this bill wish now to invoke has not long since 
been exercised. Yet, who can stand here and deny that these | 


trustees, with their double duty and allegiance, in many glaring 


Instances in recent years have, like the servant who attempts 
to serve two Inusters, been led to love the one and despise the 
other, It has become glaringly apparent in the last few years 


that the trustees controlling the public railroads have not been 
able to so control them with an eye single to the interests of the 
public. Ofttimes their primary consideration has seemed to be 
the furthering of private enterprises and of private interests. 


Up until the present moment the General Government in this 
country has, in my judgment, neglected and almost wholly 
thdicated its duty of supervision and control of these grent 
instruments of interstate Commerce, and this neglect upon the 
part of the Legislature has made exceedingly dithicult, if not 
absolutely impossible, the performance upon the part of rail- 


road trustees of their double duty to the stockholders and to the 


public. 

‘There has been a big stick wielded in Ameriean finance and 
trade in the last quarter of a century, and that big stick has 
been in the wreng hands. It has been shaken threateningly 
over the heads of the management of the railroads. If they 
refuse to discriminate in favor of the strong and against the 
werk, their companies will be bankrupted, their properties de 
preciated in value, and their dividends to their stockholders will 
cen The directors of railroads have been compelled to make 
an election as to which of their masters they will serve, and 
they have done as you or IT would have been compelled to do 
in the absence of Government control and regulation. ‘They 
have done the will of those who placed them in power and per 


formed 
far 


their duties as common carriers to the public only so 


the same were not inconsistent with the will of that dom- 


inant influence which has wielded the big stick. The purpose 
of this legisla nis to place the big stick where it belongs, in 
the hands of the sovereign people and their representatives. | 
That this legishition, if enacted, will be clearly within our | 
power no one doubts. This bill, if enacted into law, will give | 
the right in the Interstate Commerce Commission to fix rates | 
wl irate has been challenged and found unreasonable or | 
di mninatory, and it is said that it will destroy competition 
ainong the common carriers of the country. I believe this, in a 
mensure, to be true. Upon the other hand, very much of the 
competition between comumon carriers has not been beneficial to | 
our commerce @ur existing law preventing railroads from | 
entering into contracts in restraint of trade or combining among 





these advantages, is practically excluded from the American 
market, his investment rendered nonproductive, and his property 
destroyed. All who favor an open dosr to opportunity and equal 
chance to individual endeavor, all who approve the declaration 
of the President that every man should have a square deal, 
should favor this enactment. Such legislation as that proposed 
is a necessary and logical corollary of the Republican doctrine 
of American protection. 

We, as a party, believe in and will ever advocate the monop- 
oly, so far as may be, of the American market by American pro- 
ducers, and we will never invite foreign competition to regulate 
prices at home. The competition which we would invoke is 
that of the home producer. ‘To do this, all must have fair and 
equal treatment over the public highways of the nation. It has 
been said here that this law might lead some time in the future 
through a tyrannical exercise of this power to the confiscation 
of railroad securities. Those who fear this lack faith in Amer- 
ican institutions. They lack confidence in the equity and hon- 
esty of the people. Upon the other hand, what a volume of his- 
tory could be written of the confiscations in recent years that 
have been worked out and effectuated through the discrimina- 
tions of railroads! 

Ilow often has the owner of some Jucrative enterprise been 
given the option to seil out his plant or be ruined because of 
the fact that he could not obtain equal advantages with his 
competitor over the railroads of the country? Since the be- 
ginning of the operation of railroads in this country confisca- 
tions of this kind have occurred. They have occurred by rea- 
son of the actions of the trustees controlling these public insti- 
tutions, and to the extent that the Congresses of the United 
Stutes have failed in the exercise of their just power to control 
it has been responsible for these contiscations. It has been 
suggested here that to exercise this control over these great 
instruments of interstate commerce will be dangerous, inasmuch 
time in the future our descendants may degenerate. 
This argument for delay in no manner appeals to me. I trust 
that our Government will always be a government by the peo- 
ple. Our laws must conform to and must be supperted by the 
enlightened conscience of all the people, and when that con- 
science degenerates “then comes the deluge.” What matters 
it then what laws or what precedents? This legislation is 
demanded. The questions which we have been discussing were 
the dominant issues in the last campaign, placed there by the 
utterances of Theodore Roosevelt and embodied in that terse 
sentence which was the pledge to all the people, and embodies 
all Republican platforms from the beginning: “ leyvery man 
shall have a square deal.” 

Is the liability of the abuse of power greater in the hands of 
a commission appointed by the President, all members of which 
can have no other motive than to do justice, who never can in 
the exercise of their duty forget that they are trustees of a great 
publie inerest, than where it is now lodged? It has been said 
that we are anarchists who advocate the exer ‘ of the 
rights of the public in this matter. Why, Mr. Chairman, “in 
of old, when knights were bold and barons held their 
sway “—in that old feudal time when “ might made right,” when 
robber chieftains levied their toll upon the great highways be- 
tween cities, and when their exactions became intolerable 
that the people rose in their might and formed civil government, 
and the change from the feudal time was made to the great 
system of order and justice under law, if that evolution was 
anarchy, then is this change that the American people are de- 
manding anarchy.  [ Applause. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, 
from Kansas [ Mr. CALDERHEAD]. 

The CILAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Kansas is recognized. 

Mr. CALDERIEAD. Mr. Chairman, what I say will proba- 
bly not affect the consideration of this measure very rauch one 
way or the other. The chief purpose of it will be to announce 
the fact that I intend to vote for the measure. The proba- 
bility is that if this was an original proposition to establish an 
Interstate Commerce Commission IT would vote against it. My 


as some 


ueTe 


adavs 


SO 


I yield to the gentleman 


| own idea of the nature of this Government, and the powers of 


themselves to fix rates has segregated the railroads and oc 
casioned a competition among themselves which has been in- 
jurious both to the stockholders and to the interests of the 
public. The great trusts, treating separately with competing | 
rail Is, have been given a tremendous advantage, by which 
tli have compelled common carriers to favor them. It is 
needless to elaborate this idea. It is well understood by all. 
Under the huw a railroad may not pay directly a rebate to the 


shipper. 


bate law 


but the resources of modern business, by which the re 
muiy be evaded, are so great that that salutary law has 
continually been defeated by subterfuge and indirection. 

Phe beef combine has its private cars and its terminal yards, 
and 
agalust each other for the business of the great trusts, and that 
reilroad which agrees to the giving of the largest share of the 
joint freight rate to the terminal 


under the present régime, the competing railroads must bid | 


railroad gets the business, | 


that line whieh will pay the highest rental for the refrigerator | 


cur carries the tratlie. 
The Independent producer of small means, having none of 


the different Departments of it, is so different from the idea on 
which this legislation founded that I very tardily give my 
consent to this method of procedure for the regulation of com- 
merce between the States. I know, as we all know, that when 
the interstate-commerce clause was put into the Constitution 
steam as a motive power had not been dreamed of. 


Is 


Commerce 


| between the States in the sense that this act and the interstate- 


commerce act considered it had not entered the minds of states- 
men at the time. 

The clause itself was inserted in the Constitution for the pur- 
pose of regulating commerce on the coast. It was a kind of 
compromise between the States who did not want to pay tariff 
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for our consideration. I do this, however, Mr. Chairman, not 
beentuse LT favor the bill reported by the majority of the commit- 
its details, but because under a rule which seems to 


nines the power and dignity of the House of Repre- 


tee in all of 





es the right of amendment is virtually withdrawn from 
this Hlouse, and itis impossible for us to consider and perfect any 
at is presented to us unless that consideration meets 
ih ihe favor of the majority of the Committee on Rules. Mr. 
Chairman, the question of the regulation of freight rates is at 
{ t one of the most important occupying public attention. 
I in e firmly in the doctrine that it is the right and power of 
ent to take control of these matters and to exercise 
I onirel effi | Applause. | 
) there is a widespread evil with reference to railroad 
admitted by all parties and by all interests in this 
The qmiajerity of the presidents of the great railroad 
controlling the larger quantity of the railroad mile- 
no this country lave themselves declared that there was a 
Which called for and imperatively demanded relief. 
it ubstantially admitted by all of them that under con- 
| \ h have existed for many years past unjust and un- 
ful diser tittions between places and shippers alike have 
I i persistent practiced to the building up of one and the 
fall of the other. It is claimed that in these acts of dis- 
crimination lies the whole crux of the situation, and that if a 
could be passed denouncing the discrimination in strong 
‘ igh terms and imposing adequate penalties therefor the 
Whole funtion would be relieved. it is contended, however, 
{ strongly by these same people who admit the practice and 
exist of déscrimination between persons and localities that 
there is a wide difference between enacting legislation which 
will prevent rebates and discrimination and one which will 
e the Interstate Commerce Commission the power to fix rates, 
mm it is against the rate-making power conferred by this legis 
Intion upon the Commission that the whole contest hinges. 
Dut if seems to me that these people who are denouncing the 


riteimaking power conferred by both of the bills now under con- 


leration upon the Commission are raising an issue that is 
nore imaginary than real. 

Phat the Interstat mnerce Commission, com) sed of five | 
0 mien, non are particularly trained or required 
to be trained sp in railroad matters, should not have 
t power to make al upon all railroads without hearing 





nnd without 


legislation 


is conceded by the framers of all 


notice, is one that 
upon the subject. No far as T am aware, 


one, So 


CX] i the Interstate Commerce Commission, nor is there in 
ny of these bills a grant of power to that Commission, to act 
upon its own initiative and revise the tariff of rates of every 


lroud in the United States. Indeed, this point is made espe- 


























ally clear in the recommendation of the Commission, from 
hich I quote as follows: 
It fixing of rates upon all commodities for carriage 
{ ! between all points reached by railroads it is ine 
! i nfairs 3s, unl mableness, preference 
\ iD ‘dd, notwithstanding the greatest care 
y 1 ‘ cl 1 by the railway officials charg 
1 kin These ¢ rs of railway 
curring in t te-mak 
{ rt to pr Poul 
the reason for a sis 
\ xd od and ent to the existing 
Loo e tl Ss] when the results of 
re felé by the commercial public. 
| i 1 ‘ » allan to what seems to us persistent mis 
1 if the ] f ma who are interested in opposing this 
mm that end 1 desired would confer upon thi om 
! the power to arbitrarily initinte or make rates for the railways 
nd that it 1 I d ) to place this vast authority in 
{ hands of ft men, pecially five men who have had no experience 
! wt ! managers No such power has been asked by or is 
\ mizht te be conferred upon the Commission. Though the 
} rd d may eventually take that form under the stress of con 
1 bad im re dyin certained defects in the present plan of 
mm, the ; dment heretofore and now recommended by the 
‘ n t iority to prescribe the reasonable rate upon com 
pla doafter hearin would confer in substance the same powel 
that \ aetually exercised by the Commission from the date of iis 
tion up to May, 1897, when the United States Supreme Court 
held that such power was not expressed in the statute. 
\\ tf the Commission could do if the authority so denied should be 
detinitely conferred by the Congress is this: After service of complaint 
pon the carrier or carriers, after full hearing of each carrier and ship 
py ted, and after careful investigation, a report and opinion 
would be rendered, and if the decision should be against the carrier an 
order would be entered directing it to cease and desist from charging 
the rate complained of and to substitute therefor a rate found, upon 
{ evidence before the Commission, to be reasonable and just. ‘This 
procedure is essentially judicial in character and form and bears no 
1 blanece in any degree to the arbitrary administrative action which 
would sult under t! authority to make tariffs of rates absolutely 
r the railways, either in the first instance or after some form of hear 
ing or investigation 


The power intended to be conferred and actually conferred 
upon the far as the making of rates is con- 
cerned leaves the initiative with the railroads of the country 


Commission so 
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and invests in the Commission only a supervisory power to be 
called into exercise only upon the complaint of some person or 
community aggrieved, and then after due notice and full oppor- 
tunity to be heard by the railroad companies affected, to deter- 
mine whether or not a certain rate is reasonable, and if not 
reasonable, then to declare what is a reasonable rate in its 
place. This declaration is made, however, as stated after a 
quasi judicial hearing including the delivery of testimony and 
the presentation of arguments, and it is a power entirely dis- 
tinct and distinguishable from that of permitting the Commis- 
sion without notice or hearing and without evidence, from exer- 
cising its own sweet will or pleasure in the imposition of what- 
ever rates it might arbitrarily seek to enforce. For my part 
I can see no objection to, and indeed I can see the strongest of 
arguments for, this grant to a Commission having no interest 
either in the railroads or the business of the complaining parties 
to try in a judicial manner the reasonableness of a certain rate 
and then upon the evidence there offered to fix another in its 
place, if the one established by the railroad company is proyen 
to the satisfaction of the Commission to be unreasonable. 

All corporations of this country are creatures of law, and in 
many particulars they are endowed with privileges and imimu- 
nities not conferred upon private citizens. For instance, life of 
nan is measured by the will of the Creator and at most is only 
temporary. The life of a corporation is measured by the law 
and in most instances is perpetual. The private individual can 
not take the property of a private citizen for his own use against 
the will of the other citizen even upon the payment of just com- 
pensation, but a corporation, vested with the power of eminent 
domain, may build its railrond if it wishes through your front 
yard, nay tear down the house in which you are doing business, 
whether you consent or not, upon the payment to you of what 
some court may declare to be a reasonable and just compensa- 
tion. The private individual who engages in business on his 
own account is responsible for all of his debts to the extent of 
all of his property, but if he buys steck in a corporation and 
the corporation fails, the stockholders are not liable beyond the 
amount they have invested in the stock. Because of its per- 
petual life, because of the power of eminent domain, because of 
the freedom of its stockholders from the liabilities which it cre- 
ates, the corporate form of investment has not only become the 


most general one, but as a necessary incident of these extra- 


ordinary conditions, a vast power has been absorbed into the 
hands of those who control and manage these mighty instru- 


ments of business and commerce. 

IT am not decrying these conditions. I recognize the useful- 
hess and even the necessity for corporate enterprise and activity. 
Iam aware that the reasons which conferred upon these arti- 
ficial creatures of the law the vast powers mentioned had 
their origin in the soundest considerations of pubiie poliey, 
nd that the country without them could never have been de- 
veloped as it is, but notwithstanding this fact, the power is 
there. It is agreed that in the hands of those with evil dispo- 
itions it is subject to abuse. It is a creature of Jaw, and the 

will which created it has reserved the right of regula- 
only by the exercise of the right of regulation can 
the power so conferred be turned from a menaee to a blessing. 

The railroads of this country have for all practical 
mo monopoly of t! trans} competition 


with the waterways of ft! 


niihblice 
pu vile 


tion, and 


PULpPoOses 
rtaution 


business, 





1 country is so limited and restricted 
is to amount to an almost negligible quantity. In the great 
Inajority of instances there is no such competition at all. So 


far as the great bulk of commerce to be transported is con- 

there is absolutely no competition with the railroads 
except the railroads themselves, and to-day more than three- 
fourths of all the railroad mileage of the United States, under 
the “community of interest” i olied by a half 
dozen men in one State. 


principle, is cont: 


That the railroads themselves should fix their own rates in ihe 
first instance, as I have already stated, is conceded by the pro- 
posed legishition and is not disputed anywhere, but the question 
arises, however, can these immense powers be safely and wisety 
left in the hands of the railroads themselves without limitation 
or review? If the railroad company can fix any rate it pleases 
it can fix an unreasonable rate if it chooses to do so. It ean act 
upon the principle of some great railrond magnate who said that 
the true measure of rates should be all the tratlic would bear. 


|} Some railroad men may, of course, act more wisely and more 


justly. They may conceive, and, in fact, do conceive, in many 
instances, perhaps a majority, that their best and truest inter- 
ests lie in a fair and just rate to be imposed upon trattie, and 


j ultimately they will prosper more by that policy than by the 


other one of stand and deliver, but inasmuch as all men, and 
therefore inasmuch as all railroad magnates, are not just and 
fair, and inasmuch as the judgment of those who are Inclined 
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nz yet, Ol ie tvs, h sn ible yet, to give exact dates at 
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thie i nd—witl s givin i temporary bridge government 
} en ol rule gd their independence : Now, TL know vou 
vell enough to know r ough to hope, rather, that you 

I} not need much ! Lo marked-out pathway by your 

res it to follow him rhier. | 

You are so absolutely tixan, vou are so fond of what is 
\ ‘ican, whetlhe tie or not, that when the Presi- 
le of the United St vants vou to do Democratic things, 
f they be right things, you are going to fall into line behind 
him, not because he President, not because he is a Republican, 
ut because he is out . the proper policy for the American 
M I have that thenght of eontidence in you, because sit- 
ting here for long years I know how absolutely nonpartisan you 
re. [Applause and Jaughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Ther snot a man on that side of the Chamber who would 
not welcol from the Democratic Nazareth even a good measure 
f it were good for American people. Therefore I take no stock 
n the talk that has been going on on the floor lately about your 
not standing up to the President of the United States beci:use 
he has gone over to a certain extent to the Democracy. [| Laugh- 
ter. | 


n from Ohio [ Mr. Grosvenor] tells us 


the Democratic party to find out where 
l Iast year and then for it to camp there 
ld thing IT have heard often, and there has 
because the Democ Piiey has known fre- 


is lost. And now T find and the country 
suuping tl year where the De- 
on the Deniocratie side. ] 


»catmp more and more by the silent 





cure lis 


use 







ut net expired fires of the Democracy, but there will be this 
| ence uv friend the Democracy will camp with you. 
Democrat ( ort ne to give up things ‘ratic because 

ll « eo Tye lent oa cites them tl not to turn 
hae backs u 1 things ID ocratice because a Tr 
1or out of the White House, h seen the light of truth and of 
proper legis] ve :. 

Now , ae ‘ e little pessti ism, however, as to how you 
ire oil toy beliave [ hope there is nothing in it. I am told 
last u wil EA the President unless he remains parti- 

liv Repub i TL hope that it is not true, and if it is true, 
then the of railr | ation you want, and you want it 
usta mas? rte bill that shall devise some sort of 

mitie coupler between the White House and Capitol Hill. 

j 1 rer. | 

N mv frien T am not going to make sertions about 
itv t position of the Den racy upon this question without 
yl | ther l an ( Ol] to rend now, but Tam going to 

ert im my tf i tf a page from the report of the 
Industrial Commission, page 426 of that report for 1902, llere 




















the Interstate (Cy 
( i to inte { iW as ll it not y 
\ t i I 1 t rates, but » ft ] ribe 
J h i entire to the re 
is ¢ ( ( t 1 complaint The Ce di netly 
ned f the ri to prescribe the rate i t ji tance, 
wh 1 | he Dela re and Ii Canal Com 
| t n its j t to rate fully 
1 i own fn its sta t in the Cincin 
ni ind Chi ile 1 as follow 
( rate mal body. The ¢ 
rhe - ¢ » 1 n tarif n the f t j tu ( \ t 
t! { ona Wioun t i tl tar 
No q ! ‘ ‘ on t of the currier of the Ce ! n 
or t W 1 as to the validity of this a on within the 
| ’ r 
It was not until al t ten vears after the Instit n of the Co 
I n, In fact, that f right In this respect was contested " eer 
dow f doubt see t ive | expressed in the deciston of the 
sup Cou in tt d * Social Circle’ case adjudged in 1896, 
rhi : involved the , noablene rates from Cincinnati to the 
tow Soctal Circle, Ga., as related to the rates to Atlanta and Au 
stn on either ide Disregarding other pha the case which 
concerned the int ation of the long and short haul clause, the 
Con ion had, when the case was first decided in 1889, ordered a 


reduction of the rate from Cincinnati to Atlanta from $1.09 to $1 per 
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\ » get down to a discussion of this bill. I think 

\ cry ly consider the evils to be cured, and 

{ ( consider our constitutional power, and then 

( n detail the best way to exercise that power. 

I { eto dwe n detail upon the evils. These evils have 

i ead upon re ‘ the) re in the hearings before the 

I t 1 Cor I are in all of the reports of the In 

te * Commerce Commi n. They are in the hearings be 

fore the Inter te and Foreign Commerce Committee. They 
ure plain, y ble, oby Is’ eyous, oppressive. 


Whil I ( to do that—because you are all ae 
qi ited y he fact that there are evils of a startling and 





{ that the roads are taxing the people every 
year u nd discriminatingly—Ioam only going to stop 
\ { on that point; to ask if anybody believes that these 

remedinable 4? Tama Democrat, and wherever an 

f | e wheres t can work itself out, wherever 
y" ble for it to be worked out to a just conclusion along 
al ! ‘ prise nd private control, I say Jet the 
( ! i ] IS <« 
so, i is be tl nd in evil that will automatically dis 
( 1 ( 1 evolution of business, o1 by the 
t ted ession of those who have this 
t | ‘ a 1 md transportation taxes, then I, for 
crit donot have th Government interfere. As a general 
|} t] ‘ rith ‘ t governed is best governed.” Dut, 
} {1 Is, arist i of birth, guided by the legend noblesse 
o hy e here and there made conce ons, from a sense of 
eoor from a fen l ding wrath to con entrenched 
ist) on the contrary, never made a coneession in the 
| ‘y of the world. Blind money-greed, organized on a 
1 le, J Iways gone upon the | it that is 
est w hj l hone that that is ‘h the law 
1 that everything that can be wrung as a profit un 
a { t ¢ legal, but justifinble. We have waited 
dd \ 1 f¢« the railrouds themselves to do justice. Crentle- 
bit 1 1 listened with much atte on to the words of 
‘ ‘ in from Massachusett {\Ir. McCann] the other 
ats | Ss sipcere, always a mun of intellectual integrity 
fingnuch of what he says I agree); gentlemen say in effect, 
he said, that what we propose is a dangerous power to arm 
— t is dangerous power to arm seven with. 
It c] e | CON ¢ Is when we do it, but it is a choice 
the le roof the two evils, because about seven inen now 
‘ hat very power—seven great heads of great rail 
e} t responsible to a law, responsible only to 
1] Applause, | Phere are not much more than seven 
oe Ly nates who ting in conjunction with one 
her to-day re directing the stream of merican Commerce 
\\ h they ish to tlow, who are discrimi 
favor of one locality against another—of one great 
cr ot ‘ ust other concerns—in favor of friend against foe, 
re dicrin re by per cent rebates in favor of the 
» COPS roas against the American consumer, taking 
1 ‘ (| t the sa place and carrying them to the 
‘ nd charging one-third less freight when they are to 
| ed abroad than they charge when they are to be sol 
{ ‘ at Nive nh COopSsSTINe! And as a choice between two 


@\ if vou have t to have th ninense power lodged in 


vo Vasnrae nd it must be I would rather have it lodged in 

i hands o oO nmental tribunal, weak and ineffective as 
vernmental tribunals frequently are | Applause. | 

Now, my friends, T speak as a conservative. Lai no radical, 

either by heredity or by environment There is nothing of radi 

cil blood or radieal surroundings about me. To am simply pro 

essive. It w do be a good thing if industrialism intrenched 


had the sense that the old Ienglish nobility always has had, and 


too stupid to display, namely, the 


yconcede full jus or even partial justice, at any rate, 

order finally to avoid overwhelming ruin; and unless you do 

( nsible and conservative legislation like this, unless you 
do something to give the people justice Cand that is all they are 


and that is all they 


them equality of treatment ( 


re ne), the day may come when all over this country, ex 
( n the South, there will be an advocacy of the governmental 
ownership of railrouds. There will never be a successful advo 
eney of it there Phe southern Democracy will never indorse it, 
because they have the old-fashioned idea vet that this Govern 
ment should not become too strongly centralized. [| Applause. ] 
They have the idea yet that a State should be something more 
than a mere county, and in addition to that they have another 


reason against it which is of a local character. They know that 


if the Federal Government owned and operated railroads, it 
vould not and could not, in expectancy, operate separate Coaches 
for tl 


he Two races, 
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But there will be a radical demand in the West and the North- 
from the cities, from the farmers, and elsewhither, and I 
Will tell vou that the very worst enemies of the railroad systems 
to-day are the railroad magnates who stand in the pathway of 
this very reform we are proposing. [Applause.] IT am no “* oxo- 
erat.” Lama Democrat. I do not want to go back to ox wagons 
for transportation, I know, as every man does, what great feed- 
ers of Commerce and industrial life railroads are. I have no re- 

ugogue who is always denouncing them per se, 


east, 


for the dem 


or denouncing anything else just 


spect 
because denunciation may be 
temporarily popular, or because he may throw himself in ahead 
of a column a little bit farther than somebody else and thereby 
earn cheap praise in some quarter that may increase his political 
longevity. 

But the railroads are publie 


affairs. They occupy a 


servants, they are quasi-public 
ublic highway; and while I utter no 
ie some day of owning the public high- 
ways and allowing them to be operated by private enterpri 
street-railway highways are in New York City, under 
New York for cities of 1,250,000 population 
do believe that anything | covernmental 
ilroads in the long rum would lead to centraliza- 
tion, and would lead to the intrenchment of the party in p 


extent tl could never be gotten 


opinion as to some schen 
s¢9, 
as the 
the general laws of 
(vol. 3, p. 3308), I 


ower hip of ra 


lilea 
Liv | 


wer 
to such a great that it 
nore than that, would add still further to the contempt 
the States rest as St: 


and, 
in which 
ites to-day and to hopeless consolidation of 


oul; 


the Federal power. 
But there 
The great 


which 


Inay be a pathway, a on the way. 
New York, under the statute to 
I refer, leases the use of its highways for street-r: ; 
for a hishest bidder at 


stopping point 


citv of for example, 


purposes certain length of time to the 

public auction, the bids based on a percentage of the gross pro- 
ceeds, and the company being pledged to operate them in accord- 
ance with certain specitications of the charter. Ife who bids the 
highest percentage of the gross proceeds gets the charter and the 


7 
‘ ° S . » . ata 
te over a line indicated. 


Mr. Chairman, will 
Does the gentleman yield? 
WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

BAKER. TL trust that the gentleman's opposition to Goy- 
nent Ownership is based uy fact than 


l 
railways ot 


franchise to opera 
Mr. BAKER. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mi. 
Mr. 


ern 


the gentleman 


yield? 


On more foundation of 
is his statement as to the operation of the 
New York, which is untrue. It 
limited way, to a few sniall roads. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The 
passed a municipal act respecting if. J] 
I do not say it affected every railway in 


but it affects 


street 
only applies, and in a very 
State of 
know wl 
the city of 
had ia 


New York 
I sporak. 
New York, 


franchise granted 


Perce 


every railway that lias 


since that act was passed. Now, by that act a route or line is 
ndicated and then the city leases it to whomsoeyer will bid the 
shest percentage of the gross proceeds and operate the rail 








‘with certain rules laid down. 1 Ci- 
4 about this 
duty once to look into it, with a view to having similar 
to the New York statute. apply 

Mr. BAKER. put that 
true aus a general statement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
York that it not apply 
how operating in the city, he is right. 

The gentleman will find the New York municipal railway 
franchise liw, to which IT refer, in the General Laws of New 
York, paragraph 0, eoOS; and the law applies 
to all cities having a population of 1,250,000, 

Now, then, I shall 
is our power in the premises? I find in the 
ihe United States that cliuse of 
which gives power to Congress to 
gives power to“ 
its power from 
source, and the 


Pap pe s¢ 


dentally to know something because it became 


MV 
provisions 
Washington 

fact, and it is 


to the city ol 


dees not alter the not 


If the 


to a majority of 


A’ , 
VOw 


from 
the 1 


} 
fentleniwn 


means does 


tds 


volume 3, 


page 
ZO On. I come to the second point: W uit 
Constitution of 
the Constitution 


regulate foreigu commerce ” 


the same 


regulate interstate commerce.” Congress draws 
identically the same language and the 
power with regard to rectly upon oan 
equal footing with the power which we have with regard to the 
other, There is, the doubt about the constitutional 
power, and the power to regulate, as the Supreme Court has de- 
cided, is a power just as the power to tax may 
become practically a power to destroy, without even making it 
unconstitutional in though it may be—and would 
be—silly and foolish thus to exercise it. 

Congress could to-morrow, if it wanted to, pass a law saving 
that whenever a train of State line and there 
became engaged in State commerce, it should stop so many hours 
or so many minutes, or that it should thereafter run at a certain 
rate. The power of Congress in regulating interstate commerce 
is a broad and dangerous power, and should therefore be cnare- 
admit that. Thomas said that it 


sale 


One 18 ©x 
rvefore, no 


to destroy 


its exercise, 


cars crossed a 


Jefferson 
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method of ng up the record, the things contained in the ree- 
ord of the Comu ion to-day, will remain as now, and the 
; ( transmitting it to the court above will remain as it is 
l \\ i n changing the interstate-commerce lInw, ex 
( »faras we do it expr ly by new provisions. Now, this 
| here LT want to eall ur attention to, “shall continue 
recul , or pri e to be charged by the carrier 

a | vy of tl | ration.” 
I} Losive bill the only one of the tw bills accomplishing 





]) ] i rare iss wd ‘ of Col ow ( il 
0 the cle G4 ling lit tion in favor of an inte sted Titi 
| t a presumed] partial judgment ef a duly 
{ ermental tribunal as it can under se mn 14 of 
oe’ lesch bill offered by the Republican majority 
th ext of the Davey bill merely calks upon the 
( iers 1 pportiion t rates, and if they do not apportion them 
{ it g the Conimils 1 power to do so. Then the fourth 
ly is tl ] y clause brought forward from the 
old | Now, there has been some stringent criticism about 
that. Ie ist \ in the caucus draft of the Davey bill, left 
oul Phisit yo Ity clause was considered in the first instance by 
us to be unnece ry to put in the act at all, because it was in 
t ig | hut ! ople thought it ought to be brought 
i rd and exp l, and we therefore brought it forward 
1 1 the ¢ { Laiw nd all the criticisms made to section 4 
tly ! Ity cl ( ’ erit sins of th EeXIst r law now 
Dire iit for rd and redeclared. The next section s that 
Jn order to have no doubt about that, that 
\Il ex n vf I ir to t procurement witne . books, 
pil cont ‘ or documents, and the enforcement of ! ring in 
I under or connected with the act to regulate com 
! ‘ all also apply to any cause or proceedings affected by this act. 
w, that tiles the question as to the character of the record 
Which goes up from the Commission to the court, because it says 
that all existing laws upon that subject shall apply to this act 
Section G6 is the expediting clause of the act, that ** all cases a 
ing under the provisions of this act and all cases in which,” ete 
“shall have preference over all other civil case 
Now, IT want to take up for criticism some parts of the 
Townsend-Esch bill. Mr. Chairman, I want to say this at the 





vers r of my criticism of that bill. I suppose that no 
matter what the merit of the proposition which we present 
might be, and no matter what the demerit of the proposition 
Which you present might be, you would as a party almost 
nenrly all of you, at any rate vote for your measure. I there 
fore expect that the Democratie substitute bill will be voted 
down and » will be brought up after a while to vote upon the 
Fownsend-Hsch measure. If so, we are to have no further 
Choice than between the legislation given to the country by the 
enactment of that bill and the present condition of affairs. 


Now, T have no hesitancy in saying that the Townsend-Esch 
Hill will bring about a condition of affairs very much preferable 
hich we are confronted now. <At any rate, 


to that with which 
ble and ridiculous impotency of the Interstate Commerce 


( mission in not being able to substitute a new rate for one 
( lnred off will be done away with by that bill—an impotency 
h amounts to thi That it can really do nothing except to 

i st Inwsuits. It has been treated with a degree of arro 
contempt by the railroad companies of this country that 

\ | tl stripped of power, as it is, richly deserves to be 
trented with Wo always will be treated with. My objection to 
t! ro send bill is not that it is not a step in the right diree 


at that, but that it does not go as far 
particular matter of rate making as it might 

to that feature of it which full 
force and effect all interlocutory decrees, temporary restraining 
and injunet issued on ex-purte testimony, fre- 
granted “as a matter of cour iInere pro forma tempo 
rary injunet because every lawyer understands that where 
in the habit of issuing injunctions upon ex-parte 
! Without a he on both sides, that sooner or later 
all the court does is to look at the face of the papers and see it 
the face of the papers there is a legal ease for injunction, 
after that grant it “asa matter of After that, then, 
pext gi of the railroad is to hold that temporary injunc- 


food step 


aliv object leaves in 





orders, lOnS 


quently e,” 
ions : 


ever acourt gets 


testimony ring 
on 
then 
the 


course.” 


re 
til 


tion, acting as a supersedure of a reasonable and just rate, as 
long as it can before there is a final hearing or a tinal injune 


tion, if final injunction should be granted, or before on final 
hearing and decision there is a refusal to make the injunction 
permanent. My main objection to the Townsend-Esch_ bill 
that I can not see how you ¢an finish any litigation under the 
‘Townsend-Esch bill in less than six or eight years unless the 


is 


railroad and the other side both want to finish it in a shorter 
Of course, if that is so, it might come to a hearing sooner. 


time. 
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Now, then, the 
tion which I 
whether it 


gentleman from Kansas was about to ask a ques- 
will answer in this Ife asked me 
rue that there is any precedent where the right to 


connection. 


Is 1 


supersede is denied. IT answer him thet our original injunction 
law in the original judicial act ef IST9 laid down for all injune- 
tions the very principle that IT want to Iny down in connection 


with section 14 of the Esch-’lTownsend bill, to wit, that Injune- 
tion should be granted only after notice and after opportunity 
to be heard. In that the injunction, if granted, 
would be permanent and final, thus constituting a final hearing. 
If not granted the case w The fact that it was not 
sranted woul reason and proof why the rate fixed by 
the Commission ought never to have been superseded. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr Wit- 
LIAMS] will permit me, L will say that I think he misappre- 
hended the purport of my question. It was not on the question 
of notice being given preliminary to the granting of injunction ; 
i@ point of whether it 


OF} 


ease, of course, 


uld go on. 


be YO re 


} 


ny question went to Ut! Was hot common, 
When an appeal was taken, for the perfecting of the ay 


peal to 


operate as a stay of the judgment. ‘The point I was attempting 
io reach being this, that if the Interstate Commerce Commnis- 
SiO? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from Wan- 
sas [Mr. Scorr] asks if that is not common. Yes; that is com- 


li 


mon. That is the ordinary course. 

Mr. SCOTT. I was going to ask the gentleman then if this 
legislation proposed in both of those bills doses not set aside 
that commen procedure? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir; it makes this an 
uncommon and summary procedure to that extent. There is 
no doubt about that; and I think it ought to be made so; the 


he doubt pendente lite ought 
it must be given 
the gentleman will permit one more sugges 
it is not true that the most complete answer 
to the question I have suggested is not that it an extraor- 
dinary proceeding, and that the situation is such as to warrant 
an extraordinary procecding, but that the Interstate Commerce 
Commission is a legislative body, and not a court, that it simply 
fixes a rate, as this Congress might fix a rate, and therefore 

Mr. WILLIAMS Mississippi. In the common ordinary 
courts the procedure is that when an appeal is taken from one 
judicial tribunal to another a supersedeas follows under the 
condition fixed by law, fixed for the procedure, generaily on 
condition- ing bond, or something else—but when a legisla- 
tive body acts upon the commerce ef the United States it is dif- 
ferent. For example, you can not go into court and attack the 
constitutionality of a law passed by the Congress of the United 
States and, by giving bond or anything else, supersede that law. 
The law may not be superseded until the court liss declared that 
it was never law at all, that from the beginning it was null and 
void, because the legislative body had no power to pass it. 

Now, then, in this case, here is a body to which has been 
delegated legislative and administrative power, and the court 
ought not to supersede its legislative action except on final 
judgment that its action was ab initio void because of one or 
two reasons—first, because it violated the provisions of the 
organie law, the Constitution of the United State 
it violated or trar 


netit of t 
the © 


to be given to the action 
omimission. somew hither. 


Mr. SCOTT. If 
tion, I will ask if 


of 


is 


of 


oriv 


il 


ii OF. secondly, 
iscended the provisions of its peculiar 
charter of creation—the act of Congress; that the act dele- 
enting to it its authority. I made the peint stronger a moment 
ago by showing that if we want to make an injunction, for ex- 
anple, not a mere temporary restraining order, but a final re 
straining order, whereupon it would become, of cour the final 
judgment of a court taking jurisdiction by injunction—ajd it 
does not make any difference as to how the court takes jurisdic- 
tion so it gets it, and what we are aiming at is that it shall be a 
final judgment—then we want to that even when a court 
takes jurisdiction by injunction it shall not operate to supersede 
by mere temporary restraining order, but only when it has been 
found that this administrative and legislative body has violated 
the law of its being, either by clashing with the Constitution or 
clashing with the powers granted by the act creating it. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Mississippi [| Mr. Wut- 
LIAMS] permit a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Just a moment. I started 
to say, with regard to injunctions, that even when issuing from 
courts to operate on other courts that are inferior, our original 
judiciary act required what I want to require here. <A fortiori 
is the argument when the tribunal sought to be enjoined is one 
of legislative power. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. W1t- 
LIAMS] think that the Congress can provide by law that nisi 
prius courts can not enjoin action under a law which the court 
believed to be unconstitutional? Or if a nisi prius court be- 
lieved that the Interstate Commerce Commission lad fixed a 


because 


is, 


say 











i 


1900. 


rate which is unconstitutional, that we could prevent that 
court from enjoining that rate from going into operation? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I confess, in all frankness, 
that I do not know how a court would hold upon that question, 
but I think now that we could. But it is a very grave question, 
and most lawyers with whom I have talked about it differ with 
me upon the question, I will say to the gentleman. But | 
think we ean do it, for the reason I have just stated. You can 
not enjoin a law passed by this body, can you? 

Mr. MANN. No; but you can enjoin its enforcement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. By giving bond. 

Mr. MANN. It is purely within the discretion of the court 
whether you can give bond or not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, the gentleman from 
Kentucky has just made a suggestion that it very apt, and it is 
also very true. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman has made any at all it 
because they are always apt. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And that is that in the case 
stated by you, where the court has enjoined the enforcement of 
wu law, a portion of it that does damage to you, it is always 
done upon notice and hearing, and never upon an ex parte 
proceeding. That is all I seek. That possesses finality. 

Mr. MANN. But whether done upon notice or not done upon 
of course, is not the question. The question is whether 
Congress can provide that a rate should have any effect, as the 
gentleman suggests, until final judgment of the court. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I reply, an injunction after 
notice and hearing will be a tinal judgment, and that is all I 


usk. 


is apt, 


notice, 


Where there is issued in a mere temporary restraining order, 
or an injunction which is an interlocutory order, without hear 
ing both sides, which acts as I object. But sup 
were tried on injunction, and suppose there is notice 
to both sides and a hearing, and after both sides are heard the 
court declares that the act of the Commission is unconstitu 
mal? That is just as final as ever a judgment or decree can 
be. It is totally unlike a pro forma injunction. 

Mr. MANN. I would ask the gentleman whether he be 
lieves a nisi prius court is required to have a full hearing of 
where upon a preliminary showing it is convinced that 
the action is unconstitutional before the nisi prius court can 
enter an injunction? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of 


a Supersedes, 


pose a case 


a Cause 


Mississippi. I believe Congress has the 
right to require that it shall have a full hearing. It used to 
require it. It is a matter of opinion, and I believe the courts 
Will so hold in this case, because this Commission is a legislative 
and administrative body. I will say further that even if it 
were a court, Congress would have, in my opinion, this power 
! rocedure 

My next objection is to this section 14. I stated the other 
diy I would give up all the debate, that I would give up the 
right to vote on the minority substitute, if you would allow us 


over Its ] 


1 nts to section 14 of this bill. I believe 
three amendments would be adopted, and if they were 
dopted this bill would be just as good as any other bill before 
this llouse, and perhaps better. 

ainendment was to put in what I was dwelling upon 
ngo—that these restraining orders should be granted 
only after notice and hearing. I would furthermore strike out 
‘upon their merits.” 


how 
1 re p 4 portatior iS a court of equity sl l 
| the purpo of filing any pleading, in 
: 1 f the Interstate Commerce Commission, or issuit 
and returr mesne and final process and of making and directir 
‘ tory motior orders, rules, and other proceedings, 
= 1 orders, preparatory to the hearing | 


words “upon their merits” ought not to be in 
although there is another clause in the bill with 
iewhat conflicts, the court might p that 
this clause prevailed, and that it was not to be heard on appe 
imply on the testimony developed before the Commission, but 
with these words in it it might appear that it would squint the 

\ court might probably consider that it had 
the right to take up the case de novo and hear it “upon its 
gardless of what the Commission had done, and then 
you will make the Commission again laughable for its impo 
tency, just like it is now. The third amendment was this; I 
will read the language as it is: 


here, because 
which it son 


ssibly rule 


merits ” re 


And in vacation as well as in term all ich pr Ss, comn ! 
ord ae and other proceedings, including temporary rest: 
orders, Wherever the same are grantable, as of course, according to t 
rules and practice of the court 


I would leave out the 
XXXIX——13 


words “as of 
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The section reads as follows | 


course.” The third | leads to popular 


amendment IT would have offered 


ter of this sort should be granted 

Mr. TOWNSENIT If t t \\ Iw ! 
state to him that that is a mistake; it should ‘ \ 
the same are not granted as of course \ 
the provision as i s That was what it w ‘ ed to 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississip} I l | t 
But if the “not was in there still 1 { | 
Ve oO ) sto ’ © 1 t to | { 

1 injunction ht be g d s of I 
1 t o and leave t tol l ~ o ve ‘ l 

ecording to the rules 1} ‘ f 1 | ) 
granted only atiter ill 1] 

Now, there are some other minor points about the bill t 
strikes me could be mended with benetit, | 
unendments were made the bill would be a zg Lo 
of course, but good as far as the one question with 
deals Loes, 

Now, I want to say this—as the confes 1ofay $ 
time: That this, with all its faults—three or four of them ve 
serious—is a very much better bill than I ever thought « 1 
come could be forced even, as it las been from 1 


the Chamber. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentler 1 from M 
sippi has expired 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi Well, it expired just 
right time. [Laughter and applause 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, taking the last sentence of 


the gentleman from Mississi] [Mr. W AMS 1 < \ 
with other sentences that he has indulged in, and with the very 
moderate criticism and the microsco] objections that he has 
been able to discover in this bill, IT think we may well assume 
that notwithstanding his hour's speech he regard tas a good 
measure; and in view of the fact that Ll am contident he will 
vote for it 1 am satistied tha 1 its gel il } Visio! t meets 


t 
with his very hearty approval. 
Mr. Chairman, there are difficulties in preparing a bill of 1 


character. That fact has been illustrated by the d u that 
have taken place upon this floor. No two emen, a 
entertain the same opinion either to what 1 the bill 
what ought to be in the bill. There is great v ety of « i 


That variety is perhaps emphasized by j 
colleagues in the committee, who signs tw reports approving 
of two bills, and yet has announced on the floor of this Il 
that it is his purpose to vote for a third one 

The difliculty of preparing a bill is further emp! ed by tl 
eonduct of the gentleman from Mis ppi [ Mr. Wintniams] 
lle has introduced four bills in this House upon this subject, 


differing from one another, I assume, at ! t in his juds 

or else he would not have indulged in the repetition. But from 
them I can discover that his opinions upon t Inject of 

the Interstate Commerce Comm on the ] er to tix ti 


tation rates have undergone great change e he first be ! 
its study. The first bill that he introduced provided that t 
Commission should have the power to initinte rates. Their 
tion was not to be dependent upon a comp! { t to bel i 
to the narrow precincts of a compla but was to be as | dl 
as the inclinations or the fancies of the Cor n should 
termine to be right, and ¢he whole body of rates, if the ¢ 

ssion should conclude that they were erro Is, were to 
ubject, under the power that he e tot ( to | 
revised by them, whethet esl ory 
whether he was content 

But the gentleman has modified his viev at last, and ! 
troduced a bill in which he « nates that br 1} 1 
ther bill in which he asserts another pu 
prohibit the Ce m rh unriede \ f ! 

rate. The object of 1 | | t 

) ble rates, to secure ] e betwe it ) 
parties to a controve to j 
the shipper and of the « ‘ ‘ » ! { 
the product and has his \ | 1 to tl 

ho has his wealth or his pitt ‘ 


that a rate Ithough 1 7 
1) er of that kind the dire } ‘ { #5 vg 
riven to the Com \l ‘ ‘ 
his Democracy, decla it 1 ‘ I) 
fluences upon our institute nh] t lie 
the people. IRLow often we | e he ad | t { | 
that it was the m n of Denis to 
the people, exact justice to all the yx ‘ I? 
he regards as a clamor, try r to 
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equality to the man who invests his property in some other 


wiy tl that which meets the preference of the gentleman 
from Mississippi. Is that your boasted spirit of Democracy 
tht ! brooded over the land and lifted the people and its in- 

Itions so far upward in the march of civilization?’ I be- 
lieve in democracy, the true democracy, the democracy of the 


Constitution, the democracy of the fathers, when they ordained 


that instrument in order to secure equality of right and to open | 


the door of opportunity to all men upon an equal plane; but I 


{ 


to present the aid of his suggestions and his counsel in regard 
to essential provisions. I have had that of his Attorney-General, 
that of other members of his official family. I made many alter- 
ations and many changes from time to time, as it seemed to 
me wise and best, to carry out the wise suggestions of his mes- 
sage. I prepared a rough sketch of the bill, the general prin- 
ciples of which met with his approval. With these aids I im- 
proved it, perfected it, and got it into that shape that was thought 
to be best. It again met with his approval in all its general 
scope and features, although some of the minor matters were 
not discussed with him. It was my pleasure and it was my 
great advantage to have the assistance of the Attorney-General. 


| That bill met with his approval. 


Let me further say that, being somewhat timid about my 
own knowledge with regard to the language conferring jurisdic- 
tion upon courts, fearful of faulty phraseology, having had but 


| little service in courts for twenty-four years, after it was com- 


pleted and its general features were approved as being in har- 


| mony with the recommendations of the Executive I asked the 


repudiate that kind of bastard democracy that the gentleman 
hi embalmed in his legislative measure. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said that there were difficulties in 
this lecistition, difficulties that the committee charged with 
the duty of perfecting a bill were not able to overcome with that | 
rapidity of action that perhaps in some degree and in some 
quarters, had they been able to, would have saved them much 
of crificisin. I violate no confidence when I say that in the 
last se n of Congress we were told by the proponents of 
lecishition represented in bills such as I have spoken of and 
that were before the committee that they wanted no hearings; 
that tl were content with the knowledge that they had of the 

These bills were more than twenty in number. And 
\ ere were seven members of that committee, new to this 
lfouse and new to their duties, who had never had opportunity 
or eecasion to study the questions involved. So that it was 
determined by the action of that committee that early in this 
session the question of transportation should be taken up and 
given as thorough and as complete examination as the time 
would permit. Mind you, there were citizens of the United 


Stites who said they wanted to be heard, citizens of the United 
States who chimed that in this subject, pro and con, their 

terests were involved—some claiming they were imperiled— 
citizens of the United States who complained that legislation 


of this character would be destructive to their interests or they 
feared it would be. There were others who regarded this 
kind of legislation as an entering wedge in the direction of the 
support of socialistic ideas, the complete progression of which 
might be subversive of all we revered in government. Great 
interests were demanding to be heard. ‘There were gentlemen, 
not upon that committee, however, who wanted to shut the door 
in the face of these petitions—citizens of the United States who 
demanded their day in this court of inquiry, and who insisted 
that their views should be known as citizens, as interested par- 
ties, before their interests might be put in jeopardy. 

We continued this investigation; we have been industrious. 
That committee has held its daily sessions, often two sessions a 
day, in order to acquire the information that they felt they 
must have and that they could only acquire in this way. No 
inember of that committee believed that information came 
him, as it does apparently to some men, by inspiration and with- 
out the aid of those facilities for study that the most of men 
seem to think are necessary before they dare trust the notions 


that they have as conclusions of merit. During all of this 
time we have all tried to be industrious and zealous. And here 


you will pardon me if I say something of a personal nature. 
Kighteen years I have been a Member of this House, and never 
before have I obtruded a matter of personal interest into these 
proceedings. If I have heen criticised I have borne it; if I 
have been slandered and lied about I have submitted to it, con- 
tent that my deeds and my acts might be placed in opposition 
and in answer to the libels of those who traduced me. [Ap- 
plause. | 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that early in this session, rec- 
ognizing as I did that the President of the United States simply 
voiced the demand of the American people for justice, for equal- 
itv, for the open door of opportunity to all to engage in business 


Attorney-General to have that bill put in legal phraseology with 
especial reference to those features relating to court procedure. 

In the bill that I introduced, every word of it, save two, was 
prepared in the office of the Attorney-General; there were two 
words changed, one—by the mistake of the printer or copyist— 
the word “ district’ was used instead of “ circuit.’ I changed 
the word “thirty” for “sixty.” I had a motive just and justi- 
finble; I believed that with the machinery I had prepared for 
the review of the findings of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 


| sion, with the speed that might be possible and would be prob- 


able in the administration of that law, that in the great majority 
of the cases where the findings of the Commission were not ac- 
cepted by the carrier they would be disposed of by the courts 
within the sixty days. 

In the committee we found ourselves not harmonious. There 
were differences of opinion there, as there are differences here, 
about minor matters. 

Right Republican members of the committee seemed to prefer 
the bill that I had the honor to offer. Three Republicans were 
understood to favor another bill. The six Democrats we sup- 


| posed were lined up by caucus action in opposition to any of our 


bills. We did not progress with the rapidity that I was anxious 
to, and so I said to these Republicans who did not favor the 


| measure that I had introduced and which was then being con- 


| sidered, “ Let us take your measure. 


to | 


| bill. 


alike, I knew that legislation of that kind must be, and ought to | 


be, and so through many interviews with him and members of 
his Cabinet I, with their aid and the aid of some of my col- 
lengues on the committee, gleaning from any source I could that 
which IL thought would aid in preparing a proper bill to carry 
out his views, have labored to prepare a bill that would give 
the required relief, that would not be revolutionary, that would 
not be destructive to any real interest, and that would thus 
effect the reform recommended in the annual message of the 
resident. ‘To this I gave my time and my best endeavors. 


Some one has said that this bill is an Administration bill. No 
bill that IT know of has been or is an Administration bill. The 


President of the United §S 
prerogative to recommend to the Houses, recognizing the equality 
and the independence and the supremacy of the three great co- 
ordinate branches of the Government in their respective spheres, 
not the man to strive to force Executive action, 
thought, into legislative action. 


is 


tates, recognizing the limits of his | 





Executive | 


” 


There were two, one re- 
lating to one point, the power of the Commission, and another to 
court and modes of procedure. “ Let us take your measure, put 
the two bills into one, make some amendments that I suggest, 
and I shall ask to displace the bill under consideration—the one 
I had introdueed—and to replace it with the two bills united 
and amended. And I will then move to report that bill to the 
House as the bill of the committee.” I pursued this course—not 
that I had lost confidence in the bill I had introduced or that 
anyone else had lost confidence in it, but because I wanted legis- 
lation. I wanted action. 

I did not want that committee to be the target of every scrib- 
bler who wanted sensational headlines placed at the head of his 
article. There was no difliculty about this agreement, because 
the gentlemen that I have referred to were willing to waive 
something not of great importance and I something not of great 
importance. So we agreed upon this bill. It is in substance— 
in all important details—identical with the bill I introduced. 
Being so, it met the views of the President and of the Repub- 
lican members of the committee. 

Mr. Chairman, no one in this Tlouse doubts the power of the 
Congress of the United States to legislate in the direction of this 
Those who eavil raise questions simply of policy—of the 
wisdom, not of the power. They are fearful that it may jeop- 
ardize the value of certain classes of our property. They are 
fearful that it may be a stepping-stone in the direction of social- 
ism. No one doubts the power. No one scarcely doubts the 
necessity. We have had legislation, a most valuable chapter of 
legislation, upon the subject of railroad control, and, Mr. Chair- 
man, I have the right to boast, in view of criticisms that have 
been made of me, that every sentence in that chapter, every 
shred of legislation that we have had upon this great subject, 
except those minor amendments adopted in 1889, when I was 
not a Member of the House, I have labored for and I have voted 
for, and hope I have had some voice in framing. [Applause.] 
I remember, Mr. Chairman, that this bill known as the “ Inter- 


| state Commerce bill,” which became a law in 1887, had perilous 


passage through this House. It is extolled now by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. WuiLirAms] and by other gentlemen. 
They now regard it with one or two additional powers granted 
as sufficient for our purposes of proper control over the carriers 


I have had in the preparation of the bill that I have the honor | of the country; but I remember eighteen years ago how and 
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to what extent it was the object of bitter denunciation by that 
side of the House. I remember how it was forced upon them. 
I remember that while they had the majority here, yet they 
could not pass this legislation in this House, and that it was 


| 


enacted there is the power to stop every kind of diserimin 


Republican votes that made it effective, as it was a Republican | 


brain—the act of a Republican Senator—that gave it its birth. 
Mr. Chairman, I think that the only question there is for us 
now is to determine the best possible form in which we shall put 
this legislation, and right here I want to call attention, as ref- 
erence has so often been made to it, to what the President did 
say. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] and 
other gentlemen of this House have been very solicitous because 


believe that every lawyer will say, that in 


Mr. BAKER. Why does he not enforce it? [| Applau 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I just want to say to the gentle 


} Nan— 


| say that I quoted the President with entire sincerity. 1 


the Republican party would not “toe the toe marks ”’—I think | 


that is their phrase 
that they would not meet his recommendation for legislation 
with regard to the private switch and the private car; and they 
read or quote, or have the House assume they read or quote, 
from the language of the President. I say that the President 
of the United States has never said a word recommending legis- 
lation either upon the private car or the private switch—not a 
word. He has been misread, he has been misquoted. If they 
had quoted him correctly they would have found in that declara- 
tion of his that in his opinion there is no necessity for further 
legislation upon those two instrumentalities of commerce. They 
are already prohibited, so the President says, by the law now 
existing. When he makes reference to them it is to make the 
pledge that existing law, Republican law, shall be enforced 
against them. Ah, Mr. Chairman, I was sorry to hear the gen 


tleman from Florida [Mr. LAMAR] So misquote the President on | still leaves a fair margin of profit to the carrier. 


the day before yesterday. That kind of garbling of the au 
thority, or misquoting the President, is tolerable and excusable 
in the boys of the profession, when they are getting their stage 
legs, when they are learning how to address a court, when they 
are before that great tribunal, as it seemed to us all many years 
ago—the country justice. ‘They may be excused if they some 
times then, perhaps, misquote, or in their agitation and mental 
perturbation sometimes misread. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Florida? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I prefer not to at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But in later days, when we are old, when 
the hose are a world too wide for the shrunken calves, when the 
eyes weep amber, when the head is white as the driven snow 
by the flight of time, when we are old men, as I and the gentle 
man from Florida [Mr. LAMAR], we ought not to indulge in 
that kind of reprehensible practice. [Prolonged laughter and 
applause. | 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. 
interruption ? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I would have thought it very irregu 
lar if the gentleman had not permitted it, because it is a courtesy 
I would have extended to him. 


miuiude by the Presidential shoes, in this, | 


Will the gentleman now allow an | 


Would the gentleman from Tow: | 


very kindly quote the remarks of the President on one of those | 


two points? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; 
found an enemy 


with great pleasure. 
no, wn opponent—when I can. 


I do like to con 
Ile Says - 


Above all else, we must strive to keep the highways of commerce | 


open to all on equal terms 
Will the gentleman from Mississippi hear these words? 


and to do this it is necessary to put complete stop to all rebate 
Whether the shifPner or the railroad is to blame makes no difference ; 
the rebate must be stopped, the abuses of the private car and private 
terminal tracks and aide track systems must be stopped, and the Is 
lation of the Fifty-eighth Congress which declared it to be unlawful f 
any person or corporation to offer, grant, give, solicit, accept, or 
receive auy rebate, concession, or discrimination in respect to the trans 
portation of any property in interstate or foreign commerce wheret) 
such property shall by any device whatever be transported at a le 


rate than that named in the tariffs published by the carrier must be | 


enforced. 


That is what he said. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield for a question; I do not yield for a 
colloquy. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. 
hour and in the limited time which the gentleman has 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now put your question and do not be so 
polite. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I merely say this. You quoted from 
the message of the President saying that these evils must be 
stopped. IT agree with the President. Do you understand the 
President to say there, in terms, that the present statute 
covers - 


Mr HEPBURN. Ido understand the President to say, and I 


I certainly would not at this iate | 


Mr. HEPBURN. Do not take up my time, if you please. If 
you have a question to ask, ask if. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I will not take a minute. IT want to 
tainly do not agree with the President if he thinks the present 
Elkins law shuts off discrimination. That is all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I must decline to 
allow the gentleman to inject that part of his speech which he 
did not think of yesterday into my speech of to-day. Mr. Cl 
man, one of the difficulties connected with this situation \V 
out of the fact, as I think, certain gentlemen do not properly 
conceive the position the Commission will be in when we invest 
them with the power conferred by this bill. They seem to con 
fuse the ultimate power that Congress might exercise with the 
restricted power that we give to the Commission. I am willing 
to believe that the power of Congress over the matter of the 
establishment of rates is unlimited except when it reaches 2 
point of contiscation, but there is a broad line between that 
limit—just above contiscation, and “a reasonable rate.” 

A reasonable rate has been defined by authority to be that 
rate that pays all the costs of transporting merchandise 
That is a re 
sonable rate. Now, we do not propose to give the Commission 
all the power of the Congress, but we give them the power to 
establish a reasonable rate. When? When they have ascer 
tained that the present rate is unreasonable. That imposes two 
Classes of duties upon them, the judicial duty or function of 
determining whether or no a given rate is unreasonable. The 
legislative function of, when they have so found, saying what 
shall be a reasonable rate so that there may be presented to the 
court, not only a question of whether they have wisely per 
formed this latter duty, but there is the other jurisdictional 
question, that may be raised in any of the courts, whether they 
have the right to act at all in the mater of fixing a rate. Wor 
if they do not first find that the existing rate is 
they have no right to act in the latter matter. 

They would have no power without it was first ascertained 
that an existing rate was unreasonable. ‘They are our kk 
lative agents within certain limitations, limitations of the law 
Which constitute a power of attorney to exercise within those 
limits the will of the Congress. Whether or not they have trat 
scended their authority is a question that may well and must 
arise when any man disputes their action. So that it 


I 
away from the earrier, 


t 


uhrensonnble, 


Is lmpos 


sible, in my humble judgment, to take 


under the law that we propose to pass, the power of review in 
the courts, if we wanted to do so Every bill that has been 
introduced here apparently contemplates that situation Phe 


gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. Wuintrams] suggests in his 
bill that litigation will occur. That is, that the carrier chal 
lenges the power of the Commissison to act, and then again 
challenges the rightfulness of the Commission's act All the 
bills contemplate that, and when that is the case how are you 
going to take away from the citizen his : 

to be heard in the Federal courts? low are you going to tuike 
away the old, well-established, common-law power of the 
that they were reinvested with by the Const 
judiciary act? 


constitutional ris 


tution and by the 
Can you deny to a court of equity, when a eo 
pPlainant says that he is suffering spoliation, his right to the in 
junction of the court to stop the spoliation? What lawyer will 
say that you can do that? That is a right that adheres in tl 
courts under the Constitution to issue its writ or restr 
order. Remember that the functions and the powers of t! 
Supreme Court and those of inferior courts are fixed by the 
Constitution, certainly so far as the trial by jury and the exer 
cise of equity powers are concerned I deny the power of ¢ 
gress to take away the right of injunction from the « \ 
is suffering a wrong prohibited by the Constitution by law or 
by any device. It is there fixed herent in the courts : 
constitutional body, as the equal, the coordinate of the Congr 
or of the Executive. 

Now, if that is true, if you can not do this, if you propose to 
refuse to the citizen the equal protection of the law, where 
your warrant for it? The Constitution provides that aj! py. 


sons shall be entitled to the equal protection of the la 





ith 


Which you give to one you must give to another, or else viol 
that fundamental document. Every man is entitled to the pro 
tection of the law to prevent the confiscation of his propert 


Property shall not be taken for public uses except upon just 
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compensation, ‘There is no room, it seems to me, to doubt these | de nova. I believe that is right. I think that when the Presi- 


fundamental principles, Now, if this is true, it ought to be the 
of this Congress to facilitate this litigation and move 
ward as rapidly as possible. Under the present system of 
courts it has been found that rapidity of decision is an impossi- 
bility. Testimony is taken before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission this year, and two years ago was full of complaints 
of the law’s delay. One gentleman who has investigated the 
initter tells us that it requires an average, and has required an 
average, of four years and three months for a case to force its 
passage from the Interstate Commerce Commission through the 
intermediate stages to the Supreme Court. One of the Com- 
missioners told us, after making bitter complaint, that one case 
had oecupied nine years. What is the process? A complains 
of the action of the Commission. He says that the Commis- 
sion had no authority to fix a rate, because the existing rate 
was not unreasonable; or he says that the Commission, only 
authorized to fix a reasonable rate, has established an unreason- 
able rate, thit is destructive to his interests, destructive to his 
property rights, and for which he has no other remedy than that 
of the injunction of the courts. On that kind of a showing the 
circuit court would issue its writ, and restrain, not the law, but 
the enforcement of the law. The circuit courts meet twice a 
year. After it had passed that stage, then appeal lies to the 
court of appeals. There are two terms each year of that court. 
Then it would go to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
It takes time in that tribunal to secure final action. This would 
be the tedious and tortuous way that the appeal, the review of 
the action of the Commission, would have to take. Do gentle 
men want that? 

This bill proposes the much speedier hearing. The case goes 
direct from the Commission to the court of transportation, that 
must hold four terms in Washington and such other terms in 
any part of the country that justice and economy require. The 
court is always in session. The case must be heard on the 
record and evidence before the Commission, except when a show- 
ing is made that one of the parties has discovered new evidence 
that he could not produce before the Commission. The bill that 
I introduced provided that when the court suspended the rate 
fixed by the Commission, and the carrier appealed, the car- 
rier should give a bond, approved by the court, that it would 
pay to every shipper the difference between the rate charged 
him and the rate fixed by the Commission when such rate was 
approved by the court. 

When I saw these various bills introduced by the gentleman 


purpose 


f 
aN 


from Mississippi, that provided only for fixing the rate, that | 


provided no means for expediting litigation through the courts. 
I wondered if those measures of his were not inspired by the 
obligation of his political leadership. What was in the minds 
of these gentlemen? Did they reason, “ We will get this legis- 
lation; we will get this legislation that seems to be so restric- 
tive, that seems to be so drastic, that yields the uttermost to the 
most ardent appeal of the extremest Populist in the land? 
our measure; we have forced the Republican party to adopt it. 
It will be inoperative, there will be no result; all the cases will 
be tied up in the courts, and the people will bring their vials of 
wrath and pour them upon the heads of the Republican party 
that did not provide the means for making effective the pro- 
visions of our bills.” [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

This bill provides for a speedy review, for a review 
competent tribunal. 

There was one other reason that I might have suggested why 
the present system ought not to obtain if this legislation is 
enacted, namely, that the circuit courts are now presided over 
in almost all instances by one district judge. Here would be 
this incongruous condition: An appeal from seven 


Commission 


by a 


have, because we are paying them the largest salaries that are 
paid to all save about a score of Federal officers in the United 
States. This appeal from these seven men, this class of men, 
is immde to one obscure district judge. Will the people have 
that confidence in judicial determination that the people ought 
to have? There ought to be a proper relation between things, 
and as we appeal we ought to get up near as we can to 
higher levels of intelligence in the court of review. This court 
that 
fixed and permanent tribunal in its membership, inviting men 
by long continuance in given lines of thought to become one 


as 


It is | 


| 
| 
| 
| 








men—the | 
who are supposed to be the best that we ean | 


is provided for does not have the objection of being a | 


sided in their views in such manner that prejudice may be | 


born. On the other hand it is sufficiently permanent to always 
have enough of experienced men who will be helped by the 
annual infusion of new blood. 

That court has the power to hear a case, if so agreed upon, 
sn the record. If not, it has the power to have introduced 


i: 
tuer evidence and examine the case, as my friend here says, 


dent recommended that there should be a review he meant 
review as we undertsand it in our judicial system; not par- 
tial, not incomplete, but a review by a court having all the 
powers of the courts; powers that experience has shown are 
necessary in order to effectuate justice. There is nothing that 
wise men regard as superfluous in the manner of procedure of 
our courts. That procedure and that bestowal of power is the 
result of the wisdom of ages. The best thought of the wisest 
inen in all times past has been devoted to the question of how 
can the disputes between citizens and communities be adjudi- 
eated in harmony with order and with law. The courts, the 
courts with power to hold the scales of justice evenly, to inquire 
as far as they want to into all those facts that will enable them 
thus to hold the scales—that power is essential to the perpetua- 
ation of our courts and essential to the perpetuation of our 
society and our Government. We want the people to know 
that when a decree is made it has been made after every op- 
portunity has been given to inquire into the facts, to study the 
case, the whole case, not as one side would wish to present it, 
denying equal rights to the other. Oh, no. If it should become 
the habit of thought with the people that the decisions of the 
court are not the result of inquiry, of knowledge, how long 
would their decrees challenge the respect of communities? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would prefer not to be interrupted. 

Mr. Chairman, there may be provisions in this bill that none 
of us would wish to have there; but they are inconsequential. 
There may be provisions that some of us would insert there; but 
it was not practical in this late day of the session to have them 
there. You will remember that statutes of great moment in- 
dictating a departure from past policies have seldom met all the 
purposes of their projectors, and amendment was necessary. 
With all the study, with all the labor put into the preparation 
of the interstate-commerce law, six amendments were added at 
the next session of Congress. It had scarcely been in operation 
when it was found necessary, when its machinery was put in 
motion, to amend it. I do not doubt but such will be the fate of 
this; but I believe that some legislation along this line is not 
only right, but essential. 

It is to be regretted, Mr. Chairman, that the bill we have 
presented is not perfect, and it is to be regretted that the efforts 
that we have made have not met with larger approval. I was 
somewhat pained the other day to hear that distinguished gen- 
tleman from Alabama, who is my colleague on the committee 
| Mr. RicHARDSON], say there were three little jokers in the 
fourteenth section of this bill. It seems to me that that was an 
unnecessary and scarce kindly criticism. Connected with that 
phrase there is always the idea of concealment, of deceit, of 
advantage to be taken. I feared he used it in that way, as 
though the majority were pretending to do something that they 
did not wish to do, that they were offering a stone instead of 
bread. 

This legislation is necessary not because of the acts of the 
people, but because of the acts of the carriers. The law says 
that the rates of the carrier must be reasonable. The law says 
that they must not indulge in any kind of discrimination. ‘The 
law says that they shall not give preference to any shipper. 
The law says that they shall not charge more for a short haul 
than for a long one, if it is included in the same distance and 
under the same circumstances. The law says that they shall 
not engage in any device, in any practice, in any means of that 
kind whereby equal opportunity is not given to all. That is the 
law. Obedience to that law would have satistied the whole 
people. There would have been no clamor, as it is called here, 
if that law had been obeyed. 

I think that the power we are now giving to the Commission 
was studiously and purposely denied to them in the legislation 
of eighteen years ago, because the lawmakers believed that with 
obedience to the requirements of the enactment then discussed 
and afterwards agreed upon there would be no necessity for the 
exercise of the rate-making power by the Commission. But 
experience has shown otherwise. Experience has shown that 
obedience has not been given, and that reasonable rates are in 
many instances denied, and that other wrongs in the shipment 
of property are of daily perpetration. Therefore, the necessity 
for this law. 

And right here, Mr. Chairman, if I had the right to advise, I 


| would advise men to yield obedience to this law; and not only 


to this, but to all the requirements of the interstate-commerce 
law. Obedience! They must learn that there is a power in 
this land that is greater than they. They must learn that the 
interests of the multitude are greater than any interests of 
theirs that can be subserved by wrong and disobedience. They 
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‘ f Senate, two addi the Treasury cf the United States: The-clerk. $5,000; the deputy clerk, 
» e than four Comt if one should be appointed, $2,500; the bailiff, $2,000, and the messen- 
} ger $1,800. The clerk and the deputy clerk shall subscribe to the oaths 
s 7. That there is hereby established a court of record with full | or affirmations prescribed for clerks of the several circuit and district 
t 1 in la ind equity, to be called the court of transportation, | courts of the United States, and shall each give bond in sums to be 
\ ull be composed of tive reuit judges of the United States, no | fixed and with sureties to be approved by the court, conditioned faith- 
f from thie "1 and three of whom shall | fully to discharge the duties of their office and seasonably to record the 
ea who s | be designated by the President for | decrees, judgments, and determinations of the court of which they are, 
i of one, 1 four, and five years, respectively, from April | respectively, clerk and deputy clerk. 
1, 1905, and : the t expire the President shall from the cir- Sec. 19. That the justices, the clerk, and the deputy clerk of the 
t jud; app i sors for terms of five years each. court of transportation shall have power to administer oaths and af- 
Ss i 8 t 1 ‘ t vortation shall hold four regular ses firmations. 
yeal { f ngton, beginning on the first Tues Sec. 20. That the marshal of the Unied States for the District of Co- 
a n M Jun S i aud December, and a quorum of said | lumbia, or for any judicial circuit of the United States in which the 
point sy] il s ns of the court to be held at other | court shall be sitting, shall attend the sessions and shall execute the 
tice d thereby be promoted: Provided, That if the | orders and the processes of the court of transportation. 
( d court of transportation will permit, the judges, or any See. 21. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act are 
I ‘ f the may be assigned to duty in the various circuits as now hereby repealed. 
} \ but under no circumstances shall such assignment in Sec. 22. That this act shall take effect on the Ist day of April, 1905. 
1 i the necessary and expeditious performance of the duties xs 
I f trar mn APpPrNnpdIx B 
, . That the President is hereby authorized to appoint, by and [House bill 18127, introduced by Mr. Heprurn January 21, 1905.) 
wo of \ hall . graphs org ered vain A bill to supplement and amend the act entitled “An act to regulate 
tf ind « nt and exercise the authority and powers, : commerce, approved February 4, 1887. 
1 perform the « now or hereafter required by law to be per Be it enacted, etc., That the tolls to be demanded and collected by 
{ ed ives of the it court of the United States. common carriers subject to the act to regulate commerce for the trans- 
s lo. That the « t of tran rtation shall have exclusive original | Portation described in section 1 thereof shall be just, fair, and reason- 
j dict of all suits and proceedings of a civil nature in law or | ®ble; and whenever, upon complaint duly made under section 13 of the 
‘ \ ht in the name of the United States or the Interstate Com act to regulate commerce, the Interstate Commerce Commission shall, 
merce ¢ ! to enforce the provisions of this act. the act entitled | Ufter full hearing, make any finding declaring any existing rate for the 
“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887,and the amend- | ttinsportation of persons or property, or any regulation whatsvever 
ments thereto. 1 wet entitled “An act to further rezulate commerce | @ffecting said rate, to be unreasonable or unjustly discriminatory, the 
with for » natio ind among States.” approved February 19. 1903, and | Commission shall have power, and it shall be its duty, to declare and 
‘ , that may hereafter be enacted amendatory of or supplementary order what shall be a just and reasonable rate, practice, or regulation 
to t e acts, and it shall also have exclusive original jurisdiction of ail | 2 be charged, imposed, or followed in the future in place of that fo ind 
‘ and proceedings of a civil nature in law or eauity brought to en to be unreasonable or unjustly discriminatory, and the order of the 
fi obedience to, or to restrain, enjoin, or otherwise prevent the en Commission shall of its own force take effect and become operative 
forcement and « ration of, any order, ruling, or requirement made and sixty days after notice thereof has been given to the common carrier or 
D ited by the Interstate Commerce Commission under the au- | C2'riers_affected thereby ; but any common carrier affected by the order 
thority of any power conferred up it bv either of the aforesaid acts | Of the Commission, and deeming it to be contrary to law, may institute 
6 nar is it may hereafter be enacted amendatory thereof or | Proceedings in the court of commerce of the United States, sitting as a 
sup entary tl Pp cd, however, That proceedings to enforce | Court of equity, to have such order reviewed and its reasonableness 
‘ vitne { d and testify or produce documentary and lawfulness inquired into and determined, ue 
evid me Interstate Cammerce Commission may be brourht Pending such review, if the court shall be of opinion that the order 
in a : t of tl linited State of ori il jurisdictic sitting in | °° requirement of the Commission is unreasonable ol unlawful, it may 
i ; ; district where the inquiry o1 aring of the Commission | SUSPe id the same until the further order of the court, in which event 
is beir | and in mil other seqnects ih wroceedings shall follon the court shall require a bond of good and suflicient security, con- 
the « © pres ed in section 12 of the aforesaid act entitled “An | “it! ned that the carrier or carriers petitioning for review shall answer 
act to 3 nines all damages caused by the delay in the enforcement of the order of the 
S 11. 9 t in the « e of the jurisdiction defined and conferred | © OMmMssion, Which shall include compensation for whatever sums _ for 
upon it by t ict 1 rt « transportation shall possess all the cae Gdn ae eoeaia a ie aicee ae = be pss enti to 
, : ‘ ’ of =e : én tag Por ag the ga . 2 may OTL ing he review proceedings excess oO 2@ Sums such person 
ce eae sae = sa f the United States, so far as the same may ov a — have ee to pay if the order A the 
Share ae hat tn « : } ne np nning dawns : re a as Commission had not been suspended. 
{1 a t te 7 5 a een ' Fe ee eee = oe Pa s ec. 2. That when the rate substituted by the Commission as _ here- 
stnte ¢ e 4 mi to restrain, enjoin, or otherwise pre inbefore provided shall be a joint rate, and the carriers parties thereto 
vent tl c emient ! tion, the findings of fact made and fail to agree pou the apportionment thereof ory themselves within 
1" fed by the ¢ ni ceived 2s prima facie evidence twenty days after notice of such order, the Commission may issue a 
‘ nd fact >on behalf of either party upplemental order declaring the portion of such joint rate to be re- 
‘ iy silple eding which was not of ceived by each carrier party thereto, which shall take effect of its own 
f ! t h with diligence could have been | ferce as part of the original order; and when the order of the Commis- 
offered pon tl hen sion that resulted in the | 5lon prescribes the just relation of rates to or from common points on 
I ular order or or - but nothing herein contained the jines of the several carriers parties to the proceeding, and such 
; i be « { ad to 1 ion. in anv such suit or proceed carriers fail to notify the Commission within twenty days after notice 
it of lence not exi could not, with due diligence of such order that they have agreed among themselves as to the 
have been | wn to the time of the hearing before the | Changes to be made to effect compliance therewith, the Commission 
( ; j} aay issue a supplemental order prescribing the rate to be charged to or 
“ 1 | +} urt of transportation shall have power to sum- | i such common points by cither or all of the parties to the proceed- 
mon and e it all parties named as defendants or respondents ing, which order shall take effect of its own force as part of the original 
in | eed oe re it in whatever judicial district, Territory, or pos order, Such supplemental orders shall be subject to review. by the 
n of the United States they may reside, and subpa@nas for wit court of commerce within the time and in the manner hereinbefore pro- 
} es to appear fore the court of transportation may run into any vided for the review of original orders of the Commission. . 
J 1 district o ny Territory or po ion of the United States. © See. 38. That in every such proceeding for review the petition and 
14. ' t the court of transportation, as a court of equity, shall answers filed with ithe Commission and the Comtnission’s findings, opin 
ed always open for the purpose of filing any pleading, including | ion, and order shall, upon the application of either party, be deemed a 
v certification from the Interstate Commerce Commission, of issuing part of the record of the cause in the court of commerce; and upon like 
do return mesne and final proces d of making and directing all | applieation the evidence introduced in the hearing before the Commis 
terlocute ons, orders, rules, a other proceedings, including | Sion shall be deemed a part of the record of the cause in the said court, 
t ) ry restraining ords preparatory to the hearing upon their | with the exception of such parts thereof as the court may reject as 
nu oft pendir therein; and any justice of the court of | incompetent. 
{ sortation may, upon reasonable notice to the Ss. Make and Sec. 4. That in all such proceedings for review the defense shall be 
direct: and dat chambers, and in vacation as well 9s in term, all | conducted under the direction of the Attorney-General; but with his 
| commissions, order rules, and other proceedings, includ- | consent the Cominission may employ special counsel to be paid from 
} temp yt t in rders, wherever the same are grant ible, as its own appropriation. : F 
7 : e, necording to t I and practice of the court. » President is authorized to appoint, by and with the advice and 
: 15. That in all cases affected by this act where, under the laws | consent of the Senate, an Assistant Attorney-General, who shall re- 
} ofore in Tores n appeal or writ of error lay from the final order, | ceive a yearly salary of $5,000, and shall perform such duties in con- 
j ent, or deer ‘ ny circuit court of the United States to the nection with the enforcement of this act and such other duties as the 
SS ‘ » Court no app or writ of error shall lie from the tinal order, Attorney-General shall assign to him. 
jiidement, d of the court of transportation to the Supreme Sie. 5. That the Commission may at any time, whether before, after, 
Court and that court only, and must be taken within thirty days from | or during the progress of a judicial review, of its motion, reopen its 
{ date of enti thereot and said Supreme Court shall give preced proceedings in any case and modify, suspend, or annul its former order, 
‘ to h ing and decision of such appeal over all other causes ruling, or requirement. 
except crimin cases, and the rules and regulations which, under exist Src. 6. That if any carrier or cfficer or agent thereof bound thereby 
ir law. govern uppeals and writs of error from the several circuit | shall, at any time while it is in effect, refuse or neglect to obey or per- 
eourts to the Supreme Court shall govern appeals and writs of error | form any order of the Commission mentioned in sections 1 and 2 of this 
1 the court of transportation except as herein otherwise provided. act, the Commission may apply by petition to the court of commerce to 
> 16. That the court of transportation shall have power to pre- | enforce obedience to its order by writ of injunction or other appropriate 
scribe the form and style of its seal, and ¢ yrescribe from time to time | process, and in addition thereto the offending party shall, for each 
1 in any manner not inconsistent with ..y law of the United States | day of the continuance of such refusal or neglect, be subject to a pen- 
the forms of writs and ot r process anc iles for the return thereof, | alty of $5,000, which, together with costs of suit, shall be recoverable 
the modes of framing and tiling proceedings and pleadings, of taking evi- | by the Commission, for the use of the United States, in an action of 


ind 


dence of drawing up, entering, and enrolling orders, judgments, 
und decrees, and otherwise to regulate its practice and procedure as 
hay Ye nevessary or convenient for the advancement of justice 

Si 17. ‘hat the costs and fees in the court of transportation shall 


ibed by 2 quorum of the justices thereof and shall be expended, 
accounted for, and paid over to the Treasury of the United States in the 


be preser 


ime manner as now provided in respect of the cost and fees in the 
several circnit courts. 

See. 1S. That the court of transportation shall have power to appoint 
a clerk, a depaty clerk if necessary, a bailiff who shall act as crier, and 
a messenger, who shall receive annual salaries as follows, payable from 


debt in the proper circuit court of the United States. 

Sec. 7. That in every suit or proceeding in the court of commerce, 
brought in the name of the United States or the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, to enforce the provisions of the act entitled “An act to 
regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and the amendments 


thereto, the act entitled “An act to further regulate commerce with 
foreign nations and among the States,” approved February 19, 1903, 
the present act, and any law that may hereafter be enacted amend- 


atory of or supplementary to those acts, 
ing in the court of commerce to enforce obedience 
enjoin, or otherwise prevent the enforcement and 


and in every suit or proceed- 
to restrain, 


any 


to, or 


operation of 
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Com on, be a ithorized to charge less for longer than for shorter aide of the United States, at the relation of the Commissioners appointed 
ie for the transportation of passengers or property ; and a | under the provisions of this act; and the failure to comply with its 
( it time to time prescribe the extent to which suc requirements shall be punishable as and for a contempt; and the said 
( ed t rrier may be relieved from the operation of this Conimissioners, as complainants, may also apply, in any such circuit 
a ie . ; fer aul court of the United States, for a writ of injunction against such 
Phat it il be unlawful for any common c ‘r subject to | common carrier, to restrain such common carrier from receiving or 
the provisions of t act to enter into any contra greement, or | tees property aymong the several States and Territories of 
combit ay nM th a \y ot er comm n carrier or Carriers for the pooling | the United States, or between the United States and adjacent foreign 
of ( of different and « ipeting railroads, or to divide between countries, or between ports of transshipment i of eu and the 
them the gerecate or net proceeds of the earnings of such railroads several States and ‘Territories of United States, as tioned in 
or any portion thie f; and in any case of an agreement for the pooling > | the tirst section of this act. until such co amon ' att have 
of freights as aforesaid, each day of its continuance shall be deemed complied with the aforesaid provisions of this section of this act re 
a parate offense Sec. 7. Ths it shall be unlawful for ¢ comin eurrier sul " 

See. 6 (as amended March 2, 1889). That every common carrier s ib the seocissaae ak eae eg —— fecle aa ae n! oareada aan ; 4 = 
ject tot provisions of this act shall print and keep open to public agreement, expressed or implied, to prevent, by change of time sche lule, 
inspection schedule iowing the rates and fares and charges for the | carriage in different cars, or by other means or devices, the « age of 
trans] tation of p ‘ngers and property which apy such common car freights from being continuous from the place of shipment to place 
rier est ished and which are in force at the time upon its route. | of destination; and no break of bulk, stoppage, or interruption made 
i edules printed as aforesaid by any such common carrier shall] py such common carrier shall prevent the carriage of freizats from 
] ife the places upon its railroad between which property | nd being and being toes ited as one continuous carriage from the — of 
1 cers Will: carried, and shall contain the classification of freight | shipment to the place of destination, unless such break, stoppage, or 
in force, and | also state separately the terminal charges and any | interruption was made in good faith for some necessary p irpose and 
rules or regulations which in any wise change, affect, or determine any | without any intent to avoid or unnecessarily interrupt such continu- 
part or the aggregate of such aforesaid rates and fares and charges ous carriage or to evade any of the provisions of this act, 

Such schedule hall be plainly printed in large type, and copies for the Sec. 8. That in case avy common carrier subject to the provisions 
use of the public shall be posted in two public and conspicuous places, | of this act shall do, cause to be done, or permit to be done any act, 
In every depot, station, or oflice of such carrier where passengers or | matter, or thing in this act prohibited or declared to be unlawful, or 
freight, respectively, are recelyed for transportation, in such form that | , iL omit to do any act, matter, or thing in this act required to be 
they nll be ac le to the public and can be conveniently inspected. | done, such common carrier shall be liable to the person or persons in- 

Any mmon carrier subject to the provisions of this act receiving jured thereby for the full amount of damages sustained in consequence 
fi ht im t United States to be carried through a foreign country to] of any such violation of the provisions of this act, together with a rea- 
any place in the United States shall also in like manner print and keep | sonable counsel or attorney's fee, to be fixed by the court in every case 
oO} Lo | inspection, at every depot or office where such freight is | of recovery, which attorney's fee shall be taxed and collected as part of 
reese d for shipment, schedules showing the through rates established | jhe costs in the case. 
and charged by such common carrier to all points in the United States Skc. 9. That any person or persons claiming to he damaged by any 
beyond the foreign country to which it accepts freight for shipment ; I ; ( 





mon carrier subject to the provisions of this act may either make 
\ : uplaint to the Commission as hereinafter provided for, or may bring 
‘ utry into the United States, the through rate on which shall not uit in his or their own behalf for the recov of the damages for 
] e been made public as required by this act, shall, before it is ad which such common carrier may be liable under the provisions of this 
mitted into the United States from said foreign country, be subject to | act, in any district or circuit court of the United ates of competent 
‘ toms duties as if said freight were of foreign production; and any jurisdiction; but such person or persons shall not have the ight to 

ie both of said remedies, and must in each case elect which one 


kiw in conflict with this section is hereby repealed. Ab 

No adv: ince shall be made in the rates, fares, and charges which have | of the two methods of procedure herein provided for he or they will 
been established and published as aforesaid by any common carrier in | adopt. In any such action brought for the recovery of damages the 
col :plian e with the requirements of this section, except after ten days’ | court before which the same shail be pending may compel any divector, 
public notice, which shall plainly state the changes propost 1d to be made otlicer, receiver, trustee, or agent of the corporation or company defend- 
in the schedule then in force, and the time when the increased rates, | ait in such suit to attend, appear, and testify in such case, and may 
fares, or charges will go into ect; and the proposed changes shall be ] compel the production of the books and papers of such corporagion or 


and any freight shipped from the United States through a_ foreign | eo; 
































shown by printing new schedules, or shall be plainly indic: sac) upon the | ¢ onapany party to any such suit; the claim that any such testimony or 

hedules in force at the time and Kept open to public inspection. Re evidence may tend to criminate the person giving such evidence shall 
ductions in such published rates, fares, or charges shall only be made | not excuse such witness from testifying, but such evidence or testi- 
af 





affer three days’ previous publie gotice, to be given im the same mauuer | mony shall not be used against such person on the trial of any criminal 
that notice of an adv: ance in rates must be given. proceeding. 


And when any such common carrier shall have established and pub Sec.10 (as amended March 2, 1889). That any common carrier 
lished its rates, fares, and charges in compliance with the provisions of : 





; ; subject to the provisions of this act, or, whenever such common carrier 
this section, it shall be unlawful for such common carrier to charge, | js a corporation, any director or officer thereof, or any receiver, trustee, 
demand, collect, or receive from any person or persons a — or less lessee, agent, or person, acting for or employed by such corporation, 
compensation for the transportation of passengers or property, or for who, eae or with any other “corporation, company, person, or party, 
any services in connection therewith, than is specifi ed | in suc . }) iblished shall willfully do or cause to be done, or shall willine!y suffer or per- 


schedule of rates, fares, and charges as may at the time be in force. mit to be done, any act, matter, or thing in this act prohibited or 

livery common carrier subject to the eetad aaa ot this act shall file declared to be unlawful, or who shall aid or abet therein, or shall will- 
vith the Commission hereinafter provided for copie of its schedules of fully omit or fail to do any act, matter, or thing in this act required 
rates, fares, and charges which have been established and published in | to be done, or shall cause or willingly suffer or permit any act, matter 
compliance with the requirements of this section, and shall promptly }| or thing so directed or required by ‘this act to be done not to be so 











notify said Commission of all changes made in the same Every such | done. or shall aid or abet any such omission or failure, or shall 
common carrier shall also file with said Commission copies of all con- ] pe guilty of any infraction of this act, or shall aid or abet therein, 
tracts, agreements, or arrangements with other common carriers in re hall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor. and shall, upon convie- 
lation to any traffic affected. by the provisions of this act to which it | tion thereof in any district court of the United States within 
may be a party And in cases where passengers and freight pass over | (he jurisdiction of which such offense was committed, he subject. to 
coutinuous lines or routes operated by more than one common carrier, | q fine of not to exceed $5,000 for each offense: Provided, That 
and the several common carriers operating such lines or routes estab- | if the offense for which any person shall be convicted as aforesaid 
lish joint tariffs of rates or fares or charges for such continuous lines | chalf be an unlawful discrimination in rates, fares, or charg for 
or routes, copies of such joint tarif’s shall also, In like manner, be filed | (ye transportation of passengers or property, such person in 
with said Commission. Such joint rates, fares, and charges on such | «addition to the fine hereinbefore provided for, be liable to imprison- 


tinuous lines so tiled as aforesaid shall be made public by such com 

n carriers when directed by said Commission, in so far as may,in the 

as ment of the Commission, be deemed practicable; and said Commis 
mn shall from time to time prescribe the measure of publicity which 

all be given to such rates, fares, and charges, or to such part of them 
it may deem it practicable for such common carriers to publish, and 
places in which they shall be published. 

No advance shall be made in joint rates, fares, and charges, shown 
upon joint tariffs, except after ten days’ notice to the Commission, 
which shall plainly state the changes proposed to be made in the sched 
ule then in force, and the ti when the increased rates, fares, or 





ment in the penitentiary for a term not exceeding two years, or both 
such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

Any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act, or, when- 
ever such common carrier is a corporation, any oflicer or avzent thereof, 
or any persen acting for or employed by such corporation, who, by 
means of false billing, false classification, false weighing, or false re 
port of weight, or by any other device or means, shall knowingly and 
willfully assist, or shal! willingly suffer or permit, any person or per 
sons to obtain transportation for property at jess than the regular 
rates then established and in force on the line of transportation of such 
common carrier, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, 














harges will go into effect 








‘ ‘ _ ae oe shall be og iu joint rates, | wnon conviction thereof in any court of the United States of competent 
i and charges except alter turee Gays’ notice, to pa eta e the | jurisdiction within the district in which such offense was committed, 
Commission as is above provided in the case of an advance of joint | i, subject to a fine of not exceeding $5,000, or imprisonment in the 
rate fhe Commission may make public such proposed advances, or : 


penitentiary for a term of not exceeding two years, or both, in the dis 
cretion of the court, for each offense. 
Any person and any officer or agent of any corporation or company 


h reductions, in such manner as may, in its judgment, be deemed 
wacticable, and may prescribe from time to time the measure of pub- 
licity which common carriers shall give to advances or reductions in 










' ft who shall deliver property for transportation te any common carrier, 
| n l > s jail . ie . . . 
: t subject to the provisions of this act, or for whom as consignor or con 
t | > unl: 1 or anvec v “ . arty , ar uD) : ; 
It all me ane i a ce = gag ag * Oe ae a signee any such carrier shall transport property, who shall knowingly 
oO ¢ Cc ae ‘ COLLEE oO ece > : f ‘rso ) OTS ee , . : * oa .* “4 > * 
: ae aire ; : ] ully, by false billing, false classificat alse weig g, fulse 
rreate or less compensation for the transportation of persons or prop and willfully, by eateene f cation, false weighing, false 


representation of the contents of the package, or false report of weight, 






erty, or for any services in connection therewith, between any points 


t Fas ato. fare re P reo or by any other device or means, whether with or without the consent 
fied Sacer netats fled’ with’ the Gonaieaon an Sacer oe tae a or connivance OF She carrier, 158 SEER OF SEORts, ONE ree 
fhe Commission may determine and prescribe the form in which the | for such property at less than the regular rates then established and in 
hedules req tired by thi section to be kept open to public ng nag force on the line of transportation, shall be deemed guilty of fraud, 
hall be prepared and arranged, and may change the form from time which is hereby declared to be a misdemeanor, and shall, upon convis 
time as shall be found expedient i ; tion thereof in any court of the United States of competent jurisdic: 
If uny such common carriec shall neglect or refuse to file or pub- | tion within the district in which such offense was committed, be sub 
lish its schedules or tariffs of rates, fares, and charges as provided in | ject for each offense to a fine of not exceeding $5,000 or imprisonment 
this section, or any part of the same, such common carrier shall, in | in the penitentlary for a term of not exceeding two years or both, in 


ddition to other penalties herein prescribed, be subject to a writ of the discretion of the court. 
mandamus, to be issued by any circuit court of the United States in ] If any such person, or any officer or agent of any such corporation 
the judicial district wherein the principal office of said common car- | or company, shall, by payment of money or other thing of value, solici 
rier is situated or wherein such offense may be committed, ond if | tation, or otherwise, Induce any common carrier subject to the pro 
! mmon carrier be a foreign corporation in the judicial circui t | visions of this act, or any of its officers or agents, to discriminate un 
herein such common carrier accepts traffic and has an agent to ee | justly in his, fits, or their favor as against any other consignor or con 
rim wh service, to compel compliance with the aforesaid provision | signee in the transportation of property, or shall aid or abet any com 
f this section; and such writ shall issue in the name of the people | mon carrier in any such unjust discrimination, such person or such 
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oath, of all collisions of trains or where any train or part of a train | Ilull M irthy I 3 \ 
iccident he track, and of all accidents which may occur to | HI phrey, Wash. McCleary, Minn. P I Ss \ 
its p wet nplovees while in the service of such common car li ter Met ba | Me \ 
rier and actually on duty, which report shall state the nature and | Jackson, Ohio Mel I Mass I 2 
causes thereof, : 1 the circumstances connected therewith. Jenkins MeMorran ! ) 
S! 2. That any common carrier failing to make such report within | J Wash. Mann ht ] 
thirty days after the end of any month shall be deemed guilty of a mis Kennedy M all | i | 
demeanor and, upen conviction thereof by a court of competent juris iN l M 1 
di n, shall be pun ished by a fine of not more than $100 for each and | ht Dp Mill | g \ 
ey Tense and for every day during which it shall fail to make such Knept M I s t \ 
report after the ae herein specitied for making the same Kyle Mondell s \ 
Sec. 3. That neither said report nor any part thereof shall be ad | \ M la. > i WW 
mit us ones or used for any purpose against such railroad so} Luafean Morgan ~ W 
making such report in any suit or action for damages growing out of | Land Chas. B. M l s V Wa k 
any matter mentioned in said report. Landis, Frederick M i Sie ) \ 1 
a 4. That the Interstate Commerce Commission is authorized to | Lay i M K S I WW 
prescribe for such common carriers a method and form for making the | | N S lowa \ 
reports in the foregoing section provided Litt eld Ne Ss Wim. Alden \W N.J 
Public, No. 171, approved, March 3, 1901. Livernasa No © Va. ‘ mson 
l sworth © Sr \W 
Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I move that the | Lorin OV eet s ard W 1 
committee do now rise. | Lond Ba Southwick VW 
m : | Loudenslager Parke Spald WV 
rhe motion was agreed to. | Lovering Ia 1, Pa Stafford \ 
Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. Currier, Chairman | Mccall Payne St son 


of the Committee of the Whole IHlouse on the state of the Union, ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—6 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the | poytel Cooper. Wis. lavlor Van Voorhis 
bill H. R. 18588, the railroad-rate bill, under a special rule of the | Cockran, N. Y. Rainey 
Ilouse, and in accordance with that rule reported the same, and NOT VOTING—4O0. 
the pending substitute, back to the Llouse. | Alexander Foster, Ill. Ket m Sn . Samue 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the pending amendment | Brandegee I ! Dh Knowland Smith, N. Y. 
in the nature of a substitute. ae — — ed slate Tig 4 ie 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a} ¢, ‘1 
parlinmentary inquiry. Connell Garnet Olr 1 ! 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. pecan re ii ae 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The pending amendment is bi patrick i earst Pearre  W 11] 
the minority substitute bill, is it not? Fiack Jackson, Md. Richardson, Tenn. W 1, N. ¥. 
The SPEAKER. Yes. So the substitute was rejected. 
Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
the ye: as and Hiys. kor this vote: 
The yeas and nays were ordered. Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. RicHArpson of Tenness 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 151, nays 187, For the day: 
answered “ present ” 6, not voting 40, as follows: Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. TATE. 











YEAS—151. Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. Witson of New York. 
. ) 1 it * B gk of Missouri 

dents Finley aim ee Mr. KNOWLAND with Mr Butter of Missouri. 
Aiken litugerald Legare Ruppert Mr. MAHON with Mr. GARBER 
Badger Flood Lester Russell Mr. SAMUEL W. SMitrnH with Mr. VANDIVER. 
Baker Gillespie Lever Ryan \lr. Spree th Mr ’ 7~p | 
| Ginue . oti Soarhewenete Mr. SPERRY With Mi I ITZPATRICK, 
Bartlett Goldfogle Lind | Mr. STERLING with Mr. EMericH. 
— on ae ch aoe | Until the 11th instant: 
reall, Tex, ,oulden ittle Afw P ++} y ‘ PER 
Hell, Cal Grenaae . ivinewhes Mr. Ker HAM with Mr. GILBert. 
Lenny Gregg Lioyd Until further notice: 
aie = eee ae ee | Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. Suttivan of New York 
powers Griggs McAndrews | : ‘ : . a. re : 
cain Gudver Metermnatt oan Mr. FULLER w th Mr. GARNER. as 
Brantley Hamlin Mclain Smith, Ky. Mr. Marsu with Mr. PATrerson of Tennessee. 
Breazeale Hardwick McNary Smith, Tex. | Mr. PEARRE with Mr. Fosrer of I! 
Broussard Harrison Macon Snook | To Ga es si ar , ar ca al ad 
Brundidge Hay Maddox Southall ee ee ee ee eee ae Oe 
Burgess Heflin Maynard Sparkman | Mr. VAN Vooruts with Mr. Cassin 1. 
Burleson Henry, Tex. Meyer, La. Spight Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Speaker, | would like to know how 
Burnett Hill, Mi ss. Miers, Ind. Stanley I am recorded 
Byrd Hitchcock Moon, Tenn, Stephens, Tex. Seren ae ae s : 4 : 
Caldwell Ho} pki ns Pac lgett Sullivan, Mass. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is recorded in 
Candler Ho Z N.C. Sulzer the negative 
Clark Tlow: ard ratterson, Swanson VT ead ie eh egal . 
Cavite Huches. N. J. Pier Talbott Mr. VAN VOORHIIS. I am paired with ( engue, Mh 
Cochran, Mo, Hi mphreys » Miss. Lit ckney Thayer CASSINGHAM, and 1 desire to withdraw my vote 
Cooper, Tex. ae Pus oo N.C. The SPEAKER pro tempore. Call the gentleman's 
Cowherd Ja uj Trimble ae as : : eee . 
Croft Joh aaa Randell, Tex. Underwood } The ; ‘let Kk called Mr. VAN Voorii 6 Malt a 7 : ALIS W CTE I 
Crowley Jones, Va. Ransdell, La. Van Duzer | present 
Davey, La. Kehoe Reid Wade The result of the vote was announced as above recorded 
Davis, Fla. Keliher Ithea = aiace The SPEAKER pro tempore. The estior no’ the 
De Armond Kitchin, Claude tichardson, Ala. Webb cc 4NIN Este PEO LOTIEM , qu i : Ou ‘ 


Denny Kitchin, Wm. W. Rixey Wiley, Ala. engrossment and third read r of the | 





Dickerman Kline tobb Ww » Td. The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
Dinsmore Kluttz Robertson, La. W ams, Miss. : ’ 


} ‘ 


Dougherty Lamar, Fla. Robinson, Ark. Zenor and was read the third time - 
Field Lamar, Mo. Robinson, Ind. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question i 


NAYS—187. of the bill 














. ‘PPT , y ‘y > y T 7 7 + 
Acheson Burkett Deemer t, Mass, Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Sp ; tl ‘ ‘ 
Adams, Pa. Burleigh Dixon and nays 
Adams, Wis. Burton Douglas The veas and navs were ordered 
Allen Butler, Pa Dovener ts Sai iat ; Sh ivaece eats r 29e 7 
Ames Calderhead Draper rrosvenor Phe question was taken; and there were—yeas 026, 1 
Ba ck Campbell Dresser amilton answered “ present t. not voting 37. ;: follows 
L vldt Capron Dris is 
Bates Cassel Dunwell YEAS 
Bed Castor ede ht Hen ienway |} Ache Pr lex Rr I 
Be er Conner Es« , Conn, |} Ada Wis Ti I’ ] 
Kingham Cooper, Pa. Evar ns Hepburn } Ad yn Tie f rR I. 
Birdsall Cousins Fordney Hermann |} Aiken Th Cal I bs Ia 
Bishop Cromer Toss Hildebrant } Allen aT KB d I 
Bonynge Crumpacker Foster, Vt. Hill, Conn. | Ames Li B ’ ( I 
Bowe ck Currier Fowler Hinshaw | Babeock Bit n BR VW ‘ 
Bradl Curtis French Hitt | Badger Bir all Brow ‘ ‘ 
Brick Cushman Gaines, Tenn. Hogg | Baker Bi p Lb d ( 
Brown, Pa Dalzell “diner, Mass. Holliday Bankhead li L ( 
Brow Wis Daniels ‘dner, N. J. Howell, N. J. Bart ldt Ik I ( 
B~awnlow Darragh Gibson liowell, Utah Bartlett Bowers Ls ( 
Bucen.can Davis, Minn, Gillet, N. Y. Huff Bassett Bowersock bu ( n 
Burke Dayton Gillett, Cal. Hughes, W. Va. Bates Bow B h ‘ ner 
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( er, Pa iI Loudenslager Sheppard 
( Pex Hlearst Lovering Sherley 
Coo} Wis. Hedge Lucking Sherman 
( Heflin McAndrews Shiras 
a rerd leu enway McCarthy Shober 
Croft Hlenry, Conn, McCleary, Minn. Sims 
Crom Hfenry, Tex. McCreary, Pa, Slayden 
Crowle Hepburn McLachlan Slemp 
Crompacker liermann Melain Small 
Currier Hill, Miss MeMorran Smith, Il. 
Curt Hinshaw McNary Smith, lowa 
‘ hman II hceock Macon Smith, Wy. 
Dalzell pditt Maddox Smith, Da. 
Danie Hoge Mann Smith, Tex. 
Darragh Holliday Marshall Smith, Wm. Alden 
Diive Ia Tfopkins Martin Snapp 
Dosis Ila i ton Maynard Snook 
Davis, Minn lfloward Meyer, La. Southall 
Dayton Howell, N. J Miers, Ind. Southard 
De Armond Ilowell, Utah Miller Spalding 
Deemer Hughes, N. J. Minor Sparkman 
Denny Ifuches, W. Va Mondell Spight 
Dickerman Hall Moon, la, Stafford 
Dinsmore Humphrey, Wash. Moon, Tenn, Stanley 
Dixon Jiumphreys, Miss. Morgan Steenerson 
Dougherty Hunt Morrell Stephens, Tex. 
Dougia Ifunter Mudd Stevens, Minn 
Dovener Jackson, Ohio Murdock Sullivan, Mass. 
Draper Jar Needham Sulloway 
Dresser Jenkins Nevin Sulzer 
Dunwell Johnson Norris Swanson 
sch Jones, Va. Otjen Talbott 
Iivans Jones, Wash. Overstreet Tawney 
Field Kehoe Padgett Thayer 
Finley Keliher Page Thomas, lowa 
Fitzgerald Kennedy Parker Thomas, N.C. 
blood Kinkaid Patterson, N.C, Thomas, Ohio 
Fordney Kitchin, Claude Patterson, Pa. Tirrell 
Joss : Kitchin, Wm. W. Payne Townsend 
Foster, Vt. Kline Pierce Trimbie 
Fowler Klutts Pinckney Underwood 
French Knapp Pou Van Duzer 
Gaines, Tenn. Knopf Powers, Me. Volstead 
Gaines, W. Va. Kyle Powers, Mass. Wachter 
Gardner, Mass. Lacey Prince Wade 
Gaarner Lafean Pujo Wadsworth 
Gibson Lamar, Fla. Rainey Wallace 
Gillespie Lamar, Mo. Randell, Tex. Wanger 
Gillet, N. Y. Lamb Ransdell, La. Warner 
Gillett, Cal, Landis, Chas. B. Reeder Warnock 
(;illett, lass. Landis, Frederick Reid Watson 
Glass Lawrence Rhea Webb 
Goebel Legare Richardson, Ala. Webber 
Goldfogle Lester Richardson, Tenn. Weems 
Gooch Lever Rixey Wiley, Ala. 
Graff Lewis Robb Wiley, N. J. 
Granger Lilley Roberts Williams, III. 
Greene Lind Robertson, La. Williams, Miss. 
Gregg Lindsay Robinson, Ark. Williamson 
Griffith Littauer Robinson, Ind. Wilson, IlhL 
Girigs Littl Rodenberg Wood 
Grosvenor Littlefield Rucker Woodyard 
Gudger Livernash Ruppert Wright 
Hamilton Livingston Russell Wynn 
Hamlin Lloyd Ryan Young 
Hardwick Longworth Scarborough Zenor 
Hiaskins Lorimer scott 
lla a Loud Shackleford 

NAYS—17. 
Adams, Pa. Harrison Porter Southwick 
Casto Hill, Conn. Rider Vreeland 
lDwicht Wut Scudder 
Gardner, N. J. MeCall Shull 
(;oulden McDermott Sibley 

ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—4. 
( hran, Mo. Cockran, N. Y. Taylor Van Voorhis 
NOT VOTING—37. 

Alexander Flack Mahon Sperry 
Brandecee Foster, Tl. Marsh Sterling 
I: k luller Olmsted Sullivan, N. Y. 
Buttle Mo Garber Otis ‘Tate 
("; ham Gardner, Mich. Palmer Vandiver 
Connell Gilbert Patterson, Tenn. Weisse 
Davidson Hildebrant Pearre Wilson, N. Y. 
1) | Jackson, Md. Perkins 
| rich Ketcham Smith, N. Y. 
bitzpatrick Knowland Smith, Samuel W. 


So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
On motion of Mr. TOWNSEND, a motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 
SENATE BILLS AND BILL REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 


HOUSE 


Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States, with Senate amendments—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

OKLAHOMA 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I will have to state a fact pre- 
ceding the inquiry. There was reported to the House to-day 
from the Senate a House bill to create the States of Oklahoma 
and Arizona, with certain amendments passed by the Senate. 
Thet bill with amendments, as I understand it, is now on the 
Speaker's table. The inquiry I desire to make is this, Can a 
motion be now made under the rules of the House to concur 
in the Senate amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will answer the parliamentary 
inquiry, first, upon the question of fact. Under the rules of the 
Ifouse the Chair found upon examination of the bill that one 


AND ARIZONA, 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a 


| of the Senate amendments provides for an appropriation of 


| money. 


That is original, and under the rule of the House the 


| bill went to the Committee on Territories, in contemplation of 


i 


the rule, at once, and the Chair directed that it go manually. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a further inquiry. 
Does the amendment made by the Senate bring in new mat- 
ter on the question of appropriation by the House? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; entirely new. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Then I am satisfied with the rul- 
ing of the Chair. 


NEW DISTRICT 


Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
JOUNSON] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill of which the Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4100) to provide for the appointment of a district 
judge for the western judicial district of South Carolina, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
would like an explanation of what the bill is first. 

Mr. JONNSON. Mr. Speaker, in 1828 the Congress divided 
the State of South Carolina into two judicial districts. But at 
that time, on account of the sparseness of the population and 
the small amount of business of the lederal court, it was pro- 
vided that the judge of the eastern district should hold court in 
the western district also. Within the last few vears what is 
known the western district of South Carolina, the Pied- 
mont section, has grown wonderfully in population and in busi- 
We now furnish the great bulk of all the business, both 
criminal and civil, in the United States court. It requires 
lawyers from many parts of the western district who have mo- 
tions to make in chambers or otherwise to go to Charleston on 
one day, argue their motions next day, and return home on the 
third day; while a lawyer practicing law in the city of Wash- 
ington would leave Washington to-night, be in Charleston to- 
orrow morning, make his motion, and be back home for break- 
fast the following morning. So that you see it is so far, the 
expense in time and money is so great, as to amount to a denial 
of justice. 

This bill is unanimously reported by the Judiciary Committee, 
recommended and asked for by the bar association of South 
Carolina, and heartily indorsed by the United States districv 


JUDGE FOR SOUTH CAROLINA, 


I 


as 


hess, 


| judgg of that State. 


titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their | 


appropriate committees as indicated below : 


S. 6970. An act providing for the award of medals of honor | 


to certain officers and men of the Navy and Marine Corps 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

S. TOS1. An act to mark the grave of Maj. Pierre Charles 
L’Enfant—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also the bill (II. R. 14749) to enable the people of Oklahoma 
and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution and State 


to 


government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States; and to enable the people of New | 





Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman from South Carolina 
| Mr. JomNson] if the only reason for the passage of this bill is 
to permit lawyers to make motion in Charleston or some other 
place with less delay than now ? 

Mr. JOIINSON. The object of the bill, and the object of the 
court, as is the object of all courts, is for the convenience of the 
people and the speedy administration of justice. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, I was trying 
to see what reason there was for this court, and not what object 
there was for all courts. May I ask the gentleman how many 
eases there have been in that court in the last year? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I can not tell the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MANN] that, but I can tell him that Judge Brawley, who 
holds the court, writes that the business is onerous and that the 
judge is needed, and the entire bar of South Carolina unite in 
asking for it. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not know of any place 
in the country where the judge does not say that the work is 
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onerous and where the lawyers do not say that they need more 


judges; and the question is whether we shall enter upon a pol- 
icy of creating additional judges throughout the United States. 
We have just passed a bill creating five new judges, which I 
personally think are not necessary at this time. 

Mr. FINLEY. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
the facts are that the creation of this judgeship is a necessity 
in order that the business of the Federal courts of South Caro- 
lina may be properly attended to and expeditiously dispatched. 
That is a fact that is vouched for by the lawyers of the State 
and by the district judge of the State. In that connection I 
will say to the gentleman that to-day it is far more necessary 
than ever before, for up to last year we had the circuit judge 
of the fourth circuit, a resident of the State of South Carolina. 
Judge Simonton died last year, and his successor, Judge Pritch 
ard, in the State of North Carolina. This fact has 
increased the demand and the necessity for an additional judge 
in the State of South Carolina. It is demanded by the business 
of the court. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think at the same time we 
ought to provide an additional judge for Indiana or the various 
other States covering a larger territory and doing much more 
business? 

Mr. FINLEY. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
in my six yeurs’ experience in this Llouse in every case, whether 
Indiana or Lllinois—I remember a case in Illinois 

Mr. MIANN. Well, I do not. 

Mr. FINLEY. Has there not been an additional judgeship 
created in the State of Illinois in six years? 

Mr. MANN. No, 

Mr. FINLEY. ‘Then I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
lieve it was the State of Minnesota. In every case where the 
necessity bas been shown and the Judiciary Committee re 
ported unanimously the judgeship has been created. This case 
is no exception as to the necessity for it, 

Mr. JOHLINSON. I would like to say to the gentleman from 
IHinois that this district has been created for more than eighty 
years. This bill has passed the Senate unanimously and was 
reported by the Tlouse in the last Congress. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I will not say that I will not 
change my mind upon further investigation; but I am not in 
favor of an indiscriminate creation of additional judges through- 
out the country, which sems to be a popular process, and at this 
time I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. 

EXCHANGE OF 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. 
ecnsideration in the 
the bill H. R. 18279. 

The SPEAKER. from Nebraska unan 
mous consent for the consideration of a bill which involves thi 
discharg i¢ Committee of the Whole House on the state ot 
the Union and considering it in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. ‘The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (Hf. R. 18279) to 


TeSLOLeS 





SIT. 


I be- 


The gentleman objects. 
CERTAIN LANDS WITH 
Speaker, IT ask unanimous consent for 
flouse, as in Committee of the Whole, ot 


NEBRASKA, 


The gentleman 


asks 





authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 


of Nebraska of certain described 











cept » conveyance from the State 

lan and grantir to said State other lands in lieu thereof, and for 

other purpos 

Pe it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 1 l 
hereby, authorized to cept from the State of Nebraska a conv 
of all of said State's right, title, and interest in and to the m 
quarter section 36, in township 4 north, of range 29 west of the xth 
principal meri in the State of Nebraska. 

Sec. 2. JI iling with the Secretary of the Interior a good 





sufficien 


ibject to th 
Nebraska shall 


conveyance of 
ipproval of the Se¢ 
be entitled to sel 


said tract, which deed shall be 
retary of the Interlor, the State « 
‘t other surveyed unappropriated ane 








unreserved linds of equal acreage within said State in lieu thereof, 
and the lands so selected shall be approved and certified to said State 
in the same manner as other indemnity school land selections 

ec. 3. That when the t » to snid tract yme y ed in the 





the Secretary of the aa 
the { homestead entry, No. 30! 
thereafter to direct the issuance of pa 
for said described lands, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objec 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
gentleman to explain the bill. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, in response to the 
request for an explanation of the bill, I will say that 
Loomis, the person to whom this patent is to issue if the bill is 
passed, ttied upon the land in question on the 2Sth day of 


Interior s 
f Russe 
tent to the 


reinstated 
omis therefor, and 


said Russell F. I 





United States, 
ial rae 
‘ 


onmiis 


‘tion? 
Mr. Speaker, I will ask 





S¢ 


May, 1872. That was prior to the survey by the Government of 
the Jand. It was discovered afterwards—the next year—when 
the survey was made, that this was school land. Loomis made 
his application for a homestead entry after the survey was 


made. It was accepted by the local land officer. 
the land nearly eight years, and made final proof. 


Hle lived on 
‘That was 


the 


gentleman's | 
Mr. | 


1 





accepted; but when it came to the General Land Office it w 


rejected on the ground that it was s Ol Inand and had been 
ceded to the State of Nebraska. L bill provides that ‘ 
State of Nebraska cnn cede this land to the Governme 1 
that thereupon the entry of Loo s shall be 1 is ed 
ent shall issue to him for the land in question. 

The legislature of Nebraska, recog iz the injustice that 
was done to this mun, on two different ocensions, two « 
ent legislatures, unanimously passed bills authorizing the ceding 
of this land to Mr. Loomis, the homestead entryma n, but it 


in each instance vetoed by the governor, on 
ground that the of Nebraska provided 
lands could not be given to individuals in this way 
in order to avoid the constitutional provision, the bill provides, 
aus you notice from the reading, that the State of Nebraska can 
select within the borders of the State 160 acres of 
of this land, which as a matter of fact means nothing of value 
because, as you understand, in Nebraska there is no au 
of public domain that is of sufficient value for any man to settle 
upon. So that the United States nothing; but at 
the same time it gives the State an opportunity to avoid 
constitutional objection and to give a worthy man title to his 
home, which, through no fault of his, he } n dem 
He still lives on the land, having leased it from the St: 
has practically no other property. It has 

nearly thirty-three years, and in his 


that sel 
Now. 


coustitution 


roy lly rj 
really gives 


g bee 


been his home for 


desires that he be given legal title to the only home he has 
known since early manhood. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objecti [Aft tL pause.] The 


Chair hears none. 
The bill was o 


being 


. , 
rdered to be engrossed for a third re 








engrossed, it was accordingly read the th 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. Norris, a motion to reconsider the vote | 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table 

BRIDGE ACROSS ST. JOSEPH RIVER, BERRIEN COUNTY, M 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (IL. R. IS728) to ! 
the board of supervi s of Berrien Cou Mich., to ce 
a bridge across the St. Joseph River, its mouth, in said 
county. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks 1 I 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which w 
be reported by the Clerk. 

The bill was read. It provides that the board of super 5 
of Berrien County, in the State of Michigan, be Ls: l 
authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a bi 
the St. Jo eph Riv Ty. wear its mouth, in Ll Berrien ¢ 
ut or near the site of the bridge now known as N I 

nder and subject to such regulations for the rity of may 
vation as the Secretary of War may prese1 

‘The amendments recommended by the C t on | 
stute and Foreign Commerce were read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there object 

There was no o rie etic 

The committee amendments w 

The bill as amended w ord l to 1 l 
third time; and was accordingly 1 1 t rd t 1] | 

Qn motion of Mr. LIAMILTO \ it reco er ti 
vote was laid on the table 

ARMY TRA? rs 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
port from the Committee on Military Af lous 
tion 407, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 1 
privileged resolution, which the Clerk y 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Seer: vy of War! 
give to the House of Re; 
to the transpo rvi 

First. Give the names 
the transport ice f t 1 
the fi al ye lr 1904, and s ( 
ernment and \ ! 

Second. Give t mple f t) S 

inning of said it { end of \ 
pul ase pri f f 

t of op 
s tl t h i 1 

i 1. « W ? 
price st of n 
and if 
from ' 4 f 1 

| ( tot 
carried by the transport se e from tl 
the end of ti 5 r LO0O4 

Fifth. State how ma of I ! 


many were children. 
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ihc cies aiid 

Civt 
for the carrying of civilian passengers from the beginning of said sery 
ice to the close of the fiscal year 1004, 

S th. State how many of these civilian passengers under the ex 
istin y would have had their transportation paid or been reimbursed 
thereror by the Government had they traveled on commercial lines 

J h. What is the total amount from the beginning of the trans 
] t rvice until the end of said fiscal year that the Government, under 
existil law, would have paid or reimbursed the passenger for paying 
for the transportation of civilian passengers who have been carried on 
the Government transports, had such passengers been carried on com 
mercial lines instead of these transports ? 

Ninth. What showing is required by a civilian In order for him to be 
given permission to take passage upon a Government transport? 

Tenth. Who has the authority to give him such permission ? 

Eleventh. Give the names of the vessels which were used in the sery 
ice during the fiscal year 1904. 

Twelfth. Give the age of each of said vessels 

Thirteenth. Give separately the purchase price and the cost of 
verting each of said vessels into transports. 

Fourteenth. How many of said vessels were used to carry soldiers? 

Fifteenth. Ilow many civilian passengers were carried upon Gov 
ernment transports during said fiscal year? 

Sixteenth. What amount was credited to the transport service for 
carrying these civilian passengers during said fiscal year? 

Seventeenth. Tlow many of these civilian passengers carried during 
said fiscal year under existing law would have had their transportation 
paid or been reimbursed therefor by the Government had they traveled 
on commercial lines instead of Government transports ? 

Kighteenth. What is the total amount during said fiscal year that the 
Government under existing law would have paid or reimbursed the pa 
senger for paying for the transportation of civilian passengers that 
have been carried on Government transports had such passengers been 
carried on commercial lines instead of upon transports ? 

Nineteenth. Ilow many of these civilian passengers carried during 
such fiscal year were females? 

Twentieth. How many of these civilian passengers carried during 
said fiscal year were children ? 

Twenty-lirst. Ilow many of said civilian passengers carried di ee 
said tiseal year were the wives, children, parents, or servants of Gove: 
ment officials 7 

‘Twenty-second. How many Government officials not traveling under 
orders or on business connected with the Government were carried dur 
ing said fiscal year by said transports % 

Twenty-third. How many passengers during said fiscal year were car 
ried by said Government transports from San reo ‘0 to Manila, 
from Manila to San Francisco, from Manila to Nagasaki, and from Na 


aki to Manila’? 
Twenty-fourth. 
fiscal year for 
Manila? 


Ba 
What amount 
carrying each 


Twenty-fifth. What amount is credited the service during said 
year for each passenger carried between Nagasaki and Manila? 
Twenty sixth. What amount was credited to the transnort 
during said fiscal year for each dead soldier's body carried fro: 
nila to San Francisco? 
Twenty-seventh. What is 
rying the United States mail 
Twenty eighth. In estimating 
Government, is anything charged against 
following items, and if What amount 
year for each of said items, namely : 
iusut of property, depreciation of 
ods lost or dumuaged 
The following amendments 
Military Affairs were reed: 


after the word ‘to 
word * transports,” 
word “ninth,” in 
“first.” 
word 


is credited to 
passenger 


the 
between 


service during 
san Francisco 


said 
and 


fiscal 


service 
n Ma 


Ss 


credited to 


’ 


the service per pound for ca 


the cost of the transport system to the 
the system for a8 
was charged during said fise 
Interest. on amount invested 
preperty ; tonnage taxes for 


either of 


pr 


recommended by the Committee on 


wit,” 
in tine ° 
line 25, page 


page 1 


, down 


and insert in li 


and 


, 


~» 
word 
the 


the 
Strike ou 
‘eof the 
trike or 


tenth,” in line 3, 
ond.” 
word “ele 


ord * 
“d 


3, insert in 


pag 7 


word “ se 
the 


venth,” in line 5, on and insert 


third 

word “ twelfth,” 
word “ fourth.” 
word “ thirteenth,” 


page 3, 


in line 7, on 3, and insert 





pase 


’ 





trike out the 
lieu thereof the word “ fifth.’ 
Strike out the word * fourt 
het » word ixth 

yord * tiftes 
venth.” 


in line &, on page 3, and insert 


venth,’ in line 10, and insert ir 


page 3 n 


} 


nth.” ‘im line i2, and insert in lieu 


in line and insert in 


and ‘rt 


in 


3, and insert 


unl oD 
inet in | 
venth 
“fem 
“% 
‘twentieth 
‘twelfth.’ 
“twenty first 

* thirteenth.” 
twenty-second ” in 
word “ fourteenth.” 
‘twenty-third’ in line 18, on page 
» word “ tifteenth.” 

‘twenty-fourth’ in line 17, on page 
ie word * sixteenth,” 
» out » word “ twenty-fifth’? in line 20, on page 
thereof the rd * venteenth.” 
rike out the word * twenty-sixth” 
in lien thereof the word “ eighteenth.” 
trike out the word “ twenty-seventh 
in lieu thereof the word “ nineteenth. 
Strike out the word “ twenty-eighth ” in line 3, on page 
eu thereof the word “ twentieth.” 
On page 5, after the word * damaged,” in line 9, 
“dicsolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he 


! 1 enth,”’ , and insert 
>» word 

ke ont the word 

VWoartile 
word 


d 


ene 


4, and 


:, 


insert in lieu 
and 


iles"’ in line 4, page 


ie word 
the 


in line 5, page insert in 


in line 7, on page and insert 


line 10, on page 4, and in 


i, 
B 


and in 





and in 


#, and insert 


ww 


st in line 23, on page 4, and insert 


s " in line 1, on page 


” 


5, and in 
5, and insert 
in 
Insert the 
is hereby, 


following: 
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Get 


| 


| 


in lieu | 


authorized | 
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tate what amount has been credited to the transport service | to employ sufficient clerical force to comply with the requirements of 


this resolution, and the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated for that 


purpose, or as much thereof as may be necessary.” 
Mr. PAYNE. Why, Mr. Speaker, I understand this resolu- 
tion contains an appropriation of $10,000, I make the point 


of order that it is not privileged. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of order 
| upon the resolution ? 

Mr. PAYNE. IT make the point of order that it is not privi- 
leged because it contains that appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. The item of appropriation is carried in the 
mmendiment proposed in the report of the committee. The Chair 
understands the gentleman to make the point of order upon the 
amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make it to the amendment. There was so 
much in the resolution that I could not separate the amendment 
from the resolution. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
Prince] desire to be heard upen the point of order to the amend- 


ment? 
Mr. PRINCE. I am not very 
it is subject to the point of order. 
The SPEAKER. 


insistent on that amendment if 

Let that part of it go out. 
The Chair sustains the peint of order to 
the amendment. It seems to the Chair that it is not privileged. 

Mr. PRINCE. Then [ withdraw the amendment that is sub- 
ject to the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. It goes out upon the point of order. 
part which goes out is contained in lines 15 to 19, 
page 5, and is as follows: 


The 
inclusive, on 


Pesolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to employ sufficient clerical force to comply with the requirements of 
this resolution, and the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated for that 


purpose, or as much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. PRINCKH. T withdraw that portion of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. ITlow can the gentleman from Illinois withdraw 
it after it is ruled out? 


Mr. PRINCE. 

The SPEAKER. 
of order. 

Mr. PAYNE. TI suppose, Mr. 


Well, anyway, it goes out. 
That part has already gone out on the point 


Speaker, that debate is in order? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. Does the gentleman from 
Ilineis vield, or does the gentleman from New York desire to 
be recognized in his own time? 

Mr. PRINCKH.  [ will yield to the gentleman five minutes, 

Mr. PAYNE. IT notice that the committee reporting this reso- 
| lution deemed it necessary to appropriate $10,000 for obtaining 
this information. 

Mr. CAPRON. 

Mr. PAYNE. 


Would the gentleman like to know why? 


I se because they thought it was neces- 


Sup yp 


sary in order to cbtain the information. Now, the question for 
the House is whether this whole business is worth the amount 
of $10,000; because without the appropriation IT suppose the 
} Department will go on and give this information to Congress 
and chere will be a deficiency of $10,000, or about that amount, 
for the obtaining of the information. [ question very much 
whether the information called for, or any of it, is of suflicient 
value to the Tlouse to warrant the expenditure of ten or five 


thousand dollars. Therefore IT am opposed to the resolution. 
Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, the resolution was presented by 
the gentleman from Washington [Mr. ILumMprrey|, asking for 
information with reference to the transport service. It was 
Claimed in the report made by the Quartermaster-General that 
tain credits should be given to the Government service by 
reason of carrying of passengers. That an open question. 
There are reports to this House coming from the special Mer- 
chant Marine Commission stating that certain persons are ear- 
ried that ought not to be carried on the transport service. The 
Committee on Military Affairs, when the Quartermaster-General 
made inquiries and stated facts which were in 


is 


is before them, 
contravention of the facts stated in another part of the country 
upon this question. 

In order to get the facts before the country, 
preper to amend this resolution as presented to the ITfouse. 
The transport service is here, in my judgment, to stay. The 
vessels beiong to the people, and we are the representatives 
of the people. There is no way, in my judgment, that we can 
better furnish to the people knowledge with reference to what is 
being done with their own vessels than to have this investiga- 
tion made. We have stricken out such questions as we thought 
were not pertinent, and have limited it to the lowest number 
that will give to the Ifouse and to the country the desired in- 
formation that, in the judgment of the Committee on Military 


we thought it was 


Affairs, ought to be given to the people with reference to these 
and, 
largely run in the interest of the people. 


vessels that belong to them and which are supposed, 


in my 
judginent, are, 
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We added the amount for the reason that the Quartermaster- | 
General said that if he were called upon to give this information | 
he would require additional clerical work in order to furnish it. | 

Now, it seems to me, representing the committee as I do, that 
this proper resolution. It is not here seeking to get in 
formation that ought not to be given to the House and to the 
country, but is a resolution in good faith that is presented here 
by the committee to this House, and it should receive the atten- 
tion of the House and its favorable consideration. 

I now yield tive minutes to the introducer of the resolution, 
Mr. Hlumpeurey of Washington. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, as to the 
necessity of having this information, I think that a little in- 
stance that occurred vesterday ought to satisfy Members of this 
Hlouse that it would be worth something to know a little about 
the conditions existing in the Quartermaster’s Departinent. 
Yesterday I received a letter from the Quartermaster-General in | 
which he stated that the charge that was made here on the floor 
of the Hlouse by me a few days ago that the transport service 
was being credited with “ deadheads ” at first-class commercial 
rates was true, and he further added that he was never more 
surprised in his life than to find out that such was the fact. 

It is true that here charge that amounts to between 
three hundred and five hundred thousand dollars annually, and 
which the Quartermaster never discovered until his attention 
was called to it. Ile at first denied it. It seems to me time 
that some one should know something about this service. 

It developed that the Quartermaster’s Department within the 
last year has given itself credit and charged to the Govern 
ment the sum of between three and five hundred thousand dol 
lars for passengers that were carried for nothing. The Quarter 
master-General now admits that he had no right to credit the 
transport service with this sum. 

Mr. MANN. ‘To whom and how did he credit it? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The Quartermaster’s De- 
partment carries what we usually term “ deadheads,” and these 
credits have been made to the transport service for the carry- 
ing of these at first-class commercial rates, and 
thereby makes a showing of a saving as compared with com 
mercial rates, and upon this showing they come here and ask 
that the transport service be continued. 

Mr. MANN. If be eredits it he must charge it to somebody. 
To whom does he charge it? 

Mr. HUMPIREY of Washington. 
Suppose. 

Mr. MANN. To what account? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I don’t know. The Quar 
termaster does not know; that is what I want to find out. 

Mr. MANN. You can not credit an item on one page 
ledger unless you charge it to some account on another. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That the information | 
we want. Ie says that he credited it to the transport service. 

Mr. MANN. But where did he charge it and to whom did he 
charge it-——to what account? 

Mr. HUMPIIREY of Washington. I don't know. We want 
to find out. The Quartermaster-General did not know until 
few days ago—that it was credited to the transport service. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman permit me an interrup 
tion? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that T think the 
gentleman is mistaken in stating that the Quartermaster-Gen 
eral credits any particular aecount with so much money made 
by the Government in the carriage of civilian As 
the gentleman will well remember, when we had it up for con 
sideration before the committee, he and I mutually agreed that 
the entire matter was a question of the method of bookkeeping, 
and I suggested to the gentleman, as he will remember, alinost 
in the exact language—certainly the exact idea—just used by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], that no account could | 
be credited with a specific sum of money without some other ac 
eount being debited with it. That is not possible in bookkeeping 
I want to say to the gentleman that the system of bookkeeping, 
the system of showing the value or the cost of the transportation 
of such civilian passengers as are carried on the transport sery 
ice, as made a matter of record in the office of the Quarter 
miaster-General, is not with the idea of saying that 


is a 


is a 


passengers 


To the Government, 1 


of a 


IS 


passengers, 


much | 
money has been made by the Government, but to show what it 


so) 


would have cost had they been carried at the expense of the 
public on commercial lines. If he desires to go into the ques 
tion of who these civilian passengers are and upon what author | 
{ty they were carried, that is a matter that the Quartermaster. | 
General is not only ready but anxious to have examined. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, since I was 
XX XIX——139 





before the committee, I will say for the information of the 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Sraypren some of the gentlemen here 
have seen the letter—that I received a letter vest vt ' ‘ 
Quartermaster-General’s Department, in which he used substan 
tially this language. Ile said 

I admit that it is true that the charge you have le tl t} ins 
port service has been credited with pa vers that would not have ad 
their transportation paid by the Government if they had g n \ 
mercial lines is correct, and I desire to add that I was never n 
astonished in my life than I was when I discovered that fact 

Mr. CAPRON. Mr. Speaker, I think it is fair, while I voted 
for the resolution, that we might have this information before 
us, to state, or for the gentleman from Washington [ Mr. Tlum 
PHREY] to state, that a very large number of these civilian pas 
sengers who have been carried, and who could not have been 
earried by commercial lines without pay from the Government, 


were school-teachers who had been sent out to Manila, em 
ployees of the Departments-—of the Navy, civil employees of 
the Medical Department, contract surgeons, and many others 
and that they would not have been carried on Commercial line 


but really very few of those indeed are what would ordinarily 
be called “ deadhead ” passengers —that is, passengers who have 
no right to travel at all, and have not been so carried by the 
Quartermaster’s Departinent in defiance of any law. It is fair 


it seems to me, for the Llouse to know 
with the others stated. 


those facts in connection 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. IT admit that is true; but 
what Tam asking is that the Quartermaster’s Department 
a statement so that the country may know how many of those 
deadhead passengers there are. Tam not speaking in favor of 
a $10,000 appropriation. 1 do not think it is necessary I 
think the Quartermaster’s Department can give that informa 
tion in a week. I believe they can give it substantially ina 
dav if they want to. 

I believe the Quartermaster’s Departinent knows now, if they 
desired to give it out. They do not want to give this informa 
tion, because yesterday, in a letter covering three or four page 
they went on to show how there would still be a balance lett 
this amount was subtracted, but they entirely failed to give the 


nimount or to make any statement from which you could ascet 


tain. What Tam asking, and all 1 am asking, is that the Quai 
termaster’s Department lay the facts before the public, so that 
it can be known just how the business is conducted. The on 
fact alone that an item amounting to hundreds of thousands of 
dollars a year was credited up to the transport service and the 
Quarterinaster-General did not Know that until his att 

was called to it, is, in itself, sufficient to show that bu 
methods are not followed in that department 

Mr. SMITIE of Kentucky. Does the gentleman mean 1 
timate that the Quartermaster’s Department has expended 
money for carrying people to other countries that they ought 
net to have expended? Is that the insinuation 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. No, IT do not menn they 
have expended any money that they ought not to spend My 
sinuation and my statement, which T tried to make clear, t! 
that the Quartermaster’s Department has charged up b een 
three and five hundred thousand dollars to the Governn 
nunally and credited it to the transport service for cari Leu 
heads, and that is what the evidence will show if T can 
if they will answer these questions the answers will prove 
facet. 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me ask the gentleman a question 

Mr. ILUMPIHREY of Washington. Just a moment Let me 
reply a little further to the gentleman fro Kentucky [Mir 
Sairu|. The point I am trying to make is this Phere 
hiiny passengers, for instance, the wives and children of « 
cers, some school-teachers, and other civilian They 
ried on the transports. If they were carried on the co ‘ 
lines they would have to pay fares, but whe they are carried 
on the transports they do not, but the transport sery 
itself credit for carrying them as if they had ypruid’ the 

} and thereby makes a showing of saving to the Gover ‘ 
I have asked repeatedly to know how much this amo 

|} and they have refused to answer ine, and I think that IT have 

| right to know. 

Mr. LACEY. It would be a saving to the Gove ent f 
as teachers are concerned, to have them transported | { 
transports ¢ 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Cert { re 
ment is going to transport them. 

Mr. BURKETT. Is it the claim of the gent 
one outside of the Government service has be 

Mr. HUMPIIREY of Washington. ITWundreds of t Ihye 
Quartermaster’s statement shows it amounts to out iwenty- 
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five hundred between Manila and San Francisco alone last 
year, and that the transport service was credited, for carrying 
them for nothing, with over S300,000., 


Vir. GAINES of Tennessee. 
talk a little louder’ 

Mr BURKE TE. LT remember some employees over there made 
thoupplication to be carried and there written ruling of 


Will the Senator from Nebraska 


Was a 


the Department saying that they could carry nobody on the 
transports until the soldiers had been provided for, and after 
they lid been provided for in that event they would carry civil- 
jan employees, but in no event would they carry anyone else. 
Now, my question is, Has that general rule of the Department 
been violated? Is that what the gentleman is raising the ques- 
tion on? 

Mr. ILUMPIREY of Washington. I do not know; but I say 
for the gentleman’s information the other day the Sheridan 
sailed from San Francisco and carried somewhere in the neigh- 
borhood of eighty-five civilian passengers, for which the trans- 
port service will take due credit, and for which they are not 


entitled to credit, and not one soldier 

Mr. BURKETY. If it was going on a regular trip, perhaps it 
would bring soldiers back. 

Mr. MANN. What do you mean by civilian passengers? 

Mir. HUMPHREY of Washington. By civilian passengers I 
mean American citizens. 

Mr. MANN. A soldier is an ordinary American citizen. 

Mr. HUMPITREY of Washington. I mean outside of soldiers. 

Mr. BURKETT. Why is it necessary to have all this vast 
list of thirty questions? Why not ask the direct question? 

Mr. ILUMPHREY of Washington. There are not thirty ques- 
tions; no more questions are asked than are necessary to elicit 
the information desired. IT put the questions so that, if possible, 
they could not be evaded. I believe and I think, with geod 
reason, that if it is possible to avoid it the information soucht 
will not be given, or, if given, it will be put in such shape as to 
conceal the whole truth. 

The amount of misinformation given out by the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department about this service, and the idea of that De 
partment as to what you want when you ask for information 
is astounding, if not enlightening. This fact may account to 


some extent for the definiteness of the resolution in asking for 
information. Let me give you a few illustrations of their iden 
of giving information and how much you ean learn therefrom 


the real facts. 


(General Tfumphres, when he was before the Committee on 


as TO 


Militury Affairs (see hearing before Committee on Military 
Aff: of the House for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906) 
vi isked this question by Mr. Princi 
Mer. Prince. How much have we invested in the transports proper 
\ j { » Value ¢ tuecm 
( Ifumepukey. LT will tell you from the record 
‘ } ’ he army transports owned by the Onarterma 
ment, their names when purchased, and the price paid for them 
Name Former name. Cost. 
rR Ml ONE cane Saedeeis S850. 00 
| ! i 125.00) 
(1 in y MK) 
LD Tay) 
J ( iter ¥ 10. OO) 
Kilj i ligan SO 000 
i “ nu te ty 4“¥) 
F t 2 OH wy) 
Mit | t \ I ] wi 
M I lin i ) 
Georve W. Dickinson scl 145.000 
> | acOuUseLts enantio GOO Ltn) 
! ti caw 
( 10. 594 
\ 1 VUSKU tenon 
\ ‘ Mma? . < rs HOM 
Wright Bay State 100.009 
N ! Vi “epor i ( i dy ) 
| Ver ( ‘ ™ ! WW rhe 
Oo} put lone derable amounts expended for installation 
al \ pone res having been in the nature of repairs and 
l 
| den of the Quartermuaster-General, as shown by his an 
swe barve to how mueh we had invested in the transporti 
tion service, was ply the purchase price paid for a portion 
of ther It ineluded nothing for converting them so that they 
could be used for transports. To show just how much General 
i irey missed the whole truth when he stated that this was 
bli nount we had invested in the transport service, I give a 
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partial list of the amount so invested as I have been able to 
vlean from various duocumeuts, as follows : 


Cost of army trausports. 


Purchase | Cost of econ- 
chas 















Name of ship. ite verting to Total 
| es | transport. 
ee aoe aennnienets Fa ee emai 
Grant __. Ret pare noa ade $660,000.00 | $825, 458. 69 SARS, 458. 69 
PAROOOR oo ok bine sacsacncewdarene 600,000.00. | 543,516. 28 1,143,516, 28 
WOON. os noc ccceee Pen wen eeu ee | #1.000..00 | 176, 423.00 217,423. 00 
DEC MONON coos bu en ke daa aeuasin | 20), 000. 00 | 116,298. 70 | 
NI i a a } 200), 000, 00 265, S20. 48 
RN oh ce clench aia oe | tm 1 i orn 
MT Oo 200,000.09 230,612. 95 
NIN ao ae eet eee eee pert ee 450, 000.00 | 265. 591.53 
NN ic on a oe | 390, OOD. Ut 6TN21. 50 | 
IN one Be oh eee 125,000, 00 130, 
CWODK Ss 2c ccsckiccuccccccoasaaaacs | —aeeenee | 105, 7 
nat ie ek ee ee ee 417,250.60 |.<...-.. 
RN ee SN | 150, 000, 00 YY, Sz 
PSN i oS acl an aetoan eee 350,000, 00 115, 
PS a ar ee 660,000.00 | 483,839 143,839, 
NN nn oe ee ee ee 175, 000.00 | 98,046. 09 | 273,046.09 
I ha os Bie Semanataen geass $00, 000, 00 374,009. 52 | 774, OY, 52 
RUA ol ee 660,000,000 | 339,160.38 | 90, 169. 38 
Sherman 660,000.00 | 526,964.68 | 1, 186, 964. 68 
Sumner 160,594.00 | (1, GOU.00 | $10,504.00 
Thomas 660, 000,00: | 385, BOD. 14 | B65. 14 
PNR nas cis weereublalace ee eae 200, 000. 00 133, 281. 04 335, 281.04 
SIE see acssewcs aan deen 7, 756, 044. 00 4, 986, 534. 55 2, 742, 578. 55 


The above list is not complete, for it will be noticed that it 
omits two vessels named by General Hiwuphrey, namely, the 
Liscum and Wright, including these two vessels, instead of hav- 
ing, as General Humphrey stated, $5,613,144 invested in the 
transport service we have at least $12,902,578 that I have been 
able to discover by picking up different items of information 
at various places from reports made from time to time by the 
Quartermaster’s Department. When the Qartermaster’s De- 
partment says that we have $5,615,144 invested in the trans- 
port service, while we have almost $13,000,000, L submit that 
such statement is as nearly accurate as the majority of the 
stutements from that source. If a lady were to buy the eloth 
for S10 and then give $15 to have it made into a dress the 
Quariermaster’s Department would tell her that she only had 
S10 invested in the garment. 

But then what may we not expect from a department that 
solemnly and stupidly asserts that the transport service is 
greatly enriching the nation by carrying passengers for noth- 
ing. ‘Phe above is only one of many instances we might give 
showing the stupidity and ignorance or the evasion and con- 
cealment of the system of “ bookkeeping (€7)” long followed 
in the Quartermniaster’s Department, 

The Quarterimaster’s Department knows nothing about the 
facts connected with the transport service, or if they do they 
will not impart it. The public knows nothing, and I have tried 
to shape this resolution so that some information might be ob- 
tained relative to the matter. 

‘The the transport Sheridan, that sailed from San 
Francisco for Manila on the 25th of January last, has been sev- 
eral times mentioned, and tor the benefit of the gentlemen, sand 
for the benetit of the entire country, [ shall embalm in the ree- 
ords for all time a part of the illustrious “ deadhend ” list of the 
Sheridan. TL think that a study of this list, as given by the 
San Francisco Chronicle, will be an exceedingly interesting 
study for the constituents of those who have regarded this 
transport system as a thing sacred. The list in part only is as 
follows: 


ease of 





FOR MANILA 
Mrs. Maj. FrankGreen and daughter. | Mrs. S. R. Beard and ehild. 
Mrs. H. E. Wilson Miss Alice Finley 
Mrs. H. FE. Collenr Mrs. R. B. Day 
Miss (trace G@. Hoskins Mrs. Eugene Garnett 
Mrs. Georgit i Viiss Mattie Hu 
Mrs. Martin ) i o children Mrs. S. E. Green. 
Miss Bessie C. B Wre. R. Campbell. 
Mrs. William P. Banta Mrs. R. lL. Barrow. 
Mrs. H. J. Castles and niece Mrs. Albert Miiler, lady relative, and 





Miss Bertha Puree baby 
Miss Mary J. Humphrey Mrs. 


iarles J. Simp-on 


Mrs. J. H. Baker Mrs. George M. Swiniell and infant 
Mrs. G. R. Phillips Mrs. Clinton D. Wiuuople 
Mrs. William Wetherell andtwochil- Mrs. Colonel Cler 

dren Mrs. Van Pelt and two children 
Mrs. N. G. Willis and two children. Mrs. Katherine L. Dodge and daugh- 
Mrs. Emilie Holstein ter 
Mrs. J. R. Wood and three children Mrs. A. P. Berry. 


Total, 37 women and 16 children for Manila. 

FOR HONOLULU. 
Mrs. Dr. Charles Hough. 
Mrs. P. D. Lawrence and son. 
Mrs. Thomas Dunn 
Mrs. H. D. Couzens. 


Mrs. Christine Morgan. 
Mrs. FE. FE. Mead and infant 
Mrs. ©. C. Hamlet and daughter, 


Mrs. Henry Heighton 
Mrs. Mark Weiland three children, | 
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Total for Honolulu, nine, excluding all men. Total “ dead 
head” list, sixty-two. From the number of married women and 
babies, I hardly think the * school-teacher ” plea can be success- 
fully worked in this instance. 

Not one of these passengers had any right to be carried at 
Government erpense; not one of them would have had their 
passage paid by the Government had they gone on commercial 
lines ; not one of them had their transportation paid by the Gov 
ernment to San Francisco. Yet notwithstanding this fact the 
transport service will unlawfully credit itself with $6,075 for 
carrying these “ deadheads ” and claim that thereby it has made 
a great saving and greatly benefited the country. 

How many soldiers were carried on the Sheridan? Not one. 
The ever-ready sympathy for the soldier can not do service in 
this case. This **deadhead ” credit will be used to cover up 
the extravagance of the trip that otherwise would be hard to 
conceal If the facts can be obtained, it will show that the 
transport service is such an extravagant and useless luxury 
that no man will dare stand upon this floor and advocate its 
use for any purpose except possibly for carrying troops. 

If we can cut out the civilian “ deadhead” list, it will soon 
die, and while now so powerful, then no one will be so poor as 
to do it honor. 

Mr. CAPRON, T rose to ask the gentleman from Washington 
to state, or rather to permit me to state in further explanation 
of the fact regarding the carrying of civilian passengers, that 
the policy of the War Department and the Quartermaster 
General’s Office is this: That since the active operations in the 
Philippines it has been a wise policy for the Government to 
permit the wives and families of officers to go out, thinking it 
would be a civilizing influence. It would certainly make their 
lives and homes happier while they were there. 

Mr. MANN. Who would it civilize, the oflicers? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It would have a civilizing 
effect upon them, perhaps. 

Mr. CAPRON. Anyway it would have ai civilizing effect. 
Perhaps if the gentleman from Mississippi would go over there 
he would understand 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I know it would. If I had to 
go there and had my wife with me it would make me happier. 

Mr. CAPRON. But while these wives of oflicers and school 
teachers and employees of other departments altogether have 
made a considerable number of civilians, as I understand, the 
passengers on the Sheridan included that class and none others 
Whatever. T think there was one other. 


Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman whether | 


the committee could not pare down this resolution so as not 


to call for such an extravagant expenditure of money to answer | 


it. ‘There are some forty or fifty specifications. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. There are not forty or tifty 
specifications ; there are eighteen. 

Mr. PAYNE. I heard twenty-five announced, and there were 
still others. It seemed to me it was unusual and uunecessarily 
prolix and that they might boil it down. 

Mr. CAPRON, I will state to the gentleman from New York 
[| Mr. Payne] that it was the desire of the committee to satisfy 
the gentleman from Washington [| Mr. HWumenrey], and. still 
keep it within the bounds of propriety of expenditure. IT be 
lieve the committee will be satistied if the resolution should 
pass without the appropriation named, and LT think in due course 
the Quartermaster-General will furnish the information desired. 
And, even with the counselor there, the committee did boil it 
down. We took out things that we did not think were material 
and brought it up to the last twelve fiscal months, 
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Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, there are two questions involved 
in this, and the first is the question of policy. Some time rt 
Government adopted the policy of permitting the trans 
on these vessels of the families of officers and s ‘ 1\ 1 
thority of the Secretary of War that courtesy was ex 1 to 
the employees of the insular government and to the ¢ Veos 
of other branches of this Government sent to the Pl son 
publie business. Now, whether that policy should be abana “ll 
is not for me to say. Gentlemen familiar with the servis 
to think that it is a wise policy Chie Tlouse passed on that 
question two or three years ago and thought it wise rhe 
question of importance involved is as to the cost of the tr: 
port service to the Government. IT believe, after careful invest 
gation, that we not only save money, but save a great deal of 
money by transporting our own troops in vessels of the Gov 
ernment. I believe it would be unwise, and rt ( 
abandon the transport service, to foree which of course, th 
purpose of this resolution and of every other attack upos 

Now, as to the “ civilian passengers recently carried out of 
Son Francisco on the Sheridan, 1 have this to \ l’irst “ 
is confusion in the minds of some gentlemes s to whe 
* civilian” passengers. Any person not a conmuissioned offi 
or an enlisted man is called, in the language of the 
service, a “ civilian” passenger. IT looked over the list of pus 
sengers who went out on the Sheridan My recollection 


there were fifty-nine of them 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. T think there were 
than that I will put them in the Recorp to-morrow, so 
gentleman can see who they are 
Mr. SLAYDEN kivery person there, with the exception 
one, Was an employee of the insular governmet 


! il r some oOo 
branch of the Federal Government, or a member of the family 
of some officer or soldier. There were schoolteachers, there 
were employees of the ‘Treasury Departny ent, ated there were 
employees of the insular government, and there were employes 


of the Vost-Office Department Now, if these employes 
the Government traveling on business had not been 
transportation the Government would have been 
pay for it upon commercial lines 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. IT would like to ask the gent! 
man from ‘Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN] if he Knows that the school 
teachers in Porto Rico were not permitted to travel on the 
transports? 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Certainly. Such people are permitted to 
travel on the transports, but only after getting authority. sand 
| only after soldiers shall have been accommodated and when 


there is room remaining. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Do they pay their fare 


oll 

the boat? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. They pay their board. They do net pa 
actual transportation. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. T desire to say to the tle 
man from Texas [Mr. StaypeN| that L did) secure from the 
Quartermaster-General transportation for one of the t hers in 
Porto Rico from Porto Rico to the United Stsates Phe com 
missioner of education in Porto Rico refused to permit a yours 
wolnan to come to the United States without paying into the 
treasury, as he called it, a certain sum of moneys Money wits 
appropriated, as T understand if, to pay the expenses of these 
Porto Riean school-teachers who come to this country In other 
} words, American school-teachers who are sent to Porto Rico e 
not given the privilege accorded the native teachers in Porto 
Rico who are brought to this country for the purpose o 
educated in the best methods of instructing the youth down 
there. 


Mr. PAYNE. There seems to be simply one point on which | 
the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Ilumpurey]| thinks there | 


is a inare’s nest. 

Mr. TWIUMVPITREY of Washington. 
about it. 

Mr. PAYNE. It vields a good deal to the inquiries that have 
been made here. It seems to be a very simple question when 
you come to get at it, because there are a good many of these 


I do net think anything | 


people that ought to be carried by the Government. It seems | 


to me that the resolution ought not to call for so much un 
necessary information. ‘Take the largest number on that point 
that he has mamed in here, without any cross-examinmition, or 
hefore his cross-examination, and let it apply to that, and it 
need not cost STOAG0C0 or S100, 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. The $10,000 is out now. 

Mr. PAYNE. But still the work is required to be done that 
they estimate will cost S1O.000, 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, in order to get the thing in som 
shape, T think IT will take charge of it for a few moments, and 
will vield tive minutes to the gentleman from ‘Texas [Mr. 
SLAYDEN |. 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, again TI want to call the at 
tention of the Tlouse 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will sav that if \ 
tion of this service is made [T should like to lmive it imelu th 
action of the commissioner of education of Porto Rico 

Mr. LIAY. There is no transport service between this country 
and Porto Rico. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will sav we authorize { 


Secretary of War to place at the disposal of th 
of education of Porto Rico one or two transport 
Mr. SLAYDEN. One, L think 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS To be used ! 
Porto Riean tenchers to the United State srpped Desve 
Mr. WILLPAMS of Mississippi Pheyv wet tor bv 


here for the purpose of civilizing them, and 
already civilized 

Mr. CIIARLES B. LANDIS. T secured transpe e 
of the teachers to the United States smd the { 
education arbitrarily prevented) her from: using thict 


tion, 





2212 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 9, 





Mr. MANN. 
teachers could be brought here. 
crowded from one end of the vessel to the other. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. In reply to the gentleman from 
Illinois, [ will state that the commissioner of edueation of 
Porto Rico brought his entire family and his entire clerical 


force with him. 
The young lady who was affected by this ruling would not 


have returned to the United States during the vacation but for 
the death of her mother, which had just occurred. I had se- 
cured transportation for her, and her trip could have been made 
entirely independent of the Porto Rican teachers’ expedition, 
but the commissioner of education of Porto Rico insisted that 
she pay into a fund that was being raised to defray the expenses 


of the expedition the sum of $25. I have since learned, on in- 
quiry, that her actual subsistence account on board the trans- 
port was in the neighborhood of $5. After having used this 


free transportation she was dismissed from the service, but was 
afterwards reinstated, after being compelled to sign an abject 
apology that no man with a proper sense of official propriety 
would have placed before a woman for her signature. 

If this service is to be investigated, I want the investigation 
to include the conduct of this commissioner of education in 
Porto Rico in connection with the transport service 

Mr. MANN. I do not know what he did. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prince] 
has charge of the resolution and has control of the time. To 
whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRINCE. I yielded to the gentleman from Texas for 
five ininutes, but I do not know where it is. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Long ago, I apprehend, but I did not get ta 
l15€: if. 

Mr. PRINCE. If the gentleman wishes a couple of minutes 
more I will yield to him. I yield him three minutes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I wanted to call the attention 
of the House to the fact that these “ civilian” passengers are 
not “civilian passengers ”’ in the sense of being citizens of the 
United States who want passage to the Philippine Islands for 
the pleasures of travel or on private business, only the civil 
employees of the Government who are permitted to go, and only 
those when there is no need for the recom in transporting the 
purely military passengers. 


Mr. SMITIL of Kentucky. With the wives and children of 
these employees. 
Mr. HAY. The gentleman from Washington said that the 


Quariermaster-General did not want to give this information. 


The Quartermaster-General is willing to give any information 
that is necessary. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, there are many points to be 


eonsidered in connection with the transport service. 
like to see the transport service discontinued under certain cir- 
cumstances. In my judgment the occupation of the Philippine 
Islands is a colossal blunder. Politically, I regard it as almost, 
if not quite, a crime. Economcially, it is a great mistake. 
What the people have paid, are paying, and will continue to pay 
for the privilege of doing this un-American thing, can never be 
balanced by profits on commerce, actual or potential. I am of 
the opinion that the wisest thing we can do is to give over to the 
islanders the control of their own territory. But it will not be 
done until a majority of the American people can be induced to 
consider the matter. When they do consider it, when they fully 
understand what it is costing them morally, politically, and 
economically, they will give the order to retire to the American 
eontinent. But until then we will dominate the Philippine Is- 
lands by a military force. It is not probable that we will ever, 
while the occupation continues, be able to do with fewer sol- 
diers there than we have now. 
is net suited to white men. Unless our soldiers are to perish 
miserably there must be frequent changes of station. Experi- 
ence has shown that they can not be safely left there more than 
two years. To transport them comfortably to and from the 
Philippines we are almost compelled to continue the use of Goy 
ernment ships. 

This assault on the transport service is undoubtedly inspired 
by the commercial lines, and being such the House may, with 
propriety, question the sincerity of these charges. This whole 
controversy turns on the carriage of so-called “ civilian 
The following memorandum shows what 
ave carried and by what authority : 





pas 


sengers.” civilians 


{[Memorandum: Subject, ‘Transportation of families of officers, en 
listed men, and civilian employees on army transports.”’ | 
After the establishment of the transport service between the United 


States and the West Indies and the Philippine Islands the transporta 


There was not really any room where any more | 
The transport Sumner was | 


| necessity. 


I would | 





| by Spain under the treaty of Paris, 
| the expenses of travel would be a charge against the insular treasury 
The climate in the Philippines | 





tion of families of officers and of others stationed in the islands was 
considered separately as applications were received for such transpor- 
tation. 

On October 17, 1898, the Quartermaster-General submitted to the 
Secretary cf War, by indorsement, communication of Lieut. Col. D. W. 
Burke, Eleventh Infantry, in relation to transportation of extra freight 
and the families of officers of that regiment on the transports to Porto 
Rico, in which the Quartermaster-General remarks: 

“It would appear proper that such privileges be given, as it would 
be of very material aid and advantage that these families of army offi- 
cers go on the army transports, and there would be no cost to the 
United States involved, as meals en route would be paid for at prices 
charged by the boat.” 

On November &, 1898, the paper was returned by order of the Secre- 
tary of War indorsed as follows: 

“Approved in accordance with the suggestion of the Quartermaster- 

General.” (See 112574, October 8, 1898.) 
On December 3, 1898, copy ef this decision of the Secretary of War 
was transmitted to the officers in charge of ocean transportation at 
New York, Savannah, and San Francisco with the following instruc- 
tions: 

“You will therefore, upon application for transportation of officers’ 
families upon army transports grant permission for their transporta- 
tion, with their baggage and furniture, upon the first transport ship 
on which accommodations can Le afforded them.” 

In March, 1899 (see 127958, Apr. 18, 1899), the Secretary of War 
decided that families of officers and noncommissioned staff officers would 
be permitted to accompany the troops on the transports, and also 
stated that the Department also desired to be liberal in the matter of 
transportation of worthy families of other enlisted men who were mar 
ried at the time order for movement issued, and would offer no objec 
tion to the transportation of such families as regimental and company 
commanders may believe worthy. 

On October 27, 1899, the Secretary of War issued orders (copy in 
closed) limiting except as otherwise specially ordered transportation on 
army transports to the persons named therein: 

Iirst. Persons in the military service of the United States. 

Second. Members of immediate families of persons in the military 
service of the United States. 

Third. Persons in the civil service 
under orders. 

Fourth. Persons in the civil service in any of the islands yielded or 
ceded by Spain under the treaty of Paris, traveling under orders, and 
when the expense of traveling would be a charge against the insular 
treasury or against the United States. 

In July, 1899, General Otis cabled to the War Department: 

“ Wives and families of officers should not come until later. 
be cared for, and officers will be scattered through islands. 
lies which came have departed on account of sickness.” 

In October, 1899, the commanding general Division of the Philippines 
cabled the War Department that the population of Manila was much 
congested; provision for officers’ families can not be made. Those 
already arrived, together with families of enlisted men, have caused 
much perplexity. Nearly all officers and men absent from Manila on 
duty, and that families should await more peaceful conditions. 

On April 10, 1900, the Secretary of War furnished the Quartermaster- 
General the following memorandum : 

* Many requests are being received from the families of officers to 
go on Government transports to the Philippine Islands. 

“The following is being sent them in reply: 

“*General Otis has requested that the ladies of officers’ families 
should not be permitted to come to Manila. ‘The officers themselves are 
liable at any time to be ordered to distant parts of the islands, so that 
they are unable to furnish protection to their families, and Manila is 
not yet a place where it is proper that an American woman should live 
without protection. In such cases it would be necessary for the com- 
manding general to furnish guards, and I can not impose upon him that 
If a lady has male relatives living in Manila in whose fam- 
ily she will live, and who will furnish her protection in the absence of 
the officer on whose account she asks for transportation, the Quarter- 
master-General is authorized to give her passage on a transport.’ ”’ 

Subsequently this restriction was removed, and the families of those 


of the United States traveling 


Can not 
Many fam 


| above referred to were encouraged to go to the Philippines. 


JANUARY 30, 1905. 
ORDERS. ] War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, October 27, 1899. 

The passenger service of the army transports will hereafter, except 
as otherwise specially ordered, be limited to the following persons : 

1. Persons in the military service of the United States. 

2. Members of the immediate families of persons in the military 
service of the United States traveling to or from stations with the 
special permission of the Secretary of War or the general commanding 
the department which includes the station. 

3. Persons in the civil service of the United States traveling under 
orders, when expenses of traveling would be a charge against the 
United States. 

4. Persons in the civil service of any of the islands yielded or ceded 
traveling under orders, and waen 


or against the United States. 

The transportation furnished to classes 8 and 4 will be to the islands 
upon orders of the Quartermaster-General in response to application 
from the heads of Departments of the United States Government certi 
fying to the existence of the requisite facts, and from the isiands on 
orders of the generals commanding the departments certifying to the 
existence of such facts. 

Transport quartermasters will on arrival at the home port imme 
diately after each voyage return to the general superintendent in charge 
of transportation a schedule showing the name of each passenger car 
ried on the voyage, or any part thereof, and file therewith as vouchers 
the authority for such transportation in each case. The schedules and 
vouchers will be transmitted to the Quartermaster-General, and an ac 
count will be kept in the office of the Quartermuaster-General showing 
the money value of the transportation furnished for each department 
and each insular government. 

Evinvu Roor, Sceretary of War. 

The gentleman from Washington [Mr. IlumMpnHrey] has been 
much disturbed because the Quartermaster’s Department has 
claimed a “credit” for “civilian passengers ” carried at the 
commercial rates, 


Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentleman 
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that the word “ credit” ought not to have been used. As the | would have cost if it had been done by y 
word “credit” is ordinarily understood it implies a “ debit.’ | ?™ a 
But in this particular case there was no “debit” of any particu ss is estima 
lar person or account for the service rendered, and it would | $8.8589,707.24. 
have been better and clearer if the military department had | ,, ’edecting from this the cost of ops Pearce a 3 
explained the carriage of these members of the soldiers’ families | fayor of 1 inort 2 
and the civil employees of other departments in a different way. | ther from operation of the 



















































; } tr | 1 

But the present Quartermaster-General is not responsible for Sagan a reenggragy ten Me _ S e 
the faulty phrase. It had been adopted and was in use by his ‘ie SGE Eh ener aad akewe’ ib : 
Bureau when General Ilumphrey came to its head. In a letter S 
to the gentleman from Washington he very frankly says that, | ,,C0\RS Dack to the tg : See thy 3908 
in his judgment, it should never have been so employed. As it | mercially. there would st ' Savor of the j 
is the gravamen of the indictment, I will take the liberty of | service of (e) $765,683.16, whieh loducting the cost « 
quoting from a letter by General Humphrey to the gentleman) 2" oad a ae id trat > aes oe te to 
from Washington: "ie trom the balanee tn fawor-of the tranasort sorvice. hated 

In connection with this matter of taking credit for passengers whose | -? Of the Quartermaster-General’s An il Report f L904, 3 
travel was not a charge against the Government, I am perfectly free | © the cost of carryt: ct trate | wo wv 
to admit that any such credit is improper and should not be included | '* their transportation paid o nD reim sed by the G 
in the earnings of transport service. While it has been the custom of | alance would be red t fo $215,0 ve 
this oflice to take credit for such passengers, I was not aware of it k jr if t f 
until the matter was discovered and brought to my attention by Mi a : f ' 
ik. KE. Davis, one of my personal clerks, and could not credit it then uid is . ; 
until! he showed me conclusively that this had been done. I was never $1lo,Sd4.02, the mice Vv 1 ! i 
more surprised in my life than when I found that this was so. and had : Oh ea 
it been brought to my attention at the time my annual report was ee See ence 
made these credits would not have been taken. I endeavored to give cial ra D1, 0, 6209.20 
all the personal attention my many duties would possibly permit t relal rat W d i 
the statement in my report concerning the army transport service, but 
this point escaped me, because it had become so much an established ‘ae ; ; . oie 
policy of the office that it was not distinctively brought to my notice A specification of the indictment against the transport 
When you inquired as to this matter the real point of your question did | is that the commercial rate for the transportation of ‘ ; 
not occur to me, for the reason that I did not for a moment consider | o¢ Gdecensed soldiers is overstated and too erent credit t 
any such credit had been taken. I at once gave directions that the } - 7 ; aed 
credit taken for carrying this class of passengers should the Quarterinaster-General. On that point the - i 
mined, and in the inclosed memorandum are tigures” shi ordnndum is submitted: 
balance in favor of the service, with this credit eliminated. 
statements of the operation of the service, its cost, and the of No special 1 for ent ¢ remain t 1 
the work will be based upon business which would have caused the pay ever been asked for ot t i i \ ‘ 
ment of money from appropriations, no matter how the work was done The usual « imeretar rule Is to 

mains on single first 3 I , Ss it 1 W i 

The reason for permitting the transportation of these “ civil doubl first-cl are for remains ni mpanied \ 
ian passengers” is given by the Quartermaster-General, with | Following that 1 ile, the Quarter ter-G Oil esti 1 
the approval of secretary of War ‘Taft, in these words: pi on = fake ta eek oe . ¢ aden | ime Oo, 1 4 t $125 

it may be remarked in this connection that very few civilians not | bid rate for one first-class pa e from Manila to San 1 
entitled to do so on public business were ever allowed to travel on out which would amount to $351,500 i 
transports. In Cuba and Porto Rico there were very few; in China, | it would have been less or ground u i to 
none; in the Philippines none until the early failure of the insurrection | a lower rate would have been mad nd the at i 
nnd cessation of hostilities within a sbort time became apparent Then | was clearly justified, in view of mini l e mat 
the War Department began to encourage officers detailed on a tour ot using this rate as a basis for s est it Col ‘ 
duty in the Philippines to take their families with them, also civilian | anxious to secure this class of busine 
clerks employed for that service and noncommissioned otlicers ordered As to the statement that commercial lines, or ! 
there. This was done in the belief that it was not only better for the ever made the statement or off i if V \ 
officers, civilian employees, and noncommissioned officers themselve given the work of the army transport service they vw id 
but that the presence of American families would have a general in tizure to make it pay the Government, regardless of 1 
Nuence for good upon all, and the knowledge of American home li said that there nothine of 1 rd , \ () 

ned by the Filipinos through this medium be to our credit and their to substantiate this statement It yom \ 

yvaintage ‘There is every reason to believe to d iv that this policv was ain nut itative manner us to DZ it to the { { I ) 

se one, providing a moralizing influence to the Army and iv 1 rien ] 

ine intluence to the natives of the islands. In this connection attention On the nth vy. the bid rates for the ’ 
is invited to the ineclosed memorandum. tion of frei t from P t t t \l 

Right here, Mr. Speaker, I will submit a memorandum pre- | 4 Sates ney . alt Be tha ee ane 


pared by the Quartermaster-General for the gentleman from | to rhe present fre S e ve ( 
Washington [Mr. HuMpPiurey]: Oe FOE: Se ee Oe Sen COnemron as le eee es 
































1 eX] i sl 1 tra t 
{Memorandum for Mr. Humriey of Washington, as to comparative | the Government of 1 y al ! i 
cost of operating the army transport service, transporting army sup- | BC is the experience Of | ee 1 
plies and passengers at lowest bid offered and at regular commercial | Merelat tines operatin tween | { i 
rates of st hip companies. | | ve In the past frequent nat nh pi red t 
| tendered tl transport ni \ | 
In my annual report for 1904, as stated on page 20, there was fig- | lanuary) iI it of 1.000. tor ' 1 Seattle eta 
ured into the cost of operating the army transport service iecepted by the contracting line from t f ¢ for the ri ; ¢ 
“The salaries of oflicers on shore duty connected with the army | j; cargo space wi iuired for « t f 
transport service, with their commutation of quarte: the wage of maid better Fart of 1 f ment bad 
employees in offices and on shore employed in connection with the Shipments Lave . nm ¢ red f i 
transport service, cost of embarkation and disembarkation of passen traectil line was not to aece t a t wait and 
gers, ing and unloading of freight, wharf hire,” et consequently had to be cen on t i 
Th ‘luded lighterage, the pay of oflicers se! is transport | to the interest of t Go { 
quart aster on each transport, the cost of the transport offices at | vessels for the work 
New York and San Francisco, what was estimated to be a proper por- | In its bid of June 11. 1904 n . 
tion of the cost of the Manila transport office, the cost of the quartet contract for shipments from San | ! | iM 
miuster’s office at Nagasaki, Japan, and what was considered to be a ‘ Dany itied tha I 3 ) 
proper proportion of the quartermaster’s office at Honolulu, Hawaii t mut « 0% 1 fre f ( 
all of which, while a part of the cost of doing the work of the arm imiremen And from the 1 
trausport service, are at the same time charges that would have to wing « ise had ) 1 be 
met if the work of the transports were done by commercial vess¢ Vv. The p y of t 
rhe object of this was to show every charge which it was imagined rtation « ore ind \ 
any opponent of the service could demand should be made against it rent of t Ou er I) 
Eliminating the eost of these items from the cost of operating the ‘ for it " nref 
service and taking its cost from receipt of supplies and passengers at his clause is to « ‘ 1} t wil t} () ‘ 1) 
hin'’s de and delivery in the same manner (as would be requit i 3 ) | ‘ f 1 
shipments by commercial | ts), and we ive for the t of operati: iy ' vat 
the transports $2,056,426.56, whieh includes wages of officers, clet \rrov and t ' it to the | 
and crews, coal, harbor fees, wharfacge, pilotage, stevedoring, canal ke it obvious that in 
dues, towage, repairs, dry dockage, cleaning ship, painting, remoy tint matte ft i 
} isten f offi nd Jaat Iry t quartermas | is w 4 ' 
Ippli ‘ his would then leavy v ba ce j favor of the tra eme ~ ror 
| ‘ ce, over and above the lowest bid received for the werk d f i 
of (a) $1.415.834.02. If from the st ope ing t trans] ' 
service | deducted the cost f operating the Burnside, Jnoaa A nnd i , e 
nawha transports carrving the Vorto Rican teachers, which tl portation is cor ned is 11 
© hould be done for tl l ns given on pages 20 and v1 ‘ As to the « 
‘ 1 ‘ termaster-Generals Annu: Report for 1904 md his hea een paid or t t d 
ings before the Ilouse Committee on Military Affairs «(5Sth Cong., 3d this ha en done a 
sess., pp. 146 and 147), the total balance in favor of the transport tury of vith t ) 
service, as compared with the cost at lowest offered rates, would be ¢b) the greatest publicity hb een ‘ { 
$1,780,486.55. That is, the work done cost us that sum less than it | lished regulation of the matter der of \ 
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dated October 27, 1899, in which are specified the classes of persons 
who may be carried as passengers on army transports. See in this son- 
nection Report No. 4401, House of Representatives, Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress, third session, in which this order is reprinted, together with 
other information concerning the matter. In the published Regula- 
tions for the Army ‘Transport Service, approved by the Secretary of 
War, May 5, 1900, will be found reference to the messing of passengers, 
ind paragraph 132 fixes the charge for children. teference to carry 
ing members of officers’, enlisted men’s, and civilian employees’ families 
is also made in the Annual Report of the Quartermaster-General, 1903, 
pages 16 and 17. Provision is made for the travel of certain discharged 
enlisted men not entitled to traveling allowance by army regulation 
159, of 1901 In the hearings of the Quartermaster-General before the 
Hlouse Committee on Military Affairs (58th Cong., 3d sess., pp. 148, 149, 
and 150) that officer very freely and frankly discussed this matter of 
the transportation of civilians, and stated that the number carried who 
were not entitled to it was inconsiderable. 

At most the number of civilians whose transportation would not 
have been paid by the Government on commercial vessels was 1,525 
first class and 661 second class during the fiscal year ended June 350, 
1904 ractically all of these were members of the families of officers, 
noncommissioned officers, or soldiers, or of civilian employees of the Army, 
Navy, or other Executive Departments of the United States Govern- 
ment or of the insular government of the Philippine Islands. At the 
bid rate for transportation of passengers between the Pacific coast 
ports und Manila their passage was valued at $185,205. 

It is known that the contract line from Seattle is not at all anxious 
to secure the passenger service now carried on by our transports, but 
would prefer not to have it, not desiring to equip its vessels with the 
necessary sleeping, hospital, and other accommodations necessary to 
the carrying of troops The same is also true with the company hold 
ing the contract from San Francisco. The Seattle company, however, 
would be pleased to see the Dic withdrawn in order that it might secure 
the freight cargo that vessel is capable of carrying 

As to the practicability of operating the transports at less cost than 
a like service by commercial lines, there is every reason why this can 











be done. The cfficers in charge of the work belong to the regular es 
fablishment, perform these in connection with other duties, so that 
there are no presidents, vice-presidents, or boards of directors to be 
paid large salaries, no elegant offices or agencies to be maintained, or 
ommissions to be paid The officers now employed in connection with 


the army transport service (with the possible exception of the trans 
port quartermasters, us ly captains) would be required for similar 
duty if the service were performed by commercial vessels, as would also 
most of the clerks and laborers, because all freight for shipment must 
be delivered at ship's side and at the end of the voyage received in the 
same manner 





The attention of the House is invited to the fact thit even 
vith all the boats employed in the service it is not possible to 
avoid the use of the commercial lines. The following statement 
covers the fiscal year of 1903—4 and a part of the fiscal year of 


1904—.): 


Stat ent showing freight shipped an deep sea commercial vessels from July 1, 
1002, to December ”%,, with cost of shipme nts. 


SHIPMENTS IN AMERICAN VESSELS 


General 
merchan 
Le 








»stinution dise. for- | “Umber Cost 
age, ete 
Tons. | Feet 
34,310 | 5,514,785 $197,177.67 
2123 Q 
2,587 67 
oe x 6, 727 HV, 844 24.20 
eae a BYR}! f 3, 136. 72 





Total American 44,265!) 6,044,629 352,303.21 


SHIPMENTS IN FOREIGN VESSELS. 


Manila : cbc nemeep 11,587 9,796,412 | $216, 986.90 
Cuba es es ae Si lecnscseccecs 264. 96 
Porto Rico - sic ataull ma eatanetats Wiech eee ce z 
Other ports , cntnauncciemmadoee Bits eee &SY. 70 
Total foreign eee eee, 11,6514) 9,796,412 | 218,141.56 
i 


rovAL SHIPMENTS IN AMERICAN AND FOREIGN VESSELS. 





Manila __.-- spacheckonaneiss 45,927 | 15,311,197 | $414,164.57 
Cuba | 1,929. 91 
Porto Rico 2 | 19.599. 67 
Alaska eS 6, 727 529,844 | 130,724.20 
Other ports sit bi at eee 426 4, 026. 42 


| 
7 | 
55, 916} Renee 

In order that the Ilouse may have the benefit of the evidence 
submitted to the Committee on Military Affairs and know upon 
what reason it based its action, [ will quote from the statement 
made by General Humphrey. The whole of this testimony can 
be seen in the hearings before the committee : 


Grand total 570, 444. 77 


The CHatrMan. How much does the transport service cost? 

General Humpurey. The army transport service cost $3,074,024.08 
for the last fiscal year lhat includes everything. It includes the pay 
of oflicers—we count that in against the transport service. 

The CHAIRMAN. That includes the work they did in distributing 
around the islands ? 

General HuMPHREY. No; this is the transport service between the 
United States and the islands, 
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The CHAIRMAN. When a transport gets over to the islands they un- 
load at Manila altogether, do they? 

General HUMPHREY. Generally ; not always. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then another transport takes it to other places? 

General HUMPHREY. Yes; other transports. 
ween CHAIRMAN. Does that transport service cover the transportation 
there? 

General HumMrurey. That is the interisland transport service, 

Mr. STEVENS. What fund pays for it? 

General HUMPHREY. ‘Transportation of the Army. 

The CHalrRMAN. This same fund? 

General HUMPHREY. Yes; but that is a separate account. 

The CHAIRMAN. And not in the $3,000,000? 

General HUMPHREY. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much would it have cost the Government on 
the same amount of business at regular commercial rates ? 

General HUMPHkeEY. Charging everything carried by the transports 
at the lowest bids that we received from commercial marine companies, 
we may say that we have saved $398,236.50. To that we might add 
$126,402.11 that we have expended in keeping the transports that are 
out of commission in shape for use. We ought also to add what the 
Kanawha, a harbor boat in New York. has cost—S$7,462.81—then, for 
it was no part of the transport service: what it cost to bring the 
teachers from Porto Rico and send them back—$33,027.46; and, fur- 
ther, what the Burnside cost—S8126,923.47. She has not been worth 
a thousand dollars to the Quartermaster’s Department for transport 
service, but has been used for laying the Alaskan cable, fire control 
cables in the United States, and cable work in the Philippines. 

Mr. STEVENS. Is that the cost of the vessel? 

General HUuMPHRey. That is what the vessel cost the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department last year to operate. 

The CHAIRMAN. For operation and laying the last cable; that should 
be charged to the Signal Corps? 

General HUMPHREY. It is proper enough to charge it to transporta- 
tion of the Army, but it ought not to be charged to the transport 
service. 

Then the transport Jngalls has cost S70.836.98, and was used by 
the commanding general of the Philippines division for a dispatch 
boat, in no wise serving the purposes of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment. If we add all the amounts I have here given to the $398,236.50 
it would show a saving of $762,889.33. 

The CHAIRMAN. These other things you have added would be an 
expense to the Government if we did not have the transport service; 
in other words the Burnside would be kept—— 

General HUMPHREY. I should say so. 

The CHAIRMAN, Because we are laying these cables to Alaska and 
other places ? 

General HUMPHREY. Yes. 

Mr. Prince. In that figuring you take into consideration the ex- 
pense of our transport and the insurance? 

General TiuMpHkey. The United States carries its own insurance. 
We keep a separate account for each and every transport, whether in 
commission or not, and immaterial of the work engaged in. 

Mr. Princr. And you allow a reasonable rate of interest on them? 

General HUMPHREY. No. 

Mr. Prince. How much have we invested in the transports proper; 
what is the value of them? 












General HuMpurey. I will tell you from the records. 

Statement showing the names of the army transports owned by the Quarter- 
master’s Department, their names when purchased, and the price paid for 
them, respectively. 

Name | Former name. Cost. 

EOROOEE ono oo cee cc ctan es sakcck en EOMNENOD 5S oeeUsiccco cle ees wees $350, 000 

PHP 3k sce cence cess oe ocd ku eich ee ee eee 125, 000 

ANNO nc cae aoe lo aeeas ROPING oes on acco cesecssus 240,000 

Dix Se Ae eee emo ward YY MONE anc: set elas wb eet Soaps ee by Stee Gd eae 417,550 

Ingalls Be eee See pa i oe DORR WOE oon ccc'o ie cans cacandaawank 150,000 

i MURPH 2 ok chon ca ots ce enle pe ce ORO eG eens eaten. 350), 000 

ANE 58 oe eo ee EE ae eee te Baad 60,000 

Logan es ott Ween oA oh MII oi sd ceo kn oss eb Se ck 660, 000 

McClellan. - Sees Sse cgaees RD ie IOUS Be cece onc aco tes. 175,000 

MS ne eater eee ene. .-| Berlin - arcane ee aan os 400,000 

MORRIE... co cu deiemacmecica George W. Dickinson. __....___...| 145,000 

NR en oe cna ce wes Massactasctis .. 25 25 sc.- 2s. seccec 1 660,000 

ARR 5 et eee MI oo ook cia oeek ase eee 660,000 

NOT oc ce caw ccacnees CUR ee noe ete geet | 160,54 

ThOMAS .=....... ae ci THROW RBEM: 2.525 5oneceucccccceusc 660, 000 

pie.) OI oc sn an be anvenkekanuace 200, 000 

MMM oo oh ot ed gen ae oa TIT ORANG asc occ ce cucwanauass cadecs 100,000 


Norre.—The cost of our transports was reported to Congress and pub- 
lished in H. Doc. 369, first session, Fifty-seventh Congress. Since this 
time no new ones have been purchased or considerable amounts ex- 
pended for installation or improvements, the expenditures having been 
in the nature of repairs and running expenses. 

We could not get a fair price if we were to sell the transports, and 
once they were disposed of the low bids which we now have for 
passenger and freight service would very naturally be increased to the 
rezular commercial rates. There is a vast difference between the 
lowest bids we have for passenger and freight service between points 
in the United States and the Philippine Islands and regular commer- 
cial rates. 

Mr. Prince. I am not differing with you, but I want to get at this. 
As I understand from your calculation thus far, the net saving to the 
Government, if this work had been done by commercial lines, is the 
amount you have stated? 

General HumMiirey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prince. In the neighborhood of a million dollars? 

Mr. STEVENS. I would like to ask one or two questions. That 
means if the commercial lines had done exactly the same business that 
you did, and at the rates they quoted to you, the saving would have 
been what you indicated? 

General HumMpurey. No, sir. This is what we saved by doing it 
ourselves. Had it been done by commercial lines, under their lowest 
bids we would have paid them that amount more. In other words, 
$762,889.33 would bave been paid them more than the service has cost. 

Mr. STEVENS. If the work had been done, however, on commercial 
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t ris ited States 
Continued. 
Name and status 
Leonheauser, Maj. Harry, wife and 
child 
(ssewarde, Capt. Tames, and wife 
Mo Capt. Tredwell W 
Parmerter, Capt. Almon L.,and w 
Hackney, Capt. Stephen M 
Hal!, Capt. Hermar 
Rose, Capt. Robert 


Wahl, Capt. Lutz 
ww, Capt. Wm. M 








Mort . ta 
Kobbe, Capt. Ferdinand W 
Howland, Capt. Chas. R : 
Ari id, Capt. Carroll F., from 
Honolulu 

Stacey, Capt. Cromwell, and wife 

Weeks, Lieut. Marion M 

Ball, Lieut. Geo. E 

Doster, Lieut. Chas 

McCuskey, Lieut. W. B., and wife 

Freeman, Lieut. Geo. D., jr., and 
wf 

riffany, Lieut. Geo. S 

Ber Lucius C 

P it. Philip 

Me 1, Lieut Clenard 

K it . Wm. P., wifeand child 

Mullen, Lieut. Geo. ¢ 

Lindsay, Lieut. Andrew 

Hartz, Lieut. Rutherford S 

Ware, Lieut. Joseph F 

Jordan, Lieut 

tistine, Lieut. Benj. F 

Preston, Lieut. Homer N 

W 1, Lieut. David P 

Lanza, Lieut. Manfred 

M e, Lieut ife 

Wooln rh, Lieut... \ 

Gimperling, Lieut. Thomas N 

Nicholson, Lieut. Wm. C. P 

Harrison, Lieut. A. I., wife, child 
and niece 

Seott, Col. W. S. and wife, Asst 
Chief P. I. Constab. Ins 


Bethel, Maj. W. A. and wife, Judge 





Advocate, U.S. A 

hern, Capt. Geo. A., U.S.A 
Carr, Capt. J. D., and wife, Signal 

Corps 


Chapman, Capt. Wm. H. H., Twen 
tieth Infantry 








Peterson, Lieut. Peter, wife and 2 
ldren, Philippine Scouts 

Yost, Lieut. J. D., assistant surgeon, 
U.S.A. (Honolulu 

Kinney, Lieut. C. C.,and wife, Ninth 
Infantry 

Feamster, Lieut. Claud N., Fourth 
Infantry 

Lamkin, Edward F., and wife, con- 
tract surgeon 

Case, Lieut. Frank L., and wife, 
rwelfth Cavalry 


Briges, Lieut. A. L., Signal Corps 


Berry. Lieut. John A., Second Cay- 
airy 
Guittard, Alvin M., contract sur- 


Wardrobe, Mrs 
jor Palmer 


mother-in-law Ma 





Adams, Miss Elizabeth C., sister 
Auditor Barre s 
Nettles, Mrs. Clarence S., and Miss 





Edith Nettles, family of Captain 
Nettles. U.S. A 
Halford, Miss Ruth, sister Lieut. D 
Halford, Twenty-second Infantry. 
Croxton, Mrs. R. C., and daughter, 
family Captain Croxton, Twenty 
third Infantry 


Eckels, Mrs. Geo. C., wife paymas 
ter’s clerk 
Rose, Mrs. Win. F., and son, family 


MIssary 
Marie, cousin of 


lerk to depot ¢ 
Struthers, Miss 
General Williaa 
Dr. Joh 
dental surge 


H 1 .. wife, 
con, U \ 
H 


wife deputy 


Ss 





( is, Mrs ies 
lector of Customs 
Weeks. Mrs. M. M , wife Lieutenant 
Weeks 
Davis, Maj. Wm. B., Medical Depart 
ment, Honolulu to Manila 


SECOND CLASS 
Caskev, Dr. Donald G.,} 
Lieu enant McCaskey 
Nurse with family Col 
ner, Twenty-first Infantry 
Custre Mrs. Samuel, wife 
geant, band,Twenty-first Infantry 


yrrotherof 





} 
nel 


Garde- 


ym ser 


Stern, Mrs. Max. C., wife corporal, 
band, Twenty-first Infantry 

Stanchfield, Mrs. Clark T., wife cor 
poral, band, Twenty-first Infantry. 


irmy transport Sherman outward, ete.— 


FEBRUARY 9, 





Passenger list of United States Army transport Sherman outicard, ete.— 
Continued. 


No 


oe . eee i Date 
By whom requested. antharend 
G6 .s2scdecccesec. ae ams 2400087 
do .........-...--.| Dec. 27,1904 | 
See ee es Do. 
i he ee Do. 
GG ee eS Do. 
Rete tat, eee eee Do. 
DAD ap cReeacuaceeaLe Do. 
do. o _ Do. 
ie ND ik sass . Do 
40's Do. 
do _. Do. 
_.do Do. 
RD el oes > Se Do. 
RD ao nae ER Ek Do. 
do Oise Do 
do 2 Do. 
Ot ch sedee ke ote Do. 
ena ees Do. 
Po a oar Do. 
oh see AD ce Do 
do Do. 
do ae” Do. 
do Do 
do Do 
eit aa Do 
“A do sie ies ane cots Do 
do _. hae — Do. 
do i ahaha . Do 
do ei Lee cen Do 
.-do Ee Bere eee 1 Do 
nr ee LN cag ee Se! Do 
do Sis eeneiniete Do. 
do . s alpesminai ae reaalansiende lack Do. 
do i eet Laie ek Do. 
Wee SS veka) teat Steel Do. 
do pris cg een te ad Do. 
FEE i nee at ei ae Do. 
Colonel Scott ......-- Do. 
Major Bethel -..-- Jan. 20,1905 
Captain Ahern -..... Jan. 10,1905 
Captain Carr ........| Dec. 15, If 
SOE. akvanweaetencebien Jan. 25,1905 
MAO dewicekecc ee Dec. 21,1904 
Surgeon-general -_. Jan. 26,1905 
PE Sect oe eee Jan. 26,1905 
SEO Subscanseves Jan. 28,1905 
CP <Socvanbubencee Jan. 20,1905 
Gist nan Chine oes Jan. 18,1905 
Chief signal officer Jan. 13,1905 
Self ee Jan. 18,1905 
do Do. 
Major Palmer ...... Jan. 14,1905 
Auditor Barre......., Oct. 21,1904 


Captain Nettles - Nov. 


Lieutenant Halford_, Noy. 28 


Captain Croxton Dec 6 


Paymaster-General.') Dec. 21 


Wm. F. Rose Dec. 27, 
General Williams Do 
Surgeon-General’s {Dec. & 

Oftiee \Jan. 3 
Collectorof customs.) Jan. 31 


Lie 


utenant Weeks Do. 


Surgeon-General’s | Jan. 23 
Ottice 


Lieutenant MeCas- 
key 

Colonel Gardener Dec. 27 

Commanding officer Do 

Twenty-first In- 

fantry 


do Do. 


Dec. 2, 


7, 1904 


, 14 


, 1904 


104 


1904 


. 1M4 
1905 
1805 


, 1905 


1904 
, 1904 


Name and status. 





wt 


aot 


Passe nger 


SECOND CLASS—continued. 


Date 
> Tho °., 2at a 7 
By whom requested. wuthoreed: 


Futherer, Mrs. Joseph, wife ser- Commanding offleer | Dec. 27,1904 


geant, Company B, Twenty-first 
Infantry. 
Sparrow, Mrs. Wilbur, wife cook, 
band, Twenty-first Infantry. 
Flynn, Mrs. E., and child, family 
sergeant, Company G, Twenty- 
first Infantry. 


Glynn, Mrs. W.,and 2children, fam- 


ily private, Company L, Twenty- 
first Infantry. 

Cocke, E. H., clerk Subsistence De- 
artment at Large (Honolulu to 
Manila). 


Maid with Mrs. John H. Hess, fam- 


| Williams, 


' 


ily dental surgeon, U.S. A. 
Connellan, John J., wife, andinfant, 
Hospital Corps. 
Laforet, Jean L., sergeant, U.S. M.C. 


McCartney, W. J., engine tender at 
Guam Nayal Station. 

Telmos, Mrs. Joseph, wife private, 
Company L, Signal Corps. 

Mrs. M. N., and sister, 

family sergeant, Signal Corps. 


SOLDIERS 


Bingham, W. O., ex-soldier 
Schwartzkopf, S. C., ex-soldier__...- 
Servant (male) with Lieutenant 
Lanza, Twenty-first Infantry. 
Dodson, Guthrie ©., ex-private, 
Company D, Thirteenth Cavalry. 


Twenty-first 
fantry. 


In- 
Do. 


paws 

Sexe GE ees a dewwonaeel Do. 
| 

cae Ont eee | Do. 


Commissary-Gen- Dec. 20,1994 


eral, 
Surgeon-General’s | Jan. 38,1905 
Office. 
ates eetedniecaeeaducta Jan.7-28,1905 
Quartermaster,U.S.) Jan. 31,1905 


M. C. 


Navy Department -.| Jan. 18,1905 


- | 
Private Telmos...... Do. 


Private Williams Jan. 17,1905 


SN ons Sore etee ek! | Noy. 28,1904 
.do Pedes ons ..-/ Dee. 8, 1904 
Lieutenant Lanza_..' Jan. 6,1905 


Dee. 30,1904 


Filipino servant with Captain Mor- | Captain Morrow ....' Feb. 1,1905 
row, Twenty-first Infantry. 
Enlisted men, Twenty-tirst Infantry | Commanding offi- 
cers, Twenty-first 
Infantry. 
Enlisted men, Company L, Signal | Chief Signal Officer - 
Corps | 
Enlisted men, Hospital Corps--..-- War Department | 
orders. | 
Enlisted men, United States Navy_.| Navy Department __| 
Enlisted men, U.S. M. C ........... Quartermaster, U.S. | 
M.C. 
PIONS hs oe oe aie ee War Department 
orders. | 
CMON 5 ace sini caenond kas SOR aa eeEs lee CO a cemiain ceeewwse 
Discharged soldiers -.................| Philippine Scouts --- 
[Voyage No. 18.] 
list of United States Army transport Sheridan sailing on 
January 25, 1905, San Francisco to Manila. 
Name and status. By whom requested Date 


Lebo, Col. Thos. C., Fourteenth Cay- 
alry. 

Rochester, 
ter, U.S 


Maj. Wm. B., paymas- 
\ } 


Greene, Maj. Frank, wife, and 
daughter, Signal Corps. 

Kimball, Lieut. Gordon, Twelfth 
Cavalry. 

Wilson, Mrs. H. E., wife paymas- | 


ter’s clerk, Army 

Wilson, H. E., paymaster’s clerk 

Colleen, HE. and wife, ex-soldier 

Hoskins, Miss Grace, insular 

Leonard, Mrs. Georgia a 

Rose, Martin, wife, and 2 children, 
sergeant, Hospitai Corps, Army 

Beck, Miss Bessie C., sister lieuten- 
ant, Twelfth Cavalry, Army 

Banta, Mrs. Wim. P., wife assistant 
surgeon, U.S.A. 

Castles, Mrs. H. J.. and niece, wife 
and family constabulary officer, 
insular. 

Tucker, Logan,son Colonel Tucker, 
U.8s A. 

Purcell, Miss Bertha, army nurse 
corps, U.S.A 

Humphr 
corps, U.S. 2 

Bunnell, W. 
ment, U.S.A. 

Baker, Mrs. J. H., wife lieutenant, 
Twenty-second Infantry, Army 

Phillips, Mrs. G. R., member of 
family lieutenant, Second Cavy- 
alry, Army. 

Wetherell, Mrs. Wm., and chil- 
dren, insular 

Willis, Mrs. V. G., and 2 children, 
insular. 

Holstein, Mrs. Emilie, insular 









, Miss Mary,army nurse 
\ 


C., Engineer Depart- 


» 


Woods, Mrs. J. R., and 3 children, | 


insular. 


authorized. 


Himeelf ...<....: Jan. 14,1905 

eet Jan. 13,1905 

GO acct aceedeces Jan, 3,1905 

Sats wbtccunecnt Jan. 21,1905 

Paymaster Roches- Dec. 31,1904 

ter. 

pet shied etateaeas Jan +, 1905 

Himself ot eae e Dec. 31, 14 
Insular Bureau - Do. 
ites Do. 


Himself Do. 


Lieutenant Beck, | Jan. 4.1905 
Tweifth Cavalry. 

Assistant Surgeon Jan. 7.1905 
Banta 

Insular Bureau Jan. 7-11, °05 


Colonel Tucker_... Jan. 9,1905 
Surgeon-General_...' Dec. 10,1904 

OO ates Jan. 10,1905 
Chief of Engineers.-| Jan. 11.1905 


Lieutenant Baker - Do. 


Lieutenant Smith, 
Second Cavalry. 


Jan. 12,1%5 


Insular Bureau_. Do 


Do 


do... elaine Du. 








1995. 








United States Army Sheridan, ete 


Continued. 


Passenger list of transport 


Date 
| authorized 


Name and status. By whom requested. 


2 | Beard. Mrs. S. R.,and child, insular do ee Do 


1 | Armistead, Capt. Carroll, Twenty- | Himself.........- Jan. 25,1905 
tirst Infantry 

1 Finley, Miss Alice, insular ...--. Insular Bureau .-| Jan. 12,1905 

2 > Drais, Mrs. R. B., and daughter, ..-do . | Do. 
insular. 

1' Granett, Mrs. Eugene, insular -..... do basiaeutates ; Do. 

1 | Huff, Miss Mattie, insular secede: iy sak ane ea | Do. 

1 Greene, Mrs. 8. E., insular , ...do ; Do. 

2 | Barron, Mrs. R. L., and child, in- do . y Do. 


sular. 

1 | Campbell, Mrs. R., insular ne 
3 Miller, Mrs. Albert L., lady relative, | Contract 
and baby, family contract sur- Miller. 
geon, U.S.A 


Do. 
Do. 


surgeon 


Simpson, Chas. J., and wife, con- Surgeon-General | Do, 
tract nurse, Army 7 
3 | Swindell, Geo. M., wife. and infant, Insular Bureau -..... Do. 


executive mansion, Manila, chief 
clerk. 

1 | Gash, Wm. C., insular 

1 Monet, Joaquin, Captain 
police force, insular 


ems do ‘ ‘i Jan. 14,1905 
Manila ed Do 


1 Whipple, Mrs. Clinton D., insular do - Jan. 16,1905 
] Laddey, dona ¥ , Veterinarian, insu do -. Beene .-| Jan. 17,1905 
lear 
lar. 
1; Clem, Mrs. Colonel, wife Colonel Colonel Clem --- Do 


Clem, U.S. A. 
3) Van Pelt. Mrs. V., and 2 children, | Captain Castles, con 
sister Captain Castles, constabu- stabulary. 
lary. 
dge, Mrs. Katherine L., and Major Dodge 
daughter, widow and daughter 
army officer 
1) Conger,Omar Dwight,constabulary 
officer, insular 
1 | Gear, Hon D.. judge United ...do 
States court, Honolulu, insular 
1 | Sperry, Miss M. Augusta, family, 


Jan. 18,1905 


Jan. 21,1905 


2); D 


Insular Bureau .... Do. 
Do. 


Dec. 31 


Geo 


Mr. Adams, C. C. L004 


| insular employee. Captain Pettus | 

SECOND CLASS. 
1) Bauer, Emil, ex-soldier Self ee Jan. 7,195 
1 Fortich, Silvero, Filipino boy Insular Bureau Jan. 16,1905 
1 | Samiento, C. B., Philippine student do P Jan. 14, 1905 
1 | Malone, J. B., employee Engineer Chief of Engineers Do. 


| Department 
| SOLDIERS 


1 | Shafer, W. D., packer, Quarter 
master’s Department, Army 


QUARTERS, 


Jan. 


1 | Britt, Joseph H., ex-soldier do idenwenl Oiihe BAweOe 

1} MeCulloch, Robt. A., ex-soldier, do wate Jan. 14, 105 
Honolulu | 
HONOLULL FIRST CLASS. | 

1 | Trotter, lieutenant, coast artillery Self ... : ' Jan. 18.1905 

1] Morgan, Mrs. Christian, family em- Secretary of the Jan. 4,15 


ployee, R.C.S Treasury 


2 Mead, Mrs. E E.. and infant, wife Secretary of the Jan. 4-14,°05 
lieutenant, R.C.S Treasury. 

2 Hamlet, Mrs. ©. C., and daughter, bed aannuiwniecs Jan. 7.1905 
family, R.C.S 

1 Highton. Mrs. Henry, wife judge, Judge Highton Jan. 10,1905 


Honolulu 


1 Shaw. Edward M., chief clerk, Commander Day,U. Jan. 11,1905 
Light-House Service S. N., inspector. 

38 Durfee, C. H., wife and infant, cus- Collectorofcustoms. Jan. 10,195 
toms sery “ 

4 Weil, Mrs. Mark, and 3 children, .2.80 Do 


amily, custom-house employee. 

2 Slough. Dr. Chas., and wite, phar 
macist, P.H.and M.H.S 

1 (Connor, John,ex-employee, trans- 
port service 

3% Lawrence, D. P., wife 
health department. 

1 Dunn, Mrs wife chief 
man, Navy. 


Surgeon-General 
Wyman. 

Major Devol 

Himself 


and son, 


Thos., yeo- Secretary of 


Navy 
HONOLULU TO MANILA. 


1 Davis, Maj. Wm. B., 
partment, U.S.A. 


Medical De- 195 


MANILA AND RETURN 


1 Berry, Mrs. A. P., wife Captain 
Berry, quartermaster, Sheridan. 


Captain Berry Jan. 19,1905 


Mr. PRINCE. I yieid two minutes to the 
W voming. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not consider this resolu 
tion any reflection upon the general transport service. IT think 
it is entirely right and proper that the country should know 
just what the transport service is doing. It is claimed that the 
transport service, in order to show a saving from what the same 
service would cost if carried on commercial lines, has made a 
statement in which there is credited to the service the cost of 
carrying certain civilians who would not have been 


gentleman from 
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carried 
i 


weld 


ne 


had the Government been paying for 
commercial lines. My opinion is that 
on the transports, or but few if 
earried. 

I think it is unquestionably true that the tr 
ried some persons hot directly in the employ of the Governme 
not in the immediate families of the Government ’ 
military. This resolution, if it passes, will give us full infor 
tion as to what the transport service has 
give us information as to how the tri 


this 
no 
any, that should 


transportation on 
been curr dl 


‘ 


hot 


one has 
have been 
h 


insports have ear 





lisport Né Vice erst ‘ 
compare with the same service if conducted under tl lowest 


bids which have been made by carriers in private lines 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I 
a question. When we get 
us in improving the public service 


would like to ask 
this inforn 


Hany way 


Mr. MONDELL. Well, I do not know that it will assist us 
in improving the public service, because, in my oy 
transport service is well conducted to-day | o V 
citizens of this Republie want to know jus e ft 


service is conducted, and it is proper hi 
know. There is no disposition to worry the Dep 
the information asked for by this resolutier 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I move the prey 3 4 , 
upon this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands thr 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered 

The SVEAKER. The question is on agrecing to the an 
ments, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu 


tion as amended. 

The question being taken, 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. PRINCE. Division, Mr. Speaker 

The House divided; and there were—aiyes 62, noes 14. 

Accordingly the resolution was agreed to 

On motion of Mr. PRINCE, & Motion to reconsider 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan 
the gentleman from Washington | Mr. TltmMpirey] have 
to extend his remarks in the Recorp, if he so 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, it will be 

There was no objection. 


the 


Speal 


DAM ACROSS RAINY RIVER. 
Mr. BEDE. Mr. 

present consideration of 

dam across Rainy River. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mi: ota asks 

mous consent for the present consideration © bill, w I 

be reported by the Clerk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Speaker, 


the 


I ask unanimou nsent for thr 


Dill ¢H. RK. 








Be it enacted, ete., T t the J R I t ¢ 
corporation organized under the WW eA Stiut \ 
improvement of the navigation of Rainy Rive ik 
successors nd assigy Ipor I wit the S f sW 
satisfactory to him of i 
to the Koochiching Company by the fe 
Chapter 23S of vo st I 
the building of a da y I Kt : x 
chapter 846 of vol s I \ 


an act entitled ‘An 
Lake River,’ app 
Statutes at Large, * 





Rainy River,” appre Pe 190 
to the restrictions and te 
struet and maint rovided t 
of its incorporation, at such height e Ss ¥ \ 
prove: Provided, That such dam sha e completed 
1, 1000 
Si ”. That upon filing the proof of its P " 7 
the Koochiching Company, and the ay \ ‘ “ 
of War, that officer sha issue to the Rainv R | 
pany a certificate of such app 
SE That this act shall t | 
its passage 


The following amendments recommended by the Cor 


on Interstate and Foreign Con erce We i 

On page 2 } s 1 
ill of line 9. and t d ' & 
comma and inst ! the fa 

On page 2, in line 11, strike out the word nine ind 
thereof the word “eight 

Strike out all of sect > aft the i | 
thereof the following Uhre t t | ‘ il 


is hereby expre yo 

The SVEAKER Is there objectio 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississipp A opal ments ; 
Mr. Speaker. Can the gentleman from Minnesot: 
House effect a treaty with © 
Senate of the Un 


Mr. LIVPLEFIELD. 


= I erved 


Stites? 


And by our unanimous consent? 





22S CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 9, 


1 - : stil sai pianos — 


The SPEAKER The Chair thinks it ought to be reciproeal. | The following committee amendments were rend: 

M |e Phe consent of the Canadian government is also | In line 7, after the words “one thousand,” strike out the words 
“five hundred.” 
TAKER Is there obicction? In line S strike out the words ‘‘one thousand” and insert in lieu 
ee thereof the words “ five } ndred,’ 
lo Onyject In line 9 strike out the words “ five hundred” and insert in licu 
tte mendments were agreed to. thereof the words *‘ one thousand five hundred. 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and rend The SPEAKER. Is there objection # 

i tl 1 time; and y wcordingly read the third time, and Mr. FITZGERALD. Reserving the right to object, I want 
! dl to inquire if this is the same pamphlet that the Department of 


Qn motion of Mr. Brepr, a motion to reconsider the last vote | Agriculture has published as a farmers’ bulletin? 
laid on the table Mr. BURLESON. No; it is not the same. 
STATUE OF THE LATE JOIN JAMES INGALLS. Mr. FITZGERALD. What is the difference? 


: . ‘ ‘ . Mr SU RLES J There is a gre: “y f difference This 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous | . iP; 7 RL ON, rhere is a great deal of differ nce. Cl 

rar eut for the present consideration of Senate concurrent reso 6 a publication issued by one of the editors in the Bureau of 
0 owe F ee Animal Industry. It is a very valuable publication, and I trust 


that no objection will be offered to this resolution. 
a ; 3 Mr. FITZGERALD. ‘hy ¢ j ot » published as : 
onsent for the present consideration of the concurrent oe aa D Why could it not be pu hed a l 
resolution which will be reported by the Clerk. Pa a scant - : a 
Miia. | Mr. BURLESON. It could be, and T have no objection if the 
a pre ss ne pee ts i | gentleman wishes to offer an amendment to that effect. 
\ a Sioa he pe ‘tot: he oa sa ae # enema ee Mr. FITZGERALD. If it was published as a farmers’ bulle- 


he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani 





| l n one volun proceedings in ‘ ; 
‘ non t eptunce of the statue late John James | tin each Member of the House would be entitled to a thousaid 
LG HOO ¢ of \ eh 5.000 shall be fe he use of the Senate, copies, 
oe yf t » ( rr) eoof Renpressc Ives, ¢ ie . nin r , T ca ’ I. . 
; Pos ae - acts Heke ares ee ma ni Mr. BURLESON. This is a special pamphlet on the Angers 
1200 I ‘ ( i Ny hi wove © ol aus: > ab * ‘ * 
f the ‘Treasury is hereby directed to have printed an | goat issued years ago. Copies are exhausted and there are 
d statue t ny d proceedings, said engrav- | numerous requests for it. 
af out o he appropriatio ol » Burei ) grave TNT = a if ins ; } 
v0 f the appropriation for the Bureau of Engrav Mr. MANN. I will ask the gentleman if this great demand 
rhe SPEAKER Is there objection? | comes from the secret societies throughout the country? [Laugh- 
1 : ter. | 
here was ho obpwection 


Mr. BURLESON. No; the demand does not come from the 
| secret societies, but the goat industry is a growing industry, 
PURLIC HEALTIL AND MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. | especially in the State of Texas. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will say, Mr. Speaker. that sev- 
consent for the present consideration of House joint resolution | eral Members of the House have urged the passage of this reso- 
HG, providing for the publication of the annual reports and bul- | lution, stating that they have received many and earnest re- 

of the Hygienic Laboratory and of the Yellow Fever In- | duests from various localities for this publication. 

tute of the Public Health and Marine Hospital Serivee. Mr. FITZGERALD. Will these be bound in anything else 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- | than paper? 
hous consent for the present consideration of a joint resolu- Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. No. 
{ion which will be reported by the Clerk. 7 Mr. FITZGERALD. How many copies will each Member 


Phe concurrent resolution was agreed to. 


The joint resolution was read, as follows: have? ; : ‘ : 

: 1 : Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. There will be 5.000 copies —1,000 

et Phat there shall be printed each year the bulletins of | , i 7 as : : 
t i} Laboraton not exceeding ten in number in anv one year, | for the Tfouse, 500 copies for the Senate, and 1.500 for the De- 
; I er ot tute of the Public Hiealth and Marine partment of Agriculture. The Publie Printer estimates the cost 

the United State hot exceeding five In number in of this publication nt SOW. 
editions not exceeding 5.000 conies in unyv one mars . cs : : 7 7 . 1 . 
Government and the public may require, Mr. BAKER. Why this discrimination against the Harlem 
{ dl f the Secretary of the Treasury. roat? | Laughter. ] 
d. That there ll be printed each year 4.000 copies of the Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Tam of the opinion that Tartem 
t of t - eon General of the Publie Tlealth and Marine 


i in cloth, to be distributed by the Surgeon has enough goats and that it is not particularly desirable at 
this time that the species be increased. 


he SPRAKER Is there obfection? Mr. BAKER. Doesn’t the gentleman think we ought to have 
I PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I | @ bulletin on them? . 
d like to k the gentle an from Indiana, does this inau Mr. CH Vib SB. LANDIS. Oh, aa. 
vata something new 2 | The SPEAKER. ; Is there objection ? 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. No; it increases the number of There was no objection, | 
\ wenorta of the Surweondiencral of the Pabite Saesth ‘ he amendments were considered and agreed to. . 
d Marine -Tlospital Service by fifteen hundred, lleretofore he , Phe resolution a ord red to be engrossed and read a third 
| had twenty-five hundred copies of his report published, time; was read the third time, and pre sed. 
but | tates that there are how numerous requests from physi WITTIDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 
ci nd surgeons of the United States for this publication, By unanimous consent, Mr. MANN was given leave to with- 
nal \¢ es to meet that demand, which he can not now do. |) draw from the files of the HLouse, without leaving copies, papers 
As far as t ulletins are concerned, I will say that this pro in the case of Marian A. Mulligan, Fifty-eighth Congress, no 
\ thy e number of bulletins that were printed last yveur, udverse report having been made thereon. 
except that the number to be published of each has been in nee 
creased, the Surgeon-General of that service being unable to a oe 
meet the « d for these bulletins in former years Mr. SunnLivAN of New York, by unanimous consent, was 
| SPEAKER Is there objection? ; | granted leave of absence indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
ho object MEMORIAL EXERCISES, 
resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent that Sun- 
of Mr. Cranes B. LANpis, a motion to reconsider | day, February 26, beginning at 12 o’clock, be devoted to me- 


the last vote was laid on the table. morial exercises on the life and character of the late Represent- 
ative WinLiaM I’. Manoney, from the State of Illinois. 
INFORMATION CONCERNING THE ANGORA GOAT, The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
\I CHARLES B. LANDIS Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous | vyentleman from Ilineis? 
co nt for the present consideration of Tlouse joint resolution Phere was no objection, 
for the wy ( tic nf 3 () WO PR til | » . . 
for the publ no of 5,000 copies of Bulletin No, | PHE LATE REPRESENTATIVE GEORGE W. CROFT. 


27 of the Bureau of Animal Industry, entitled “ Information | : i - 
5 erning the Ancol vat.” Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that at 





Che Clerk read as follows: the close of the exercises in memory of the late Representative 
ete., That there be printed 8,000 coples of Bulletin No. 27 MAILONE Y memorial exercises be held on the life and character 
the B of Anin Industry, entitled “Information concerning | Of the late T. G@. Crorr, a Representative from the State of 
: t.’ the same to be first revised under the supervision of | South Carolina. 
4} 2 tery of Agriculture, 1,500 eopies for the use of the House of The SPR "1D : ire sagt i 9 
it ve 1.000 for the use of the Senate, and SVU for the use of The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


1 Department of Agriculture. | There was no objection. 
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Mr. PAYNE. 
adjourn. Se 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
minutes p.m.) the House adjeurned until to-morrow, at 12 


o'ck ek 








Mr. Speaker, IT move that the House do now 


» 


noon, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
aus follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
aut the request of the Secretary of State, an estimate of appro- 
pristion for the International Monetary Commission-—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy sub 
mnitting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for the Navy 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under elause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
maumed, as follows : 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (HL. R. 18516) providing for 
the allotment and distribution of Indian tribal funds, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4547): 
Which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Coinmittee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the Hlouse joint resolution (IL. 7. 
Res. 6) relating to the badge of the Army and Navy Union, re 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No 
$48): which said joint resolution and report were referred to 
the llouse Calendar. 

Mr. LUVVTLEFIELD, from the Committee on 
Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H.R. 17952) to amend section 4136, Revised Statutes of 
the United States, reported the same with amendment, mecom 
panied by a report (No. 4919) > which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 


the Merchant 


Mr. TIE RMANN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Hlouse (II. R. DS5S86) to aid 
in quieting title to certain lands within the Klamath Indian 


Reservation, in the State of Oregon, reporied the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 45500 > which 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHIRAS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (I. R. 13291) for the 
protection of game animals, birds, and fishes in the Olympie 
Forest Reserve of the United States, in the State of Washing 
ton, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re 
port (No. 4551); which said bill and report were referred to the 
louse Calendar. 

Mr. LILLEY, from the Committee on the Territories, to which 
was referred the bill of the IHlouse (IE. R. 16793) to amend sec 
tion 1854 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, restrict 
ing appointments to office of members of the legislative assein 
blies in Territories, reported the same with amendment, accotr 
panied by a report (No. 4952) > which said bill and report were 
referred to the Hlouse Calendar. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Tlouse CLL. Ro PS5S80) to 
mmend an act entitled “An act to establish a code of law for the 
District of Columbia,” reported the same with amendment, a 
companied by a report (No. 4598); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
to which was referred the bill of the IHLouse (HE. R. IS285) fixing 
the status of merchandise coming into the United States from 
the Canal Zone, Isthmus of Panama, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4559) > which 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House 


sili 


said 


(il. RR. 18000) au 
thorizing the extension of W street NW., reported the same 
With amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4560) > which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 


Whole Tlouse on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COWHERD, from the Committee on the District of Co 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the IHlouse Il. R. 
1989, reported in lieu thereof a bill (IE. R. 18864) for the estab- 
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lishment of publie convenience stations in the District of Co 
lumbia, accompanied by 2 report (No. 4561) which said bill 
und report were referred to the Cominittee of the Whole Llouse 
on the state of the Union 

lle also, from the same coniunittee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House TL R. wot, reported in lieu thereof a bill 
(11. R. ISSS1) for the extension of Rittenhouse street, and for 
other purpeses, accompanied by a report @No. 4562): whieh 
said bill and report were referred to the Cominittee of the Whole 


Ilouse on the state of the Uni 


Ol), 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
RESOLUTIONS 


BILLS AND 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutio of 
the following titles were severally reported from. « riithe 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Co of t 
Whole Elouse, as follows 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Coninittee on Tnvalid Pensions, to 
Which was referred the bill of the Tlouse (HL. Ro IST7S) granting 

pension to Francis Gentzsch, reported the saine with smend 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 4510) > which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Coniunitt on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Ilou (1. R. S615) granting 
an increase of pension to Jeremiah Carbaugh, reported the s e 
With smendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4511: which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 

Ile also, from the same committee to wl ho wis re | 
bill of the Tlouse (Hh Re. ISte2) 2 t au pe to | 
Langdon, reported the same with a Vl if ed by on 
report (No. 45912): which said bil L rey é \ i to 
the Private Calendar 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Th 1 1% ns 
to which was referred the bill of the Tlouse Cli. R. wT) ¢ 
Ing anh increase of pension to William Carter, reported tl 
With amendment, accompanied by ai rey (No. 451 Which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal 

Mr. McLAIUN, from the Conunittee on Pensions, to which w 
referred the bill of the House (H.R. G3S1) granting a p TaNSS 
to Chester Heiner, reported the same with amendment 
panied by a report (No. 4514); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATRERSON of Pennsvivania, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Tlouse (IL. R 
Selo) granting a pension to John J. Mackntee, reported the same 
With amendment, accompanied by a report €No. 4515): which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Conunittee on TP 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Tlouse ¢1ll. Ro S478) 
sranting a pension to John TH. Pepper, reported the sume with 
tinendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4516): which said 
bill snd report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN of Pennsyvivania, from the Committee on Pet 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (UI. Ro 15151) 
eranting an increase of pension to Rebecesa C. Goodson, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4517); 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendst 


Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions. to which 
wis referred the bill of the Tlouse (H.R. 15715) granting st px 
sion to THloraece G. Robison, alias Frank Canine. reported the 
same With amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4518) 
Which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 

lle also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (LE R. 15961) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry Frederick, reported the same with ai ident 
panied by a report (No. 4519) > which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whieh 
referred the bill of the Tlouse (IL R. W208) granting a pension 
to Mary Damm, reported the same with amendment, 
panied by a report (No. 4520) > whieh said bill aud report 
referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to wh \ 
referred the bill of the Hlouse (IL. R. 1664S) grant ral \ 
to John EF. Tathem, reported the same with amend nit 
panied by a report (No. 45021) > which said bill and ort were 
referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pe i to 
which was referred the bill of the Tlouse (HL. Ro 17168) granting 
in increase of pension to Elizabeth Jackson, reported the s 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4522) 5 which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee 
referred the bill of the Hlouse (II 


on 


K 


Pensions, to which was 
l 


rR) rant 


~- > hi ty ockda il 
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crease of » Andrew J. Iferod, renorted the same with 
rendment COO mied by a report €No. 4523): which said 
! 1? { ( rere! 1 to the Private Calendar 
I LINEN, 1 i ! ‘ lil ttee on Le ions, to which was 
Ll the bill the House (I. R. 17421) granting a pet 
| Me. Noblitt, reported the same with amendment, a 
‘ ! Ll by a report ON fold) hich said bill and report 
eferred to the Private Calendai 
| McLAIN mm the Coniunitt on Pensions, to which was 
1 tI | elk (11. R. 17425) granting a pension 
{ \I ( mted the With amends it, 
| Li mt (No. 4925); which said bill and report 
‘ »> the Pr ite Calendar. 
\I rege 1 i" mSVIN 1, from the ¢ iittee on Pen 
is referred the bill of the Ilo (iH. BR. 17616) 
1 to TD) 1 Dyer, reported the same with 
I 1 | or t (No. 4526): which said 
| re} \ eferred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. ALIKKEN, from the ¢ ttee on Pens to which was 
referred the bill of t Ilouse (If. R. 17652) granting a pension 
lo J nL os reported the same with amendinent, ac 

Inpanied by al t (No. 4527) 3 which said bill and report 
were refer i to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICIIARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen 
ions, t Which was referred the bill of the House (HL. BR. 
1SO33 ) ting a pension to John LL. Croom, reported the same 
With amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4528); which 

d bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

MI WILEY of Alabama, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
hich was referred the bill of the Hlevve (iL. R. T8092) for the 
relief of W. A. Mcore, reported the s° me with amendment, ac 

“by a report (No. 4529): which said bill and report 


ere referred to the Private Calendar 


M BROWN of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pen 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 181053 
ranting an increase of pension to Willis Booker, reported the 
ne without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4550) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen 
_to which was referred the bill of the Ilouse (HI. BR. 18339) 
nting an increase of pension to Lot Leguin Godfrey, re 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a_ report 
(No. 4531) which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 


Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (HL. R. 18340) grantiz 


lor 
i 


a 
bey 48 


( 
to Augustus Gralen, reported the same with amendment, ac 

mupanicd by a report (No. 4532): which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ho also. from the same committee, to which was referred the 
hill of the Hlouse (II. R. 18453) granting an increase of pension 
to Bethel Coopwood, reported the same with amendment, ae 
companied by a report (No. 4985); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ife also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
hill of the House (IE. R. 18475) granting an increase of pension 


nda S. Anderson, reported the same with amendment, 
inpanied by a report (No. 4534); which said bill and report 
re referred to the Private Calendar. 


of 


n increase of pension | 


Mr. PATTERSON Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Ponsic . to which was referred the bill of the House (HL. R. 
INdS1) rt a pension to Paul G. Morgan, reported the same 
with : ndiment, accompanied by a report (No. 4535) 3; which 

iid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was | 
referred the bill of the House (IL R. 18621) granting a pension 
to Louise M. Atkin reported the same with amendment, ac 
conmpanied by a report (No. 4536) 3 which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen 

! to which was referred the bill of the Hlouse (IL. RR. IST60) 

an inerease of pension to William M. Short, reported 
e thout amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
or which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
i ly ' 

M McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
( ed the bill of the TIouse (IL. R. IS777) granting an in 
crease of pension to Eusebia N. Perkins, reported the same with 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4038) 5 which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3044) granting an 

se of pension to Lucy Mek. Andrews, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 45389) > which 


referred to the Private Calendar. 
from the same committee, to which was referred the 


do bill and report were 


lle a] 


! 


| 
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bill of the Senate (S. 5954+) granting a pension 
Bellows, reported the same without amendment. 
report (No. 4540) 3 which bill and 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 


Ile also, from the 


to E. 
accompanied 
report were re- 


Susan 


by a said 


same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate CS. 5718S) granting a pension to Alma L’THom- 
medieu) Ruggles, reported the with amendment, - 
panied by a report (No. 4541); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ife also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Tlouse (IL. R. iS6S7) granting an increase of pension 
to Sarah Hall Johnston, reported the same with amendment, :¢- 
colupanied by a report (No. 4542): which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (HL. R. 7518) grant- 
ing an increase pension to Eliza Flynn, reported the same 
With amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4543): which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs. 
which was referred the bill of the Ilouse (IL. R. 778) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Nicholas 
Swingle, reported the same without amendment, 
by a report (No. 4544); which said bill and 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the louse (HL. R. 6439) 
cranting a pension to Malinda McBride, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4545); whieh 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17548) for the 
relief of William TH. Stiner & Sons, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4553): which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SLAYDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (HI. R. 18317) correct- 
ing the military record of George Hl. Pidge, of North Loup, 
Nebr., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 4954); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (IT. R. 16266) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Henry Beeger, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4555) ; 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


sale acces 


ofr 


to 


necompanied 
report were re- 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under Rule NII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 10162) to grant 
un honorable discharge to Otto M. Tennison, reported the same 
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 4546); which 
bill and report were ordered laid on the table. 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the Ilouse resolution (II. Res. 481) re- 
questing the Secretary of the Treasury to report to the Ilouse 
of Representatives, showing what effect a removal or reduction 
of the duty on Canadian wheat will have, reported the same 
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 4556); which said 
bill and report were ordered laid on the table. 


clause 2 


said 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (IE. R. 18853) to provide for the pro- 
tection against storms and floods of the forts, arsenals, and other 
Government property situated on Fort Travis Reservation, in 
the county of Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Also, abi 
against 
property situated 
Ishind, Texas 


ll 


storms 


(If. R. ISS54) to provide for the 
and floods of the forts and other Government 
on Fort Crockett Reservation, on Galveston 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SHULL: A bill (CH. R. 18855) to authorize the est 
lishment of a permanent national exposition —to the 
Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 


By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (CH. R. 18856) 


protect ion 


ih- 
Select 


to provide for a 


final settlement with the Kathlamet band of Chinook Indians, of 
Oregon, for lands ceded to the United States in a certain 
ment between said parties dated August 9, 1So1 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 18857) to provide for a final settlement 


ugree- 


to the Commit- 








1905. 


with the Lower band of Chinook Indians, of Oregon, for lands 
ceded by said Indians to the United States in an agreement be- 


tween said parties dated August 9, 1851—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 
By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill CH. R. 18858) creating a conmis 


sion to investigate the question of the redemption of swamps 
and marshes in New York and New Jersey with a view to 
proving sanitary conditions and exterminating mosquitoes——to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEVPILENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 18859) to pro 
hibit the use of Indian trust funds for the purpose of educating 
Indian children in to the Committee on In 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill 


sectarian schools 
aiah 
(If. R. 18860) to grant certain la 
to the State of Ohio—to the Committee on the Publie Lands 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (II. R. 18861) to codify the 
relating to pensions—to the Committee on the Revision of 
Laws. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (1. R. 18862) to provide for a land 
district in Yellowstone and Carbon counties, in the State of 
Montana, to be known as the Billings land district—to the 
Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 18863) to amend an act ¢1 
titled “An act to provide for the organization of the militia of 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approve: 
March 1, 1SS9—to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

by Mr. COWHERD, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia: A bill (HU. R. 18864) for the establishment of public 
convenience stations in the District of Columbia—to the Union 
Calendar. 

Also, from the Committee on the District of Colu 


ils 


laws 
t} » 
uile 


mibia, a bill 


(If. Rt. 1SSS1) for the extension of Rittenhouse street, and for 
other purposes—to the Union Calendar. 
vy Mr. CUSHMAN: A joint resolution 215) to 





(if. J. Res. 
it the Report of the Highth International Geographic Con 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. RIXNEY: A resolution (II. Res. 490) calling upon the 
Secretary of the Navy for information in regard to certain 
urmor-plate contracts—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Ly Mr. BARTHOLDT: Memorial from the legislature of the 
State of Missouri, favoring the enlargement the powers otf 
the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on In 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. TWAMILTON: 


pris 


eryge 
eress 


ol 


By Memorial from a joint caucus of the 
Republican members of the eighth legislative assembly of the 
rerritory of Oklahoma, t joint statehood for Oklahoma and 
Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule NNII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. 
crease of 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill 
Nathan Van Beil * Philade 
on ¢laims. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: 
ef pension to Elizabeth Dill 


BANWNHEAD: A bill 


to Sallie F. 


CH. RR. 
Shetfield 


ISS65) granting an in 


pension to the Committee 


CEL. OR. 


Iphia, and others 


ISS66) for the relief of 


at to the Committee 
A bill CH. RR. 1SS67) granting an increase 
to the Committee on Inyalid Ven 


SLOLS 
By Mr. CLARK: A bill (II. R. 18868) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas D. Hughlett—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pens 0 P 
Also, a bill (IE. f. 


lis 


18869) granting an inerease of pension to 


Jimes H. Rector—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H.R. ISS70) granting an 
increase of pension to Josephine BE. Bard—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (II. R. ISS871) for the relief of 
Robert C. Daley—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (TH. R. 18872) granting an increase 


of pension to Benjamin EF. Sweckard—to the Committee on In 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (iL. Qf. 
ing an inerease of pension to Alpheus Alonso Rockwell 
Conunittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Iv Mr. HOPKINS: A bill CH. R. granting a pension 
to Benjamin F. Horn-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

by Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (1. R. ISST5) to 
burse Sarah Glenn for property destroved and stolen 
Walker and Black Hawk Indian wars in southern Utah 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A 


ISS733) 


gfrant 


te 
ISS74) 


rei 


in 


bill (HL. R. ISS76) for the re 


lief of John Henry Edwards—to the Committee on War Claims. | 


the 


the 
to the 
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By Mr. LOVERING A bill (1. RR SSica) fg g 
crease of pension to Annie A. Towns Co tt on 
Invalid Pensions 

Ry Mr. McnNARY A bill CH. R SSTS Des to 
Maurice O'Flanigan the te | 1 | 

By Mr. REEDER ll «ll. Re. ISST9) ze 
of pension to Reall A. Watlke to Co on ] i 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill CUE. RR. ISSSO) granting 
Sylvester C. Limbocket the ¢ i om | | 


Under clause 1 of 


papers were laid on the Clerk's des l referred as f \ 

By the SPEAKER: Resolution vesixth leg 
assembly of the Territory of Ne Vex It 
ton-Senate bill relative to statehood ‘ oO } 
Territories. 

by Mr. ACIIESON: Petition of o 1 State Il 
ticultural Association, Plarrisbut Ds li. 
1409S—to the Committee on Agricultur 

Also, petition of the Ph ladelpl Li rel I le 
bill S. 62901—to the Committee on the M \I i { 
lvisheries. 

By Mr. AMES: Petitior Mis. S. uA | 
igainst religious legislation for the Dist: if Colu 
Committee on the District of Colut 

Ry Mr. BAKER Petition of the Mere! (sso Pa 
New York, favoring ill S. 2262-—to the Co ttee o eM 
chant Marine and Iisheries 

Also, petition of citizens of Glens F N. ¥ 
I. R. 4859 to the Committee on the 1) t of ¢ ' 

By Mr. BARTHOLIVE: 1 on of the J I'v] 
eraphical Unio Indinnapolis, Ind... faveorin ] her rete 
comm nsation for the Mari band >the Committee on N 


Affairs 


By Mr. BATES Petition of Gl wd Din No Q 
Order of Railway Conductors, favor | Hi. R. 7041 ) 
Connittee on the Judi 

Also, petition of Will I). First « l.. of ¢ I 


Pa., against passage of a dol 
mittee on the Vost-Olice and 

Also, petition rie City Tron 
anti-injunction bill—to the Committee o 


Also, petition of Clover Leaf Gran 


of 


favoring the oleomargarine lay to the Cor Oo \o1 
Keri 

Also etition of Fellowsl I ] ’ I 
Railway Train of All l HW. 4 
the Committee « t] Jud i} 

Iso, petition of Nail ¢ vy Lod Ni , | 

Railway Tr Hen, favor bill IL. KR. Te41—to the ¢ 
on the Judicinrm 

by Mr. BOWERRSOCK : Petition of Wes Li | 
nent and Vehicle Dealers’ Ass tion, ag - i] ‘ 
law—to the Committee on the Post-Otlice 1 1% Rt 1 

Also, petition of the same association, aius ) 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Cor erce 

Also petition of the same association, favoring an a 
to the interstate-commerce law—to the ¢ inittee on 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

by Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of the St 
Maine, against any modification or repeal of the G 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Paper to ipany | for 1 
‘Thomas Kk. C. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensiot1 


By Mr. BURTON: Petition of the M ) ! 
tional Protective Associntion of Aj st tl 
unti-injunetion bill—to the Committee on t Judiciary 


By Mr. CASTOR: 


Petition of the ‘1 t Leng o 
phia, favoring extension of the pne t ery f 
post-office in Philadelphia and the Senate amend it ) 
Li. R. 17865—to the Committee on the Post-Onlice Post-] 
By Mr. DRAPER: Pet bot « ‘ of New You 
antipolygamy constitutional amendmen to the Co 


the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of the Me hants’ 
the passage ol bill S. 2v62—to the Co 


Merchant Marine and Fisheries 


vorine 


By Mr. DRESSER: Petition of Lodge No. 59 I 
of Railway Trainmen, favoring bill Hl. R. To » 
tee on the Judiciary 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition « e Merchants’ Ass 
tion of New York, urging passage of bill S. vv62—to the Cor 


tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheris 





oDodedod 


wai ww 
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Also, petition of the 


enlarged powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Coumerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of New York, against 
passage of bill I. R. 4859—to the Committee on the District of 


Columbia. 


Ohio Millers’ State Association, favoring | 


) sus City, Mo., against parcels-post legislation 


favoring removal of tax on alcohol 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of the Western Retail Implement 
and Vehicle Dealers’ Associ:ntion, at the convention held in Kan- 
to the Comittee 


used ‘in the arts—to the 


| on the VPost-Oflice and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of the same association, in favor of vesting the 


| determination of railway-rate charges in the Interstate Com- 


By Mr. GOLDPOGLE: Petition of Gustay I. Scehwal, of the | 
New York Board of Trade and Transportation, favoring bill S. 
2262—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish 
©€rics., 

Also, petition of the Denver Chamber of Commerce and 
Board of Trade, reliutive to tariff on sugar from the Philip 
pines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York, 
favoring bill S. 2262——-to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Irisheries, 

by Mr. GRANGER: Petition of the National Wholesale As- 


sociation, for legislation to increase the power of the Interstate 
Commerce Comimission—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GUDGER: Paper 
Ilarriet Livingston 

By Mr. HhDGdrE 
Women's Clubs, 
ian park in the 
culture. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: 
Parkersburg, Ind., against enactment of bill 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of J. P. Lotta et al., against bill 


to accompany bill for relief of 
to the Committee on Claims. 
Petition of the Burlington 
favoring establishment of 


White Mountains 


Federation of 


Petition of G. W. al., 


[Sov 


of 
to 


Grove et 


PL; Sk. 





a national Appalach- | 
to the Committee on <Agri- | 


| post law 


If. R. 4859-—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Sarah Glenn—to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of the Western Retail Implement | 
and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, favoring railway rate ad- 
justments by Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Coin 


mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Western Retail Implement and Vehicle 
Dealers’ Association, against parcels-post legislation—to 
Committee on the Post-Office and Vost-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Western Retail Implement and Vehicle 
Dealers’ Association, indorsing the Vresident’s position rela- 


the | 


tive to trusts —to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: Paper to accompany bill for the 
relief of John Tlenry Edwards—to the Committee on War | 
C‘liimis. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Petition of citizens of Mason 


County, Wash., against religious legislation for the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Coluimbia. 
Also, petition of citizens of Shelton, Wash., against religious 


| protesting against the passage of the Morrell insurance bill 


legishition for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. KYLIE: Petition of citizens of Canton, Ohio, against | 
bill Hf. R. 4859--to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. LUCKING: Petition of citizens of Michigan, favor- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution making polygamy a 
breach of national law —to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. MARSILALEL: Petition of the American Forestry Con- 
in convention, advocating appropriate sums to promote 
adequate forestry education—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of North Dakota, against religious 
legislation for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of 
Ranson, of Delavan, Minn., 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. Didra, of Amboy, Minn., favoring bill IT. R. 


Sress, 


of 
Ih. 


Petition 


bill HH. 


Minnesota: 
favoring 


Rey. J. 
1072— to 


r: 


13679—to the Committee on Patents. 
By Mr. MeCREARY of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Bur 
ham-Williams Company, favoring a customs-drawback law 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PORTER: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, favoring bill S. G201—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheri-s. 

Aliso, petition of the Trade League of Philadelphia, Pa., favor- 
ing extension of the pneumatic-tube post-oflice system in Phila- 
delphia and Senate amendment to bill HL. R. 17865—to the Com- 
inittee on the Post-Otlice and Vost-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Army and Navy Union of Sandy Till, 
NX. Y.. favoring bill Th Re. 35os6—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania State Horticultural Asso- 
cintion, of Harrisburg, Pa., indorsing bill THI. R. 1409S8—to the 
Cominittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, Pa., 


the | 


| bill S. 2262, relative to derelicets— 


merce Commission—to 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the same association, favoring national legis- 
lation that shall effectually control trusts—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RUPVPERT: Resolution of the Ohio Millers’ State 
Association, favoring action of the President in urging legisla- 
tion increasing the powers of the Interstate Commerce Cominis- 


the Committee on Interstate and TFor- 


sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York, 
favoring passage of bill S. 2262—to the Committee on the 


Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the same association, favoring increase of 
certain powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Resolution of the Western Retail Implement 
and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, indorsing President Roose- 
velt’s course relative to trusts—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the same association, favoring vestment of 
authority over railway rates in the Interstate Commerce Com- 


mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 
Also, resolution of the same association, against a parcels- 


to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

Ivy Mr. SHULL: Statement to accompany a bill to establish 
aw permanent national exposition—to the Select Committee 
Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITIDT: Petition of the Lansing 
(Mich.) Manufacturers and Jobbers’ Club, relative to railway 
freight rates and Classifications—to the Committee Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. SNOOK: Petition of Iarvey Cassell et al.. against 
bill Hf. R. 4859—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of David Hawley et al, against the passage of 


on 


bill TH. R. 4859—to the Committee of the District of Colum- 
bia. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of citizens of Pasture 
Reserve No. 8, in Comanche County, Okla.. asking Congress to 


vive them a preference right to purchase land 
them—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Petition of the Richmond 


Borough Firemen’s Association, of New York City (2,500 men), 


improved by 


—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of citizens of Washington, 
ID. (., against religious legislation for the District of Columbin— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Fifth Annual Convention 
for Road Improvement, at Utica, N. Y., favoring the Brownlow 
bill for good roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York, fa- 
voring bill S. 2262—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, letter from the American Anti-Tuberculosis League of 
Atlanta, Ga., relative to the cure of tuberculosis —to the Com- 
inittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Ohio Millers’ State Association, favoring 
enlarged powers for the Interstate Commerce Commission 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Gustav II. Schwab, of New York, favoring 
-to the Committee on the Mer- 


to 


chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Cleveland (Ohio) Chamber of Commerce, 
favoring granite as material for a Federal building at present 
under construction in Cleveland—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Chinese community of the Territory of 
Hawaii, against laws excluding the Chinese from the islands 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the National Association of Agricultural 
Implement and Vehicle Dealers against commutation clause 
of the homestead act—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Isle of Pines, relative to annex- 
ation of said island to the United States—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 


Also, petition of the National Business League of Chicago, 


favoring well-considered legislation relative to equitable adjust- 
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ment of railway rates—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

\lso, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, favoring 
amendment of the interstate-commerce law relative to freight 
rm to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, petition of G. W. Perkins, of the Cigar Makers’ Inter- 
tional Union, Chieago, IIL, against tariff reduction on tobacco 
izars from the Philippines—to the Committee on Ways and 


LHS 


ites 


nit 
and 
Me: 
\lso, petition of the Manufacturers’ Associ 
relitive to law for punishment 
the Committee on Patents. 
Also, petition of the Southern Branch of the National Dental 
Assoviation, favoring bill for reorganization of the 
army dental corps on a commissioned basis the Committee 
on Military Affai 
Also, petition of 


ition of New York, 
for forgery of trade-marks—to 


pending 
to 
I's. 

Order of Railway Conductors, Division No. 
ity 


54, of New York City, favoring bill H. R. 7041—to the Commit 
tee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, State 


» 
a. 


legislative board, meeting at Albany, N. Y., favoring bill H. 1 
TOtt—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York 
City, favoring material reduction of tariff on Philippine prod 
ucts——to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. WACHTER: Petition of the Baltimore Women’s 
tian Temperance Union, against sale of liquor on Govern 
Pp to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the East Washington Citizen Association, 
inprovement of Pennsylvania avenue—to the Com- 
of Columbia. 


or 
al 


remises 
petition of 
I tive to 


Initiee on the District 





SENATE. 
Frivay, February 10, 1905. 


Praver by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp BF. WALe, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
when, on the request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by 
inimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 


7 
proceedings, 
uli 


" e 


READING OF WASITINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Perkins to 
read Washington's Farewell Address February 22, under tli 
] tution of the Senate of December 20, 1S9S, providing th 
th ldress shall be read on Was! rtou’s Birthday, immedi 
ately after the reading of the Journal. 

VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 

ee PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Derew and M 
C1 RSON nbers of the Board of Visitors on the part of the 
Se ‘to attend the next annual examination of cndets at t] 
Military Acace ut West Point, N. Y., under the requireme 
ol ( mnt loc i i: tHe Rt ised statutes of th “ l nited Stat 

ITORS TO ANNAPOLIS 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Dick and Mr 
NI : } s of the Board of Visitors on tl Dare ¢ t 
ms ‘ 0 Trend eo eX Wut EX l nin on r ¢ iet ‘ 
Na \ den t Annapolis, Md., under he require iret 
, 
the tof Feln ry 14, 1879. 
(eS } FROM % LIOU SI 

A messnge rom the Tlouse ef represent \ hy \Ir. ¢ R 
Melt V NEY 1tS ¢ o] iD CK announced t! ©] ti be hited 
» Lt the fello if bills 1 which it 1 ested the concur 
rene of the Senate 

H. R. 17831. An act rel ¥ to a dam across Rainy R ; 

ii. | isZzid. An act to ‘ ze the Secretary ot the Lr 
ri to : conveyance from the State « Veby L «of 
tain deseribed lids ul granting to suid State other | Is in 
lieu thereof, and for other purposes 

If. Re ISSSS. An act to supple mt and amend the set entitled 
“a ct to regulate cComie ail Feb: ry 4, 188i rich 

iH. R. I8TZ28. An act to a1 e i) of ! 

Be n County, Micl to NLS £4 ss the s 
Joseph Rive hear its mouth, in said l 
PEFITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

Mr. BERRY pre ited petitions of sundry citizens of Devero 

Barts He, Mount Olive, Buffalo, Calico Re nd Cushman, al! 
in the State of Arkansas, pt hat am app ition | 
made to continue the improvement of upper White River in 


° “? 
Kab ad ef D 
that State; which were ref 1 1 the ( ! te on 
ineree 
Mr. FULTON presented a petition : 1 Tn S 
of the Siletz Indian Reservation, | na . 
of 83,000 be made to rebuild a sawmill Vv bur Lon thit 
reservation; which was referred to t Coni Liem ] i 
Affairs. 
Mr. PLATT of New York ‘© ds) rv tek 
nature of petitions, from ¢ ens Albany 


town, Fredonia. Ge i! ( taraugus 1 ij \ ‘ | 

in the State of New York, praying for the ¢ t ( 

tion providing that any allotments which vy be made 

Osage Reservation in Oklahoma Territors il] bey le 

to the terms and conditions of a cert | ed 1 Mar 

ISOC; which were referred to the Committee on | \ 
Ile also presented a statement of facts in rel n to the 

called “ Foster oil and gus St ( the O eR 

showing the development under the lease and suble 

reasons why in equity, taking into cor leration the 

the Indians and the whites, the lease should be renewed 

was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of t1 


islative committee of the American Federation of 1 
Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of | 
providing for free lectures to the people of the Dis of Co 
lumbia; which was referred to the Cor ttee on t 1) 
of Columbia 
Mr. WETMORE presented a resolution of the cen: la 
bly of Rhode Island, relative to the provement of the | 
service: which was read, and referred to the ¢ ‘ 
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Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the Woman's Tlome 
Missionary Society of the Central Presbyterian Church, of 
Orange, N. J., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and tiled against Tlon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State 
of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges 
und Elections. 

Ile also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Rahway, 
N. J.. remonstrating against the repeal of the present anti- 


canteen law; which was referred to the Committee on Military | 


Affairs. 
He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of New Jer- 
sey, remonstrating against the proposed increase of armaments 


on sen and land; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tury Affairs. 

Mr. KEAN presented the petition of Dr. Albert J. Toomis, of 
Jersey City, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
amend the patent laws relating to medicinal preparations ; 
Which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 


Ile also presented the petition of Charles C. Jountry, of Cam- | 
den, N. J., and the petition of IE. A. Warden, of Millville, N. J., | 


priving for the enactment of legislation to modify and sim- 
plify the pension laws of the United States; which were re 
ferred to the Committe on Pensions. 

Ile also presented memorials of the congregation of the Bap- 
tist Church of Flemington, of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Flemington, and of sundry citizeas of Rah- 
way, Princeton, and Flemington, all in the State of New Jersey, 
reonsirating against the repeal of the present unticanteen 
law: which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DICK presented a petition of the Bowler and Burdick 
Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment of leg 

jion to prohibit the fraudulent stamping or marking of 

minufaetures of gold and silver; which was ordered to lie on 
«© table. 
He also presented a petition of sundry army nurses of Car 
rollton, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to in 
erease the pensions of army nurses; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Metho 
dist Episcopal Church of Damascus, of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Deerfield, and of the congre 
cation of the East Goshen Friends Church, of Beloit, all in the 
State of Ohio, praying for the ratification of international arbi 
tration treaties; which were referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Ile also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ifarts 

ve. Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Ile also presented a petition of the Malleable Tron Company, 
of Dayton, Ohio, praying that the enactment of legislation to 


t! 


enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission be 
postponed until the next Congress; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

lie also presented petitions of sundry carriage makers of 
( nnuati, of the Wholesnle Dealers’ Association of Toledo, 


the Bonrd of Trade of Massillon, of the Builders’ Exchange 
of Youngstown, of the Chamber of Commerce of Cleveland, of 
the Produce Exchange of Toledo, of the Receivers and Shippers’ 


\ss on of Cincinnati, and of the Receivers and Shippers’ 
Asso noof Dayton, all in the State of Ohio, and of the Na 
tional Busit League, of Chicago, IIL, praying for the enact 
ment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Com 
merce Commission; which were referred to the Committee on 
Jnierstate Commerce, 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Brookfield, Vt.. remonstrating against the repeal of the present 
nticanteen law; which was referred to the Committee on Mili 

Affairs 

Mr. LONG presented a memorial of the Business Men’s Club 
of Seneca, Kans., remonstrating against the passage of the so 
called “ parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Commit 


tee on Post-Otlices and Post-Roads. 

lie also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Institute of Reno 
County, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to en 
large the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission ; which 
wis referred to the Comittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Ile also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Salina, 
Phaver, and Morris County, all in the State of Kansas, remon 
strating against the enactment of legislation requiring certain 
places of business in the District of Columbia to be closed on 
Sunday: which were referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 


if 


Mr, CULLOM. I present a joint resolution of the legislature | 


of IJinois, requesting Senators and Representatives in Congress 
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from that State to approve and support the request and petition 
of the Upper Mississippi River Improvement Association, rela- 
tive to the permanent improvement of the upper Mississippi 
River between St. Louis, Mo., and St. Paul, Minn. The joint 
resolution is very short, and I ask that it may be read and re- 
ferred to the ©. inmittee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, as follows: 

[State of Illinois, department of state. James A. Rose, secretary of 
state. | 
To all to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 

I, James A. Rose, secretary of state of the State of Illinois, do hereby 
certify that the following and hereto attached is a true copy of Senate 
joint resolution No, 5, passed by the forty-fourth general assembly of 
the State of Illinois, together with the several indorsements thereen, 


the original of which is now on file and a matter of record in this 
office. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my band and caused to be 
affixed the great seal of State. 

Done at the city of Springfield, this 31st day of January, A. D. 19035. 

[SEAL.] JAMES A. ROSE, 

Secretary of State. 
Senate joint resolution No. 5. 

Whereas the permanent improvement of the upper Mississippi River 
between St. Louis, Mo., and St. Paul, Minn., by maintaining a channel 
6 feet in depth at low water will be in the interest of commerce and for 
the benefit of all the people of the five States contiguous, 

Resolved by the senate (the house of representatives coneurring), 
That we request the Senators and Representatives in Congress from the 
State of Illinois to approve of and support the request and petition of 
the Upper Mississippi River Improvement Association now pending be- 
fore Congress for the improvement. 

Adopted by the senate January 19, 1905. 

LAWRENCE Y. SHERMAN, 
President of Senate. 
J. H. Pappock, 
Secretary of Senate. 
Concurred in by house of representatives January 20, 1905. 
EpWAkrD ID. SHURTLEFF, 
Npeaker of House, 
JOHN A. REEVE, 
Clerk of House 

Eengrossed January 26, 1905. No. 6. 

FRANK J. Beas, 
Engrossing and Enrolling Clerk, 
Forty-fourth General Assembly, Illinois. 

Filed January 31, 1905. 

JAMES A. ROSE, 
Necretary of State. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Union League Club, 
of Chicago, Ill, praying for the ratification of international 
urbitration treaties; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Ile also presented a petition of the St. Clair County Retail 
Druggists’ Association, of East St. Louis, Ill, praying for the 
enactinent of legislation to amend the patent laws relating to 
medicinal preparations; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented sundry papers to accompany the 
bill (S. 7110) for the relief of the estate of Andrew J. Joyce, 
deceased; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Mount Katahdin Lodge, No. 
169, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Brownville. Me., 
praving for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability 
bills’ which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Coip- 
merce, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Prarr of Con- 
necticut on the 6th instant proposing to appropriate $50,000 
toward constructing, equipping, and outfitting, complete for 
service, a new light-house and buoy tender in the third light- 
house district, ete., intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, end moved that 
it be referred to the Cominittee on Appropriations, and printed ; 
which was agreed to. 

Ife also, from the Committee on the District of Columbian, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, end submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 6968) to amend section 605 of the Code of Law for 
the District of Columbia ; 

A bill (S. 7139) to amend paragraph 17 of section 7 of an act 
making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the goy- 
ermuent of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1905, and for other purposes, approved suly 1, 1902; 
and 

A bill (S. 7157) to amend section 2 of an act entitled ‘An act 
to provide for the appointment of a sealer and ussistant sealer 
of weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 6135) to authorize the loca- 


| tion of a Branch Ilome for disabled volunteer soldiers, sailors, 





? 
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and marines in the State of Florida, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I am directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1605) to author- 
ize the location of a branch home for disabled volunteer 
soldiers, sailors, and marines in the State of Florida, to report 
it adversely, and to move its indefinite postponement; but I ask 
that the papers accompanying this bill may accompany the bill 
just reported favorably. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request of the Senator 
as to the transfer of papers will be complied with, and the bill 
indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. MCCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 5973) granting a pension to Jane N. Clements; and 

A bill (S. 7093) granting an increase of pension to William 
Dawson. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the same committee, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them = severally with 
wumendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7095) granting an increase of pension to Lewis M. 
Duff; and 

A bill (S. 
IH. Burrows. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2985) granting an increase of pension 
to William Wallace, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART. I am directed by the Committee 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
to amend an net for the prevention of smoke in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes, approved February 2, 1S09, 
to report it with an amendment, and I submit a report thereon. 
Inasmuch as some immediate relief is required on this subject 
in the District, I for the consideration of the bill at this 
time, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
formation. 

lhe Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. ‘The report shows how the sections are pro 
posed to be amended by the committee. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this a matter of great local 
importance. There has been a great deal of controversy and 
comment upon it, and I think it is better, the bill having been 
reported, that it should be printed and lie over until to-mororw, 
so that we may have a chance to look at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
bill goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Privileges and Elee- 
tions, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by him 
self on the 2d instant, proposing to appropriate $1,000 to pay 
George M. Buck for preparing the third edition of Senate Elee 
tion Cases, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 


7096) granting an increase of pension to Amanda 


on the 
DLS) 


ask 


The bill will be read for in- 


Is 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on the District of Co 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill OS. 6738S) relating to the 


inspection of steam boilers in the District of Columbia, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Ife also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 5443) to create a juvenile court in and for the District of 


Columbia, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re 
port thereon. 
Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 


whom was referred the bill (S. 2485) to correct the military 
record of Isaae Thompson, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

REPORT OF GOVERNOR OF ITAWATI. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted by Mr. Foraker 
on the 9th instant, reported it without amendment; and it was 
cousidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Publie Printer 
by, authorized and directed to print from the 
additional copies of the Report of the Governor of Hawaii 
the use of the Department of the Interior and the governor of Hawaii. 


WILLIAM R. GARNER. 

Mr. QUARLES. I am instructed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5494) removing 
the charge of desertion from the name of William R. Garner, 
to report it favorably with an amendment, and I ask unanimous 
consent for the immediate consideration of the bill. 
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There being no objection, the bill was considered 4s in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs w to 
add at the end of the bill the following proviso 

Provided, That no pay, bounty, or ot! " due or 
payable by virtue of the passage of this a 

So as to make the bill read 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War 1} andl he ] v, 
authorized and directed to remove the ¢ xe of des n \ . 
on the 1 rds of the War Department ag st Wi I l ( 
served as a private in Company ¢ Fifty-seventh Re ent J i 
Volunteer Infantry: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or othe ‘ V 
ances shall be due or payable by virtue of the pa of t! 1 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, il the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 





WASHINGTON MARKET COMPANY 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. TOOS) 
permitting the Washington Market Company to lay a conduit 
across Seventh street west, to report it favorably wit 
amendment. As there is considerable urgency out tl miat 
ter, and I feel sure there will be no objection, IT ask unat ous 
consent for the consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Com ttee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bil! 

The bill was reported to the Senate without «at dment, « 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, rend the third t 
and passed. 

OKLAHOMA AGRICULTURAL AND MECHANICAL ¢ EGI 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am directed by the Cor tee ¢ i’ 
ritories, to whom was referred the bill (IL. R. 17992) to permit 
the legislative assembly of the Territory of Oklahoma to n e 
appropriations for the erection of buildings for the Agricultural 
and Mechanical College of said Territory, to report it \ ly, 
Without amendment, and [T ask for its immediate considerat } 

There being ho objer tion, the bill w Sf sidered 3 1 ¢ 
mnittee of the Whole. It permits the legislative assembly of the 
Territory of Oklahoma to make such ay itions : ‘ 1 to 
it proper for the erection of buildings for Agricultural il 
Mechanical College at Stillwater. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. o1 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and pissed 

GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC BADGI 

Mr. COCKRELL. T am directed by the Co eon M 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the joint. re (Ss. J 
101) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver ‘ 1 | 
cannon to the National Enenat ent of the Grand Ar the 
Republic, to report it favorably with an amend ! this is 
a very small matter, favorably re mended by the W 1) 
partment, and I ask for its present consideratio 

There being no objection, the joint resolution w ( ed 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment of the Committee on Military Aff \ 
in line 6, before the word “ eam *’ to insert tl j 
‘bronze ;”’ so as to make the joint r on read 

Resolved, ete., That the S« Wa | 
liver to the ! of ¢ ] y ( 
National Ey mpu ‘ the Grand A ] 
mounted condemued bror eabnon sed 
used by the d Grand At vg the Per 
nishir official badge f the ord / | 

iused to the United St \ i 
cannon 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the S« led 
and the amendment was concurred in 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engro ed for tuil d 
reading, read the third time, and passed 

CLEARING POTOMAC RIVER OF ICE. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am directed by the Con ttee on Apy 
priations, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. i757) 1 , 
an appropriation for clearing the Voto River of ic ) t 
it favorably without amendment, id lo ask ur ‘ t 
that it may be considered now 

There being no objection, the bill was « lered ( 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate S1O,000, 7 
able from any money in the Treasury not otherwise appr 
ated and from the revenues of the District of Colun 1 il 
parts, for clearing the Potomae River of ice within the D t 
of Columbia, to be available until used. 

The bill was reported to the Se te wit! t &, cre 
dered to a third reading, read the third time 1 passed 
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tives of Joseph Sierra, deceased, late collector of customs at Pen- 
sacola, Fla., $3,679.15 

The amendment of the Committee on Claims was to add at the 
end of the bill: 

And the said sum is hereby appropriated for said purpose out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

Nhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MADISON COUNTY, KY. 

Mr. WARREN. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 6872) for the relief of Madi- 
son County, IKy., to report it favorably without amendment. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for in- 
forination. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Court of Claims is hereby given juris- 
diction to hear, try, and determine the claim of Madison County, in 
the State of Kentucky, aginst the United States for internal-revenue 
tuxes claimed to have been paid by said county to the Government of 
the United States on dividends in the shares of stock of the Louisville 
and Nashvile Railroad Company, owned by said county, including all 
claims for such taxes erroneously collected from said county, and 
also all claims for taxes erroneously collected from other persons or 
corporations by appropriating therefor dividends due to said county on 
bonds held and owned by it; that in the adjudication of said claims 
the rule of pleadings, practice, and evidence prevailing in said court 
shall apply. ‘The bar of the statute of limitations is hereby removed, 
and said court is required to determine whether under the law as it 
existed at the time said taxes were paid the same were illegally exacted 
and collected from said county, then the court shall determine the 
amount so collected and render judgment therefor: Provided, That the 

iit for the collection of said taxes shall commence within six months 


from the date of the passage of this act. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HALE rose. 

Mr. McCREARY. I will state that the object of this bill is 
simply to refer the claim of Madison County, Ky., to the Court 
of Claims to hear, try, and determine the claim of Madison 
County, Ky., against the United States for internal-revenue 
taxes Claimed to have been paid by the county to the Goyern- 
ment of the United States on dividends in the shares of stock of 
the Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company owned by that 
county. ‘This relief has been given already to the counties of 

fardin, Ilart, Logan, and Simpson, in Kentucky, and we sre 
simply seeking to have a finding by the court so as to obtain 
the sume relief that has already been given. I have a letter 
here from the Secretary of the Treasurer and the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, which I will have read if desired. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator need not read the letter. T shall 
not here interpose any objection, but IT wish te call the attention 
of the Senate to the practice of considering and passing bills the 
moment they are reported from committees. That, Mr. Presi- 
dent, is not a good way to legislate. We can not, particularly 
in the contusion that pervades the Senate aut most times, know 
what is ina bill from its reading at the desk. The rules gener- 
ally prescribe that when a committee reports a bill it shall go 
to the Calendar. One great reason for that is delay, in order 
that Senators may bave an opportunity to examine bills. 

IL hope that committees reporting will not generally ask the 
Senate to have bills passed immediately that they are reported, 
unless there is some especial reason why it should be done. 
While I will let this bill go, and will not object, I shall resorve 
the right to object hereafter, and will try to stop the practice 
of rushing bills through without time to consider them. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Come 
mittee of the Whole 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ors 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 






DELIA B. STUART. 


Mr. KEAN. IT am directed by the Committee on Claims, to 


whom was referred the bill (S. G202) for the relief of Delia B. 
Stuart, widow of John Stuart, to report it favorably with an 
amendment It is a claim of only $150, and the payment is 
recommended by the Treasury Department. I should like to 
have the bill acted on at this time. 

Mr. HALE I think I must object 

Mr. KEAN. It is a claim of $150 and is recommended by the 
Treasury Department 

Mr. HALE. If it involves only $150, IT shall not object. 

Mr. KEAN. And it is money due to a poor widow, 

Mr. HALE. I still will not object. 
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There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- | the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Appro 
mittee of the Whole. priations. 
The amendment of the Committee on Claims was, in line 6, Mr. TELLER submitted an amend t relative to mining lo 
before the word “ dollars,” to strike out the words “two hun- | cations by the Raven Mining ‘ dev] pro 
dred and twenty-five” and insert “one hundred and fifty: so | posed by him to the Indian arp W Wis 1 . 


as to make the bill read: ferred to the Committee on | \ft s, and ordered to be 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is | printed 
hereby, authorized and direc ted to pay to Delia B Stu rt, widow of Mr. LONG submitted an amendment authorizing tl freed 
jery, the sum of $150, this sum being due her a the widow of the said | MeN Of the Cherokee Nation to institute a suit in the United 
John Stuart as a balance of bounty still unpaid. States district court for the northern district « the ] 
The amendment was agreed to. Territory for the purpose of h = their 1 the Cl 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the Nition determined by said court, et ntended to be proposed 
qinendment was concurred in. by him to the Indian appropriation bill: which was referred to 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read , the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed 


the third time, and passed. Ir. NELSON submitted a posing to 


priate $55,000 for improving Warrond Itat * Warroad BR 





BILLS INTRODUCED. Minn.. intended to be pr ith iit ' : ry 
Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 7144) for the relief of the | @PPpropriation bill; whieh was referred to the © 
heirs ef J. W. Rucker, deceased: which was read twice by its Commerce, 3 nd ordered to be prit 





title. and referred to the Committee on Claims. Mr. PALI APERRO sub tted an It 
Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 7145) to amend an act | @&PPropri S6o,CO0 for re y s sho bn 
endiled “An act to provide for the organization of the milit et tl Johns Wis Mlorida, ¢ 
of th District of Columbia, snd for other purp ses,” approve | Vaile ee intended to be | j PUPS l by I ’ | 
Maret 1. ISSO: which was read twice by its title, and referred bor appropriation bill; which w referred to tl ( 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. on Commerce, and ordered to be print 
Me. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 7146) to empower the S He also submitted an amendment pro : t ld 
retary of War to allow the burial of wives of deceased enlisted | Uuprovement of Sebastinn Inlet, 1 t 
men in national cemeteries in the same graves as deceased |. for improving the Indian River, ete. intended to 


diers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the I viii i to the river and harbor 

Committee on Military Affairs. referred to the Committee on ( erce, and or! 
Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 7147) grant- | printed. 

ing a pension to Mary J. Visscher; which was read twice by its Mr. MALLORY submitted the folloy 4 end 


title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. tended to be proposed by him to t | 
Mr. DICK introduced a bill (CS. T7148) to grant certain | is priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on ¢ 
to the State of Ohio; which was read twice by its title, and re merce, and ordered to be printed 


ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. A emei 
Ile also introduced a bill (S. 7149) granting a pensi« s 
George L. Dietz; which was read twice by its title, and referred An amendment providing that the survey of the Wit 0 


= 
Is 
4 
f 


to the Conimittee on Pensions. chee River fromm Port Inglis to the anchorage in the Gulf shall 
Ife also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7150) for the re be made with a view of straightening the channel and 1 
, lief of the legal representatives of David Hl. Silver; which was it 100 feet in width and 10 feet in depth; and 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Cliain An amendment providing for a survey of t hoof A 
Mr. CULLOM introdueed the following bills; which were se qua Bayou, on Choctawhatchee Bay, Florid 1 \ of 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee Securing a channel 100 feet in width and o feet in dept! 
on Pensions: Mr. McCOMAS submitted an ;: ndment propo to ay 
A bill (S. 7151) granting a pension to Anna A. Rainey (with priate $50,000 to acquire a suitable site in the State of M 
gecompanyving papers) > and lnm upon which to establish a depot for the Revenue 
A bill (S. 7152) granting a pension to Elizabeth Carroll. Service, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry « 
Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 7153) granting a pension Prepriation bill; which was referred to the Cot tte L 
to Julia R. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and re merce, and ordered to be printed. 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. Mr. CULBERSON submitted an amendment pro; y 6 
Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 7154) for the relief of William | #ppropriate $400 to reimburse Mrs. R. BE. Miller for moneys 
J. Carney: which was read twice by its title, and, with the a | lL by her to the Government in lieu of money bel ng to 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. the Government stolen’ from her possession while m 
Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 7155) granting an ine Ployee of the post-office at Dallas, ‘Tex., Intended to be pro 
crease of pension to Adelaide Worth Bagley; which was read | ed by him to the post-office appropriation Dilly \ Lb was 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. referred to the Committee on Post-on and Post-it ‘ I 


Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 7156) for the relief of ordered to be printed , 

: ‘ ‘ Ir "C Why ty oN) mMendment snthoriz * the 

First Lieut. George Van Orden, United States Marine Corps ; Mr. LONG submitted an amet o eS 
toe tary of the Interior to issue patent n fee to Henry Meag 

on Naval Affairs. # Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indian, for hinds here 


Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 7157) to amend an act to letted to him in the ‘Te rvitory of Oklitho » Cl ended to 
provide for eliminating certain grade crossings on the line of 2° Pl y 1] ration p "v 
the Baltimore and Potomac Railway Company, in the city o was referred to t 
Washington, D. C., and requiring said company to depress and te be printe: 
elevate its tracks, and to enable it to relocate parts of its rail HTOUSE BI 
rond therein, and for other purposes, approved February 12, The following bills were severally read twice by 1] 
, 1901: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the snd referred to the Committee on Commerce 


Committee on the District of Columbia. HW. R. 17331. An act relating to a dam ac I vR 
Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 1100) and 
for the relief of P. J. MeMahon; which was read twice by its Il. R. 18728. An aet authorizing the board 


title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit Rerrien County, Mich., to construct bridy Cross the St. Jo 
tee on Naval Affairs. seph River near its mouth in said « 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. H. R. 18279. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Int 


ee : : ; to accept the conveyance from the State of Nebraska of ce 
Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment authorizing part of the : ‘ 
t 


s an : : described lands and granting to iL State 
appropriation of $110,000 for fog signals to be used in testing thereof. and for other pury was } ty od i 
ereof. and fe ther purposes, was read twice by its title, a 
and installing submarine fog signals, intended to be proposed by referred to the Com: ' ee on Publie Land ; 
oe. : : ‘ . CLETLEs ( tit* oll Lt C Ol Util atha 

him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred | WR 18588 An act to supplement ana amend #1 ee ear 

e ° 3 a ee : . eine x 0 i es , ~ san altClL Ue SUL] pie it*il eLTl(l af (*T}¢ en ( ei 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887 


Iie also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5,000 for the expenses of a board to be appointed by the Presi 
dent to consider and report to Congress upon plans for the or 
ganization of systematic, cooperative surveys of the Philippine 
Islands, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous cor t 1 t pore t 
appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with | consideration of the bill (S. 7065) to amend 15146 of t 


rend twice by its title, and referred to the Com ttee on 1 


state Commerce 
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‘lation to the quali- 


sociations the third time, and passed. 


he 
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Mr. BAILEY. 
| Sideration of the bill (H. R. 16799) 


in Committee of t 
ENTRY AT 


proposes to ame! 


SO as 


TEXAS 


I ask unanimous consen 
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that the bill shall now be 


FEBRUARY 10, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


CITY, TEX. 
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making Texas City, Tex., a 
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amendment, or- 


at 


THE DISTRICT. 
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6289) to provide for the abatement of 
nuisances in the District of Columbia by the Commissioners of 
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MILITIA. 
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ng for the consideration of 
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his whole term of service 
t fourt of the ‘There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
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The Sergeant-at-Arms proceeded to execute the order of the 
Presiding Officer. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer desires 


to suggest to the managers on the part of the House and counsel | 
for the respondent whether the evidence in regard to the con- | 
dition of the withess who has been summoned by both sides 
cain not be agreed upon between them without the necessity | 


of taking testimony as to it? 


Mr: Manager PALMER. Mr. President, we expect to prove 
that within the last week Mr. Liddon has had an interview 
with Mr. Durkee in Jacksonville, Fla., at his business place, in 
his bank; that he was out on the street, and apparently well | 
enough to come to Washington. 

Mr. BB. S. Liddon entered the Chamber. 

Mr. JIIGGINS. Mr. Liddon is here now. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Mr. Liddon is present, and if it is 
desired he can be sworn. 

Mr. ILIGGINS. Yes. 

Benjamin S. Liddon, sworn and examined. 

By Mr. Manager PALMER: 

Question. Are you acquainted with Joseph IH. Durkee, of Jack- 
sonville, Fla. ? 

Answer. Yes, sir. 

q). Wien did you see him last? 

A. I saw him Wednesday last, one week ago. 

«). Where did you see him? 

A. In Jacksonville, Fla. 

(). Just state under what conditions. 

\. Mr. Durkee has an office, a nominal office. I called at his 
ollice to see him. I was informed that he was at his house. I 
went to his house, and Mrs. Durkee—— 

Mr. SCOTT. We shall have to ask the witness to speak louder, 
as we can not hear. 

The WITNESS. I will repeat it. Thank you. 

I went to his house. I was informed by his wife that he was 
at the National Bank of Jacksonville, of which institution he is 
vice-president and a director. IT saw him there and talked with 
him. 

(). (By Mr. Manager PatmMer.) How long did your interview 
last 

\. IT talked with him at the bank, I suppose, for twenty min- 
ufes or more. Then he accompanied me to the United States 
clerk’s office—the clerk of the United States district and circuit 
court—and there we examined together quite a lot of records. I 


think we were there, all told, two bours and a half, may be more. 


Mr. Manager PALMER. Cross-examine. 
Mr. HIGGINS. We have no questions. 
Mr. Manager PALMER. Mr. President, on that showing we 


shall ask for an attachment for the witness, Myr. 
is no reason why he should not be here. 
The WIENESS. Are you through with me? 


Durkee. There 


Mr. Manager PALMER. For the present. 
The WITNESS. I can retire? 
Mr. Manager PALMER. Yes. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ilave counsel for the respond- 
ent anything to say with regard to the request of the managers 
on the part of the Llouse? 

Mr. IIIGGINS. Mr. President, I wish to state that in asking 
for a subpoena for Major Durkee, on behalf of the respondent, 
L included a subpeena for Doctor Durkee, not knowing his tirst 
name, being informed merely that he was the Major’s son and a 
physician. Major Durkee can not move away from home with 


out having an attending physician. He is suffering with a 
erious complaint. Therefore it would be necessary in any 


process that was 
informed. 


issued for him to have his son included, as I am 
That is all I care to say. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. There is no objection to that, but 
we are willing to take Mr. Durkee’s deposition. 
perfectly that that can not be forced, but if counsel on the other 
side will agree to take Major Durkee’s deposition at Jackson- 
ville, Fla. the managers will consent. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, we can not do that. We have 
never had an opportunity to examine this witness. We know 
nothing of the subject-matter about which he will testify, ex- 
cept in a general way, and we are not in a position to attempt, 
on this short notice and with the trial immediately on us, to take 
his deposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will take into con- 
sideration the motion for an attachment, and decide it later on. 
the Presiding Officer will merely say at the present time that 
it seems to be understood that the witness is suffering from a 
serious disease, which makes it very difficult for him to travel, 
certainly without an attendant, and that for that reason his 
50a, Who is a physician, has been summoned. It would seem as 





We understand | 


if it were hardly required to issue an attachment until informa- 
tion is communicated to the Senate as to whether there is a real 
refusal on the part of the witness to come or whether the wit- 
ness will come with his son as an attendant. 

lor that reason the Presiding Officer suggests that a decision 
of the motion be postponed, and the Sergeant-at-Arms will be 
instructed to ascertain whether the witness will come under the 
circumstances. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Mr. President, this proceeding had 
its inception in a series of resolutions passed by the legislature 
of the State of Florida, which were transmitted to the Ilouse 
of Representatives, and upon which the proceeding was based. 

I ask to have read as a part of my remarks in opening this 


} case the resolutions of the legislature of Florida. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
retary, if there is no objection. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


They will be read by the Sec- 


Senate joint resolution in reference to Charles Swayne, judge of the 
United States court for the northern district of Florida. 

Be it resolved by the legislature of the State of Florida, Whereas 
Charles Swayne, United States district judze of the northern district 
of Florida, has so conducted himself and his court as to cause the 
people of the State to doubt his integrity and to believe that his 
oflicial actions as judge are susceptible to corrupt influences and have 
been so corruptly influenced ; 

Whereas it also appears that the said Charles Swayne is guilty of 
a violation of section 551 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
in that he does not reside in the district for wheh he was appointed 
and of which he is judge, but resides out of the Strate of Florida and 


in the State of Delaware or State of Vennsyivania in open and defiant 
violation of said statute, and has not resided in the northern district 
of Florida, for which he was appointed, in ten years, and is con- 


stantly absent from said district, only making temporary visits for a 
pretense of discharging his oflicial duties ; 

Whereas the reputation of Charles Swayne as a corrupt judge is 
very injurious to the interests of the entire State of Florida, and his 


constant absence from his supposed district causes great sacritice of 
their rights and annoyance and expense to litigants in his court; 
Whereas it also appears that the said Charles Swayne is not only 


a2 corrupt judge, 
judicial 
people 5 

Whereas the administration of the United States 
the court of said Charles Swayne and by his appointed referee has 
resulted in every instance in the waste of the assets of the alleged 
bankrupt by being absorbed in unnecessary costs, expenses, and allow- 
ances, to the great wrong and injury of creditors and until 
such administration is in effect legalized robbery and a in the 
nostrils of all good people; 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the Stale of Tlorida 
(the senate concurring), That our Senators and Representatives in the 
United States Congress be, and they are hereby, requested to cause 
to be instituted in the Congress of the United States proper proceed- 
ings for the investigation of the proceedings of the United States cir- 
euit and district courts for the northern district of Florida by Charles 
Swayne as United States judge for the northern district of Ilorida, 
and of his acts and doings as such judge, to the end that he may be 
impeached and removed from such office. 

Resolved further, That the secretary of the State of Florida be, and 

hereby, instructed to certify to each Senator and Representative in 
the Congress of the United States, under the great seal of the State 
of Florida, a copy of this resolution and its unanimous adoption by 
tie legislature of the State cf Florida 

[The State of Florida, office of the secretary of state.] 
Unirep SratTes or America, State of Florida, ss: 

I, II. Clay Crawford, secretary of state of the State of Florida, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and exact copy of senate 
joint resolution in reference to Charles Swayne, judge of the United 
States court for the northern district of Ilorida, passed by the legis- 
lature of Florida, session of 1903, and on file in this office. 

Given under my hand and the great seal of the State of Florida, at 
Tallahassee, the capital, this the 7th day of September, A. D. 1903. 


but that he is ignorant and incompetent and that his 
opinions do not command the respect or confidence of the 


bankruptey act in 


others, 
stench 


[ SEAL. ] II. CLAY CRAWFoRrD, 
Scorctary of Stale. 
Mr. Manager PALMER. In pursuance of the request con- 


tained in the resolutions of that sovercign State, the House of 
Representatives, upon the motion of a Member from Florida, 
referred the matter to the Committee on the Judiciary, and the 
articles which have been presented at the bar of the Senate 
impeaching Charles Swayne are the result of the investigation. 

Mr. President, the duty has fallen upon me to open the ease 
and state the facts upon which the House of Representatives, 
acting as a grand inquest inquiring in the name of all the people 
of the United States, have impeached Charles Swayne, judge of 
the district court of the United States in and for the northern 
district of Florida, of high crimes and misdemeanors, and upon 
which they propose to make their articles of impeachment good. 

I shall not abuse the patience of the court by comment upon 
the magnitude of the questions involved, or of the consequence 
of a failure to do justice, either to the people or the respondent. 
The respondent has for his triers picked men—learned lawyers, 
and wise statemen—who will, in the words of their solenin oath, 
“do impartial justice according to the Constitution and the law,” 
and the people of the great Republie have confidence that if 
guilty nothing beneath the shining stirs can let the respondent 
vo unwhipped of justice, or if innocent can prevent his safe 


| deliverance. 
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The articles are twelve in number. They embrace five d | bout one-fot thi ! I 
tinct charges. st 
The articles numbered from one to three cover the charge that ihe gravamen ot 1 cl tw 
Charles Swayne violated an act of Congress and committed a | and signed false stat nts for the 
high misdemeanor in office by making false certificates that be | from the United States. If he did, he \ 1 the ( 
had expended certain sums of money for necessary expenses of fress Which declares such conduct Is 
travel and attendance at Waco, Tex., in the year 1897, and at | by fine and imprisonment 
Tyler, Tex., in the years 1900 and 1903, while holding court hese facts are not de 1 ‘The ! 
outside of his district. | mitted by the respondent, is 
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It would be no answer for a culprit to say, “I took the goods, 
Poused them up, but [ intended to replace them next week.” 

Phe respondent must be judged in this case the same as | 
every other man is judged. When charged with a crime he | 
possesses no immunity; he can plead no privilege; he can not 
be justified by saying, “I did not think I was doing wrong.” 

The defense, if made by a common criminal, would be ad 
judged ridiculous; when made by a judge, supposed to be | 
learned in the law, it is contemptible. 

PRIVATE CAR. 

In support of the article that charges Judge Swayne with | 
1 the property of the Jacksonville, Tampa and Key West 
Mt: oad Company without making compensation to the com- 
pouy, I first briefly state the facts, which will be proved and | 
net disputed. 

Phat at a time when the Jacksonville, Tampa and Key West 
Railroad was in the hands of Mr. Durkee, a receiver appointed 
by Iton. Charles Swayne, judge of the district court of the 
United States in and for the northern district of Florida, or 
appointed by Judge Pardee, as his answer states, and concur- 


red in by Judge Swayne, the receiver provisioned a private car | 


Which belonged to the railroad company, placed a conductor 
and cook upon it, and sent it to Guyencourt, Del., for the pur- | 
pose of bringing Judge Swayne to Jacksonville, Fla. Judge | 
Swayne, his wife, his wife’s sister, and her husband were 
transported on the private car to Jacksonville, Fla., and vsub- 


fed at the expense of the railroad company. 
The respondent acknowledged the facts, as above stated, but 
fended his action upon the ground that the property of the 
railroad company being in the hands of the court, he, the 
judge of the court, had a right to use it without making com- 
pensation to the railroad company. 

When questioned on the subject, we shall prove that he said, 


} 
cle 


in answer to this question : 

(). You said this car was one of the cars in possession of the court, 
because the road was in the hands of a receiver 7—-A. Yes. 

Q. You said that it was the privilege of the court to use that car, 
because the road was in the hands of a receiver?-—A. Yes— 

Mr. ‘VHURSTON. Mr. President, the statement that is now 
being read, as the record shows, is a part of the testimony of 
Judge Swayre taken before the committee of the House of 
Representatives, which, under the acts of Congress, can not be 
used against him in any criminal prosecution; and therefore it 
j proper to make the statement that the chairman of the 
Miaigers now proceeding to make. We object to the presen 
tition here, by statement or otherwise, of any testimony that 
\\ viven by Judge Swayne, the respondent, before the House 


himittee, cliiming his right, under the law of the Congress of 
the United States, that it 


can not be used against him in any 

criminal prosecution, of which this certainly is one. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Mr. President, if when this testi 
mony Which TI offer as an admission of Judge Swayne is pre 

ited it is objected to, it will then be in order, IT suppose, for | 
the court to pass upon its admissibility. Tor the present I 
fate that we purpose, if permitted, to prove these facts. 

Mr. THURSTON. We insist that the act of Congress is so | 
broad that in no way, by statement or otherwise before this 
court sitting to try Judge Swayne, can his testimony taken be- 
fore the House committee be used. It is begging the question 
to insist upon the right to read to this court his statements 
tuken there in the expectation that they will be excluded when 
they are offered as evidence. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. I may say it is a very extraordinary | 
proposition that Judge Swayne, or his counsel, should object 
to reading here admissions that he made under oath during the 
investigation in this case. But the question will arise when the 
testimony is offered as to its admissibility. I am now stating 
what we purpose to prove. If we are not allowed to prove it, 
of course it will go for nothing. If we are allowed to prove it, | 
then TI have a right to state it. I think I have a right to state 
What our purpose is at any rate and let the question of the ad- 
missibility of testimony abide the event of being offered and the 
objection that will be made to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the manager go back in 
his opening statement a few sentences preceding the reference 
to the testimony which was given by Judge Swayne on some 


that the 
Inattier arises? 

Mr. Manager PALMER. 1 said that Judge Swayne acknowl 
edged the facts as above stated, but defended his action upon 
the ground that the property of the railroad company being in 
the hands of the court, the judge of the court had a right to 
use 


occasion, SO Presiding Otlicer may know just how the 


und then L proceeded to give the statement that he made ou that 
subject, as we propose to prove, if we are permitted. 


| defense, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Of course, the managers on the 
part of the House and the counsel on the part of the respondent 
have somewhat wide latitude in their opening statements, but 
the Presiding Officer is of opinion that testimony which has 
been given by Judge Swayne on the oceasion referred to ought 
not to be cited at length. We has a right to plead his privilege. 
He can not be obliged to criminate himself, 

Mr. Manager PALMER. If you will allow me, there is a 
difference between a witness who is summoned to appear before 
a committee of Congress and to give testimony and a witness 
Who voluntarily appears and makes a statement in his own 
All these questions, of course, will be properly dis- 
cussed when the time comes, whenever this testimony comes 
to be admitted; but if there is any question about it, I will 
pass that proposition and go on to something else. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It seems to the Presiding Offi- 
cer to be an indirect way of getting before the Senate the fact 
that Judge Swayne had testified to this. The Presiding Officer 
suggests to the manager that he may properly omit the reading 
of testimony which has been given on another occasion by 
Judge Swayne. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. I hope, Mr. President, that there 
will be no conclusive ruling made upon that subject, because 
the facts and circumstances under which this voiuntary state- 
nent was made will, perhaps, have something to do with the 
case, and something to do with the construction of the act of 
Congress, when this testimony comes to be admitted. As I 
understand the act of Congress, when a witness is summoned 
to come before a committee of Congress and give testimony, 
perhaps under some circumstances his testimony can not be 
used against him in some other case, though I believe the act 
of Congress applies only to a proceeding before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. DVut be that as it may, I hope neither 
the Presiding Officer nor the court will foreclose this question 
so as to preclude argument on it when the time comes when 
this testimony comes to be offered. I accept the suggestion of 
the court, and pass on to something else. 

We further expect to prove that Judge Charles Swayne made 
use of the same car for the purpose of taking a trip to the 
Pacific coast with his family and friends. The proof was that 
the car had some liquid supplies on board when taken. Judge 
Swayne expressed the opinion that he left as much when it was 
returned. 

In the case of the trip from Delaware, and also the trip to 
California, transportation was secured by the receiver over 
other railroads, and in return therefor the private cars from 
the other roads were transported over the Jacksonville, Tampa 
and Key West without charge. A porter or cook employed by 
the railroad company went with the car to the Pacific coust at 
the cost of the company. 

The trip to Guyencourt and return, if paid for at the rate 
charged private parties, would have cost about $500. If Judge 
Swayne had the right to deplete the assets of this corporation 
to the aimount of $500, then he had the right to take or 
more. If more, how much more? Could he take for his own 
use and that of his friends $50,000 or $560,000? If he had the 
right, was it limited only by his desires or necessities? The 
suggestion that he had such a right is not, of course, to be enter- 
tained for a moment. His duty plainly was to preserve the 
property and earnings of the bankrupt for the creditors. Livery 
dollar that he subtracted from the company’s assets was a dol- 


lar wrongfully taken from the creditors. That was a grave mis- 
behavior in office no one denied. 


less 


It may be said that the car, with provisions and servants 
was furnished the judge for the use of himself and friends by 
the receiver as a matter of courtesy. Judges have no right to 
accept favors from persons having business before their courts, 
whether receivers of railroad corporations or anyone else. All 
the sophistries in the world can not cover up the truth that any- 
ohe who gives gifts to a judge expects something in return. 
All the arguments fail to prove that a judge who takes gifts 
from suitors is not influenced thereby, inmscnsibly perhaps. 
Judge Swayne had no right, legal or moral, to do what he did. 

The excuse set up is that it was a trifling matter, not to be 
commended, but not of sutlicient consequence to warrant his 
impeachment; that no injury was inflicted; that it does not 
appear that a corrupt purpose was intended, or that Judge 


| Swayne was influenced thereby to do any wrong, and it does 


it without making compensation to the railroad company ; | 


not show any moral turpitude. Lame, impotent, and insulting 
to common sense and common experience as these excuses are, 
they are better from a moral standpoint than the defense which 
is made for him. Judge Swayne was certainly guilty of a gross 


misbehavior in oflice in using and consuming the property of the 
railroad company for his pleasure and that of his friends. 
was a misbehavior that showed moral turpitude. 


it 
It was the 
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kind of misbehavior in office that would be indictable at com- 
mon law. It certainly is of the kind that can not be sanctioned 
or approved by any honest man, and it is clearly impeachable, 
and for it he should be convicted. 

The receiver was an officer of Judge Swayne’s court, having 
possession of the property of the railroad company as an officer 
of the court. It was not his to give away to the judge or any- 
one else, 

The excuse set up by Judge Swayne that he was not cor- 
rupted can not be entertained. 

And thou shalt take no gift: for the gift blindeth the wise, and per 
yverteth the words of the righteous. 

This is one of the laws in that wonderful code that God iin- 
parted to Moses when he talked to him face to face on Sinai. 
It was good fifteen hundred years before the Saviour was born, 
and it is good to-day—‘the gift blindeth the wise, and per- 
verteth the words of the righteous.” 

And to that may be added the saying of the wise man: 

A man’s gift maketh room for him. 

To make this transaction a misbehavior it is in no wise 
needful to show that the official action of Judge Swayne was 
fntluenced by the gift. Francis Bacon, who has come down 
through the pages of history as the wisest of men, Was im 
peached for taking a gift from a suitor in his court. Ile excused 
himself on the ground that other judges took gifts, and that the 
gift did not influence his judgment, because he decided the case 
wgainst the giver. Neither excuse prevailed. Ile was con 
victed, driven from the woolsack, stripped of his oflice and 
honor, and sent into disgraceful retirement. 
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| court did not gain for him either a 


The sixth and seventh articles charge that Judge Swayne per- | 
sistently and knowingly violated a statute of the United States | 


which provides that 


Every judge shall reside in the district for which he is appointed, 
and for offending against this provision shall be deemed guilty of a high 


Inisdk D551.) 

The facts, as they will appear in the testimony, are that af 
ter his contirmation as judge in 1890 he established his resi 
dence at St. Augustine, in a house rented from Mr. Fiagler, and 
lived there with his family until the boundaries of his district 
were Changed by the act of Congress in the year INH. Judge 
Swayne states that he was urged by his friends not to move his 
family or furniture, that the next Congress would probably re 
store his district, and therefore his furniture was allowed to 
remain in St. Augustine until the year 1900, when he rented the 
Simmons cottage in Pensacola and lived there at intervals until 
1908, when his wife bought a home. During the six years 

Mr. ITIGGINS. Mr. President, I wish to say that that state 
ment is again contrary to the rule we have invoked as to the 
statute, but I would not interrupt the learned manager if it 
were not a most shamefully garbled statement of what Judge 
Swayne did say. 


meanor. (Rev. Stat., 


sec, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer thinks 
that the manager has a right to state what he expects to prove, 
but that he ought not to go further by citing any testimony 


which has been given by Judge Swayne on another occasion as 
the means by which he expects to prove it. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. I have not cited any other testi 
mony. I am stating what I expect to prove. If it is not pleas 
ant to the counsel on the other side, I can not help it, but wi 
expect to prove these facts by competent testimony. 

During the six years that elapsed from IS to 1900 Judze 
Swayne was present in his district—that is, the northern d 
trict of Florida—during the terms of his court: in all, an aver 
age of about sixty-one days in each year. Tle lived at different 
hotels and boarding houses. When he left Pensacola he left 
word that if he was needed he could be found by addressing him 
at Guyencourt, Del. 

Ile held court outside of his district about ninety-three days 
in year on an average, and the remainder of the time, 
about two hundred and twelve days in each year, he iit 
either at Guyencourt, Del., or at some other place outside of the 
northern district of Florida. 

It will not be disputed that Judge Swayne did not move his 
family or furniture into the northern district of Florida from 
the year 1894 to the year 1900, or that he himself did not 
tarry in the district beyend the days necessarily consumed in 
holding court, averaging about sixty-one days in each year, 
or that during his stay he lodged and lived at the Escambia 
Ilotel or at Captain Northup’s boarding house, in Pensacola, 
or at some hotel in Tallahassee. 

The differences of opinion will be upon the question whether, 
under the circumstances stated, Judge Swayne resided in his 
district within the meaning of the act of Congress, which pro 
vides that 


each 


ST? 


Iivery judge shall reside in the district for which he is appointed, 
and for offending against this provision shall be deemed guilty of a 


high misdemeanor, 


de>* 


ww? 


NATE. 
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If he did not actually reside in the northern district of Flor- 
ida during the years from 1894 to 1900, he was guilty, under 
the act, of a high misdemeanor, and should be convicted. If 
he did reside there within the meaning of the act, then he ought 
to be absolved of this charge. 

The act itself speaks with no uncertain sound. Its meaning 
is very plain. Its reason and spirit are not in doubt. When 
Congress passed the act it can not be doubted that the purpose 





was to secure the bodily presence of a judge in his district, not 
a part of the time, but practically all of the time. Plainly a 
judge can not attend to the necessary business of his otlice 
us he ought unless he lives where the law says he shoal! live. 


Ile did not live there, unless his claim that he intended to take 


up his residence in Pensacola and his temporary sojourn there 


from time to time constitutes residence. His efforts to rent 
or buy or build a house, his request to be registered, cert iinly 
did not make him a resident either in law or in fact Ilis 


brief sojourn at a hotel or boarding house during his terms of 
legal or an actual residence. 


It is idle to say that Judge Swayne complied with the intention 
or spirit of the law, of wheh he does not claim that he was ig 
horant, by staying sixty-one days in each year in Florida, 


ninety-three days holding court in other districts and two hun 
dred and twelve days in Guyencourt, Del., 1,000 miles from his 


district. If his excuse can avail to shield him, then the law 
is a dead letter. 
Whether the people were or were not inconvenienced is not 


of the least importance, but if the fact were material the proof 
will not be lacking. 


A minister of the law 


ought not to be a willful, persistent 
evader of the law. He was under legal obligation to live in 
his district; if he did not, he was guilty of a high misdemeanor 
for which he could be indicted, convicted, and punished ile 


certainly was guilty of a gross misbehavior which demonstrated 
his unfituess to impose the penalties of the law upon 
When he was a violator of the law himself. 

There should be no hesitation about convicting Judge Swayne 
for his failure to obey this law. 
the purpose of the law 


others 


} 


The fact is clear enough that 
The people of the 


has been frustrated. 


northern district of Florida have been deprived of its benetits 
for the convenience of Judge Swayne. They have a right to 
complain; they have complained. The question now is. Shall 
their complaint be heard, and shall Judge Swayne go free or 
take the punishment due to his offense? 

THE CONTEMPT CAS! 

The eighth, ninth, tenth, and eleventh charges pertain to the 
conviction, fining, and imprisonment of Davis, Belden, and 
O'Neal for contempt of court and are most serious. They invelve 
the right of a Federal judge to take away the liberty of a cit 
zen of the United States and to impose upon him a disgraceful 
punishment without authority of law. They involve the hit 
of a citizen to the protection of that clause of the Constitution 
Which provides “that trials of all crimes, except cases of im 
peachiment, shall be by jury, in a case where the law gives a 


trial by jury,” and that other clause forbidding the inti 
*eruel and unusual punishment.” 


clion of 





irom the testimony it will appear that Elsa TT. Davis and 
Simeon Belden, two reputable lawyers, were charged by Jud: 
Swayne on Monday, tried by Judge Swayne at 10 a. m. Tu 
day, and at 11.10 a. m. were in the county jail under senten 
imposed by Judge Swayne. The charge against them was con 
tempt of court. The alleged contempt consisted in bringing an 
action of ejectment in the court of Kseambia County, Fla. in 
the name of their client, Florida MeQGuire, who claimed to be 
the owner of a lot of land, egainst Judge Swayne, who had bar 
gained for the land and agreed upon the terms of purchase from 
un adverse claimant. 
The facts of the case, as they will appear in the t y; 
are as follows: 
In the year 1901 an action of ejectment was pending in the 
| cireuit court of the United States at Pens Ha in which Florida 
McGuire was plaintiff and the Pensacola City Company and 
numerous individuals, among them W. A. Blount and W. Fisher 
attorneys at nw, were defendants, for a tract of land called the 
“Rivas” or “Chavaux” tract. The plaintiffs lawyer ere 


| 


Louis Paquet and Simeon Belden, of New Orleans. fh ‘the month 


of October, in the year of 1901, Paquet and Belden j lina let 
ter to Judge Swayne which they addressed to him t! © 
where he resided when not holding court in his dist t or « 
where, viz, Guyencourt, in the State of Delaware, stating that 
they had been informed that he, the said Charles Swayne, had 
purchased a portion of the land in controversy | 

ment suit, viz, block 91, in the business part of the city of Le 
sacola, and requesting him to recuse himself and arrange for 
some other judge to preside at the trial of the lo this 


letter no answer was returned by Judg 








A e te 1 of court which convened at Pensacola in Novem- 
b e Swayne announced on the Sth of November that a 
r e of his had purchased the lind, but later in the week he 
‘ red f 1 the bench that the relative was his wife, and 
t! | el the land with money obtained from 
! her's « t I! the bargain had not heen concluded 


Ir. Edgar, offered a quitclaim 


a i hows that the agents of Edgar, with whom 
Ju Sw 1 negotiated the purchase of block 91, and also 
ol ther lot, wt him stating that Edgar would not give a 


warranty be e he was afraid of the old Caro claim 
, Saying that they might drop out block 91 with 


‘ a reason. The agents had pending in October, when 
t letter to Swayne was written, a suit in the State court 
hdgar for commission on the sale to Swayne. The 





taken Judge 


l had s 


Swayne over the 


ld block 91 to him. 


ct, and had agreed 
‘terms at 


ude 





l Swavune's eourt was to dispose of the 
criminal calendar fir and when that was concluded to call the 
civil list, and set the cases for trial at convenient times in the 
fut Phe « inal cases were not concluded at the Novem 
be 1, se mm until about 5 o’clock Saturday night. Judge 
Ss e then ok up the civil list, upon which the case of 
Ie} L Mea appeared, and made a further statement that 
thi ber of his family who had contracted through him for 
] lw his wife, and that she was purchasing with money 
( mi from her father’s estate. He declined to recuse him 
ted that the case would be heard on the Monday follow 
3 | l ground for continuance is laid. 
fhe plaintiffs lawyer, Paquet, asked that the case should be 
§ down for Thursday of the following week, averring that it 
» | t ummon witnesses that night; that Sunday they 
it be a ned, and therefore the case could not be 
! n Monday 71% request was refused by Judge Swayne, 
\ ted that the case should go on on Monday. At about 
G o'r the court adjourned. Neither Simeon Belden 
nor ET: DD was present in court at any time when Jud 
( ouncement concerning his connection with 
1) hase of block 91, Belden being ill with facial paralysis 
‘ 1 iis bed at the hotel in Pensacola. E. 'T. Davis 
‘ CO 1 in the case and had no connection with 
to the t that court adjourned on Saturday, November 
or During the evening Paquet drew up the nece 
( in action of ejectment in the county 
J i ( vy, Ila inst Judge Swayne for this 
i 1, Upolu i theory that ! bad contracted for the land 
\ ho e@lair 1 to own it, d who had admitted 
{ vi 1 possession and that the ¢« ract was subsisting 
by nm them nd t it the tithe f the alleged owner could be 
{ it in t! Ler t, where the parties would get better 
: 1 t! wes Of Edgar. ‘They took the 
{ } il the evidence, that Judge Swayne 
ll , though be had said that the title was 
i en his wife 
kT. Dp employed to bring this suit that night as local 
At the » time it was agreed that the suit of 
J i McGuire in Judge Swayne’s court should be dismissed 
La 1) VW t rod to do it, igZ been 
) (ji I by S nn 8 in I he suit 
ff ] ht that ht and 
t ion i On M : of the 
\ Day ked ! id « Judge 
» ¢ ‘ ( i r tit lit f | Tin 
y euft W. A. B ( ‘ f the def l 
) | l (le ! » tilt 1 t te l Lilat 
lot 1 Met and D 
; ult, i 1 been guil 
fo. suit rainst Jud pwayne } 
. iii iif nh W a. 
l { Blount id Sway 
\ i \ ~ eed u ) Jud ( 
» ] ( e upon an u yvorn st 
| t, wl i ‘ lon Davis and Bel 
i} t day (Tuesday) Davis and 
| ited 1 r purging the ely 
‘ , 1 { ul to brin 
taken to show that the snit nst 
] . | Vit l ] it ; { ved o | 
I velo it wa 1] Whereupon de 
| to l 1} 1 and Davis gt rf 
1 Wwe \ nh ol the di lity ind ood ord l 
1 « t ] ( { t thereof,’ and after e abu 
need thet » be disbarred for the of two 
) of S100 d to und yan imprisonment 
1 j 1 of ten di Ys il the « sulLiLy juil. 
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They were duly committed and remained confined three days, 
when they were released pending a habeas corpus allowed by 
Judge Pardee, of the circuit court. That habeas corpus ca 
resulted in a decision that Judge Swayne had jurisdiction of 
Belden and Davis in a contempt proceeding, as the averment in 
the paper filed by Blount was that they were officers of the court, 
and therefore the circuit court could not question his decision, 
his findings of fact, or the correctness of his judgment that 
they had committed a contempt, except in so far as he had ex- 
ceeded his jurisdiction by imposing both fine and imprisonment, 
the statutes providing in certain cases for fine or imprisonment 
as a punishment for contempt. To that extent the decision of 
Judge Swayne was reversed and the culprits allowed to choose 
which they would suffer, fine or imprisonment. 
was a very sick man, about 7 


his sentence in prison; 


se 


Belden, who 
0 years of age, chose to serve ou 
Davis paid the fine of $100. 

I make the following propositions : 

Iirst, that the Federal courts of the United States are limited 
as to the cases in which they can punish and in their power to 
punish contempts by the act of March 2, 1831. 

Second, that Davis, Belden, and O’Neal, who were committed 
to prison for an alleged contempt of court, did nothing which 
gave Judge Swayne the lawful authority to punish either of 
them for contempt under the act of 1851, or any other act. 

Third, that if Judge Swayne had authority under the act 
aforesaid to punish either of them for a contempt, and if they 
were properly adjudged guilty, he abused his power by impos- 
ing upon them an unlawful sentence. 

Fourth, that Judge Swayne imposed the unlawful sentence 
either knowingly or ignorantly. If knowingly, he is guilty; 
if ignorantly, he is guilty if he did it with a bad motive, ma- 
liciously, or with intent to punish a personal affront. 

FIRST PROPOSITION. 

That the Federal courts of the United States are limit 
their power to punish contempts by the act of March 
Which act I ask that the Secretary may read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


» 1 4 
@w, A40u0l, 


Cuapr, XCIX.—An act declaratory of the law concerning contcmpts of 
court. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the power of the several courts of the 
United States to issue attachments and inflict summary punishment 
contempts of court shall not be construed to extend to any cases exce; 


the n 
irts 





ehavior of or in 





iy person persons 


the presen: 


















courts, or so near iereto as to obstruct the adminis i 
the misbehavior of of the officers of the said courts ! 
transactions, and tl disobedience or resistance by t! 
1 courts, party, mr, Witness, or any other pr or to 
lawful writ, pre , order, rule, decree, or command j 
( rts 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if any person or pé 
s! , corruptly or by threats of force, endeavor to int e, | 
date, or impede ar j witness, or offic in any court eu 1 
States in the disch lis d , or shall, cor ptly or by thre f 
ruct or in . or end r to obst t or impede, tl a 
administration of justice therein, every person « ‘rsons so offe! 
| bl} to prose ion therefor by indict and hall, « \- 
V ym tl f, be punished by fine not exceeding $500 or by im] n 
ment t «€ eding thr months, or both, according to the na nd 
{ vation of the offcnse. 
\ \ March 2, 1831. 
Mr. Manager PALMER. Mr. President, it will be observed 
that the act divides contempts into two classes: 
1. Those which may be punished summarily by the court. 
2. Those which must be punished after indictment a: trial 
by jury 
Iivery doubt as to the nature and character of the off CS 
punishable under this act, and as to the fact that it is a li 
tion on the power of the Federal court, is removed by the ad 
cision of the Supreme Court in Ex parte Robinson (19 Wall, 
ort » ee 
wii), dS LOO 
I} e ors 1 is t fore to them (the dist t courts) 
! y the « n wi 1 ry punish i t 
e j leted, I J 3 the power of tl! e ¢ in t I —E 4 
| ( 
l ‘ t ‘ ‘ misbehavior of a 7 1 In the 
ss ( I t » a to ¢ i 5% i 
‘ 4 ! been m havior of any offi of the court 
ii ind, 
| 1 wi { ! 1 disobedience or ri tance } 7 oO 
{ jure i her pe mto any lawful pre rder, 1 
or ¢ [ 1 of the « t And thus seen, the power thre 
) in the pun I t utempts can only be ex 1 to i 
4rde nd de n in the ence, to eure faitl In on t 
f their ofl in the ‘ ! transactions, and to enforce obe 
to their lawful orde judgment, and proce 
Other contempts, viz, those committed out of the presence of 


urt which are in ded 
tration of ju 


refor by indictment. 


ile ¢ Llp 


to obstruct or pede the due nad 


ake the offender liable to prosecution 





he history of this act is interesting and important. The 
e of Judge Veck had been tried before the Senate in 1830 
This act was pas ed immediately thereafter to ret dy thie 


wrongs that case disclosed. 


One of the main questions in the 








1905. 





ease was whether the power of the Federal court to punish 
contempts was derivable from the common law, or whether it 
was limited by the act of September 24, 1789, the seventeenth 
section of which provided that all the said courts of the United 
States “shall have power to administer all necessary oaths or 
aflirmations, and to punish by fine and imprisonment, at the 
discretion of said courts, all contempts of authority in any 
cause or hearing before the same.” 

Upon the one hand the contention was that the Federal 
courts were of limited jurisdiction, and unless a statute or con 
stitutional provision could be found conferring power, no such 
power could be exercised. Upon the other hand the claim was 
made with great vigor and zeal that all courts have the inherent | 
right to protect themselves and maintain their authority by pun- | 
ishing for contempt all who disturb the court, or who directly or | 
indirectly defy its orders and decrees, or do anything to bring 
court or judge into disrepute. It was claimed that all the power 
to punish contempts of every kind possessed and exercised by 
the courts in England before the revolution was possessed by 
and could be lawfully exercised by the Federal courts. 

Nothing was settled by the result of the trial of Judge Peck, 
the vote being 22 to 21 against conviction. To meet the doubt 
and settle the uncertainty as to the power of the Federal courts 
to punish contempt, Mr. Draper, a Member of the House, intro 


duced the following resolution : 
Resolecd, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to in- } 
quire into the expediency of detining by statute all offenses which may 
be punished as contempt of the courts of the United States; to which | 
the following amendment was added: “And also to limit the punish- | 
ment of the same.” | 


Ile said, as reported in Gales & Seaton, fer 1831 
that he had offered this resolution under the deepest sense of 
duty. It was not his intention on this to agitate a 
cuestion which had recently been much agitated elsewhere, but 
said he: 


eo), 


(page 
occasion 
tenure the people of this country 


I do wish to know upon what hold 


their liberties. * % *® am not for holding my liberty for one m 
ment at the discretion of any individual. It may be said, sir, in oppo 
sition to the resolution, that there will be difficulty in defining con 
tempts of court. Though this may be true, we shall find no difliculty | 


in detining what are not contempts of court. 


We might say, for example, that it would not be a contempt of court 
to express an opinion upon any decision finally made by the court: we | 
might deciare that it should net be a contempt of court for anyone to 
say that a judge is not immaculate | 

I beg not to be misunderstood as here referring to a ease which has 


lately been before the other branch of the Legislature, sitting as a high 


court of impeachment. Far be it from me to reflect upon the conduct 
of any individual who fer such conduct has been constitutionally tried 
and legally acquitted. sut the law ought to be so clear that any indi 
vidual may be able to look to the statute book and know whether in any 
thing that he may do he ts within the law or not. * * * = It is 
proper, sir, that every individual in the community should know what 
ure the laws which he is bound to observe at the peril of his liberty 


The act of 18351 was reported by Mr. Buchanan from the Ju 
diciary Committee in pursuance of this resolution. 

It most clearly appears that the intent of the act was to de 
fine and limit the powers of the Federal courts over contempts | 
and to limit their power to punish. There ean be no doubt 
the intent was effectuated. Any man may read this wholesome 
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and that Judge Swayne abused his authority when he fined 
and imprisoned them. 

As we have seen, the act of 1831 divides contempts Into two 
classes, one class to be punished summarily by the court—the 
other class is punishable by indictment and not by summary 


proceeding by the judge. 





The second section of the act of 1831 provides * the punish 
ment by indictment of persons who shall corruptly or by threat 
or force obstruct or impede or endeavor to obstruct or in { 
the due administration of justice Such persons can not | 
summarily punished under the first section for a contempt ot 
court. 

Judge Swayne stated on that occasion—not before a com 
mittee of the House—and we shall prove it, that the lawyer 
brought the suit against him and published the artich 1 th 
paper for the purpose of forcing him to recuse himself in tl 
case of Florida MeGuire. Suppose, for the sake of argument 
that they did it for the reason assigned by the ud Whaat 
would amount to an endeavor to obstruct or impede justice 1 
his standpoint, and would, therefore, be the subject of a 
dictment. Whe act was passed to cover the case of 2 Inawye 
who published a severe criticism of the opinion of a jud 
who was disbarred for it. Congress said that should not | 
pen again when the act of ISOL was passed, and that st 
offense should be punished by indictment only. 

| qt 

That if Judge Swayne had authority under the act afore 
punish either of these men for contempt, and if they 
properly adjudged guilty, he abused his power b np ¢ ul 
them an unlawful sentence. To state th proposition { 
argue it. 

That the sentence was unlawful no one denic Judge Sway 

} disbarred Davis and Belden for two years, which he could 1 
| lawfully do in a contempt proceeding under the act. He 
posed both fine and imprisonment in a case where the la 
plainly limits the punishment to fine or imprisonment I! 
rectified the first error; the circuit court the other. That 
say, after he imposed this awful sentence of disbarment 


Mr. Bl 
that he « I 
Thereupor Lie 
disbarment 
burn or banish 


than tl 


two years upon these lawyers, his amicus cur 
stepped up to the bench and informed j 
not disbar these men in a contempt proceeding 
reflected for a moment and took off the two years’ 

Judge Swayne could not lawfully hang or 
Davis and Belden; he could lawfully do no 1 
allowed; and if he did abused his 
be convicted. 


the 


more, he 


FOURTH 


Judge Swayne in “l this unlawful sentence either 


Dose 


ingly or ignorantly. If knowingly, he is guilty If ignorantls 
he is guilty if he did it with a bad motive, maliciously, or witl 


nfent to punish ® personal aff 


roe. 


The first question, then, is, Did he impose the unlawful 
tence knowingly and willfully? Upon that point it) mas 
suid every man is presumed to know the law and can 


. . lea ig “nee ji justification or ¢: an excuse for violnt 
stutute and know the law which he is bound to observe at the iG di er n in jus 7 on . ' a — I fot 
peril of his liberty. Congress tried to make the law so plain theres ta A judge mu : ih th | iw, ane he \ 

; wes » » "AS } 1 § applies t i@ mOSs rnoriant 
that any man could read and understand it, not excepting a { ape He pre um pti i tha ‘Appl to the most ignora i 
‘ado : Judge Swayne is held to the rule, he knew the inw tual 
Mase, . . 
sa iasciiiihdh cinidcaiaies If he, knowing the law, violated it, he must have done it v 
SECOND ROPOSITION, ° . ° . , 
: : Pa 3 ; fully and knowingly. ‘The presumption of the iw is that 1 
Davis, Belden, and O'Neal, who were committed to prison for ) did know the law. 
an alleged contempt of court, did nothing which gave Judge I quote: 
. . s . es = : ; ee . = eo : i ° 
Swayne the lawful authority to summarily punish either of In general, every person is p beac’ ee eae ee 
them for a contempt of court under this statute or any other | try where he dwells or where, if residing abroad, he 4 
law, since this is the only law conferring power upon the Fed- | mess (Lyon v. Richmond, 2 Joh 1—ot 1 within t 
tes : Ps. 4 —— ENS a Tee Soak ea Sulmptlion is cone ive 
eral courts to punish for contempt. lirst, becau e the alleged cawean is no defenst 1 cit} il criminal ‘ 
contempt was not committed in the presence of the court, or so | no circumstances can on tify 1 t naked 
near thereto as to obstruct the administration of justice: second, | When he did it he did not know tl ort 
it sys t a misbehavior of ; - oflicer of I de § =e ’ : Not even in general is the ex: valid that he idenve i 
ww was not a Ish HLVION Oo any ol cer OL PU ste SWwily ne Ss Court) tain the Inw and was misled by advising « nse I 
in their official transactions: third, it was not a disobedience or | non excusat is a rule of ovr jurisprudence, the K 
resistance by any oflicer of said court or any other person to | it was derived. (Bishop's Criminal Law, p LOS, p. 24.) 
any lawful writ, order, rule, decree, or command of the seid Judge Swayne, of all men, cought not to be allowed to « 
court. this presumption, especiall 1a case in which | \ 
It was, if all that Judge Swayne asserted was true as to the | jury, and executioner. 

motive of Davis and Belden, nothing more than a violation of Secondly, do the circumstances that surround the trai 


section 2 of the act, punishable by indictment and not by pro 
ceedings in contempt. The theory upen which Judge Swayne 
sentenced these persons was that they intended to disgrace and 
foree him to recuse himself. If it occurred anywhere outside 
of Judge Swayne'’s jurisdiction, it was not an official transaction, 
and if it w men can not be lawfully cast into prison for 
having bad intentions. 

For these 


as hot, 


rensons the conelusion seems inevitable that the 


actions of these lawyers were hot within the statute of contempt, | 


prove that Judge Swayne in imposing the unlawful ntes ! 
malice, il will, or a disposition to use his power to punish 
tempt for the purpose of punishing a personal affront? 

Malice, ill will, and hatred aa conditions of the mind | 
is not to be expected that a judge who intends to use bh 
cial power to gratify his matice or ill will or to punish 
hates will declare the fact in advance « cont t afte ! 


sentence is pronounced. If the fact can 


way, then there is no limit on the 





322330 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATS, Frepruary 10, 


ne 











! l r thie « if punishing empts of | ten days in jail, moder If such a sentence is a minimum, 
Ee God pity the poor wretch upon whom the vengeance of 
{ her \ to | e the state or condition of | Judge Swayne falls with full force. 
rf motives of | 1 and judg Lb ; Still endeavoring to arrive at the motive of Judge Swayne, 
to be lzed b ru that apply to other | we shall point to the testimony of what occurred before the 
( not, therefore bove | arraignment and conviction of Davis and Belden. Judge 
| hold man table for the natural | Swayne saw the publication in the Sunday papers. It was as 
f . If I send a bullet | foll 
| ( 15 1 he dies the law pr | MMONED AS PARTY TO TI i CA ( \ 
! | 1 | illy defense to say I | M I v. PI ACOLA COMPANY ET AL, 
| ! follow or that I did not know | A d 1 new move was made in t no at Ls M 
1 





















‘ | leGuir who is the oy r Dp inher e a il 
oe ' 1 a ae i] of what is known : the *‘ Rivas tract,” in the rn 
n iG « Cue) My Y 1} n of the city, 1 the filing of pr: 
] I eant to steal. It w l be a] ons, through her *ney-Gener Simeon 1 
that I 1 not know theft y inlawful |} Judge Louis P. P ind EK. T. Davis, of this 
J l | f { that { 1 | in t Cc in an eje tp i 
‘ i | il sente in th he fi Lis f g ; oe ; p of T. CG. Wat ' 
l ley that forbade him to do botl Phe part of i by Mrs Florida McGuire, 
tw t) t tute a mibt nl « il ft Judge na Wil 1 $s pu i 1 i om 
‘ere fille m anal | cout a8 i mont nd which is a 
‘ i ‘ tiil iv ( of 1 I } lif if ‘ e hi ! 
( { 1} n ¢ ct to conde 1 | judicial I was placed in the | is of Sh ‘ th late last 
( HT for ] elf. On the con- | t for vi 
' A ‘ ‘ xQr r ? 
1) ] »on t) a nd that he made Ii iN 12, 1901 I ) 1 ry. ¢€ j 
: 1) i} en for contempt I do Ilaving read th riick hewspaper, annou 
( zealous friends \ “( g that lit was | iht iyhe communicated wit 
to « use lLimself, or if his friend Blount, defendant’s counsel, also one of the defendants. Ie 
tl that | int « v] called up Blount over the telephone and asked Blount if he lad 
know! 1 ¢ t 1 beat 1 this newspaper article. Dlount said he had not seen it, bu 
t} l sc f | promise to get it Next morning Judge Swayli nd Blow 
( ll | If he knew this law, | conferred, and as soon as the Florida McGuire case was d 
1 it. he ubiect to impeachment. and | « ued with the consent of the court, behold Blount, the 


' If, j rant of the law » im very last man in the world who should have interfered in si 
uggested to the court that a contempt had 











! ) { oO nevi , arose and 
t ! heen committed. A wonderful, spontaneous unanimity of opin 
revenge and hatred is ey hn seemed to exist between Judge Swayne and Blount, lawyer 
{ { \ led the 1 defendant. Th both arrived at the conclusion in pur 
! l { i | of t! conference in the morning that the d ity | 
t 1 order of the court had been infringed upon, and the pr 
l { I Codi W commenced rhe impropriety on the part of the 
udge in inviting Blour lawyer for defendan and defend 
) ‘ t I l nt f, 10 \ { nd conduct a contempt proceed 
\ { dis} i yould be n if in a east In this ca it is particularly 
l | capital { repre] b] be use lount ky nothing about the case 
‘ mnt ( su l it ( ned to hilt b Judge Swayn Jud > DV ; 


for so ; two yeni ly | knew all the facts. Whether the dignity of his court had been 








Che effect of ied ! offended or its good order disturbed was for him, and not for 
| ! to get | in 1} t, to say It would have been proper for him to call the 
} ( in to ( i lawyel befor hic mar of the court tate to th 
( | (| 1 ubmit to them t1 int torle thi 1! W 
| l | 1 i ! | “ nm ey ‘ e of indirect conte ) nd give them 
( ie l ion 1 ( ( vy to which tl vere entitled to ] re t] elyes 
two ( { 1 Since Blac we wrot the law ! neyer been 
, 1 in this particulay 
B ( { 1 ris 1 § } ) y ' ' elf on ont ! di ! (Pp 
’ of Bradk 14 Ind S$; 4 BL Com 6, 287; Wilson v. W 
( 9D l : i Dodge, 2 ¢ ! 1 Ci it ¢ t 
) j ! 1 It ¢ Ma t tl ‘ I I l 
‘ ie t “7 of 1 ( 189; I Wi n Wall N. ( Oy) 
\ i but Judge Sy ne chose a different course IIe selected 
' | fee on The « man wh rist he had insisted uy rinding 4 
f | hi udicial mil nd who had been able, through Judge 
i t ! t ( retu » recuse himself, to fe ( 1 ¢ Lint me 
me f the « l >] iit therefore, be ij oO | | 
it end ling to do the dirtv wor of the judge to institute and 
rosecute the pl eedings for ¢ Meni I! course indicated 
| ) II pr i t Jn e SW VI \ ‘ i¢ id the Lite i | wi with 
‘ i > \ ] ol 1 | ‘| j hy | Chit tO 
} Col 1 hui rh whl ! lesirl ho n bv Li la | Ihe ul | 1 
bon py t mor t nposing ite hese unfortul men we Huine i to 
ed Day (I j » | 1a man who had nearly gnswer one day, tried the next, if the exceedin perfunctory 
vi l ten ¢ in honorable life Chat | hearing could be called a trial, and immediatel tilled for se 
1 not flect evidence of a disposition and | tence hey were members of a. i i pro on Judge 
t 1 ird to right or consequences |) Swayne designated them before the bench as “ ignorant,” which 
{ he had no right to do under any circumstances, Phe question 
) { that Judge S \ e]} 1 tl of their learn or a fv was not in ind no evidence had 
! { it did not eliminate the stat i vou « that vit but Judgze Sw lid 3 I 
{ them l the injury in 1 power by judi lly det 
, . that Jue > Swavne \ ne 1 mil erial but to hemi iy important tact 
1 Even he does not make 1 Phe out of the court branded as “ ignorant,” therefore 
for } f I] defenders tind excuses that he never unfit to practice ta any court. Not content with this most un 
( i of founded and unjustifiable accusation, Judge Swayne descended 
only f t cording to his view, wa * protect to personal abuse Ife said they were a “stench in the nostril 
ty < the cor Ile elaims that “he had no m: ‘ of the people,” signifying that there was something putrid or 
‘ rsonal ! ’ and, mazing fact, he point to 1 rotten in their physical condition or their moral character 
ee ely evidence o hy wint of | ) } \ tench pr ceed only from an exce “lingly disgusting source 
bis | ht bave given them ten montl j ti | these liwyers tood bel * the bar in open court, powerle 


of ten d . Tle ealls two years’ suspension, $100 fine, and) and helpless, and heard the filthy denunciation of Judge Swayne, 
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to preside are entitled to be rid of him, and the people of the | 


United States are entitled to believe and know that their judi- 
cial system, which is filled with men of the highest honor and 
of the highest integrity, shall be kept unsullied and pure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are the managers ready 
proceed with the examination of witnesses? 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. 
be able to put in a little evidence this evening. A witness 
whom we desired to call at the very outset is in the city, I am 
informed, but has not yet reached the Capitol. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there are any witnesses in 
attendance whom the managers can put on, the Sergeant-at- 
Arias will call them. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. We can proceed for a time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Mr. 
S} q 


Manager OLMSTED. 
is from Texas. 


Mrs. Annie Kk. Russell 


is desired. 


this time. 

Mr. President, T offer a duly certified copy of the commission 
of Charles Swayne as district judge for the northern district of 
Ilorida. T presume 

Mr. HIGGINS. There is no objection to it. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. I should like to have the commis- 


Sion read. It is not necessary to read the certificate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
COMMISSION, 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. We will waive the reading of the 
formal part. Of course, it will all go in the Rrecorp. 

Phe Secretary read the commission. 

The certificate and commission are as follows: 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 


February 6, 1905. 


Mr. President, we snall possibly | 


I understand she has reached the city, but | 
probably did not know that she was to be in attendance here at | 


to 


If the managers will indicate | 
What witnesses are desired the Sergeant-at-Arms will call them. | 


Statutes shall be deemed to be in actual attendance when they attend 
upon the order of the courts: And provided further, That no such per- 
son shall be employed during vacation; of reasonable expenses for 
travel and attendance of district judges directed to hold court outside 
of their districts, not to exceed $10 per day each, to be paid on written 
certificates of the judges, and such payments shall be allowed the mar- 
shal in the settlement of his accounts with the United States; ex- 
penses of judges of the circuit courts of appeals; of meals and lodgings 
for jurors in United States cases, and of bailiffs in attendance upon 
the same, when ordered by the court; and of compensation for jury 
commissioners, $5 per day, not exceeding three days for any one term 
of court, $110,000. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Mr. President, the offense charged 
in the second article occurred during the period of time covered 
by the sundry civil appropriation act of June 6, 1900, which 
wis the law for the year ending June 80, 1901. The provision 
of law is, I think, identical with that previously read, and I 


will not ask to have it read, but tbat it be inserted in the 
RecorD. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be inserted in the 


Recorp, if there be no objection. 
Mr. Manager OLMSTED. I think the language is identical, 
except that the total amount appropriated is something larger. 
The paragraph referred to is as follows: 


For pay of bailiffs and criers, not exceeding three bailiffs and one 
criev in each court, except in the southern district of New York: Pro- 
vided, That all persons employed under section seven hundred and 
fifteen of the Revised Statutes shall be deemed to be in actual attend- 

} ance when they attend upon the order of the courts: And provided 
| further, That no such person shall be employed during vacation; of 


| with 
| appeals; 


reasonable expenses for travel and attendance of district judges directed 
to held court outside of their districts, not to execed ten dollars per 
day each, to be paid on written certificates of the judges, and such 
payments shall be allowed the marshal in the settlement of his accounts 
the United States; expenses of judges of the circuit courts of 
of meals and lodgings for jurors in United States cases, and 
of bailiffs in attendance upon the same, when ordered by the court; 
and of compensation for jury commissioners, five dollars per day, not 
exceeding three days for any one term of court, one hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. The effense charged in the third 
article is fixed thereby within the time covered by the sundry 
civil appropriation act approved June 28, 1902, the same being 
an appropriation for the year ending June 80, 1903, and I offer 
2 similar paragraph, found on page 476 of the Statutes at Large, 
which I have marked. The reading, I think, is not necessary, 


| as the language is, I think, the same as in the former Statutes, 


Pursuant to the act of Congress of February 22, 1849, I hereby cer 
tify that the annexed paper is a true copy of the original record of the 
eon ion of Charles Swayne as United States district judge for the 
hort n district of Vlorida, on file in this office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal 
of the Department of Justice to be aflixed on the day and year first 
above written. 

[SEAL | WitnramM Hf. Moony, Attorney-General. 
Benjamin Harrison, President of the United States of America. To 

a ho shall see these presents, grecting: 

Know ye: That reposing special trust and confidence in the wisdom, | 
ny iness, and learning of Charles Swayne, of Florida, I have nomi- 
nated, and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, do appoint 
him United States district judge for the northern district of Florida, | 
nud do authorize and empower him to execute and fulfill the duties of 
that office according to the Constitution and laws of the said United 
Sta and to have and to hold the sald office, with all the powers, 
privile and emoluments to the same right appertaining unto him, 
the sail Charles Swayne, during his good behavioer. 

In testimony whereof I have caused these letters to be made patent 
nnd the seal of the Department of Justice to be hereunto affixed. Given 
under my hand, at the city of Washington, the Ist day of April, in the 
year of our Lord 1890, and of the Independence of the United States 
of America the one hundred and fourteenth. 

[u. s.] 3SENJAMIN TTARRISON. 

iy the President : 


W. H. WL. Mituer, Attorney-General. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Mr. President, it is not necessary, 
probably, but I think it desirable for purposes of convenience, 
to offer a portion of the sundry civil appropriation act of June 
11, 1806, the clause containing the part relative to the payment 
of the expenses of district judges holding court outside of their 
own districts. I do not think the gentlemen on the other side 
will care to have the whole act offered, but I offer, on page 451, 
volume 29, of the United States Statutes at Large, the para- 
graph TL have marked. 

Mr. HIGGINS. The act of what year? 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. The act of 1896. 
have it read. 

Mr. HIGGINS. What month? 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. It is the sundry civil appropria- 
tion act for the year ending June 350, 1897, approved June 11, 
INO. 

Mr. HIGGINS. June 11? 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. June 11, 1896. We offer it as it is 
the only law in force during the period covered by the first ar- 
ticle of impeachment providing any allowance for the expenses 
of district judges while attending court outside their own dis- 
tricts during the year ending with the 30th day of June, 1897, 
The expenses referred to in the tirst article were for holding 
court within that period. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The portion of the law indi- 
cated will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
of bailiffs and 


in each court, except 
That all 


I will to 


ask 


For pay 


crier 


eriers, 


exceeding three bailiffs and one 
Pro- 


not 


in the southern district of New York: 
persons employed 


under section 715 of the 


except as to the total appropriated by the paragraph for the 
various purposes stated therein. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
inciuded in the Recorp. 

The paragraph referred to is as follows: 

For pay of bailiffs and criers, not exceeding three bailiffs and one 
crier in each court, except in the southern district of New York: Pro- 
rided, That all persons employed under section seven hundred and 
fifleen of the Revised Statutes shall be deemed to be in actual attend- 
ance when they attend upon the order of the courts: And provided 
further, That no such person shall be employed during vacation; of 
reasonable expenses for travel and attendance of district judges directed 
to hold court outside of their districts, not to exceed ten dollars per 
day each, to be paid on written certificates of the judges, and such 
payments shall be allowed the marshal in the settlement of his ac- 
counts with the United States; expenses of judges of the circuit courts 
of appeals not to exceed ten dollars per day; of meals and lodgings for 
jurors in United States cases, and of bailiffs in attendance upon the 
same, when ordered by the court; and of compensation for jury commis- 
sioners, five dollars per day, not exceeding three days for any one term 
of court, one hundred and sixty thousand dollars. 


Mr. Manager OLMSTED. I next offer in support of the see- 


The marked portion will be 


| ond article of impeachment a duly authenticated copy of papers 


Revised | 


in the account of John Grant, United States marshal for the 
eastern district of Texas, showing the amount—$310—paid by 
him to Charles Swayne for expenses of travel and attendance 
in holding court at Tyler, Tex. 

I will say that all we care to cumber the record with is whe 
single page containing the certificate of Judge Swayne as to the 
amount of his expenses and his receipt for the money. The De- 
partment has put in, to make it complete I suppose, some other 
matter which is of no use to anybody. It shows the accounts of 
the marshal for expenses of jurors, ete., not important here. If 
counsel upon the other side agree, it may, without prejudice to 
anybody, be omitted from the record. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, while we maintain that this 
testimony is irrelevant and immaterial, we will not insist upon 
our objection to it at the present time. If this certificate is to 
go in, however, we wish it all to go in, with the exception of the 
first certifying sheet, which is not necessary. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. It all might as well go in, then. I 
offer the paper. 

The PRESIDING 
have it read? 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. 
page which I will indicate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
printed in the proceedings? 


OFFICER. Does the manager desire to 


I will ask to have read only the 


But the whole of it is to be 
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Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Yes. The whole, I assume, will be | and attendance amounted to the sum of $310, which sum is justly d 
printed me for such attendance and tr ( 
ry os : . ( : NI Jud 
The Secretary read the part indicated by Mr. Manager OLM- DECEMRI 1900 
STED. Received of hn Gran I ted S 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole certificate will be | trict of Texas, the sun S510, in f 
printed in the Recorp. i) ere 
: . ° ? ( _ 
Ihe entire paper is as follows: Paid by : uf 1] ‘ 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, S me Any SS , . CC] oom : 
February 0, 1905. I) I r 3G J oO. NN ( ’ s 
I'ursuant to section SS2 of the Revised Statutes, I reby certify o1 1 md Ne ( 
that the annexed is a true copy of papers in the account of John Grant, = 7 =9, 1900, No. 6507 
} United States arshal for the eastern district of Texas, now on file in 
1 Dder rtr rt re 
In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal {Treasury De; tment \ r for t S 1 l 
( t rr sury Depai nt to be aflixed, on the day and year [first Form No ri Ed. 11, 2 
a ve m : ten. The 1 ted S ‘ it ] ( T 7 < 
\L.] H. A. TAYLOR, marshal fo1 ‘ t 4 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. the United §S tes , é d ) | 
{Judicial No. 7196. Certificate of expenses United States courts. December 31, 1900 
Marshals. } Second account, 1901 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, ‘ ‘ Dr 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR STATE AND OTHER DEPARTMENTS ro disbursements, as per a t here I , $ 
Varch 6. 1901. lo balance due the United States. l ) 
I hereby certify that I have examined and settled an unt hetwee 
the United States and John Grant, United States mar r the east 
ern district of Texas, under the appropriation for i for bailiffs, ( 
‘ I 1 States courts,” 1901, from July 1, 1900, to December 31, | By balance due ft United Stat last 
( u * bend dated March 2, 1898, and find a balance due the said bailiffs, ete., first a nt supj $ ‘ , 
United States of $1,019.40, 
Erns G TIM™M 
Auditor for the State and other Departn ts, EASTERN DISTRICT OF ‘T gs 
By G. W. ESTERL' Join Grant, marshal of the United States for la 
Deputy Auditor. duly sworn, depose nd says that s 
To the SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, referred to in t ‘ ) CT 
(Division of Bookkeeping and Warrants.) perfor i, and that the d rsements charged a e 3 i 
fully paid in lav mone 
NS tate t , 
}) Sw and su I d t Sth day « Jar ry. 1 ‘ 
0 €929 40 Db. W. I [, ¢ 
lo w 1. GOO, OO EAST _ Drs ‘ ( TeX 
I the ln as tes dist t tf c ia ‘ 
-~- i, 932. 40 1and he  ¥ the S d 1 
Cr I I. I I f \ j 
By amount f his diebureements ecco at S91 Oo ord \ 
Ly balance due the United States__-__-______- ; =. 1,019. 40 W! as J Grant, United & 
a a ac 1 rf ent I 
; Total —.--- ah ii a ne arg eh __ 1,982.40 during the period m O 1, 1900, to I 
OFFICE OF THR SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, presence of *M. C. Mel. re, United S 
DIVISION OF BOOKKEEPING AND WAKKANTS, t to the sat f the 4 
ered in ledger No. 24, page 426, March 6, 1901. ( een a 
H. M. G that the dis ‘ 
and 
, t of dishurs ander thea r riatic ft nee } ef \ S | r t be t 
i Ste s S or tar ending i 
oa = he a ge 7 ) 7 ‘| 7 ; 
j 
\ ‘ 1 
7 Items, et 1 i 
1 TH. Frv. 1} Octoher + 7 Tefferson g 1 1 
4 rT Win } ff. October ter lefferson F Sk A 
3| H. W.W I ailiff, Octo} m, J ) | \I M ( VQ eD \I T? I 
¢|1J.M yg 1 rier, Octo J 7 l : 
5 | Kate W i, meals jurors, October term, J I t tl t ball ( . - 
6 ( Sai ais cas alice Al aia caiona tein : t r S ¢ eis 
do ] , ‘ , 
| Bont © S410 in re ti 
Q tT 7 H k } } a) } rr (a J 
lt L. J. Donnelly, bailiff, October te Galy Mr iT RSTON N I! ¢ ré 
1} ao — 4 ‘ 
| The Mohali 1 ff, ( { 1G t ] I said to t ' ; : 
| John M. W tober term, Ga ) 1 1 Our Ob je ol t { ( Ul ( 
14 CO) saunas Succcecsaescas Mii \i () | i) L har v < 
lb ‘ 2 : : 
ao. Gr = ei i : eou e « j to 
Paris : l th most pos ¢ cs t nad} ‘ } { f 
1 Cc. P l f N ter Perris. cece. ( ed rs v in wrt +} t} 
“4 eo das Soe a Mr. ‘THURSTON We | nk l 
o 7 N over y+ Paris l We have « ed t) it | 
9 jury m1 vr, De uber te ( of tl } 
7 
22 ert, bail it i wer te 1 ; Mr. Mat OL MS ) I \ 
Oo hy ¥ 1) . er tern = w rend from tl do | 
24 tVior Dex te ! l der 7 , ‘ 
25 r r Bea a L: 
% ae ‘ vier 15 The Secretary re Tne] l ( 
% I rs, special yler 1 as follows 
~ q 
MM or ae ? 7 44 t 
C} Sway S lterm. 1 Y ] + © F 
>| W. M.R 1 ! inuary t I i \ 
« ox West J iry t I ) { i 
| 
T tal at eee acta ts win ] ‘ ¢ T ? 
= i = V 
[Form No. 28.] ! \ 
1 Ss 3; oF AM \ ’ 
nD ict of 7 8 i al N mo64 ( é I 
Bs - n a t e « the Ur as f the n 
‘ ad ‘ ! ‘ ‘ fy t t I was dire qd} ! 
t \ l { tr ‘ foul v \ 
ed in | lin d court and in goin g f I} Vv ee fy tl I ‘ 
sane was thirty-one days, and that my reas es for travel | the United & and A. J. 1 < 3 
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United | 


; presence of H. 


| therein 


present, the IIon. D. F. 
entered of record, to wit: 
Whereas A. J. Houston, United States marshal, has rendered to this 


bryant, judge—the following was made and 


} court an account of his disbursements for pay of bailiffs, ete., incurred 


during the period from January 1, 1903, to March 31, 19038, of the 
United States courts, with the vouchers and items thereof, and in the 
LB. Birmingham, assistant United States attorney, has 
on oath, to the satisfaction of the court that the services 
charged have been actually and necessarily performed as 
stated, and that the disbursements charged have been fully 
paid in lawful money; and 
Whereas said charges appear to be just and according to law: It is 
1ereby 

Ordered, That the said account, amounting to thirteen hundred 
twenty-four dollars and thirty-five cents, be, and the same is hereby, 
approved, 


proved, 
therein 


The above is a true copy from the record of an order made by said 
court on the 15th day of April, 1903. 


Witness ny hand and the seal of said court this 15th day of April, 
19003. 


[ SEAL. J A. O. BRACKRETT, 
United States District Clerk, Eastern District of Texas. 
By Ti. H. HALeEy, 
Deputy at Beaumont. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Mr. President, I have had a simi- 
lar certificate made covering the first article of impeachment, 
but in view of the fact that Judge Swayne's certificate of ex- 
penses and his receipt for the money are recited in the first 
article and are expressly admitted by the respondent in his 
answer [T do not cumber the record with it. I call Payne W. 
Chase, 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I may be mistaken as to the 
pleadings, but my understanding is that there is no issue as to 
the receipt and expenditure as alleged by the Ilouse, and that 
at most, all that remains for the Senate to do is to determine 
the effect of the respondent having drawn the maximum allow- 
anee; and to determine, upon the state of the pleadings—it be- 
ing alleged that he drew the money and did not expend it—what 
the law in that case is. 

If I am right about that, I suggest that the calling of wit- 
nésses upon this charge, which involves the question of expense 
and receipt, would be a useless consumption of the time of the 
Senate. I do not venture to say positively that I am correct in 
my belief as to the state of the pleadings, but T am of the im- 
pression distinctly that while the House has charged the re- 
spondent with receiving $10 a day and with expending a sum 
much Jess than that, the respondent does not deny the fact, but 
mnatter of law that he had the right to do it. If 
permissible, which T believe it is not under the rule, to inquire 
of the managers or respondent, I would inquire directly of 
them: but having stated it to the Presiding Officer of the court, I 
am sure that counsel on each side will be able to answer. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Mr. President, with reference to 
the calling of the witness Payne W. Chase, who is called in sup- 
port of the second article of impeachment, and all the witnesses 
who will be called in support of the first article and the third 
article, us well as the second, I desire to say that each of those 
articles charges two things—tirst, the making of a false certifi- 
eate as to the actual amount of expenses paid or incurred in con- 
nection with the holding of the court—the expenses of travel 
and attendance; and second, the receipt, upon such false certifi- 
cate, of the money thus certified. The certificates which have 
been offered show that the respondent certitied in the respective 
cases to certain amounts as having been his expenses. These 
articles charge that his expenses were very much less in each 
of the three instances, and testimony will be adduced for the 
purpose of supporting the charge that the certificates were false 
in that respect. 

Now, as to the pleadings, the respondent replies to the first 


asserts as a 


| article that he admits that he made the certificate and signed 


triet of Texas under the appropriation for “ Pay of bailiffs, 
bs t eourts,” 1903, from January 1, 19038, to March 31, 1903, under 
| dated May 27, 1902, and tind a balance due the said United States | 
of badd, 6 de | 
G. W. ESTerny, 
Acting Auditor for the State and other Departments. | 
Ww. O. B. 
To the SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, | 
(division of Bookkeeping and Warrants). | 
Statement. 
Dr. | 
To balance per certificate No, 91439 iia tics pcan iy ae 
To w int SLT, dated May 5, 1903 a ee 300. OO | 
; | 
2, 046. 00 | 
2. 
Py nt of his disbursements... ~~... ss sale se $1, 309 25 | 
Ly balance due the United States _..-.--_--__--___ = 736. 75 
2, 046. 00 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
DIVISION OF BOOKKEEPING AND WARRANTS. 
Iintered in Ledger No. 26, pa 169, June 27, 1903. 
i. M. G: 
A fiact of dishursement under the appropi iation for ** Pay of bailiffs | 
United States courts, for the quarter ending March 21, 1908. | 
5 eae cia = ‘ mo 
, | 
Vo ; Amount. 
1 Judge Charles Swayne ° Sais $410.00 
> James H. Seeton, Jury commissioner 10.00) 
“ ad 0.00 
1, James McBride, bailiff ........... S.1K) 
>| George W. Spencer, bailiff................ 44.10) 
6 Phil M. Wagner, bailiff 62. 00 
Gieo. Powell, bailiff 3000 
J. W. Butler, crier aa 62.00) 
) Mrs. FE. G@. Williams, board for jury 234. OO) 
jv, J. F Moore, jr., M.D a 
1] Harris Brothers, drugyists...........-....- 1.60 
WOULD xe xsvuseesees 874.10 
I DP STATES OF AMERICA, | 
astern District of Teras, 
I, Charles § ne, of the northern district of Florida, do hereby cer- | 
ti it PT oatt 1 th pecial term, 1903, of the United States district 
‘ t held at the y« Iyler, the same being a place other than where 
| id and that - attended said term thirty-six days, commencing on | 
the I2th ad ‘ January, 1908, and also that the time engaged in 
1 ! J court ane going to and coming from same was forty ene 
! nd that my reasonable expenses for travel and attendance 
d to the sum four hundred ten dollars and no cents, which 
due me for ich expense of travel and attendance at said 
ti ft court. 
CHAS. SWAYNE. 
I) > Fepruary 16, 1903 
Keceived of A. J. Houston, United States marshal eastern district of 
bs the sum of four hundred ten and no /100 dollars, in full of the 
ount, 

Piya CHAS. SWAYNE. } 
Paid heck No, 11225, January 17, 1903 $50 
aid heck No, 11301, January 28, 1903 150 
Paid ‘ k No, 11514, February 14, 1905 200 
Vaid check No, 11529, February 16, 1903 1O 

Potal 110 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
ADDITOR FOR THE STATE AND OTILER DEPARTMENTS. 
| | ed States in account-current with A. J. TLouston, United 
i for the eastern district of Texas, for pay of bailiffs, ete 
ot \ { States courts during the period from January 1 to 
Ni jin 
I>) 
lo d rset! 

Vaid She 1 court at A, voucher 1 7 $99. 25 

1 1 Tyle uirt at B, voucher 2 Z S74. 10 

I do Jefe i irt nt 4 voucher SO. OO | 

j d Vari ( { t Db, youcher 4 4) ao | 

1, 324 , 
] ed the U: 1 State 7 a - a ioe 421. 6S | 
1, 746. 00 | 
q‘s | 
It tlance due the United States per last account for pay of 
et a $746. 00 
hy « the United States Treasurer, dated—- 1, OOO. OO 
1, 746. 00 | 
J : ID rRiey’ OF LZxXAS. O62 
\. J. Hlouston, marshal of the United States for said district, being | 
d orn, deposes and says that the services stated in the vouchers 
re ed to in the above account have been actually and necessarily per 
f 1, and that the disbursements charged above have all been fully 
paid in lawful money. 
, A. J. Wouston, Marshal. 
Sworn aad subscribed to this 15th day of April, 1903, before me. 
[ SEAL. ] A. O. BRACKETT, 
United States District Clerk, Eastern District of Texas. 
By HW. W. WALLY, 
Deputy at Beaumont, 
rs DIsTRICT OF TEXAS, 88: 
In the United States distriet court for the said district, at a term 


thereof begun and held at Beaumont on the 6th day of April, 1903— ! 


the receipt as therein set forth. That certificate, which is 
printed, commencing at page 1 of the little pamphlet which has 
been printed as Senate Document No. 133, says: 

I, Charles Swayne, district judge of the United States for the north- 
ern district of Florida, do hereby certify that I was directed to and 
held court at the city of Waco, in the northern district of Texas, 
twenty-three days, commencing on the 20th day of April, 1897; also, 
that the time engaged in holding said court, and in going to and re- 
turning from the same, was twenty-three days, and that my reasonable 
expenses for travel and attendance 

This is the part of the certificate to which I desire to call at- 
tention 





and that my reasonable expenses for travel and attendance amounted 
to the sum of $280 and cents, Which sum is justly due me for 
such attendance and travel. 

Now, in answer to that the respondent admits that he made 
that certificate, and then he denies that in so doing he falsely 
certified, as charged in the articles of impeachment. That 
raises a distinct issue of fact upon which we desire to introduce 
proof, 

If the respondent will concede that the certificate was false, 








1905. 


and that the expenses actually incurred were very much less 
than $230, the amount claimed by and paid to him as specitied 
in the first article, and will make a similar acknowledgment 
and admission in regard to the offenses charged in the second 
and third articles of the impeachment—if he will admit, for 
instance, that his expenses of travel and attendance incidental 
to the holding of court set forth in the third article did not 
exceed $175, whereas he certitied and charged $410, then we 
shall be willing to dispense with the calling of proof. But until 
that is conceded submit that it is competent for us to intro 
duce proof in support of the allegations in the articles so di 
rectly contained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. <A cursory examination of the 
pleadings leads the Presiding Officer to the conclusion that there 
is no direct admission in the answer of the respondent that the 
expenses were actually less than the sum charged, and it seems 
that evidence may be introduced to show that they were less. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. We then call Mr. Payne W. Chase. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, in this part of the Chamber 
we have great difliculty in hearing either the Presiding Oflicer 
or the managers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to keep order. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not entirely that. We are so far back 
here and there is so much noise generally that it is hard to pre- 
vent it. I think the managers should turn their faces a part 
of the time toward us in the rear. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. If it will be permissible in exain- 
ining these witnesses I will stand in the aisle near the rear of 
the Chamber. 

Mr. TELLER. I think that will be a good idea. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no objection to the 
manager standing in that part of the Chamber. 


The Presiding Officer will try 


Payne W. Chase, sworn and examined, 
By Mr. Manager OLMSTED: 


Question. Mr. Chase, where do you reside? 
Answer. In Tyler, Tex. 


Q. Where? 

A. Tyler, Tex. 

Q. What is your occupation? 

A. Hotel clerk. 

q). State what was your occupation in December, 1900? 

A. I was clerk at the National Hotel at Tyler. 

q. If I understand you cerrectly, you say you were clerk in 


the National Hotel at Tyler? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you know Judge Charles Swayne? 


A. Yes, sir. 

q. State whether or not you saw him in December, 1900, 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. State whether or not he was a guest at the National Ilotel] 


at which you were employed? 

A. Yes, sir; he was a guest there. 

(. How long was he there? Between what dates, if you can 
state? 

A. He was there from December 3 until the 29th. 

Mr. DANIEL. The witness can not be heard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The witness is laboring under 
the disadvantage of having a severe cold. I have no doubt that 
he speaks as loudly as he can. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Mr. President, permit me to sug 
gest that if the witness would stand in front of the Secretary's 
desk, he might be heard by more Senators than from the place 
where he now stands. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I suggest that his testimony be repeated by 
some one whose voice is more distinct. 

The WITNESS. 1 try to speak as loud as I ean. 

The witness advanced to the area in front of the Secretary's 
desk. 

Question (by Mr. Manager OuMstTep). If I correctly under 
stand your testimony, you have thus far stated that in the 
year 1900, and particularly in December of that year, you were 
the hotel clerk of the National Hotel, at Tyler, Tex. Have I 
correctly heard you? 

Answer. Yes, sir. 


Q. Do you know Judge Swayne? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did he stop at that hotel in the latter part of 1900? 
A. Yes, sir. 

q. At what period, if you can tell; between what dates? 
A. December 8 to 29. 

Q. From December 3 to December 29, 1900? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Is the National Hotel the best hotel in that town? 

A. Yes, sir. | Laughter.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Otlicer must re 
mark that order must be preserved, 

Q. (By Mr. Manager OLMsrtTep.) State, if you know, the 


charges which were made to Judge Swayne during that yp 
of which you have testified. 
A. Yes, sir; I have a memorandum in 


give it. 


riod 


my hand, and I can 
() If you can state it from your knowledge or by 


your memory, please give us the fact. 


refreshing 


A. From dinner, 3d of December, 1900, until after supper of 
the 2oth—twenty-six and one-quarter days. It amounted to 
S$ol.50 for his board. 

. He was there twenty-six and one-quarter days. Is. that 


your answer? 
A. Yes, sir. 
(). Ilis total bill was how much? 
A. His total bill was $58.55—S$52.50 for board 
extras, laundry, and drug bill. 
Mr. THURSTON. What was the total? 
The WITNESS. $58.35. 
(By Mr. Manager OLMSTED.) 


and SO.S5 for 


Q. What was the charge pei 
day for board and lodging? 

A. $2 per day. 

q). Is that the regular rate of that hotel, or was it the rate at 
that time? 

A. The regular rate; yes, sir. Our regular rate is $2.50 a day 
This was the weekly rate, $2 a day. We charged him $2 per 
day. 

(4). Your regular rate by the day, then, is $2.507 

A. That is our rate now. It was $2 a day. 

Q. When persons stay more than a week you charge them $2? 

A: $2. 

QM. And that was the total amount paid by Judge Swayne? 

A. Yes, sir. 


q. Adding thereto the extras, the laundry, 
other item? 

A. Drug bill. 

q. Laundry and drug bill? 

A. And drug bill. 

q). That was the total charge made 
at that time? 

A. Yes, sir; $58.35. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. That is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Have the counsel for respond 
ent any questions to ask the witness? 

Mr. THURSTON. We have no cross-examination. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. I now call Mrs. Downs. 


and what was the 


against him by the hotel 


Mrs. Susan L. Downs sworn and examined. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the witness can be readily 
heard, I think the Secretary's desk at the right is the place for 
the witness to stand. 

By Mr. Manager OLMSTED: 

Question. Mrs. Downs, where do you reside? 

Answer. Waco, Tex. 

(). What is your occupation? 

A. I keep a boarding house. 

Q. How long have you been keeping 
Downs? 

A. Kighteen years. 

). Do you know Judge 


a boarding house, Mrs 


Charles Swayne? 


A. I do. 

@. Has he stopped at your boarding house? 

A. He has. 

q. Will you state whether or not he stopped with you in the 


month of April, 1897? 

A. 1 think so. 

q. Can you state, Mrs. Downs, what rate you charged him 
while he was with you? 


A. It is forty or forty-five a month. 

Q. Kither $40 or $45 a month? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Not to exceed $45 a month? 

A. No; I am sure. 

Q. I will ask you one question more, Mrs. Downs. When he 


stopped with you, was he there with you during the entire term 
of the court which he was then holding, if you know? 

A. Possibly he was out of town once, it 
time; I am not sure. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. 

Mr. DANIEL. 


may be a day at a 


That is all 


I wish to ask the witness a question, 
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I) r OFFICER. The ri that when a § PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 
{ ae luced to writing. Lieutenant (Junior Grade) John T. Bowers to be a lieuten- 
110 UY ant in the Nav from the Ist day of January, 1905, to fill a 
| I Io] ICCER Senator Da rg ! t] ' | > 1 ; 5 > 0 
re DING OFFICER eengdtor JIANTED a ! Vacauney created by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1005. 
| | le?) T mean w By the chat 
i ' her ite ; CONFIRMATIONS. 
PNI hve | ded; | nd lod ! E noninalions confirmed by the Senate February 10, 
Hil [DING OFFICER If about other items 1905. 
VI | No other ite 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
DING OFFICER. Do counsel for the respond ee ing . 
examine the witnes David I. Wilber, of New York, now consul at Barbados, 
HURSTON We have no questions to as] West Indies, to be consul-general of the United States at Singa- 
fPOGIN No question Mr. President pore, Straits Settlement 
— ‘4 i Ye ’ ‘ tat . 
| rer OLMSTED I now call W. B. Sublett. PROMOTIONS IN TIE ARMY. 
' 4 rer t cr + T, Siyhyle qc oO ‘ ° ‘ . 
\ re] ted that Mr. Sublett was not Col. David P. Heap, Corps of Engineers, to be placed on the 
a : . ; : retired list of the Army with the rank of brigadier-gener:al 
' Mi eru STEED. Mr. President, the witnesses whom | tron the date upon which he shall be retired from. active 
1 red to ¢ mine this evening appear to have been delayed Service 
} +} { \ ‘ ] 1} 1 ww il » Orme ¢ ( i ; 6 
) l We are told that they will be here, and they Infantry Ari. 
he aye now arriving in the city We can not well proceed in 5 ; F : Le ; 
irst Lieut. Stanley Hf. Ford, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be 
j PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer under- | Capttin, with rank from February 3, 1905. 
that they vers have nothing further to pre it? COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS, 
! \I r PALMER Nothing to-day. William I. Short, of Mississippi, to be collector of customs 
! er OLMSTED. Nothing further in the absence of | for the district of Vieksburg. in the State of Mississippi. 
t ' Frank W. Leach, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs 
Ir IIIGGINS. Mr. President, I learn from the Sergeant-at for the district of Little Egg Harbor, in the State of New 
1 t the for the re pondent, Lou te DPacue t, of Jersey, 
() ! has been served, and that he is not in attendan POSTMASTERS. 
k for an attachment. The Sergeant-at-Arn 
; , . ‘ ares eae Se SOR CALIFORNIA, 
mined me that his deputy instructs him that Mr. Paquet : , 
; ed to be ffering from the grippe, and would send a cel Jane EF. Loveland to be postmaster at Menlo Park, in the 
, of a physician We ure not content with that state « county of San Mateo and State of California. 
i rd furnishing a reason why we should not ask for an COLORADO. 
David Eh. Gray to be postmaster at Grecley, in the county of 
| PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule require that a mo Weld and State of Colorado. 
1 sun {1 hen | ll be decided by the Senate rather s 
{ y the Tre | r ()flicer The Presiding Officer, however, ‘ A a 
: est that the motion being now made. a decision upon it Leon LP, Wimberly to be po tinuster at Abbeville, in the county } 
can be delayed 1 a little time. There may be some further | ?! Wilcox and State of Georgia, 
t ane ry 7 ubmit the question at LOUISTANA, 
1! lo t enate, unless it be desired. — Isabel C. Taylor to be postmaster at Mansfield, in the parish 
\| rPAIRBANKS t o> o'clock and 88 minutes p. m.). Mr. of De Soto and State of Louisinna. 
resis ft, | move that the Senate, sitting as a court of impeacl 
Irn to meet at 2 o'clock to-morrow. : 2 , 
' bea “hers agreed to: and the Senate, sitting for the John Jackson, jr., to be postmaster at Kendall, in the county 
1 he impeachment, adjourned until February 11. of Fergus and State of Montian 
on the rt of the ITouse, the respondent, and NEW JERSEY. 
for f respor lent, retired from the Chamber. Alexander TB. Roberts to be postmaster at Tenafly, in the 


/ county of Bergen and State of New Jersey. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore resumed the chair. 
‘7 ROLINA 
PURE-FOOD BILI > r r i 
al . ; James LB. Winders to be postinaster at Warsaw, in the county 
ye] LIXIN pro. tempore The Chair lavs before the of Duplin and State of North Carolina. 


ed business, being the bill (Hf. R. 6295) for 


thie dulteration or misbranding of foods or drugs, a 
1 ihsat traflie therein, and for other purposes Christopher J. Butts to be postmaster at Osborn, in the county 
CA LIAM lo move that the Senate proceed to the con of Greene and State of Ohio 
on of executive busine William ©. Custis to be postmaster at Jamestown, in the 
\) NMKYBURN Mr. Pre lent county of Greene and State of Olio. 
PRESIDENTE pro. tempore The Senator from Tinei Mintey TS. Gatch to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of 
{ { the S te] ecd to the consideration of executive Clermont and State of Ofilo 
| Phe question is on that motion Adolphus P. Taney to be ] tmaster at Morrow, in the courty 
tion \ agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the of Warr rl State of Ohie. 
Col leration of executive business \fier two hours spent in Joseph Meyers to be postmaster at Minster, tn the county 
exccoutive ( on the door were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock of Auglaize and State of O1 
{42 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, David Kk. Owen to be postinaster at Burton, in the county of 
beh ry 1), W905, at 12 o'clock meridian. CGenugn and State of Ole 
ID. C. Pemberton to be postmaster at New Vienna, in the 


county of Clinton and State of Olio 


NOMINATIONS Seymour 8S. ‘Tibbals to be postmaster at Franklin, in the 


] af ecomed by the Senate February 10, 19 county of Warren and State of Ohio. 
ONA, 
MH. Kil Plane \riz., to be governor of Ari William L. Stalnaker to be postmaster at Tonkawa, in the 
oA ler O} Bred ned county of Kay and Territory of Oklahoma. 
rit PENNSYLVAN 

] e A. Tucker, of Nel 1, to be associate justice of David Maclay to be postmaster at Chambersburg, in) the 
i] court of t iw tory of Arizona, vice George Rh. county of Franklin and State of Pennsylvania, 
1) eT { | | n accepted to take effect at William I. Hekbert jr., to be postmaster at Lewistown, in the 
gt NM 1 1M county of Mifflin and State of Pennsylvania. 

RR OF PUBL MONEYS PENA ‘ 


Cc. Mel noof Yuba Citw, Cal, to be receiver of public Mary S. Parish to be postmaster at Huntsville, in the county 
} t M ( © Ilenry Malloch, resigned, lof Walker and State of Texas, 





CONGRES 


1905. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Kray, February 10, 1905, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HeENry N. Coupen, D. I). 

‘The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read 
approved. 


and 


CONFERENCE 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I present conference 
reports on the four following bills, to be printed under the rule: 
The bill (S. 5047) granting an increase of pension to Florence 

Whitman ; 
The bill (S. 
I. Wilson; 

The bill (S. 5752) granting a pension to Philip LaWotte ; 

The bill (S. 4169) granting a pension to Galena Jouett. 

The SVEAKER. The reports and statements will be printed 
under the rule. 


REPORTS. 


QO. 


6152) granting an increase of pension to Ann 


and 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker. under the rules, certain bills 
on the Private Calendar are in order to-day. I ask unanimous 
consent that they may be considered in the House as in the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New IHlampshire asks 
unanimous that bills in order upon the Private Cal 
endar under the rule to-day, Friday, shall be considered in the 


consent 


Ilouse as in the Committee of the Whole House. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, just what does that mean? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that to-day certain 


business is in order on the Private Calendar 
together with some other business, as the rules provide. The 
gentleman from New Hampshire asks unanimous consent that 
those bills so in order under the rule shall be considered in the 
Ilouse as in the Committee of the Whole House. Is there ob 
jection? 

There was no objection. 


pension business, 


JOSEPH C. KINSEY. 


The first pension business was the bill (HL. R. 17976) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph C. Kinsey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


enacted, ete., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, 


Be it and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subje i 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josep 
C. Kinsey, late of Company K, Twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Vo 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Ilotuipay) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the 
(UH. R. 17976) granting an increase of pension to Joseph ¢ Inimse 
submit the following report 

An increase of pension from $12 to $40 per month is sought in 
bill 

Mr. Kinsey, now 84 years of age, served as a private in Company Kk 
Twenty-ninth Indiana Infantry, from September 20, TS64, to June ; 
1865, when honorably discharged, and is now pensioned under the ge 
eral law at $12 per month on account of chronic diarrhea and re 
ing disease of rectum 


A claim for increase of pension was rejected in April, 1904, upon tl 


ground that his condition was due largely to other than the pensions 
causes, 

When laste examined, by the Auburn, Ind., board of surgeons, on 
Mareh 2S, 1904, that board rated him $10 for chronic diarrhea, S10 
for disease of rectum, $17 for rheumatism, and $17 for disease of he t 
and stated that he was so disabled from chronic diarrhea and re 
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| 


disease of rectum, rheumatism, disease of heart, and general debility 
ys to require the frequent and periodical aid and attendance of another 
person 

Medical and other testimony filed with your committee sets forth 
that the soldier's knees are ftlexed and fixed so that he is unable to | 
stand or walk; that he can not dress or undress himself, and that le 
is dependent upon the pension, having no property except a house and 


lot in the village of Salem Center, Ind., worth not over $600 

The physician whose testimony was filed with your committee was 
of the opinion that the chronic articular rheumatism causing his help 
lessness was partly or entirely the result of his long-continued chroni 
gastro intestinal trouble 

Such a pathological relation, however, the Pension 
to necept 

It being shown that the soldier is helpless and destitute and require 
the aid and attendance of another person, an increase of his pension 
to $30 per month is justified in the light of numerous precedents 

‘The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty” 
word “ thirty.” 


Bureau declined 


as 


and Insert in lieu thereof the 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 








reading: and being engrossed, it was dingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
IIN KEO I 
The next pension bus s the 1 (11. HR. 18en0) t 
ing an increase of pens » John Weough 
The bill was read, as folloy 
Be it ¢ ted, ete., That the § tary of the Int 
here , ntuthorized and d a i ! \ 
the prov ns and L thre ey t ‘ ! 
Ine h, late of Seven ak I Pent i \ 
fantry, and pay hit Lope nat the rate of Sov | 1 ! i 
of that he is now rece 
The report (by Mr. Hobtitpay) is as follows 
The Committee on I: d i W 
Il. R. DSO50) ¢ niin n it ‘ n | Ine 
mit the following report 
An increase otf usion from $1 » $50 | 
bill 
M Keough, now 66 4 ; of age, Is shown t ! 
War Department to ha ed t | 1 ¢ y A, I 
Pennsylvania Infantry «Eleventh Ve I f t 
25, 1861, to June 15, 1S64, when 1 ‘ 1 | 
a private in Company hk, Seventy I viy vi T 
Maureh S&, IS65,. to Lecemly G Psu wher ‘ v d \ . 
have been taken prisoner June 27, S62, and paroled A t >. IS¢ 
and to have received a gut t wound of t ' 4 t 
Getty ury, Pa., duly 2. 386 
He is now pensioned und the act of Jur 7. 1890. at § ’ 
month for total d v, the 1 f t nd 
ease of heart inshot wound of 1 t t ( ‘ 
lie was formerly per ed 1 the ! 
wound of reast t S4 me A) 1 PSone 
Vhen last ex ned t Si st | NI rd « 
‘ s, on May 17, 1S09, ft oard ! nd f 
Gaunshot we nad Lea k the ‘ l thre 
f the axi ry ilte I { l side W ken 1 ‘ 
pressed Phe sear is adherent and tend ind VS | t 
re i ] existed he wile is |} t 
Ltisability erma nt Rate, S17 
Ap nts knees ! Y l \ \ 
NT the t it is I al t ! 
{ re i a t X ‘ ‘ 
( thre nen of h « | i f 
oth eyes Rate, S12 
Appli nt has no teeth, but { 
\ 1 int ha eft I ‘ ‘ } 
the ex nal rin Rat st 
Med l and othe t \ dow } 
{ t soldic . ' ‘ 
\ in essitiute 1 ‘ i 
s anise very def tiv ! ! < f 
vi i in tl right ey ! hut ‘ 
‘ ten twohui re 1 hie f 1 | l 
s feet! t Ss V 1 ¢f f } 
i i t el I ‘ ! 
ty na ‘ 1 
( I the I end of | 
d I { 1 und f t i 
‘ if ‘ fi I 
l re ‘ 1 ] I } Ss pt 
cr the tlie 1 \y I 
e ¢ { } t WwW ad Ny ] 
the f \ a ‘ \ ] ' 
lt eS the v 1 i i f ‘ 
\ j t! \ 
The imienedy lit recol ded by the « ‘ VV eed 
te 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
rending: and being engrossed, it was accord read the third 
time, and passed. 
GATES I PAR I 
The next pension business was the bill (TL. R. 1672 ; 
an inerease of pension to Gates D. Parish 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Re it cnacte et I t i t f +} I } } 
hereby, authorized and d ted to ] ‘ n t ' 
the provisions and | f t ! \ 
Ib. Parish, late first ser nt ¢ ID. © i | 
second Regiment New York Volunteer I I ! i 
at the rate of $500 per month in lieu of t 
The report (by Mr. G ON) 1S tk \ 
The Committee on Inv 1 1% \ \ f, 1 y 
(H.R. 16725) grantis an ir | n to Gates D. I 
mit the following report 
An increase of per n fre $17 to $50 a I 
bill 
Mr. Varish, now 76 ye: of age, wl 1 as In ¢ 
pany J), One hundred and twenty se 1 New \¥ Inf ' 
August 6, 1862, to June 2 1865. when | iblv d ' 
is shown by the medical 1 f the W 1? 
under treatment during | service for dinar { 
now pensioned under the general law at $17 f 
asthma and disease of the right eye fro | lt mn and 
loss of sight of the sar 
Claims for increase of pension have 
last one in April, 1903, upon the nd t i 








. 
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5 gin did not warrant a higher rating and that the impaired 
§ t left eve ezged as a result had no connection with the disease 
i é lined by the rd of sat Fi Ga., on 
1) 1, 10 t rd rated him $10 for asthma, * loss of | 
t I t eye, and 86 for impaired vision of t eye, and 
i irgeons then ated that the sold s disabilities from asthma and 
if the eves was equivalent to the loss of a hand or a foot and 
{ him t SJ4 per month 
Med l and other testi y filed with your committee shows that 
the lier is now tally ind in tl right eye and sight of the left 
‘ ery much impaired; that he suffers from asth , muscular numb- 
I 1 extreme weakne ; that at times his legs fail to support 
I 1 that in t he was like one threatened with paralysis, and 
th ! h no of support aside from the pension. 
( lerir tl ecommendation of the board of surgeons as to the 
i ed i es of accepted service origin and the probabilities 
1 l ar weakness is a result of the rheumatism for 
ed the service, and that the impaired sight is a result by 







of the | of the sight of the 
pension to $36 per 


right eye, an incre 
month is deemed proper, and th 


ise of the 





passage 


ol e bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ first sergeant” and insert in lieu 
there the word “* of.” 

In e 8 strike out the word “fifty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * thirty-six 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 


acreed to. 

Ihe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
und passed. 


WILLIAM B. WHITE. 


ry 


rhe next pension business was the bill (11. R. 
gun increase of pension to William B. White. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


17716) grant- 


Be-it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


he authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
I late of Company B, Fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
{ nd pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that » is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Hunrer) is as follows: 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 





] nting an increase of pension to William b. White, 
i I wing report: 
f per on f m $12 Cer) ner m it} is cor ht i the 
( of pension from $le- to goV per month IS sought in the 





it is shown that Mr. White, now 64 years of age, who served as a 
corporal in Company B, Fifth Wisconsin Volunteers, from M: 10, 
i861, to July 28, 1864, when honorably discharged, is now pensioned 
Inder the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month for total disability, 





arm and disease of heart and 
was formerly pensioned under the general law at $4 
uint of the wound, the same having been received in 
action at Rappahannock station November 7, 1863. 

rhe allowance of pension under the act of June 
upon a certificate of medical examination 


ind that 
mth on aces 





1 

the 1 ilt of a gunshot wound of the left 
e1 

1 

I 





1890, was based 
made by the Kansas City, 


















Mo., board of surgeons on May 13, 1891, which rated him $4 for the 
wound, $12 for heart disease (nervous prostration), $8 fer hernia, and 
$s ft disease eyes. 

I m the testimony of Dr. O. P. Blatchly, of Kansas City, Mo., it 
apy that the soldier, by reason of increasing debility, caused by 

» locor r ataxia, wholly incapable of performing man 
thor. and other proof ws that the soldier's wife has to kee] 
1 in order to support the soldie: 

i Lie wid a long and faithful service and is now suffering from 
ar rable disease comotor ataxia—wholly disabling him from 
‘ l ind Iso d t 

| cond 1 is ¢ \ I of Cong ind under the 
r ir in i his per -4 pert varranted 
e passage { tie lll is th ‘ ended ded as 
f 
S st f t t word tl \ 1 1 thereof the 
V 
| mendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
bil rmended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
I y nd being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
t e, and pussed 


BRIDGET ENWRIGHT. 


~* 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17973) 
ision to Bridget Enwright. 
The bill was rea 


granting 
an increase of pel 


1, as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior he, 
nd directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
mitations of the pension laws, > name of Bridget 
Patr inwright, late of Company B, Twenty 
achusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 


lieu of that she is now receiving 


per month In lie g. 


and he i 


iS 





i 
1 
i 


Mr. SuttowAyr) is as follows: 





Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 





ng an increase of pension to Bridget Enwright, 
report 
pension from $8 to $20 per month is scught in the bill. 
; d in the bill, now 74 years of age, is the widow 
who served as a private in Company LB, Twenty 
Infar f October 21, 1862, to March 21, 





lischar 





irgeon's certificate of disability by 


FEBRUARY 10, 





I" n of a gunshot wound of the left hip received in action at Fred- 
ericksburg December 13, 1862. 

Ile was pensioned under the general law on account of this wound, 
and died Dece r 24, 1869, of rheumatism, which disease the Pension 
Bureau declined to accept as a result of the wound of left hip, and 


hence rejected the claim of his widow under the general law upon that 
ground. 


The beneficiary married the soldier on May 22, 18553, and is now 


pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month, upon proof 
that she had not remarried and was wholly dependent upon her daily 
] 

MavOr, 


In view of the beneficiary's age, the fact that she was the v 
the soldier during his service and shared in the trials and tribulati 
of that period, and that she is past all labor and is destitute, an in 
crease of her pension ym $8 to $12 per month is justirtied, and the p:s- 
sage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve.” 









The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty” 


there f 
the woid ‘“ twelve.’ 


and insert in lieu 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


HANS ANDERSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16649) 
an increase of peusion to Hans Anderson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


granting 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Llans 
Anderson, late of United States Navy (receiving ship LVrinceton, dis- 
cherged 1865), and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. BrapLey) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(ll. Rk. 16649) granting an increase of pension to Haus Anderson, sub- 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $24 to $30 per month is sought in the 





Mr. Anderson, now 80 years of age, served as seaman on the North 
Carolina and Falmouth, United States Navy, from December 29, 1856, 
to May 21, 1859, when bonorably discharged, and again on the Prince- 
ten and Congress from June 23, 1859, to September 7, 1861, when hon- 
orably discharged. 


He again enlisted in the Navy on February 17, 1862, as seaman for 
special duty on the U. S. S. Moenitor, and served on said Monitor, North 
Carolina, Home, and Wabash from the last-named date to 
January 25, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

The medical of the Navy Department show that while on the 
Catskill he fell down in a turret, injuring his left side, and that he was 
also treated while a member of said vessel for rheumatism, and on board 
the Home for iritis and ulceration of the cornea, and on the Wabash 


Caiskill, 








records 


for ophthalmia. 

He is now pensioned under the general law at $24 per month on 
account of this injury of the left side, rheumatism, and resulting dis- 
ea of heart. 

The sailor alleged that by the fall on the Catskill, which injured 


his left side, he also incurred an injury to his right ankle and elbow, 
and that these injuries were agyravated in the service and 1ce by the 
rhenma contracted in the service. and that he incurred an injury 
to his right eye by lime falling into the eye while on board the Flame 
in June, 1865; that the sight of the eye, however, was not impaired 
until about a year after discharge. 

That claim was rejected in July, 1896, upon the ground that after 
a special examination the sailor had been unable to establish the sery- 
ice origin of said disabilities, and there being no record of treatment 
for said injuries while in the service, the jon il of the Catskill, while 
showing that he fell down in a turret on March 24, 1863, and injured 
his left side just below the ribs, failing to show that any other part of 
his body was then injured. 

The assistant surgeon on board the Cafskill testified, however, that he 
was as positive in his own mind of treating the sailor for an injury 
to the ankle as for the injury to the side. 

The Pension Bureau, however, in the 
deemed such testimony to be insufficient. 

When last examined, in December, 1893, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., stated as follows: 

“There is great tenderness over the side of the border of the ribs on 
the left side. Seventh, eighth, ninth, and tenth ribs fractured. The 
injury of the right elbow is on the outer side of the condyle. Motion 
is limited one-third. Right ankle Is stiffened, swollen, and action is 
limited three-fourths. In our opinion there was a fracture of the lower 
end of the internal malleolus. The claimant’s position in walking of 
feet is to bear weight on the inside of the foot, and in our opinion 
there was, in all probability, a Potts fracture. 

“There is rheumatism all over the body, and almost every joint has 
more or less deposit, and motion in all joints is limited. 

“Claimant has fatty heart. 

“There are lycoma on both cornea due to ulcers from getting lime 
in eyes. Claimant has cataract in both eyes, but right eye is the worst. 
vision entirely gone in right eye from cataract obstructing light and it 
will be but a short time until sight in left eye will be gone. 

“Claimant can not dress himself without help.” 

Medical testimony filed with your committee sets forth that npon a 
medica] examination made of the beneficiary on January 18, 1905, he 
was found to be old and feeble and suffering from chronie tuberculosis 
of the left lung and old injuries to his ribs, bronchitis, and asthma; 
that he has no income whatever aside from his pension, and that he is 
dependent upon an only son, who is now also laid up with tubere 
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absence of record eviden7e, 


the board of surgeons at 











it in the bill is fully justified in view of th 
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faithful and honorable service, covering the entire period of the war, 
and destitution. 


The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 


i bis t ave, [I MeESSTILCSS, 


In line 6, before the words ‘“* United States,” insert the words “ U. S. 


S. Catskill.” 
In same line strike out the word “ receiving,” and all of line 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


LOUIS MELCHER, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3014) granting 
a pension to Louis Melcher. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior he, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louis 
Melcher, of Company A, Second Regiment of Michigan Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $2U a month. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 3014) granting a pension to Louis Melcher, submit the follow- 
lug report: 

A pension of $29 per month is sought In the bill. 

1 records of the War Department show that the soldier named in 
the bill, now 68 years of age, enlisted as a private in Company A, 
Second Michigan Infantry, on May 25, 1861, and that he was dis 
charged on surgeon's certificate of disability August 14, 1861, signed 
by the surgeon and colonel of his regiment, by reason of “ lameness 
caused previous!y reported extensive ulcerations of his legs, extend- 
pairing their powers and action 
nlistment and not mentioned to 











ing deeply among the muscles and 





by the cicatrices, all existing before 
the mustering officers at the time.” 

His claim to pension under the act of June 27, 1890, was rejected in 
October, 1890, upon the ground that he only served eighty-four days 
and not the required ninety days during the war in order to give title 
to pension; and his general law claim, filed in 1882, in which the 
soldier alleged that he incured ulcers of both legs just above the ankles 
while marching to and from Bull Run, was also rejected in April, 1884, 
upon the ground that such ulcers existed prior to enlistment, as shown 
by the certificate of dis lity upon which discharged. 

The soldier denied ever having suffered from ulcers prior to his en 
listment and filed some proof in the Pension Bureau tending to show 
that he was sound and ilthy at the time of his enlistment, etc. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee sets forth that the 
Boldier is suffering from sciatic rheumatism, ulcers of the legs below 
the knees, ete., and is totally disables manual labor; and other 























forth that he has no mean ppert 
ir committee believes that the action of the Pension Bureau 
it is of the opinion, bhoweve that in view of the soldier's 
melitic 1 des { t re of the aet of June 
as te I if i be wa «¢ in the . and 
ranted tl i imum ratir under the act of June 2 1S, 
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the 


‘The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ERWIN FANCHER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 465) granting a 
pension to Erwin Fancher 
The bill was read, as follows: 


hereby, authorized and directed to place ot pension roll, subject t 
the provisions and limitations of the per ) vs, the name of Erwi 
Fancher. late of Company E, One hundred and twenty-third Regimen 
lilinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per ! onth. 


te it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
t 
f 





The report (by Mr. FULLER) is as follows: 





The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Ii. R. 465) granting a pension to Erwin Fancher, submit the f Ww 
ing report: 

A nei ionth is sought Hill 

I be bill. now 7 of r¢ a 1 orl 
vate hundred and y-third Illinois Infantry, 
f: i Metober 21, when discharged 1 su 
geon's ity by reason ; da di e ¢ ting 
for tl t] disease |} gy | 1 deve! dt over- 
exert arvest 
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di ed | Y ' ¢ ‘ i 3 ra thre f the 
W Department ' this 1 1 © offirmed in 1890. fi 9 
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accordanee with law 
soldier's pension under the act of June 27, 1890, was rejected 
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in January, 1892 
by said act 








own that the s« 1 r 

( nature, almost lheipless, | l, and ‘ ) rn iving 
I , and destitute 

In view of the soldier's helplessness 1 utter ¢ { tion, y 1 
mittee are of the opinion that the re f ict i. 
ISSO, as to lengtl f service may wel e waived i and tuat 
relief be granted to him at the maximum ratir i 

I passag f e is ‘ t ‘ t 3 
follows 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty and insert in li the e 


word “ twely 

The amendment recomnn ended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
rending; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LEONARD HAMMOND. 

The next pension business was 

ing an increase of pension to Leon: 


The bill was read, as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Leon 
ard Hammond, late of ¢ B, Forty-tirst Regiment Ohio \ 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per mouth 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


} 








The report (by Mr. Grierson) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18080) granting an increase of pension to Leonard Hat nd, 
submit the following report 


An increase of pension from $12 to $40 per . { Is s ight the 
bill 

Leonard FP. Hammond, the soldier ni 1 in the b served Ss a 
private in Company Bb, Forty-tirst ¢ I ‘ from August 16, 


Is62z2, to June 13, 1865, when onora discharged 

Ile was under treatment from October 3 to October 31, 1864, for 
dysentery 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 











month for total disability the result of chronic dla ea, ‘ 
rectum. and disease of heart 

Ile was formerly pensioned under the genet law on account of 
chronic diarrhea at $4 pei onth from August, 1587, and at $t per 
month from December 11. P8809 
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an increase of pension to Joseph 

The bill was read, as follow 
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gu i ise of pension from $17 to $30 per month is sought in the 
vill 

rhe soldier named in the bill, now 64 years of age, served as a pri- 
vate in Company PF, Tenth Pennsylvania Reserve Infantry, from June 3, 
ISG1, to October 31, 1862, when discharged on surgeon's certificate of 
disability by reason of a gunshot wound taking away a portion of the 
inferior maxillary and injuring the ear to such an extent as to result in 
permanent deafness, received at the battle of Fair Oaks, in June, 1862. 

lie was a prisoner of war from June JU, 1862, to August 3, 1862, 
when paroled. 

Hie is now pensioned under the general law on account of this gun- 
shot wound of the face (right side) and resulting total deafness of 
right eur and facial paralysis at $17 per month. 

A claim for i: ise of pension, filed in May, 1904, in which the sol- 
dier alleged diarrhea and scurvy as results of the pensioned causes, was 
rejected in January, 1905, upon the ground that such diarrhea and 
scurvy could not be accepted as results. 

A claim on account of scurvy as of service origin was also rejected in 
September, 1804, upon the ground of no record of treatment in the War 
Department and claimant’s alleged inability to prove origin in the 
service 


A claim on account of resulting impaired vision of the right eye was 
rejected by the Pension Bureau in September, 1894, upon the ground 
that such disability conld not be accepted as a result. 

Medical testimony filed in the Pension Bureau in June, 1904, sets 
forth that the soldier was a severe sufferer from the gunshot wound of 
the face, causing intense neuralgie pains and facial paralysis, and that 
he was also suffering from chronic diarrhea contracted while in the 
service and with chronic eezema of both forearms. 

Wien last examined, in October, 1904, the board of surgeons rated 
bim &6 for the facial paralysis, $10 for deafness of the right ear, $12 
for blindness of the right eye, and $2 for psoriasis, and the surgeons 


then stated that the aggregate permanent disability for earning a sup- 
port was equivalent to the loss of a hand or foot and entitled the sol- 
dier to $24 The examining surgeons then were of the opinion that the 
loss of sight of the right eye was a result of the gunshot wound. 


Proof filed with your committee shows that the soldier does not own 
any property and has no source of income except the pension which he 
is now receiving. 

In the light of the statements of the examining surgeons it is quite 
probable that the loss of vision of the right eye is dependent upon the 
gunshot wound 

In view of this your committee believes that the doubts in the case 
should be resolved in favor of the soldier, and that he be granted the 
rating recommended by the surgeons in October, 1904, namely, $24 per 
month 
The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows 

In line 6, after the word “ Tenth.” Insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line & strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 


word * twenty-four.” 
The amendments recommended by the committee were 
agreed to. 


{ 
| 





The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
JEMIMA ROSENCRANS. 


Q~ 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18135) 


ing an increase of pension to Jemima Rosencrans. 
The bill was read as follows: 


. Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jemima 
Rosenerans, widow of George W. Rosencrans, late of Companies D and 
ll, First Regiment Nebraska Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Brapiey) is as follows: 


grant- 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(II. R. 18135) granting an increase of pension to Jemima Rosencrans, 
submit the following report: 


An increase of pension from $8 to $12 per month is sought in the 


bill. , e 2 7 
rhe beneficiary named in the bill, now 74 years of age, is pensioned 
under the act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month as the widow of 


of George 





W. Rosenecrans, who served as a private in Companies I) and If, First 
Nebraska Cavalry, from March 28, 1863, to July 10, 1865, when honor 
ably discharged, and who died December 10, 1897. 


The beneficiary was married to the soldier on October 3, 1846, and 
lived with him as his wife up to the date of his enlistment, but was 
deserted by him after his return to the Army when home on furlough, 


and secreted his whereabouts from both her and his parents, leaving 
her with eight children, and failing to provide for them, and married 
another woman without having obtained a divorce from the beneficiary. 

The soldier died of disease of heart, a disability which the Pension 
Sureau held was not due to the gunshot wound of the lower jaw and 
neck, and varicose veins of both legs, for which he had been pensioned, 


and was not otherwise shown to have been due to his military service. 

The beneficiary is shown to be a woman of good repute and to_ 
entirg dependent upon the pension and upon an honest, hard-working 
i Sveat filed with your committee shows that the beneficiary is in a 
feeble and delicate condition and very poor and beyond all labor, ete. 

The beneficiary having been the wife of the soldier during his serv- 
ice, and being now old, feeble, unable to labor, and destitute, an increase 
of her pension to the amount sought in the bill is proper, and the pas- 
sage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


be 


MOSES F. COLBY. 


The next pension businéss was the bill (H. R. 14410) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Moses IF. Colby. 





The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Moses 
F. Colby, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Braptey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(I. R. 14410) granting an increase of pension to Moses F. Colby, sub- 
mit the following report: 
we increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
phil. 

The soldier named in this bill, now 66 years of age, served as a pri- 
vate in Company D, Seventh New Hampshire Infantry, from October 
12, 1861, to August 17, 1862, when honorably discharged on surgeon's 
certificate of disability by reason of hernia. 

Ile never applied for pension under the general law, but is now pen- 
sioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month for total dis- 
ability —the result of rheumatism and right inguinal hernia. 

Medical and other testimony filed with your committee shows that 
the soldier, in August, 1903, had an attack of prostatitis, causing com- 
plete retention of the urine, followed by cystitis, the results of which 
attack continue to the present time in a less acute form; that he has 
been continuously under treatment since that time; that he also suf- 
fers from a hernia and a hydrocele; is totally incapacitated from per- 
forming any labor; that he has twice been tapped for the hydrocele, 
and that he has no income from any source and depends upon the pen- 
sion of $12 per month. 

The soldier's total inability to labor by reason of his serlous physical 
condition, together with his poverty, makes his case a worthy one for 
Congressional relief, and the passage of the bill is therefore recom- 
mended when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’? and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * twenty-four.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W. DONHAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (IT. R. 
an increase of pension to W. W. Donham. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


3900) granting 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
W. W. Donham, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment Missouri State 
Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
jieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to wiom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 83900) granting an increase of pension to W. W. Donham, sub- 
mit the following report : 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

William W. Donham, now 66 vears of ave, served as a 
Company A, Seventh Missouri State Militia Cavalry, from January 24, 
ISS2, to March 14, 1865, and is now pensioned under the general law 
at $12 per month on account of disease of eyes, chronic diarrhea and 
resulting piles. 


private in 


A claim for increase of pension was rejected in April, 1900, upon 
the ground that the disability arising from the pensioned causes did 
not warrant a higher rating. 

When last examined, on July 5, 1899, the board of surgeons found 
vision in the right eye to be three two-hundredths and in left eye 
twenty-fortieths, and rated him $10 for impaired vision of the eyes. 


A prior examination found and rated him &4 for piles. 


Phe soldier also alleged disease of the nervous system, which elaim 





was rejected in March, 1SS9, upon the ground that a pensionable dis- 
ability from that cause had not existed since the filing of the claim. 

Proof filed with your committee in the Fifty-sixth Congress sets 
forth that the soldier was unable to obtain a living by manual labor 
and that he has no means of support aside from his pension. 

The soldier, in a statement filed with your committee, sets forth 
that he is suffering from piles, diarrhea, nervous debility, and loss of 
sight of the right eve, and totally disabled for all labor. 

In view of the above an increase of his pension to $20 per mont! is 

| justified, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when 


amended as follows: 
In line 6, after the word ‘* of,” strike out the letter “‘ W.” and insert 
in lieuw thereof the werd * William.” 
In line 7, before the word * State,” 
In line 8 strike out the word * thirty 
word “twenty.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William W. Donham.” 


insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
” and insert in lieu thereof the 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fer a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ABBY E. BURRITT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18089) grant- 
ing a pension to Abby PB. Burritt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enactcd, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abby 
I. Burritt, widow of Charlies Burritt, late of Company I, Sixth Regi- 
nent Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $S per month. 

The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
Hi. R. 1SVUS9) granting a pension to Abby E. Burritt, submit the fol- 


lowing report: 
A pension of $S per month is sought In the bill. 
Charles Burritt, the soldier named in the bill, served as a private in 


Company I, Sixth Connecticut Infantry, from September 15, LS61, to 
August 12, 1865, when honorably discharged, and received a gunshot 


wound of the right arm and both sides in action at Deep 
ginia, August 16, 1864. 

Ile was pensioned under the general law on account of said wounds 
at $4 per month, and died of phthisis pulmonalis on September 15, 
1903. 

The beneficiary na 


Bottom, Vir- 


med in the bill, now 61 years of age, applied for 


pension under the general law as his widow. That claim, however, 
was rejected in January, 1904, upon the ground that the soldier's 
death was not the result of the wounds for which he had been pen- 
sioned, and that there was no record, medical, or other satisfactory 


evidence of the origin fn the service and line of ‘duty or of continuance 
of the soldier's fatal disease. 


Her claim to pension under the act of June 27, 1890, was also 
rejected upon the ground of no title, she having married the soldier 
subsequent to the passage of the act of June 27, 1890. 





It appears that the beneficiary was first married to the soldier on 
December 25, 1859; that she was divorced from him in 1871; that she 
remarried him on June 1, 1878; was again divorced from him on 
ee 14, 1894, and that she again remarried him on March 25, 
OO} 


The evidence fn the case shows that the beneficiary was compelled 
to obtain the two divorces by reason of the soldier's intemperance and 
cruelty; that after having obtained the first divorce in 1871 the soldier 
would come to the beneficiary's house at different times needing care 
and shelter; that she could not refuse him although she was not living 
with him as his wife, and that this became so frequent an occurrence 
that in 1878 she was remarried to him so that she could take care of 
him honorably at such times; that he frequently, however, left his 
home as before, coming back to her at intervals; that she was always 


a rae wife to the soldier and maintained her home and gave him 
helter and care when he came there. 
It is shown that the beneficiary has not remarried since the soldier's 
death, and that she is wholly dependent upon her daily labor. 


‘As above stated, it being shown that the benefici iary was first married 





to the soldier in 1859; that she was his wife during the service, and 
that she endured the soldier’s abuse and cruelty for years, and, 
although several times divorced from him, remarried him and took 
upon herself the burden of his care and burial du ring the last year of 


his life, your committee are of the opinion that the relief sought in 
the pill is ful ly justified. 


The passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 

The Dill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readi 
being engrossed, 
passed, 


lore 


‘>? 


it was accordingly read the third time, 


and 
and 


CYRUS VAN COTT. 

The next pension business was the bill (I. R. 17810) 
an increase of pension to Cyrus Van Cott. 

The bill was read, follows: 


granting 


aS 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions, and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Cyrus Van Cott, late of Company B, Second Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 


unteer Infantry ‘and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions to whom was eee the bill 
(ii. R. 17810) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus Van Cott, sub 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $24 to $50 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The soldier named in the bill, now 64 years of age, served as a pri 


vate in Company LB, Second Wisconsin Infantry, from June 5, 1861, to 
June 30, 1864, when honorably discharged, and as first lieutenant of 
Company LD, Forty-fourth Wisconsin Infantry, from November 2, 1864 
to August 28, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

While in the first service he received a gunshot wound through the 
richt lung inaction at Gettysburg, Pa., on July 1, 18638. 

jle is now pensioned under the general law at $24 per month on ac 
count of this wound. 

Claims for increase of pension were rejected In Sep 
December, 1904, upon the ground that the accepted 
service origin did not warrant a higher rating. : 

When last examined by the board of surgeons at Waupaca, Wis., on 
August 10, 1904, that board rated him $30 for the wound and results, 
and stated that there was a history of suppuration of the wound of six 
years ; that as a result there was paralysis of the right arm and right 


tember, 1893, and 


disabilities of 


leg, loss of power in right leg one-half, in right arm one-fourth; that 
he drags the leg in wi ulking, and stumbles easily, ete. 

The petition of the soldier filed with your committee sets forth 
that he was shot through the right breast and right lung, the ball 


going thr oun his body and coming out near the lower point of the 
right shoulder blade; that the wounds seven or eight years after tly 
close of the war were suppurating, requiring constant and continued 


careful dressing ; that as a result his right side and especially his 
right leg had become disabled; that ever since the war it has been im 
possible for him to perform ‘manual labor of any kind; that during 
the past six years nie right leg had been so disabled that it was very 
dificult for him to walk, it being necessary for him to drag his right 
leg along, and that fcr the last five years it had been necessary for 
him during the majority of the night to sit up either in a chair or 


bolstered up in bed; that the pension of $24 per month is inadequate 


to his support_and ‘to secure the help of a person in performing the 
ordinary and domestic duties and chores at his home. 

Other papers show that the soldier depends upon the pension for 
a living, having no other means of support. 

The statement of Hon. J. H. Dayipson, the Member who Intro 











K eed (7 
= a= i 
duced the bill, filed with your committee, sets forth that It Is now 
almost impossible for the soldier to aid himself in re way; that he 
had visited at his house and knows his condition; that he has no 
property outside of his pension, and that this is not nae lent to sup 
port himself and wife, and that in his opinion, in a case of this kind, 
where applicant was so badly crippled as to 1 ire the nstant 
tendance of other persons, an increase of h pension was fully 
justitied. 

The soldier rendered faithfyl and honorable service for over three 
years, and was severely wounded in battle 

The description of his disabilities as given by the Waupaca rd 
of surgeons and by the member who introduced the bill warrant some 
measure of relief in his ¢ to aid in his support, he being now pra 
tically helpless. 

‘The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof ft 
word “ forty.” 


The amendment recommend 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a t 
reading; and being engrossed, it was read the 
time, and passed. 


agreed to. 
} rd 
third 


ed by the committee was 
accordingly 


MARY E. 
The next pension business was the 


QUICK, 


bill (HI. R. 16519) gr 




















Lit 
ing a pension to Mary Bb. Quick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he its 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisior is and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. 
Quick, widow of John H. Quick, late of Company Lb, Third Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Deemer) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was ferred tl bill 
CH. R. 16519) granting a pension to Mary KE. Quick, upit the tf Ww 
ing report: 

An increase of pension from $8 to $20 per month is soug : 

rhe benetic ‘vy named in the bill, now 67 years of a idow 
of John Hf. Q vho served as a sergeant in Company enn 
sylvania (% m July 23, 1861, to August 24, 186 nora- 
biy discha 

Hie died Ju 1875, of epilepsy. 

She married him December 25, 1866, and she is n pensioned ! 
the of June 27, 1890, at $S per month, upon proof that she i rt 
emi “id since the soldiers death and was dependent upon hei 

Hier general-law claim was rejected in October, 1IS9S, upon the 
zround that with the aid of a special examir ion si id failed , 

nnect lL ] I mm} ry ryice 

She cla rown or fell from } hor 

hereby re ch ult itely ré ted in 
‘ lepsy, 

While obtained upon special ex 
ination wa warranting the Pension 

reau it however, that the soldier 
\ ns s lee nd one witne 

Oo saw nd thie ipression t 

soldier of dizzine \ 
rused him il Ww f testified 

ithin a the Lelie compla i 
pains in ‘ affected by dizzy . 
that this condition d ultimately developed in 


the epileptic fits. 





In view of the claimant's age and poverty and the facts above stated, 
your committee are of t opinion that the doubts in the case as to 
whether the soldier's de 1 was ‘esult of his military service should 

resolved in favor of the ben ry, and the passage of the bill is 

erefore recommended when amended as follow 

In line S strike t the word “ twenty and insert in thereof the 

d ** twelve.” 

In line 9, after the word “ month,” insert the words in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

Amend the title so as to read A bill crantir an increase of pen 

ion to Mary E. Quick. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
‘ 

Lo), 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was ead the third 


time, and passed. 


accordingly 


LOTWIG EVANS. 








The next pension business was the bill (H.R. 15727) granting 
an increase of pension to Ludwig Evans. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pr mm laws, the name of J 
Evans, late of Company A, One hundred id forty-second Re ent 
Chio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen n at the rate of $30 pet 
month in lieu of that he is now receivi 

The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as folloy 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to wl 1 ferred t 
(Hf. R. 15 ) granting an increase of pension to Ludwig | 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $8 to $50 pe I is s ! 
bill. 

Lotwig Evans, the soldi med in t l T «> f 
served as a private in Company A, ¢ fred ! i ft 
sylvania Infantry, from Au ae 2 May i 
ably discharged. 

The records of the War Depart t t , 
the right leg at the batt of ¢ | J 1 : ! 
roll for October $1 1862, also show | led i 
accidental pistol shot. 
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Ile is now pensioned under the general law at $8 per month on ac- 
( ! f the gunshot wound of right ley. 

Phi idier also sought pension on account of a gunshot wound 
left thigh, eved 16 have been received in line of duty near Berlin, 

Id, October 29, TS862. That claim was rejected in July, 1903, upon 
t sand that such wound was not incurred in line of duty. 

It appea from the claimant own statement that the regiment on | 
1} evening of October 29, 1862, was encamped some distance from | 
i n, Mad that after the men had stacked arms the claimant and 

e of the boys, without any guns, started out for a walk; that they 

went a distance of about 200 or 200 feet from where the regiment was 

eamped and did not take or carry away anything belonging to anybody ; 

and that on their return toward camp, when they were but a short 

distance from the company, the claimant was shot through the left 
if me unknown manner and by some unknown person. 

WW 1 Jast examined, in 1902, the board of surgeons at Kingston, 
) tated that the soldier walked lame and used a cane by reason of 
the wound of right leg; that there was shortening of about one- 
half of that leg; that there was also a gunshot wound on the 
‘ anterior aspect of the left thigh with scar slightly adherent and 
| ed but not tender, and the surgeons then rated him $12 for 
thie ind 


A prior medical examination rated the soldier $10 for the wound of 


right thigh, $4 for that of the left thigh, $8 for disease of digestive 
organs, $14 for disease of lungs, and $8 for disease of heart; and 
medical testimony filed in the Pension Bureau in 1901 sets forth that 
the soldier for five or six years prior thereto had been under treat 
ment for chronie rheumatism, neuralgia, stomach, kidney, and liver 
trouble, and had been unable to perform manual labor sufficient to 
support himself and family, and that it would have been extremely 
dangerous for him to attempt to exert himself on account of a weak- 


ened heart during that period. 

The soldier is shown to be dependent upon the pension which he now 
receives and some aid from the soldiers’ relief fund. 

The accidental wound of the left thigh is a matter of record in the 


War Department, and while, technically speaking, the soldier was not 


at the time in the performance of any military duty, the wound, 
however, was received while he was in the service, and it should there 
fore be held to have been incurred in line of duty, especially so as the 
War Department records fail to show that it was received by reason 
of any violation of the rules or regulations of the Army. 

It being shown that the soldier, who rendered three years of faith 
fil vice, is now totally disabled for labor and dependent, an increase 
of his pension to $24 per month is justified, and the passage of the 
bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word * Ludwig” and Insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Lotwig.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Ohio” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Pennsyvivania.”’ 

in line & strike out the word “thirty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A Dill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Lotwig Evans.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 


agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


RICITARD DESMOND. 


The next pension business was the bill (Hf. R. 17280) granting 
an inerease of pension to Richard Desmond. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subjecs to 
fhe provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard 
1 





keostnond, late of United States Marine Corps, and pay him a pension 

t! rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Brapiey) is as follows: 

The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(If RR. (7280) granting an increase of pension to Richard Desmond, 

it the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $25 per month is sought in the 
bi F om - 

Phe soldier named in the bill, now 67 years of age, served as a pri 
vale in the United States Marine Corps from June 1, 1861, to June 3, 
18GH, when honorably discharged. 

fie is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
mont for total disability, the result of rheumatism, disease of heart, 
vari e yelns of the left leg, and nervous prostration. 

i] laim to pension under the general law, filed in May, 1879, and 
based upon a disease of the eyes and kidneys alleged to have been con 
tracted on board the U. 8S. S. St. Louis, was rejected by the Pension 
is iu upon the ground that a pensionable disability from said causes 


had not existed since the filling of the claim. 

In rejecting this claim to pension the Pension Bureau held that the 
dier had a refractive error which had never been corrected by proper 
Ineses, and that this error was not of service origin, but congenital. 

1 last examined, in November, 1898, the board of surgeons found 
and rated him $10 for varicose veins and $12 for a disease of the ner 
him for all work. 


vou ystem, unfitting 

Medical and other testimony filed with your committee sets forth 
that the soldier is now suffering from an enlargement of the heart, 
varicos® veins of both legs, sciatica, and general nervous debility; that 
be is wholly disabled for the performance of any labor, and that he 
has no means of support except the pension of $12 per month which he 
1 Thow recelyvinny 

Phe claimant rendered four years of honorable service and is now 
ufferis from disabilities of an ‘extreme nature, totally disabled for 
manual labor, and destitute 

An inerease of his pension to $24 per month is fully justified under 
the « umstances, and the passage of the bill Is therefore recommended 
when amended as follows 

In line 7 strike out the word “ twenty-five’ and Insert in lieu thereof 
t word twenty four.’ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 


of | 








The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LUCY E. RUMER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16943) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucy E. Rumer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy 
Ek. Rumer, widow of William D. Rumer, late of Company A, Fifty- 
fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Braprey) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 16943) granting an increase of pension to Lucy Kk. Rumer, sub- 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $8 to $12 per month is sought in the 
rill. 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 58 years of age, is the widow 
of William D. Rumer, who served as a private in Company A, Fifty- 
fourth Ohto Infantry, from September 5, 1861, to August 15, 1865, 
when honorably discharged, and who died March 28, 1882, of pneu- 
monia. 

lie was pensioned under the general law at $8 per month on account 
of an injury to the eyes by explosion of a shell near Vicksburg, Miss., 
in 1862. 

The beneficiary was married to him on September 14, 1871, and is 
now and has been since July 17, 1890, a pensioner under the act of 
June 27, 1890, at $S per month, upon proof that she had not remarried 
and was dependent wholly upon her daily labor for a support. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee sets forth that the bene- 
ficiary is a sufferer from disease of the heart and nervous system, 
leaving her a wreck as far as physical health is concerned, so that she 
is unable to do her own labor to add in any way to her pension of $8 
per month, and that she is a woman of excellent character and worthy 
of respect. 

In view of the beneficiary’s physical condition and her destitution, 
your committee is of the opinion that the relief sought in the bill is 
fully justified, and the passage of the bill is recommended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading ; 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
passed. 


and 
and 


WILLIAM ROSS HARTSHORNE. 
The next pension business was the bill (HI. R. 17682) granting 
an increase of pension to William Ross Hartshorne. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etce., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Ross Hartshorne, late colonel One hundred and ninetieth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hl. R. 17682) granting an increase of pension to William Ross Harts- 
horne, submit the following report : 

An increase of pension from $30 
the bill. 

The officer named in the bill, now 65 years of age, served as first 
lieutenant of Company IX and as adjutant of the Forty-second Vennsyl- 
vania Infantry from June 21, 1861, and as major of the same regiment 
from May 22, 1865, to June, 1864, when honorably discharged. He 
was again in as colonel of the One hundred and ninetieth 


to $72 per month is sought in 


mustered 
Vennsylvyania Volunteers on June 6, 1864, and mustered out June 2s, 
SGD. 

Ile was a prisoner of war from June 30, 1862, 
again from August 19, 1864, to February 22, 1865. 

While first lieutenant and adjutant of the Forty second 
vania he received a gunshot wound of the head in action at Mechanices- 
ville, Va., and while colonel of the One hundred and ninetieth Pennsyl- 
vania he contracted scurvy and resulting caries of the breastbone, and 
is now pensioned under ihe general law on account of said disabilities 
at total of his rank, namely, $30 per month, this last rating having 
been allowed in March 1892. 

When last examined, on May 
seribed his condition as follows: 

“Cicatrix showing a gunshot wound of the right side of head, affect- 
ing right eye and producing irltis of the same. ‘Tle skull was broken 
and the head trephined and still remains so to this day. There remaing 
sullicient evidence of large pieces of the breastbone and carles of the 
bone with a large hole in front of bone sufficient to put index finger in. 

“ Hemorrhoids external as large as walnuts They are angry looking, 
highly inflamed, and there is prolapsus of rectum. : 

“'This man can not endure the heat of the sun on account of gunshot 
wound of head; becomes dizzy and weak when being exposed to the rays 
of the sun; can not remember well. Sight of right eye very much im- 
paired on account of the wound. Is justly entitled to $30 pension.” 

Irom papers filed with your committee it appears that the officer 
rendered highly meritorious services during the Peel War and was bre- 
vetted brigadier general; that he has recently undergone a severe sur- 
gieal operation for the relief of intestinal obstruction in a hospital at 
Vhiladelphia; that his abdominal cavity was opened, and low down 
near the beginning of the rectum two musses were felt, hard and irreg- 
ular, and, in the opinion of the surgeon, malignant; that as it wags 
impossible to remove the tumor a false anus was made on the left side, 
through which the contents of his bowels are permitted to escape; 
that this false anus is a palliative relief, and that in the opinion of the 
physician the oflicer will never be able to perform any arduous duty, 
us the condition he is suffering from keeps him in a state of very poor 
general health; that he has no real estate or personal property and no 
means of support aside from his pension, which was insufficient to 
keep him aa his family during his lifetime, and that the granting of 


to July 19, 1862, and 


Pennsyl- 


28, 1890, the beatd of surgeons de- 


a special pension in his case would be a simple act of justice on the 
part of the Government. 








1905. 


The case is plainly one of those in which a grateful country may well 


bestow its bounty, the officer having rendered highly meritorious sery 
ices, and the probabilities being that his intestinal trouble is a result 
of his military service. 

‘The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ late,’ insert the words “ first lieutenant 


and adjutant, Forty-second Regiment, and.” 

In line S strike out the word ** seventy-two’ 
the word “ sixty.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


’ 


and insert in lieu thereof 


MARY SOUPENF. 

The next pension business was the bill (I. R. 16927) 
ing a pension to Mary Soupene. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Mary Soupene, widow of John Soupene, late of Company G, 
tegiment Kansas Volunteer 
rate of $12 per month. 


The report (of Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


grant- 


Cavalry, and pay her a pension at 


} 
ue 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(I. R. 16927) granting a pension to Mary Soupene, submit the follow 


ing report: 

A pension of $12 is sought in the bill. 

The soldier, John Soupene, served as a private in Company G, 
Eleventh Kansas Cavalry, from August Is86z, to June 13, 1865, 
when honorably discharged. He was pensioned under the general law 
at $17 per month on account of an injury of head, neck, disease of 
eyes, diarrhea, and rheumatism. 

Ile died July 19, 1895, of consumption of the bowels extending to 
the kidneys. 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 71 years of age, applied for 


Or 
amis 


pension under the general law as the soldier's widow. Her claim, how 
ever, was rejected in June, 1896, upon the ground that she was not 
his legal widow, a former undivorced wife being still living. 

From the beneficiary's statements and those of a brother of the 


soldier it appears that the soldier was first married in France to one 
Louise Converse in 1842 or 1843; that he came to the United States 
in 1849, his wife refusing to accompany him; that he lived singly for 
ten years, until 1859, when being told by persons supposed to know 
the laws of this country that he had a right to remarry, he married the 
beneficiary named in the bill on July 10, 1859, and they lived together 
as husband and wife and were so recognized in the community until 
his death, in 1895. 

According to the testimony of the soldier's brother this first wife was 
still living in April, 1S96. 

The Member who introduced the bill states that competent evidence 
in writing in proper form and suflicient was delivered to him to show 
the death of the first wie, Louise Soupene, in France, in October, 1896, 
and that she never came to America during her lifetime; that this 
evidence has been misplaced among his papers, but these facts were 
sufficiently established by this evidence. 

The beneficiary married the soldier in good faith and was his wife 
for thirty-six years. 

The soldier having died of consumption of the bowels as a result of 
the diarrhea of accepted service origin, the relief sought in the bill is 
therefore fully justified, and the passage of the bill is recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


FREDERICK A. BIRD. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 16805) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Fred A. Bird. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Fred A. Bird, late of Company B, Twentieth Regiment Wisconsin Vol 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $ 

The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 

The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(11. R. 16805) granting a pension to Fred A. Bird, submit the follow- 
ing report: 

An increase of pension from $ 
bill. 

Frederick A. Bird, the officer named in the bill, and now 65 years 
of age, served as second lieutenant of Company LB, Twentieth Wiscon 
sin Infantry, from August 12, 1862, to July 14, 1865, when honorably 
discharged. 

Hie received 


36 per month 


15 to $36 per month is sought in the 


a gunshot wound of the left thigh while in action at 
Prairie Grove, Ark., December 7, 1862, and also ineurred chronic 
diarrhea, for which disabilities he is now pensioned under the general 
Jaw at $15 per month. 

His claim for increase of pension 
In October, 1904, upon the ground that the disabilities of accented 
service origin did not warrant a higher rating; and a claim on account 
of asthma was also rejected in October, 1904, upon the ground of no 
record and claimant's apparent inability to furnish the necessary evi- 
dence to connect the same with his military service. 

When last examined, by the Madison, Wis., board 
September 7, 1904, that board found whistling rales over both lungs 
with great dyspna@a, and rated him $12 for the same; chronic diar- 
rhea, for which rated $6, and a gunshot wound of the left thigh, for 
which rated one-half of total of rank. 

The board of surgeons then stated 
manual labor. 

Medical and 


of surgeons, on 


that the claimant could do no 


other testimony filed with your committee sets forth 


that the officer has suffered from a severe form of chronic asthma for 


Eleventh | 
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filed in March, 1904, was rejected | 
































many years to such a degree as to be « lis bed and } , 
for several days at a time, holly disat for the performance 
of any labor; that of late years he can only walk by great exertion 
that his labored breathing can be heard a long distance, and that 
was believed that said disease was a re t of his vy life i the 
constitutional effects of malaria and chronic diarrhea 

The officer is shown to be in dependent cir 

The officer rendered meritorious services for nearly thre \ Ww 
wounded in action, and is now, aside from the d f t 
wound, a severe sufferer from chronic asthma, and depends 

In view of this an increase of his pension from $15 to $30 ] 1 
is justified, and the passage of the bill is re umended whe i l 
as follows 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Fred" and insert in li t eof 
the word * Frederick.” 

In same line, before the word “ Company strike out the word “ of 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ second lieutenant 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six and insert in lieu t! f 
the word “ thirty.” 

In same line, after the word “ mont! ir t the words 
that he is now receiving.’ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen 
sion to Frederick A. Bird.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HANNAH E. CODINGTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (IT. R. 18019) grant- % 
ne an increase of pension to Hannah BE. Codington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed e on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations o ws, t nar of 1 
Ii. Codington, widow of A. M. Codingtor first tenant Com; v 
A. Fifteenth Regiment United States Co Infa 1} he t 
pension at the rate of $20 per month u of t t she is now rt 
eiving 

The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred t} 

(11. R. 18019) granting an increase of pension to Ilannah KE. C 
ton, submit the following report 

An increase of pension from $8 to $20 per 1 th is s t in t 
rill 

The records of the War Department show that A ion M. Cod 
ton, the officer named in the bill, served as reeant nd { 
geant in Company B, Seventy-ninth Ohio Infantry, and as se d and 

rst lieutenant of Company A, Fifteenth United States Colored Inf 
try, from August 5, to April 7, 1866, when | ibly a ! 
and that he was under treatment in 1804 and 1865 f re ttent feve 

nd acute diarrhea 

Ife filed a claim to pension under the act of June 1 18 
The same, however, was rejected upon the ground t l 
not been disabled in a pensionable degree within of the 
law. 

rhe beneficiary named in the bill, now 64 years of age, who i 1 
the officer on February 3, 1859, is now and has been since S« 

7, 1806, a pensioner under the act of June SHO, at $S per 

upon proof that F I died April 19, 1S nd that \ 
dependent upon r, the estate of her iv é 
insolvent and t » money re j vy | ) 
$2,000, having y her in settlement of t d the 
estate. 

The ofticer died of pneumoniz 

The beneficiary never applied for per n d t é 

She having been, however, the wife « the off r duri } 
and having shared in all the trials and tribulation ‘ c.3 ! 
ind being destitute, an increase of her ] n to $12 pe th \ 
line with precedent and the passage of the bill is therefore re 
mended, when amended as follows 

In line 6 strike out the letter “A nd it t in lieu t f the 
word “Almarion.” 

In line 8, before the word “ Infantry.” ins \ 

In line 9 strike out the word “ twenty in | t 
the word “ twelvy 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “A.” and fi rt 
word ‘‘Almarion.”’ 

In line 8, before the word “ Infantry,” insert the w ! \ 

In line 9 strike out the word twenty ind in 
the word “ twelve.” 

Mr. GIBSON of Tennessee. T am authorized by the ¢ 
tee on Invalid Pensions to withdraw t! >1Z 
per month, in line 9, making it 1 “twenty d pel 
month.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tenn (Mr. Gu 
SON] moves that the committee amendment be \ 
The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 1 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
and passed. 

GEORGE H. HI! Lice 

The next pension business was the bill (If. R. v4 f 
an increase of pension to George Li. Titelhe 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the 1 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on ft 
the provisions and limitations of the pension \ { Pf 
Hl. Hitchcock, late of Company , One hundred and t id Resi 
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~ a 
\ nteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate | The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
of ! t he is OW rece] i . ; . r . ; . * . ; « "06 , iv 
vo ee reading; and being engrossed, it was accurdingly read the third 
The t (by Mr. Brabiey) is as follows: time, and passed. 
n In 1 a ns, to whom was referred the bill SOPIIRONIA E. WILSILIRE 
{ ; I : of pension to George H. Hitel | : . “ . ‘i 
: ; 0 to $50 aici ia The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18364) grant- 
4 I I 2 = he) Ded er IOnThH IS Sougn i e ° ’ ° : vey : 
f ; : F = Ing a pension to Sophronia I. Wilshire.. 
f the W I tment show that the officer named fn The bill was read, as follows: 
t i 1 ieutenant-colonel of the One 
} ' | } \ intee! fr September 20, B etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
DSH c | ‘ ! } l di harged, and the files of the hereby, ed and directed to place on the pe nsion roll, subje ‘t to 
1 ; { ensioned under the general law the pro nd limitations of the pension laws, the name of So- 
it & I t tism, and that a claim on phronia bk. Wilshire, widow of Ransom S. Wilshire, late of Company D, 
t 1 a i a ted in 1895 we 1 Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension 
t from those causes had not | att rate of $12 per month. 
f t ! . > 
it er ea 1 Concussl The report (by Mr. Hopkins) is as follows: 
t Kk t t | ’ ‘ ;. : ‘ . 
} oi .. ; f , rhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
: p Sea) 1; : Bie (Hf. R. 18364) granting a pension to Sophronia KE. Wilshire, submit the 
\ the M 1, 1901, rated him $6 | following report 
f ( &4% for t in » head, $6 for izht deafness, $6 The bill proposes to pension Sophronia EF. Wilshire as the widow of 
¢ ee Sa ee , Ransom S. Wilshire, who served as a private in Company H, Eleventh 
; ra ae | t examin: Regiment Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers, and Company D, ‘I'welfth 
tlor ¢ Nhe ! : 1 per month Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, to which transferred, und who was pen- 
e tot ‘ | e found stiff sioned at $72 per month when he died. 
: ; ia lier claim for a pension as his widow was rejected by the Pension 
‘ ed that tl Bu 1 on the ground that when she was married to the soldier he had 
t t " ft kne a lawful wife living In Kentucky. The beneficiary in the bill 
in ¢ { , i tates on oath it when she married the soldier she believed he was 
f A Wenerts in unmarried man, and that he so represented himself, and that one of 
i at (op) ' : 
mmiitee the officer 1 t wl y al hi mirades told her he was a single man, and that she never knew 
n of the nensioned cau ih onninitt m of his tirst marriage until after his death. 
the d iption of his disability as given 1 The proof shows that the soldier was seriously wounded in battle in 
1 es i Thacember. 190 Awan’ 4 age of pen Pennessee and was nursed by the beneficiary until he was able to get 
: ) ' mt) total of | of lieut ‘ ur pe | i al and then, soon after his discharge, October 5, 1865, he married 
‘ l, © 0 I ) l tenant-colonel, : Mein ee cer a ss oe er peti ; i 4 
id the 7 of the bill is recommended when | ! id she bore six children by him, all of whom are now over 16 
! { yer OT age. 
i o The soldier ‘ried one Armilds ‘avlor 856 State 
e 6 t the words “of Company” and Insert in lik rt tdi I married one Armilda B. Taylor in 1856 In the Stat of 
t . . Kent <y and left her in 1862 when his regiment went down into 
oy { f 1 j rt In lieu thereof th« rennessee, and never saw her afterwards or had any communication 
, ; ee yagi vith her. She died in 1896 without a divorce from him, so far as 
: . ; known, and without leaying any minor children. 

The amendinents recommended by the committee were agreed The beneficiary is shown by the proof to have married the soldier 
to in good faith and to have made a faithful wife. She belongs to a 
' rs} 1 ; Slee ania San « ston reputable family and has always been a reputable woman, and is wholl 

; _— ended was ordered to be engrossed for a third innocent of any wrong done by the soldier in marrying her. 
* Dts . — ° ’ = : ' 
reading; and | s engrossed, it was accordingly read the third In view of the fact that there is no other person entitled to a pen- 
lp | jon because of the soldier's service, and that the beneficiary is a very 
1 ( Lj ed. . “ } ° } } } 
rn rthy and reputable woman, now very old and feeble, and that she 
ne Bs SESE, ae wees: T 1 the soldier through the whole period of his life from the time 
I} | 1 busine was the bill (H. R. 16828) granting e was wounded until he died from its effects, in all, thirty three years, 
>} \ Les ir committee res Wier passage of the bill after the same shall 
a per .-20°% Iu. Bhi e Motter. ages ide has Gata neenel fo] ‘ 
Vl Cl Poul In line 7, after the word ** Company,” insert the words “ H, Eleventh 
it f et hat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he |} Regiment, and Company. 
2 an ar . LO piace on 7 pension roll, ee ect - rhe amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
nd li ations of the pension laws, the name o ; : : : ° ir’ 
anaes at t Cumberland Hospital, and pay her a The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
\i r. 1 il im be i ospital, anc ay er a . ; ; 
he rate of $12 per month. reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
report (by Mr. DreMeEr) is as follows: | time, and passed. 
% iittee on Invalld Pensions, to whom was referred the 1 LEVEL FLEMING. 
I}. . 16328) granting a pension to Lois FE. Bliss, née Motter, submit | ' 
foll re | The next pension business was the bill (H.R. 16818) granting 
\ pe of $12 per month fs sought In the bill ' ron | thn increase of pension to Levi Fleming. 
1 ' fotter. now } now 67 years of a applied for pension Nea reas 1 6.94 ee 
‘ mt e act of August 5, 1892, alleging that she served rhe bill was read, 2s follows: 
! in the il} pital at Cumberland Md., called the “ Bar Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fg 
' | e froin the fall of 1861 to the spring of 1862, when she w here authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
tra ed to 1 kl ien department of said bospital, serving therein { provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Levi 
the hosp l was closed Fleming, late of Company C, Third I nent Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
i on : ted In January, 1900, upon the ground that ther fantry, and pay him a pension at the : of $50 per month in lieu of 
r record nor other satisfactory proof that she served as nurse | that he is now receiving. 
! ! I Ml of x I ntl | ry’ . r " . ( ay igs aaf ] ° 
i . An ot War Department show that the beneficiary served | The report (by Mr. Ifotitimay) is as follows: 
‘ ! pital berlane Md., from Jz ul ‘ . . ‘ 4 : 
: F f \ es ee pital . oe ad, n i nin ‘a > The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
| t 1 $63, a period of two months and nine days. “ : es ‘aoa seca uaietah, aa” eed Sl ar cna ed 
1 ' ae & the War Department that the hospital | (a Rk 16818) granting an increase of pension to Levi Vieming, submit 
+ 4 » RE exact 1 . ‘term ines if? ToOLloO ing Cpol ; _ Z . 
, “a4 | ed int weaten f 1861 a secei = - ited es An increase of pension from $J2 to $50 per month is sought in the 
aad { } nit { ' | i! 0 S62. to January | | , ' 
’ : a ‘ i ry 1 1s62, to Jan { he file of the Pension Bureau show that Levi Fleming, now S84 
“, 1 ., ! -s ; O4, - es the claimant that she served | year of age, set i as a private in Company C, Third Wisconsin in 
; ; oe { h - that he begar ‘eenvice in said | fantry, from February 25, 1564, to July 18, 1865, when honorably di 
der Bin a. - oo as 1th t sl ’ as in c atinuous charged, and that he is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, 
! tal to the date t t it is closed, and that she was In in o ij at $12 per month for total disability, the result of chronic pharyngitis, 
d : 4 ‘ . es iatt « uider nd senile debility 
” ° ove as » Pros het actor Ohr tend injury to left shoulde enile del y. 
I proof of two witnesses : I colt . =" of ~D persis mig 2 - S d itis general-law claim, filed in Mareh, 1890, and based upon rheuma- 
vy that t bene ry Pas aaneee vice as D - Soe tism, catarrh, and deafness, was rejected upon the ground of no record 
: 2 ng ; -r : —- e er. to whom the evidence | of sald disabilities in the War Department and claimant's declared in- 
. mS cne ny, BOWeVEr, — See a ee vf} , urnish any ‘stimony as ) 1e tigi > Bt a | 
Pisa in bureau, stated that, in his opinion, the | enh to furnish any testimony as to the origin of the same in the 
‘ ‘ ee ee ld not be oe Dm a iod of hoes ts oan | It appears that the soldier injured his shoulder in 1890 
one army nurse a C for shite ainiaas aaa pede Ifis pension under the act of June 27, 1890, was allowed upon a cer- 
nto bea ee a ie a _ u oo | tificate of medical examination of November 5, 1891, in which the board 
C tO WOFk, ANG LO DG Veyendcent. > surgeons rate m $ for pharyngitis at $ * the injur 
e from the evidence set forth above that the | of margeote rated him $4 for pharyngitis and $8 for the injury to 
© perior f si nonths otwit | Shoulder. : : , P 
, a : | if sil saeeniioe 7 ea p ty it Medical testimony filed with your committee sets forth that the sol- 
‘ fact t of Ee poe ee ee Orr eee ad youd all labor, being a sufferer from eczema, rheumatism, pal- 
! f } nded when an led a pitation of the heart, and an injury to his shoulder, and that he can 
; nm ace = es 7 ~” | possibly live but a very few years at most. 
f ‘ ite 4) e +) Other proof filed shows that he is dependent upon his pension for the 
G t the rd n¢ and Ins In lieu t support of himself and aged wife 
‘ : ' t tl words “nurse at the Cum Some measure of relief should be provided for this soldier for the few 
\ ; — | = t! 2 yt oan win: lata, smn remaining years of his life, and in the opinion of your committee an 
1" = Vol ad a ae st '”* | inerease of his pension to $24 per month is warranted under the cir- 
' j tat olunteer 
: cumstances 
* nit ‘rant! ension to J } 
as wR oe —-s ; The passage of the bill therefore recommended when amended as 
| 
, follows: 
‘ | ts recommended by the committee were In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty and insert in lieu thereof the 
| word “ twenty-four.” 
lt 








1905, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


ALFRED FROST. 


The next pension business was the bill (TH. R. 16853) 
a pension to Alfred Frost. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred 


granting 


Frost, late of Company A, Forty-tirst Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 


(Hi. R. 16853) granting a pension to Alfred Frost, submit the following 
report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $50 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The soldier named in the bill, now 62 years of age, served as a private 
in Company A, Forty-first Ohio Volunteers, from August 23, 1861, to 
September 8, 1864, when honorably discharged. 

He received a gunshot wound of the right hip In action at Stone 
River, Tennessee, December 31, 1862, and also incurred chronic diarrhea 
and piles while in the service, and is now pensioned under the general 
law at $12 per month on account of said disabilities. 

A claim on account of rheumatism and resulting varicose veins was 


and he is | 
to 
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rejected by the Pension Bureau in February, 1903, upon the ground of | 


no record and claimant's inability to prove origin in the service or ex 
istence at discharge by competent and satisfactory evidence; and his 
last claim for increase of pension, filed in March, 1903, was also re 
jected, in November, 1903, upon the ground that a higher rating by 
reason of the causes for which pensioned was not warranted. 

The soldier in support of his claim on account of rheumatism filed 
the testimony of several of his comrades to the effect that he incurred 
rheumatism owing to continued exposure to severe weather while de 
tailed to drive a team in a supply train over the mountain to Bridge 


port, and testimony of neighbors and acquaintances as to complaints | 


of rheumatic pains in his hips and knees ever since his discharge, and 
medical evidence as to treatment since about 1896. 

The existence of rheumatism is shown by the certificates of medical 
examination beginning in August, 1893, but not by the earlier ones of 
1891 and 18953. 

When last examined, on July 28, 1903, by a surgeon at his home, the 
soldier being then unable to appear before a board of surgeons, he 
was found to be so disabled from rheumatism as to require the frequent 
and periodical aid and attendance of another person, and rated at $50 
for said disease, he being unable to dress or undress himself or to at 
tend to the calls of nature without the aid of another person, and una 
ble to walk without crutches. 

Proof filed with your committee shows that the soldier is still in the 
same pitiable condition and that he is in very needy circumstances. 

While it is admitted that the proof filed in the claim for rheumatism 
was insufficient to have warranted the Pension Bureau in admitting 
the claim, the probabilities, however, are that said disability is depend 
ent upon the soldier's three years of faithful service. 

It being shown that the soldier is now helpless and destitute, your 
committee are willing to resolve the doubts in the case in his favor to 
the extent of increasing his pension to $80 per month, and report the 
bill back with the recommendation that it pass when amended as fol 


ows 
In line & strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “* thirty.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 


sion to Alfred Irost.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. . 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

, 
GEORGE F. ROBINSON, 

The next pension business was the bill (HT. R. 16589) granting 
an inerease of pension to George FE. Robinson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
I’. Robinson, late of Company D, Kighty-ninth Regiment Llinois Volun 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Deemer) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(i. R. 16889) granting an increase of pension to George I. Robinson, 


submit the following report: ; 

An increase of pension from $12 to $24 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The records of the War Department show that Mr. Robinson, now 
70 years of age, served as first lieutenant and captain of Company D, 


Kichty-ninth Illinois Volunteers, from August 14, 1862, to June 10, 
1865, when honorably discharged. 
The medical records of that Department show him to have been 


treated for remittent fever, debility, emaciation, chronic nephritis, and 
typhomalarial fever 

Ife is now pensioned under the act of June 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of disease of rectum and senile 
debility. 


oF 
mt, 













His general-law claim, filed in 1897, and based upon constipation 
and piles, was rejected upon the ground of no record and 1 eu 
ment in service or at discharge an y years there ind 
the claim on account of disease of uw ry organs was likewise re ted 
upon the ground of no medical evidence of its continuous exis ce 
ever since discharge. 

The officer proved by the testimony of the captain of Company H 
and by a lieutenant of Company I of his regiment that he incurred a 
disease of the urinary organs and constipation, and the su his 
regiment also testitied to treatment of the officer for cystitis in the 
service, byt he was unable to file medical evidence as to treatment for 


this urinary trouble from discharge to 1890. 
When last examined, in September, 1808, the Chicago, Ill., board of 





surgeons found him suffering from catarrh, constipation and | 
rheumatism, and senile debility, but no urinary trouble 

Medical testimony filed with your committee shows that tl licer 
is now unable to walk without the aid of a cane by reason of rheuma 
tism, ete., and that even thus aided he falls frequently, injuring him 
self more or less severely; that on December 23, 1903, he had a very 


unfortunate fall, severely injuring the lower end of his spine, which 


confined him to his bed for three months and another month to the 
house; that he is unable to do any manual labor, not even the duties of 
court bailiff by which he had been able to take care of hims¢« and 
wife, and that now this source of income being cut off he is left prac 
tically helpless. 

In the opinion of your committee the relief sought in t! ll is t 
and proper in view of the oflicer’s faithful service of three years, his 
total inability to labor, and his destitution ; 

‘The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ Company,” strike out the word of 


and insert in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 














HIRAM H. TERWILLIGER. 

The next pension business was the bill (11. R. 17918) granting 
an increase of pension to Hiram H. Terwilliger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pet n roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension Inws, the name of Hiram 
Ht. Terwilliger, late of Company KH, Twentieth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month. 

The report (by Mr. Brapiry) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(HI. R. 17918) granting a pension to Hiram Hl. Terwilliger, submit the 
following report : 

Or increase of pension from $30 to $50 per month is sought in the 
vill. 

The Pension Bureau files show that the soldier named in the bill. now 
G7 years of age, served as a private in Company E, Twentieth’ New 
York State Militia, from April 23, 1861, to August 2, 1861, when hor 
orably discharged with his company, and again as sergeant of Comp 
kX, Twentieth New York Infantry, from September ISGL. 1 | 
uary +4, 1863, when discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability 
by reason of gunshot wounds through the body, right arm, and left 
leg. all received at Bull Run on August 29, 1862 

Ile is now pensioned under the general law at $30 per month on 
account of these wounds. 

He applied for inerease of pension, alleging that by reason of ¢ 
pensioned causes he required the aid and attendance of another per 
Said claims, however, were rejected, the last one in June, 1904 i 
the ground that the rate of $30 per month was the highest wart { 
for the degree of disability shown from the pensioned « aS, i t 
the condition of the right arm as existing at the present tim 
largely from a recent dislocation of the uulder joint 

it appears that the soldier on July ISvS, fell over a wire 
just above the ground, dislocating his right shoulder 

It is claimed by the soldier and his witnesses that the tna to 
use the left leg and right arm properly, caused by the wound ‘ ed 
in the service, had much to do with the accident resulting in t} f 
ture. 

Proof filed in the Pension Bureau shows that the soldier requtre d 
and attendance in dressing and undressing, in the preparat ’ I 
carving of his food, bathing, ete.; that he is often contined to } ed 
from one week to two months at a time, ete 

When last examined, before the Kingston board of surgeons. on M 
18, 1904, that board recommended a rating of $50 per month by 1 
of the wounds, and then stated that the ball entered the left side of ¢ 
chest in the sixth and seventh space, 5 inches from the med 
passed across the chest, continuing and passing through t! 1 t 
humerus just below the elbow joint, fracturing the same: t] 
ball In passing must have touched the pericardium, passin t! 
both lower lobes of the lungs, through the stomach and uy e 
the liver; that he has pleuritic adhesions in the lower eavity of 
lungs, with consolidation of the lung tissue of lows that a 
ball fractured the arm at or above the elbow joint, causing anchvh 
of the same, resulting in three-fourths limitation of motion: t 
could not feed himself with the right hand; that anothe ! | 
the fibula, fracturing it, S inches above the ankle, limiting motion of 
the ankle one-fourth, making walking painful, and that he wed an 
enfeebled and anwmiec condition. 

Of course, your committee has to admit that the soldi pt 
helplessness is in part chargeable to the fracture of the shoulder n 
service origin. 

In view of his faithful services, the fact that he was thrice w led 
and is now in such a condition as to require the aid and atieuadance of 
another person, an increase of his pension to $40 per month is just j 
and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty '’ and insert in Neu thereof the 
word “ forty." 

In same line, after the word “ month,” Insert the words “In 1 of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an i ‘ of pen 


sion to Hiram H. Terwilliger.” 











Phe amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
f and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
i passed 
OSCAR GETMAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (TH. R. 17058) granting 


an increase of pension to Oscar Getman. 
Phe bill was read, as follows: 
Ke it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hie { horized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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t! pl i I and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oscar 
(etna te of Company F, One hundred and fifty-third Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infontry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
m h in lieu of that he Is now receiving. 

Phe report (by Mr. Lirraver) was as follows: 

‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 

HW. kh. 17058) granting an increase of pension to Oscar Getman, sub 

mit the following report: 

An inere of pension from $17 to $24 per month is sought in the 
bi 

Mr. Getman, now 53 years of age, served as musician and private in 
Company BF, One hundred and fifty-third New York Volunteers, from 
Aucust 23, 162, to October 2, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

According to the medical records of the War Departinent, he was 
under treatiment at various times for colic, bronchitis, diarrhea, and 
fever 

Phe files of the Pension Iurenu show that he incurred a varicocele 
of the left side und an injury to the back and right hip while in service 
and line of duty, and that he is now pensioned under the general law 
at $17 per month on account of the saine. 

e soldier nee a it 1SS4 has also been suffering from some obscure 
a enti nervous system—a multiple cerebro-spinal sciero- | 
t has ciaimed to be a result of the i y to back or spine, 
mdiion the Vension Bureau has declined to accept as a 

! ho al seqnence of the injury to back, which action was affirmed 
nt Secretary Miller under date of August 26, 1904, in a very 

hy opinion, upon the ground that it was not shown in the case that 

f er the soldier's spinal column or spinal cord was ever injured in any 
munner whatever, and that the existing nerve lesion was neither di 

rect nor indireetly due to his military service. 

The soldier is shown by the medical examinations to be fn a most 
lamentable condition by reason of the nerve lesion, requiring the aid and 
attendance of another person in dressing and undressing, ete., there be 
Mi paralysis ¢ ion, muscular tremor, et 

Che soldier i hown to be dependent upon his pension and charity. 

Whatever may have been the cause of the soldier's cerebro spinal 
eclerosis there is no doubt as to his present helpless condition and his 
destitution 

An increase of his pension to $30 per month in the light of many 
precedents is fully justified, and the passage of the bill Is recommended 
when amended as follows 

In line § strike out the word “ twenty-four” and insert In lieu thereof 
the word “thirty.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to 

The bill as amended wes ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


EDMUND G, 


ROSS. 


next pension business was the bill (HI. R. 17079) 


The 


jug an inerease of pension to Edmund G. Ri 


grant 


SS, 






rhe bill was read, as follows: 

/ t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the ons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ed 

| «. Ross, late brevet lieuteuant-colone!l Eleventh Regiment Kan 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
I th in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
| report (by Mr. Funner) is as follows: 
| ‘ ttee on Invalid Pension to whom was referred the bill 
H. RK. IT0T%) granting an Increase of pension to Edmund G. Ross, 
Bil “2 ( f 1 rep rr: 

Ln oil e of pension from $12 to $50 per month is sought In the 
bi 

led da. Rk the officer named in the bill, and now 78 years of 
ag erved as ¢ tain of Company Ek and as major of the Mleventh 
Ka ( niry f Avgust 19, 1862, to August 31, 1865, when hon- 
ru ( argved 

Mey er app 1 for pension under the general law, but Is now and 
ha ince December 28, 1807, a pensioner under the act of June 
’7, ISeO, at $12 per month for total disability, the result of senile 
de 

i pension was granted upon a certificate of medical examination 
of July ¢ 1898, made by the board of surgeons at Albuquerque, 
N. Me which board stated that the officer’s disabilities were due to 
his advan gy age, Lis general appearance being older than his given 
i 

| been fled with your committee the statement of Hon. B. 8. 
R the I e who introduced the bill, as follows: 

\\ reference ¢ 11. R. 17079, grunting an increase of pension to 
Ri \ ' ' 

plicant w formerly a Senator of the United States from the 
State of | Isns It will be remembered that he cut a prominent figure 
in the vwachment trinl of Vresident Andrew Johnson. He was goy 
erao) N Mexico about tiffeen years ago lor several years after 
} ein t rited States Senate he supported himself by editorial 
Aft e jeft the oflice of governor of New Mexico he again 

made a velihood by editoriai work and by working at the printer 
n t ! In recent years he has become very much en 
fir ! do is oun e to work at his trade or anything else Iie has 
A no mi is of at sort save his present pension of, I think 
31 A tt lie iives at Albuquerque, N. Mex., with his son, Pitt 


Frepruary 10, 





er but the latter is very poor and barely can his large 
amily.”” 

The officer rendered meritorious service for three 
past all labor and dependent upon a son for support. 

His case, as set forth by Mr. Ropry, is plainly one of those in which 
a grateful country may well bestow its bounty, and in the opinion of 
your committee an increase of his pension to $30 per month is fully 
justified. 
‘ — passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
OLiOWS: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ brevet lieutenant-colonel ” and insert 
lieu thereof the word ‘“ major.” 
In line & strike out the word “ fifty ”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


support 


years, and is now 


in 


AUGUSTUS W. THOMPSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17034) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Augustus W. Thompson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Au- 
gustus W. Thompson, late of Company B, Seventy-fourth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Funter) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 17034) granting an increase of pension to Augustus W. Thomp- 
son, submit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $24 to $50 per month is sought in the 


bill 

ihe files of the Pension Burean show that the officer named in the 
bill, now S81 years of age, served us first lieutenant and captain of 
Company LB, Seventy-fourth Illinois Infantry, from August 5, 1862, to 
June 10, i865, when honorably discharged, and that he received a 


cunshot fracture of the right malar bone, destroying the right eye, at 
Spring Hill, Tenn., November 29, 1864. 

lle is now pensioned on account of this gunshot wound of the head 
(face), with resulting loss of the right eye, at $24 per month. 


Claims for increase of pension in which the soldier alleged loss of 
the sight of the left eye and catarrhal trouble were rejected, the last 
one in March, 1904, upon the ground that such alleged result had no 


pathological connection with the disabilities of accepted service origin, 
A claim for deafness and piles was rejected in May, 1899, upon the 
ground of the insuiliciency of the evidence obtained upon special ex- 
amination to connect the origin of said disabilities with his military 
service, 
When last examined, on January 20, 1904, the board of surgeons at 


Beloit Wis., described his condition as follows: 
“Right eye removed or ran out after the gunshot wound. Scar 
caused by bullet is parallel or along the inside of the margin of the 


outer angle of the orbit. Applicant claims that nearly two years after- 
ds the bullet dropped back into his throat and that he still has it 

in his possession. 
“ Detail of fundus of left eye shows partial atrophy, not perfect, ow- 


ing to lenticular opacities Vision ten two-hundredttis. 

“Partial obstructions of the right anterior nares by hypertrophy of 
the middle turbinate Left nares partially obstructed 

“The imperfect sinus drainage with apparent tendency to mucous 


popypoid degeneration accompanied by more or less constant pain from 

e of nose to cecipital region indicates chronic suppurative sinusitis 
f either the anterior and posterior ethmoidal or id cells 
r both combined Post nasal catarrh with mucopurulent discharge, re- 





ee sphen 


quiring constant attention. 

“Slight deafness with inability to hear ordinary conversation at 
more than 6 feet. Applicant requires an attendant nearly all the 
time.”’ 








The testimony of Dr. Frank Il. Jordan, of Pecatonica, Il., filed with 
your committee, sets for that he has attended the soldier for gunshot 
wound destroying the right eve, also impairing the sight of the left 
eye so that he has but little use of the left eye; that, in his opinion, 
the impaired sight of left eye is a result of the injury, and that the 
officer requires an attendant when going away from home and also 
around the house 

Other proof filed shows that the officer has no property except his 
he me, valued at S1.0O00 

A petition signed by a number of residents of the officer’s home, also 


filed with your committee, sets forth that the officer is In an enfeeble« 
condition as a result of lone service in the civil war and as a result of 
serious wounds received at that time, and that an increase of his pen- 
sion by special legislation is fully justified. 

In view of the medical evidence above forth, showing that this 
aged officer’s Impaired sight of the right eye is also dependant upon the 
wound of the head and that he requires the aid and aitendance of an- 
other person, an increase of his pension to the amount sought in the 
bill to aid in his support for the few remaining yea of his life is 
believed to be proper, and the passage of the bill is recommended when 
amended as follows: 

In line 6, before the word 
‘rt in dieu thereof the wore 
The amendment recon:mended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


set 
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ompany,” strike out the word “of” and 


c 
Is “first Heutenant and captain.” 


in 


ne 
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THOMAS R, 
The next pension business was the bill (1. R. 18001) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas R. Boss, 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Re it enacted, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 


Ross, 


te 
elec., 


pject 
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ope) 1 
22.)- 
on March 1, 1880, upon the ground that the alleged rupture existed 
prior to en tinent 

Upon proot tending to show that the soldier was free from rupture 
at and prior to his enlistment the claim was reopened, and again re 
jected In Jantary, 1904, upon the ground that the evidence, which the 
Claimant alleged to be the best obtainable, failed to establish service 
origin of the di ility 

Phe soldier admitted before the special examiner In 1879 that he 
received a wound of the groin prior to enlistment, and his wife, to | 
Whom he was married in 1S5s, testified that it was a rupture, but both | 
ts d that he was well of the same at enlistment. | 

Phe claim of the idier under the act of June 27, 1890, was rejected 
upon the ground of insuflicient service, | 

When last examined, on December 16, 1908, the board of surgeons | 
at Newark, N. J., found a double rupture, rheumatism, general debility, 
and impaired vision that with the left eye he could only distin- 
guish Jight from darkne the result of cataract; that vision of the 
right eye was but four two hundredths, and that he was wholly disabled 
Troi taanual labor 

Proof tiled in the Pension Bureau In 1902 sets forth that the soldier 

then an inmate of the Soldier's Home, unable to take care of him 

if 

In view of the soldier's serious disabilities, as shown by the exami 
nat 1 Of December, 1902, and his destitution, your committee believes 
that the requirement of the act of June 27, 1890, as to length of serv 
jee, may well be waived in the case, and that he be granted the maxi 
mum pension under the act of June 27, 1890, namely, $12 per month. 

rhe passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
‘ 
follo 

In line 6 strike out the word “* corporal.” 

In line S strike out the word “ fourteen” and insert in lieu thereof 
the ord “twelve 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to 

The bill a 
reading 


tine, 


s amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


wud passed, 


JOIN G. PENROSE. 
The next pension business was the bill (HL. R. 17811) granting 


an incrense of pension to John G. Penrose, 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Ke it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
fhe provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
(. Penrose, late of Company EF, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regi 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The report (by Mr. Ilunrer) is as follows: 


The 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 

(UW. oR. T7S11) granting an increase of pension to John G. Fenrose, 
fubrmit the following report 

An increase of pension from $10 to $25 per month is sought in the 
bi 

Mr. Penrose, now 61 years of age, who served as a sergeant in Com- 
j | Twenty ninth Indiana Infantry, from September 12, 1861, to 
March 20, 1862, when discharged on surgeon’s certificate of disability | 
by 3 on of general debility resulting from an attack of remittent 
fever accompanied with chronic diarrhea, and who again served as a 
: eant in Company A, One hundred and eighteenth Indiana Infantry, 
from July 21, S62, to March 1, 1864, and as second lieutenant of Com 
pany ©, One hundred and fifty-fifth Indiana Infantry, from April 25, 
S65, to August 4, 1865, when honorably discharged, is now pensioned 
under the general law at $10 per month on account of chronic diarrhea 
gud resulting disease of rectum contracted by him during his first 

‘ ims for Increase of pension were rejected, the last one in March, 


108, npon the pround that the disabilities of accepted service origin 


did not warrant a higher rating, and the Pension Bureau also declined 
to accept veneral debility as a result of the pensioned causes. 

When dust examined, by the Peru, Ind., board of surgeons, on De- 
cember 2, 1908, that board rated him $14 for chronic diarrhea and 
resultit emaciation and feebleness A prior examination, made on 
October 1901, also found him to be suffering from conjunctivitis 
of both eve 

Proof filed with your committee shows that the soldier is now so 
Mind that ne can not see any more to write his name; that he is very 
nervou that his mind is failing fast, and that at times he is in a 
helple condition. so much so that his wife has to assist in taking 
care of him; that he is totally disabled for any labor and has no 
property worth speaking of, 

The officer rendered long and faithful service, and is now well-nigh 
hie ple nad destitute 

It is the opinion of your committee that the general debility from 
whieh the soldiet hown to be suffering is without doubt the result 
of the diarrhea and disease of reetum, for which pensioned, 

In view of the above, an increase of his pension from $10 to $24 per 
month is proper, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended 
wl n wri nded as follow 

In line 6 strike out the words * One hundred and.” 

In line S strike out the word “ twenty tive”’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “twenty-four.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
rending; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and prisse (l. 


DARIUS H. WHIITCOMREB., 


The next pension business was the bill (HL. R. 17661) granting 
an increase of pension to Darius Il. Whitcomb. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Darius H. Whitcomb, late of Company C, Fourteenth Regiment New 


| eal 


FEBRUARY 10, 





Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SULLowAy) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 


(H.R. 17661) granting an increase of pension to Darius H. Whitcomb, 
submit the following report: 


ae increase of pension from $12 to $40 per month is sought in the 
yuit, 


The files of the Pension Bureau show that the soldier named in the 


bill, now 66 years of age, who served as a private in Company C, 
Fourteenth New Hampshire Infantry, from August 30, 1862, to May 
27, 1865, and who received a wound of the left thigh at Winchester, 


Va., in September, 1864, is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 
1890, at $12 per month for total disability, the result of the gunshot 
wound of left leg, impaired vision, and partial paralysis of the left side, 
and that he was formerly pensioned under the general law at $6 per 
month on account of the gunshot wound of the left leg. 

The soldier's claims for increase of pension under the general law, 
in which he alleged rheumatism, partial paralysis, and partial loss of 
sight as results, were all rejected upon the ground that such results had 
no pathological connection with the wound of the leg. 

When last examined, on December 21, 1903, by the board of sur- 
geons at Newport, N. H., that board found him so disabled from. par- 
alysis of the left side as to require the frequent and periodical aid and 
attendance of another person, he being unable to dress or to undress 
himself, ete., and also found loss of the sight of the left eye and im- 
paired vision of the right eye. 

Medical and other testimony filed with your committee shows that 
the soldier still requires the continuous care and attention of another 
person by reason of his paralysis, the wound, and failing eyesight ; that 
he is liable to sudden death at any time—in fact, that he has failed 
very rapidly during the past year; that he has no property of any kind 
and depends wholly upon his pension of $12 per month. 

The soldier served honorably for nearly three years and was wounded 
in battle and is now helpless and destitute. : 

His condition is one worthy of relief by Congress and, following 
precedents in like cases, an, increase of his pension to $30 per month is 
justified. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GERTRUDE L. TALLMAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 16692) grant- 
ing a pension to Gertrude L. Tallman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ger- 
trude L. Tallman, widow of Henry C. Tallman, late lieutenant-com- 
mander, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 
per month. 

The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(HW. R. 16692) granting a pension to Gertrude L. Tallman, submit the 
following report : 

An increase of pension from $8 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 58 years of age, is the widow 
of Ilenry C. Tallman, who was appointed an acting midshipman on 
September 24, 1857, resigned October 6, 1860, was restored to the 
academy December 11, 1861, promoted to a lieutenant August 1, [S62, 
to lieutenant-conmander July 25, 1866, placed on the retired list Octo- 


ber 0%, 1872, and who died December 19, 1806. 
She married the officer on April 22, 1867, and {is now pensioned 
under the act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month upon proof that she 


has not remarried, and was dependent within the meaning of the act 
ot June 27, 1800, as amended by the act of May 9, 1900, having at the 
time of the allowance of her claim in 1904 no property except about 
$1,000, the remainder of insurance money on the life of her deceased 
husband, 

The medical records of the Navy Department show that the officer 
was under medical treatment during his service on account of diarrhea, 
influenza, and neuralgia, and in July and November, 1869, for remittent 
fever. 

ile was retired the service by reason of an affection of both optie 
nerves due to the use of the sextant and exposure to heat while on the 


monitor Nahant, off Morris Island, Charleston Harbor, in 1864, 04 
board of which he served for eleven months. 

Medical Director I. S. Bogert, U. S. Navy, who reported the offi- 
cer’s death to the Navy Department, stated that the oficer “ haying 


had several previous attacks of angina pectoris, was seized with one 


on December 19, ISS6, resulting in his death; that he was retired for 
some defect of vision; that he also suffered from deterioration of his 
ceneral health, as stated by his family, since a severe attack of so 





culled “Chagres fever,” contracted on board the Yantic in 1869, and 
that the heart disease, which was the immediate cause of death, in his 
opinion originated at that time and was therefore in line of duty.” 

Iv. Uh. TL. Tucker, who treated the officer from December, 1875, 
until his death, testified that during that time the officer was a chronie 


invalid, suffering to such a degree from uric-acid accumulation in his 
system owing to his chronic liver congestion that a hardening of the 
coats of the blood vessels developed, which partially occluded the 


coronary artery, producing angina pectoris and death. 
The Pension Bureau, however, declined to accept 
as due to malarial poisoning, and rejected the 
the general law in January, 1898. 
Your committee is fully satisfied, In view of the statement of Medl- 
Director Bogert, that the officer's fatal disease was a result of his 
long and meritorious naval service, and that the beneficiary is there- 
fore entitled to the relief sought in the bill. 
The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follow Ss: 
In line 8, after the word 
she is now receiving.” 


the officer's death 
widow's claim under 


“month,” insert the words ‘in lieu of that 








Ne 





1905. 





Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen 
sion to Gertrude L. Tallman.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The Din 3 as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, aad passed. 

GEORGE WHITFIELD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16345) granting 
an increase of pension to George Whitfield. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
Whitfield, late of Company B, Thirty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $5U0 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Deemer) is as follows: 


‘rhe Committee on Invalid Vensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Il. R. 16845) granting an increase of pension to George Whitfield, 
submit the following report : 

: i increase of pension from $12 to $50 per month is sought in the 
vil. 

Mr. Whitfield, now 70 years of age, served as a private in Company 
B, Thirty-fifth Illinois Infantry, from July 8, 1861, to August 2 
1864, when honorably discharged as of the One hundred and twenty 
fourth Company, Second Battalion, Veteran Reserve Corps. 


The medical records of the War Department show that he was under 
treatment at various dates during his service on account of a gunshot 
wound of the left side received in action at C&ickamauga, September 


19, 18638, and on account of diarrhea, dysentery, and remittent fever. 

Ile is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of gunshot wound of the left side, 
rheumatism, and disease of eyes. 

Iie was formerly pensioned under the general law on account of the 
gunshot wound of the side at a lower rate. 

A claim on account of piles, disease of eyes, and rheumatism, also 
filed under the general law, was rejected in November, 1900, upon 
the ground of no record and claimant’s declared inability to furnish 
competent and satisfactory evidence as to the origin in the service and 
continuance since discharge. 

A claim for renewal and increase of pension under the general law, 
filed in August, 1903, in which the soldier alleged loss of memory as 
a result of the gunshot wound of the left side, was rejected in January, 
1904, upon the ground that the alleged result had no connection with 
the wound and that the disability from the wound itself did not war- 
rant a rating in excess of $8 per month. 

When last examined, by the Wellsboro, Pa., board of surgeons, on 
November 11, 1903, that board stated that the claimant was so disabled 
from imbecility as to require the frequent and periodical aid and 
attendance of another person. The board of surgeons then also rated 
him $17 for the wound of the side. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee sets forth that the sol- 
dier was wounded in the groin, the ball passing entirely through the 
body and coming out very close to the spinal column; that this wound 
has produced most serious results, the soldier being now, as a result of 
the same, unable to control either the bladder or bowels; that his 
mental condition has grown steadily worse until now he has softening of 
the brain, is unable to remember any recent events, does not remember 
the names of his wife’s sister or old friends, can not dress or undress 
himself, and mae to be waited on just like an infant. 

Doctor Caley fa his affidavit says that the soldier's present condition 
could readily be traced to his spinal injury, he having x carefully exam 
ined him many times; that for from twenty-five years to probably 
thirty years the soldier's memory had been poor; that he is now help 
less, and that his wife, also an invalid, is all that he has to look to for 
support. 

I'he examining surgeons described the wound as follows: 

“The ball entered a half inch to the left of the spinous process of the 
fourth lumbar vertebra and passed transversely to the left and emerged 
5 inches from the point of entrance, wounding the lumbar fascia and 
muscles, cicatrices each wound 1 inch long, being both somewhat drawn 
and tender, with tenderness over muscles of lumbar spine, with pain 
upon stooping P 








. and tenderness at exit of both sciatics.” 

The soldier being shown to be helpless and destitute, and having ren 
dered over three years of service, an increase of his pension to $30 per 
month is in line with many precedents. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: ‘ 

in line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words ‘and One 
hundred and twenty-fourth Company, Second Battalion, Veteran Re 
serve Corps.” 

In line & strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

‘The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
ELIZABETIL AUGUSTA RUSSELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (HI. R. 13888) grant 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Augusta Russell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he Its 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza- 
beth Augusta Russell, late a nurse, United States Volunteers, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 


(HI. R. 13888) granting a pension to Elizabeth Augusta Russell, submit 
the following report: 


A pension of $12 is sought In the Dill. 
Mrs. Russell, in a declaration for pension as an army nurse filed in 
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the Pension Bureau, alleged that she rendered service as a nurse from 
April, 1SG2, to the fall of 1865 in the New England Relief Association 
Hospital, 194 Broadway, New York 

She furnished in support of her claim the testimony of soldiers who 


ere treated in said home or hospital in 1862 and 1864, and of form 

‘mployees of said relief association, showing services as matron 1 
nurse in said hospital from the time of its opening in 1S8G2 to the tir 
of its closing in September, 1865. Her claim to pension, howev 


was rejected upon the ground that the New England Soldiers’ Relief 
Association was not under the control of the Government, but supported 
by private contributions, and that hence her claim did not come within 
the provision of the army-nurse act of August 5, 1892 

The records of the War Department show that the name of the ben: 
ficiary appeared on a subscription list headed *‘ New England Soldier 
Relief Association, No. 104 Broadway, New York,’ as matron, and that 
a resolution of the associaticn passed February 17, 1863, and app! 
priating to her the sum of S100 in testimony of the high sense enter 
tained by the association of the devoted attention shown by her on the 
discharge of her duties as matron of the association was also a matter 
of record 

The affidavit of Mrs. Russell. filed with your committee, recites that 
her claim was rejected because her services were not rendered in a regi 
mental post, camp, or general hospital of the armies of the United 
States; that the New England Relief Association Hospital was, how- 
ever, recognized as a United States hospital by reason of the fact that 
the Surgeon-General and other United States medical authorities 
sent to said hospital wounded and sick and disabled soldiers for care 
and treatment and also furnished rations, ambulances, surgeons, medi- 
cal supplies, ete., for the use of said hospital. 

It is a matter of record in the War Department that soldiers were 
admitted to said institutioa in 1862. 

The beneliciary is shown to be without means of support. 

The case of the beneficiary comes within the spirit if not the letter 
of the army-nurse act, wud hence the relief sought in the bill is 
justified. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ a."’ 

In same line, after the word “ nurse,”” insert the words ‘* Madical 
Department.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

GEORGE C. SMITH. 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 15349) granting 
an increase of pension to George C. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
Cc. Smith, late of Company E, One hundred and eleventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. HotiipaAy) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hi. eee granting an increase of pension to George C. Smith, 
submit the following report: 
wi increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is so 
ill. 

George C. Smith, the soldier named in the bill, and now 76 years of 
age, served as a private in Company F, One hundred and eleyenth Penn- 
sylvania Infantry, from October 10, 1861, to July 18, 1865, when 
orably discharged. 

The medical records of the War Department show that he was under 
treatment at various dates during his service on account of rheumatism, 
debility, diarrhea, and constipation, and the files of the Pension 
_— au show that he is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, 

t $12 per month for total disability the result of d ise ¢ it the heart 
aad nervous system. 

His claim to pension under the general law, filed in December, 1891, 
and based upon deafness of the left ear and paralysis of the bows 


was rejected in August, 1893, upon the ground that a pensionable « 
ability from the alleged causes had not existed since the filing of t 
claim. 
When last examined, on November 14, 1894, by the Indian 

Ind., board of surgeons, that board found general nutrition poor, |} 
white, looking then at least 75 years of a teeth all gone, chronic 
eatarrhal conjunctivitis, heart sounds mutiled, some mdema, with wel!- 
marked paralysis agitans, affecting especially the right hand and art 
the right arm when claimant was at rest shaking so violently as to 
shake the whole body, the left arm and hand slightly affected, as well 
as rest of the muscles of the body, but all in a much less degree than 


ight Ia the 


‘ 
1 





e 





the right arm; that he has the stooped gait, facial expre on, and we 
eral habits of patients suffering from paralysis agituns, handles } 


self with difficulty, speaking slowly and carefully; and soreness, owing 
to general muscular stiffness. 


‘rhe soldier's petition filed with your committee sets forth that he j 
wholly incapacitated for labor by reason of deafness, loss of sight f 
cataract, and shaking palsy; that he has no real estate and no meat 


of support except the pension 

Medical testimony filed with your committee sets forth that th ' 
dier is deaf in the left and severcly deaf in the right ear, and blind 
that his palsied condition bas increased so as to make him unable to 
wait upon bimself; that he is unable to feed himself and requires ¢! 
constant care of another person; that he owns no property whatevé 
and his only means of support is the pension of $12 per montk. 

‘The soldier is now blind and paralyzed, and his means of support 
limited to the small pe nsion of $12 per month. 

His service covered nearly the entire period of the war 

Under these circumstances an increase of | pension to the nt 
sought in the bill is fully justitied and in line with preced 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
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HIRAM BURKITOLDER, 

The next pension business was the bill (IL. R. 14958) granting 
an increase of pension to Hiram Burkholder. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram 
Burkholder, late of Company F, One hundredth Regiment Indiana Vol 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Snook) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hf. KR. 14958) granting an increase of pension to Hiram Burkholder, 
submit the following report: 


An increase of pension from $17 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill 


This soldier, now 66 years of age, served as a private in Company F, 
One hundredth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, from August 20, 1862, 
June 15, 1865, when honorably discharged on surgeon’s certificate of | 
disability by reason of a gunshot fracture of the right foot received in | 


action at Mission Ridge November 25, 1863. 

Ile now pensioned under the general 
account of said wound and disease of eyes. 

The Pension Bureau excluded from the rating any and all disability 
of the eyes due to congenital refractive error, and rejected his several 
claims for increase of pension, the last one on December 18, 1903, upon 
the ground that the disability of accepted service origin did not warrant 
a rating in excess of $17 per month. 

When last examined, on September 9, 1903, by the board of surgeons 
at Greenville, Ohio, that board described his condition as follows : 

Ball passed almost directly through the left foot. Passive motion 
of first, second, and third toes limited nearly three-fourths. Voluntary 
motion he has not, from adhesion and contraction of the tendons and 
partial anchylosis of the joints of toes. Ankle joint is weak 
averted, due to the absence of elasticity and natural strength of foot, 
from anchylosis of great toe and contraction of extensors of second and 
third toes. Muscles of left limb considerably atrophied. Claimant 
walks with very evident pain and difficulty, bearing his weight chiefly 
on the heel. Limps and uses a cane for support. secause of lameness 
from gunshot wound was required to take up moderate exercise for 
examination of heart. Usefulness of foot for purposes of ordinary 
manuel labor is impaired fully three-fourths. Rate, $17. 

“'Phere is double pterygium and chrenic traucoma, moderate’ in 
degree at this time, of both eyes, which are weak and inflamed; some 
suspicion of beginning cataract of both eyes. Visual acuity of right 
eye, ten two-hundredths; of left, twelve two-hundredths. Rate, $14. 

“Kidneys contain a trace of sugar. Rate, $4. 

“Rectum irritated and congested ; contains four pile tumors one-half 
inch in diameter, two of which are protruding. Rate, $4. 

“'This claimant is so disabled from gunshot wound and 
eyes us 
or foot, and is entitled to $24 per month.” 

The affidavit of Doctor Burnett, of Greenville, Ohio, filed with your 
committee, sets forth that he examined the soldier on January 19, 1905, 
and found him suffering with cataract of both eyes, unable to read any- 
thing at any distance without the aid of glasses; that these remedy 
the difficulty only slightly; that the gunshot wound of the foot de 
stroyed the joint, resulting in necrosis and anchylosis of the same, with 
loss of sensation and circulation in that part of the foot, besides weak 
ening the ankle and causing it to turn out, producing liability to fall 
and consequent injury. 

The affidavit of the soldier, also filed with your committee, sets forth 
that he is not the owner of any real estate or other property except 
some household goods, and that he depends entirely upon his pension. 

The soldier served nearly three years, was wounded in action, and is 
now almost blind, and dependent upon his pension. 

An increase of his pension to the rate sought in the bill is deemed to 
be fully justified under the circumstances, and the passage of the bill 
is therefore recommended. 


1s law at $17 per month on 


of 


disease 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
ALEXANDER HAWKINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (iH. R. 
ing an inerease of pension to Alexander Hawkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Alexander Hawkins, late of Company B, One hundred and seventeenth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hi. R. 14771) granting an increase of pension to Alexander Hawkins, 
submit the following report. 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill 

The soldier named In the bill, now 65 years of age, served as a pri 
vate in Company KE, First Illinois Cavalry, from November 23, 1561, 
to June 14, 1862, when discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability 
by reason of general constitutional disability. He again served in 
Company B, One hundred and seventeenth Illinois Infantry, as an 
enlisted man from August 14, 1862, to August 15, 1865, when honor- 
ably discharged. 

He incurred an Incilsed wound of the right foot in November, 1863, 
while cutting logs for breastworks, and was pensioned on account of 
that disability under the general law at $2 per month from April 22, 
DSO, 

Iie is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of disease of lungs and rectum, 
total deafness of the right ear and severe of the left. 

In December, 1897, he filed a claim for pension on account of deaf- 
ness of both ears, the alleged result of heavy cannonading. This claim 
was rejected in April, 1904, upon the ground of no record In the War 
Department, no medical evidence of treatment therefor while ! the 


14771) grant- 


to | 


| service 


| 





and | 


to be incapacitated In a degree equivalent to the loss of a hand 





or at discharge, and claimant's declared inability to furnish the 
necessary evidence to establish the origin of the same in the service. 

The captain of the soldier's company and several comrades testified 
that at the battle of ‘Tupelo, Miss., in July or August, 1864, the soldier 
nearly lost his hearing on account of concussion, and that he was still 
very deaf shortly after his discharge, and there is lay testimony that 
the soldier suffered from impaired hearing ever since his discharge. 

When last examined, in April, 1901, the board of surgeons found 
total deafness of the right ear and severe of the left, disease of the 
rectum, disease of lungs, and evidences of an old fracture of the left 
leg 2 inches above the ankle joint. 

Medical and other testimony filed with your committee sets forth 
that in May, 1902, while the soldier was crossing a railroad track at 
Fort Worth, Tex., while going to his home, without warning and 
through no fault of his own he was knocked down by a passing loco- 
motive and received serious bodily injuries from which he has not and 
ean not recover; that his hearing has now become almost totally im- 
paired and his physical infirmities are such that he is totally disabled 
from earning a support; that he moves about with difficulty, and re- 
quires an attendant at times to aid him in his daily requiremenis of 
dressing and undressing, etc.; that he is totally deaf, and so weak and 
worn-out through general and senile debility as to be unable to walk 
without assistance, and that he is entirely dependent upon charity, 
having no means of support except the pension which he is now re- 
celving. 

In the opinion of your committee, the soldier having rendered over 
three years of faithful service and being now helpless and poor, the 
relief sought in the bill should be granted, and the passage of the 
bill is therefore recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JAMES M. MARTIN, 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 12753) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Martin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
M. Martin, late of Company K, Twenty-tirst Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Hunvrer) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hi. R. 12753) granting an increase of pension to James M. Martin, 
submit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $17 to $36 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The records of the War Department show that Mr. Martin, now 75 
years of age, served as a private in Company K, Twenty-first Ken- 
tucky Infantry, from October 8, 1861, to December 9, 1865, when hon- 
ovably discharged, and the files of the Pension Bureau show that he is 
now pensioned at $17 per month under the general law on account of 
rheumatism and resulting disease of heart, and that claims for increase 
of pension were rejected, the last one in November, 1903, upon the 
ground that his then existing condition was due in part to other than 
the pensioned causes. 

When last examined, on September 16, 1903, upon which examina- 
tion the claim for increase of pension filed in June, 1903, was rejected 
in November, 1903, the board of surgeons rated him $24 for rheuma- 
tism and $8 for disease of heart, and stated as follows: 

“This claimant is seriously afflicted with rheumatism, as shown by 
general stiffuess affecting all the joints of the body. KEvery movement 
gives evidence of soreness. It is very difficult for soldier to remove 
his clothing in order that we may examine him. Can not raise arms 
above the horizontal position. Walks with dragging, limping gait. Fin- 
gers are puffed, also the ankle joints. We estimate that motion in all 
limbs is impaired at least two-thirds and that claimant is so disabled 
from rheumatism as to entitle him to $24 per month. 

“Area of heart dullness and apex beat normal; acts with diminished 
force with muffled sound; with seeming distant metallic click. Soldier 
says he has frequent attacks of smothering. Sleeps with head elevated. 
Probable cardiac disease, result of rheumatism. Rate $s. 

“This man’s right eye is entirely out as a result of an injury re- 
ceived a few years since.” 

Medical testimony filed with your committee sets forth that the sol- 
dier bas been under treatment for rheumatism and resulting disease of 
the heart; that his disabilities are increasing fast each year, and that 
at this time he is able only to do a little labor; that he has also lost one 
eye from traumatism, and that it has impaired the vision of the other 


| eye; that the soldier is a very poor man, with no property, and has a 


helpless wife dependent upon him for support. 

It is the opinion of your committee, in view of the description of tie 
soldier's disabilities of accepted service origin by the board of surgeons 
in 19038, that he is totally disabled for manual labor by reason of the 
same, and that hence he is entitled to the rate provided under the gen- 
eral law for that degree of disability, namely, $30 per month. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” : 

In same line, after the word ‘“‘ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CATHARINE J. HILL. 

The next pension business was the bill (IT. R. 18505) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Catherine J. Hill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cathe- 
rine J. Hill, widow of C. C. Hill, late captain of Company B, Seventy- 
seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a_pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
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Tue report (by Mr. Brapiey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(I. R. 13503) granting an increase of pension to Catherine J. Hill, 
submlt the following report: 

An increase of pension from $8 to $20 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The records of the War Department show that the husband of the 
beneficiary, Clement C. Hill, served as captain of Company Bb, Seventy- 
seventh New York Infantry, from September 13, 1861, to June 22, 
1862, when he was discharged on tender of resignation, and the files of 
the Pension Bureau show that the beneficiary named in the bill, Catha- 
rine J. Hill, now 68 years of age, who married the officer on July 27, 
1856, is now and has been since August 2, 1890, a pensioner under the 
act of June 27, 1890, and that her general-law claim was rejected upon 
the ground that the beneficiary was unable to furnish evidence as to 
the date or the immediate cause of the officer's death. 

The surgeon's certificate on which the officer was discharged shows 
that he was then suffering from lumbago and would probably be un- 
able to resume his duties in a less period than from four to six weeks. 

Vroof tiled shows that the officer returned to his home in New York 
after his discharge, where be remained until September, 1863, when he 
left home with the avowed intention of again entering the service, 
after which the beneficiary did not hear from him until March 2, 1864, 
when she received a letter from him in which he stated that he was a 
prisoner on parole at Richmond, Va., and that she has never heard 
from him since that time, although having faithfully tried by every 
menns in her power to find some trace of him. 

Hier claim under the act of June 27, 1890, was allowed upon the pre- 
sumption of death. 

The officer stated in his letter of March 1864, which was dated 
Richmond, Va., and which was addressed to his ** Dear wife,’ that when 
he left he expected to go to Kentucky and return in a week without her 
knowledge; that before he got to a place he was going to he was cap- 
tured by the Confederate scouts and taken to South Carolina, where he 
remained until the week previous thereto, when he reached Richmond ; 
that he had a cousin who was a brigadier-general in the Confederate 
army, and that it was through him that be at last got released from ar- 
rest and was now on parole; that by the terms of the parole he was re- 
quired to communicate nothing in regard to the military situation, nor 
could he write anything in regard to his own affairs, ete., but thought 
he would be released during the spring, and that as soon as he could 
reach Kentucky he would return home, etc. 

Nothing is known of the nature of the service in which the soldier 
was engaged when he was made a prisoner, and neither the Prisoner of 
War Records or the Records of the Rebellion afford any information in 
this case. 

The beneficiary named was placed upon the rolls under the act of 
June 27, 1890, upon proof that she had not remarried since her hus- 
band’s disappearance, and was dependent upon her daily labor for her 
support. 

The officer rendered meritorious service for three years, and claim- 
ant is now past all labor and dependent upon a son for her support. 

The Pension Bureau was justified in presuming the officer to be dead, 
but neither that Bureau nor this committee could presume that if dead 
he died of a disability as the result of his military service. 

In view of the claimant's age, however, and her destitution, and the 
fact that she was his wife during his service, your committee are of the 
opinion that some measure of relief to aid in her support is proper. 

The passage of the bil' is therefore recommeded when amended as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Catherine” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word ** Catharine.” 

In same line, after the word “of,” strike out the !etter “ 
sert in leiu thereof the word “ Clement.” 

In same line, after the word * captain,” 

In line & strike out the word “ twenty” 
word “ twelve.” 

In line 9, after the word “ receiving,” insert the words ‘such pen- 
slon to cease upon proof that the officer, Clement C. Hill, is living.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Catharine J. Hill.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


» 


*.” and in- 
strike out the word “ of.” 
and insert in lieu thereof the 


AMBROSE N. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (11. R. 9598) 
an increase of pension to Ambrose N. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Ambrose N. Smith, late of Fourth Battery Indiana Light Artillery, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Futter) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hi. R. 9508) granting an increase of pension to Ambrose N. Smith, 
submit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The War Department records show that this soldier, now 63 years of 

ge, served as corporal and quartermaster-sergeant in the Fourth Bat- 
tery Indiana Light Artiliery from April 15, 1861, to October 6, Istd4, 
and again from November 15, 1864, to August 1, 1865, when honorably 
discharged, and that he received a gunshot wound of the right thigh 
in action at Chickamauga, Ga., September 19, 1865. 

Ile was formerly pensioned under the general law on account of this 


granting 


a 
a 






gunshot wound at $2 per month from discharge and at $6 - month 
from Mareh 2, 1895, bat is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 
1890, at $12 per month for total disability, the result of right hemi 
plegia. 

It appears that the soldier had a stroke of paralysis in 1897 and 


another one in November, 1902. 
When last examined, on April 21, 1904, by the Chicago, IIL, board 
surgeons, that board stated that there was almost complete right 
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hemiplegia, with Inability to walk or stand without assistance, right 
arm useless and elbow stiffened, with inabllity to or undress 
without assistance, ete. 

It is shown that the soldier is dependent upon his pension for a sup- 
port and that some time ago he was an inmate of the Marion Branch, 
National Home for Disabled Soldiers. 

There are many precedents for increasing the pension of the totally 
disabled and destitute veterans of the civil war, and the facts 
set forth bring this case fully in line with such precedents. 

rhe passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Indiana,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


dress 


above 


GEORGE W. NANCE. 

The next pension business was the bill (HI. R. 10244) granting 
a pension to George W. Nance. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Nance, late of Company B, Twenty-first Regiment Kentucky Volun 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 


The report (by Mr. IluntTer) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hi. R. 10244) granting a pension to George W. Nance, submit the fol 
lowing report: 

wa increase of pension from $12 to $24 per month is sought in the 
dit. 

Mr. Nance, now 65 years of age, served as a private In Company BR, 
Twenty-tirst Kentucky Infantry, from September 21, 1861, to December 
9, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

Ile received a gunshot wound of the left leg at the battle of Stone 
River in January, 1863, and a wound of the right hand at the battle of 
Tunnel Hill, May 7, 1864, and was pensioned under the general law on 
account of these wounds at $4 per month from discharge, at $6 from 
April 29, 1878, at $8 from November 2, 1887, and at $12 from April 6, 
ISOS. 

Ile applied for pension on account of additional disabilities, namely, 
disease of testicles—the alleged result of mumps—rheumatism, and dis 
ease of heart. 

This claim was rejected in July, 1901, upon the ground of no record 
and the best obtainable testimony failing to satisfactorily show the 
orlgin in service or the existence of the disabilities at discharge. 

While the soldier filed some proof tending to show the incurrence of 
rheumatism and mumps followed by metastasis in the service, the evi 
dence as a whole, however, was held to be insufficient to connect 
present disabilities with the service. 

When last examined, in 1899, the 
for the gunshot wound of hand, $8 
lumbago, $2 for disease of heart, $2 
testicle. 

The statement of Ion. D. LINN Goocn, the Member who introduced 
the bill, filed with your committee, sets forth that he is personally 
acquainted with the soldier and knows that he is wholly disabled for 
the performance of manual labor, and poor, having no means of 
port aside from his pension. 

ee served honorably and faithfully and was twice wounded 
action. 

The proof indicates that the rheumatism and heart disease from 
which he is now suffering are of probable service origin, and inasmuch 
as the examining surgeons rated him at $16 for the pensioned disabil 
ities and at $8 for the rheumatism and disease of heart, an increase of 
his pension to $24 per month is justified, and the passage of the Dill 
is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of t! 
he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: 
sion to George W. Nance." 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


his 
board of surgeons rated him $8 


for that of the left leg, $6 for 
for piles, and $4 for atrophy of 


sup 


in 


iat 


“A bill granting an increase of pen 





DANIEL J. NUNNEMAKER. 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 11216) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Daniel J. Nenuemaker,. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ij 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subj: t 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of |) 

J. Nennemaker, late of Company K, Fifty-eighth R ment Ohio Voelun 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The report (by Mr. Gipson) 


is as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the 
(HI. R. 11816) granting an increase of pension to Daniel J. Nem 
maker, submit the following report 

An increase of pension from $12 to $24 per month is soucht in t! 
bill. 

Daniel J. Nunnemaker, the officer named in the bill, and now 76 
vears of age, who served as private and first sergeant in Company kh, 
Fifty-eighth Ohio Infantry, from October 14, 1861, to July 25, 186 
when discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability by re n ¢ 
anchylosis of the right wrist joint consequent upon a gunshot wound 


of said joint received at the battle of Shiloh, and who again served as 


first lieutenant of Company EK, Ninetieth Ohio Infantry, from 5 

1862, to October 18, 1863, is now pensioned under the general law t 

$12 per month on account of the gunshot wound of right wrist 
Medical testimony filed in the Pension Bureau in May, 1003, sets 


ee ener 














forth that tl lier had a partial stroke of paralysis In March, 1902, | 
: tin ¢ condition ewhat; that he was a pale, emaciated, | 
I i e to perform labor of any kind, and that the gun- 


nd of the right wrist prevented his closing and opening the 





and caused lack of strength in the right arm, etc. 
vn t tt} ldier also served during the Mexican war Aas | 
in Company kk, Second Ohio Volunteers, from August 27, 1547, | 
t J 25, 1848 | 
! { ! with your committee show that the soldier, by reason 
of the wound, age, ete., is totally disabled for labor, and that he de 
J ent pon per n of $12 per month. : 
i and tota disa 1 soldier rendered faithful service in 
t I | iown t a tiftute. 
f re f v ranted In his case, and the passage of 
t is ft f recom nded when amended as follows: 
In line G i out the word “ Nennemaker” and insert in leu 
1 ad inne ker | 
{ » as to read: “A bill granting an Increase of pen- 
to Dat J. Nunnemaker.” | 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
rending : engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


and being 


ime, and passed. 
ELIZARETH A. 


bu 


COPPER. 


The next pension siness was the bill (H. R. 10837) grant- 


i: crease of pension to Elizabeth A. Copper. 

fhe bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ¢ ted, et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
} : rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of liza 
bet A. Copper, widow of Joshua T.. Copper, late of Company C, lirst 


nd Volunteer 
mth in 


Infantry, and pay at the 


lieu of that she is now 


her a pension 
rece iving. 


7 


of $24 per u 








athe report (by Mr. Dermer) is as follows: 
ee nittee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
.. R. 10837) nting an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. Copper, 
t 1 fi g report: 
i bill y ) 3 to increase the pension of the beneficiary named 
t om $12 to $24 per month 
| ficiary named in the bill, now 73 years of age, Is the widow 
of Jo ‘We! ta who ved as private in Company C, First Mary 
| 1 our try, from January 25, 1864, to August 20, 1864, when killed 
in t 1 
was married to him on February 13, 1851, and Is now, and has 
ince her hi mind's death, in receipt of a pension under the 
1 law, t drawing a pension of $12 per month. 
‘ i in the Pension Bureau tend to show that the bene 
has been a sufferer 1 rheumatism for a number of years and 
| muzht for an f ease of pe ion on the ground of being 
ilid. 
Mi il testimony filed with your committee shows that the bene 
{ \ | ! n of deformitis the result of long-standing rt matism, 
e to ¢ labor and that she has no means of sup 


uur committee, In yvylew of the age and helpless- 








! thie , that an inerease of her pension from $12 to 
rie 1 her support is just and proper, and the passage 
( ree I ded when amended as follows: 
In line & strike out the word ‘twenty-four’ and insert In lieu 
the word “ twenty.’ 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
Phe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
readil and being eng ed, is was accordingly read the third 
Lire | A 
ye Qg. CONVELRSI 
| vt pension busil s; was the bill (IL. R. 7429) granting 
»of pension to John Q. Converse. 
bill w read as follow 
it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior he, and he 1 
! Zot d directed to place on the pension roll, ibject to 
{ ions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Q 
‘ f Comy y I, One hundred and twenty-first Reciment 
fm I ntry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
i { t he is now receiving. 
I eport (by Mr. Snoox) is as follows: 
{ on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(if 224) ! ! moi ise ¢ pension to John Q, Converse, sub 
1 t ft I 14 { 
An ‘ oO per n from $10 to $30 per month Is sought in the 
| of 1) Pension DBurean show that the soldier named tn the | 
} GO ars of axe erved as a corporal in Company I, One hun 
( i twent t Ohio Infantry, from August 16, 1862, to June &, 
| hone ly ischarged as sergeant, and that he received a 
lon t right hip and side in the battle of Kenesaw Moun 
{ on | 1864, and that he Is now pensioned under 
1 law on a nt of said wounds at $10 per month. 
it ileged that as a result of the wound an umbilical hernia 
! | The Penslon Bureau, however, held that such 
hernia lo no connec n with the wound, and also rejected his claims 
f ' the Inst one In May, 1902, upon the ground that 
the rat of QO per month was fully commensurate with the degree of 
a ty ¢ ! ithe wound 
\\ n last ¢ ed, on January 22, 1902, the board of surgeons 
rnted him S10 for t wound of right hip and side, and also found an 
1 i 1 hernia protrudin thi 1 the external ring, which the 
‘ ining surgeons, however, stated was not shown to be a result of 
1 hot wound 
Medical testimony filed ith your committee sets forth that the gol 
a eri from an umbilical hernia; that this hernia was kept in 
| by t use of a itable compress or pad; and that he also suf 
{ from ! t W nad of the bdominal wall which was believed 
to bave Weakened these muscles and to have lessened the strength of 
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the tendinons formation of the linea alba to such a degree as to have 
caused this hernia. 

Proof filed with your committee sets forth that the soldier depends 
upon the pension which he is now receiving, and that he has no prop- 
erty except a modest homestead in which he lives. 

in the light of the medical evidence it is probable that the hernia 
may have been caused by reason of the wound of the side, and your 
committee are therefore of the opinion—the soldier having rendered 
three years of faithful service—that the doubts in the case should be 
resolved in his favor, and that he be granted an increase of his pen- 
sion from $10 to $17 per month. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ’ and insert in licu thereof the 
word * seventeen.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ALFRED F. CLARKE. 

The next pension business was the bill (HH. R. 7218) granting 
an increase of pension to Alfred F, Clarke. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Le it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 1s 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ihe provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred 
i’. Clarke, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Hi Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $2U per 
inonth lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Vhe report (by Mr. SuLLoway) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(If. R. 7218) granting an increase of pension to Alfred F. Clarke, 
submit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $20 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

Alfred I’. Clarke, now 

j Fourth 





av 


in 








years of age, served as a private in Com- 


any 1, Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, from August 6, 1864, 
to June 17, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

ile is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of a double varicocele and 


rheumatism 

Ile was formerly pensioned under the general law at $6 per month 
from September 2, 1889, on account of a double varicocele. 

Ife sought additional pension under the general law on account of 
imatism affecting the back, chest, and limbs, kidney disease, and 
ase of the lungs, but this claim was rejected in March, 1897, upon 
ground of no record and inability of the claimant on special exami- 
nation to prove the incurrence of said disabilities in the service of the 
United States and line of duty. 

This action of the Pension 
tary Campbell, in December, 1902, and this action was proper, it ap 
pearing that while the claimant furnished ex parte affidavits from 
officers, ete., of his company to the effect that he either suffered or 
complained of rheumatism in the service, the testimony of these wit- 
ne upon special examination found to be wholly insuflicient 
to show that the soldier did in fact suffer from rheumatism in the 

Vice. 

Medical examinations as far back as January, 1891, show that the 

Idier was suffering from insipient symptoms of locomotor ataxin. 

When last examined, in November, 1891, the board at Boston, Mass., 
rated him $30 for the disability due to hernia, varicocele, and loco 
motor ata , and the surgeons then stated that there was a sense of 

hion under the feet and lack of coordination in walking, numbness 


limbs, ete. 
Medical and filed 


rhe 





sureau was affirmed by Assistant Secre- 


eS was 











other testimony with your committee at 


shows th 





the soldier is now suffering from a varicocele of both sides, hernia, 
rheumatism, neuralg and locomotor ataxia; that he is a total wreck, 
in constant need of some one to care for him, and dependent wholly 











upon the pension which he is now receiving. 

Following precedents in like cases, the soldier being helpless from 
ataxia so as to require the aid and attendance of another person and 
wholly dependent upon the small pension which he is now receiving, 
an inerea of his pension to $24 per month is warranted. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follow 

In line 7, before the word ‘ Heavy,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line S strike out the word “twenty” and insert In lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

PALIN Hi. SIMS. 
The next pension business was the bill (I. &. 
an increase of pension to Palin Hl. Sims, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary the Interior be, and {g 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
he provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Palin 
I. Sims, late first lieutenant Company G, Fifty-fiest Regiment New 
ork Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The report (by Mr. Brapriey) is as follows: 

The Committee on to whom w: 
(Hl. R. TOGO) granting se of pension to Valin IL. $ 
the following report: ; 

‘This bill proposes to increase the pension of the oMicer named therein 
from $12 to $30 per month. 

The records of the War Department show that this officer, now 78 
years of age, served as a private, second lieutenant, and first lieutenant 
of Company G, Fifty-first New York Infantry, from September 15, 
ISG1, to July 20, 1860, when honorably discharged, 


70GO) granting 


of he 


{ 
I 
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Pensions 
heres 


Invalid 
un 


s referred 


the bill 


lms, submit 
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He was a prisoner of war from September 30, 1864, to February 22, 


1865, when paroled, and is shown by the medical records of the War 
Department to have been under treatment for typhoid fever, debility, 
and a gunshot wound of the face received at Spottsylvania Court-House, 
Va.. May 12, 1864. 

Iie is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of senility, general debility, and 
mental impairment. 

His claim to pension under the general law, filed in 1889, and based 
upon rheumatism, fever, disease of kidneys, and mental impairment 
was rejected in August, 1801, upon the ground that a pensionable dis- 
ability from these causes had not existed since the filing of the claim. 

It has been fairly well established upon the special examination of 
the claim that the officer contracted rheumatism while a prisoner of 
war; that he suffered from said disease ever since his discharge; that 
since his discharge he has been easily excited, irritable, eccentric, and | 
weak-minded, and that in 1876 he was for several months an inmate of 
the Flatbush Asylum for the Insane. 

In 1893 the board of surgeons in New York City, who then examined 
him, stated that his memory was very poor; that he was very talkative 
and excitable; that it was impossible to hold him to one topic in con- 
versation; that he was very restless, constantly shifting his position, 
and that while giving no evidence of delusions or hallucinations he | 
was evidently not of sound mind. 

When last examined, on April 12, 1901, the board of surgeons found 


anemia, marked muscular weakness, tremor and sluggish mental ac- | 
tion, gait shuffling, stiffness cf both shoulders, pain and stiffness in | 
| 


lumbar region, granular conjunctivitis of both eyes, two internal pile 
tumors, heart beat intermittent with dyspnea on exercise, etc. 

Medical and other testimony tiled with your committee sets forth 
that the officer is suffering from cystitis and cystodynia, complicated 
by rheumatism, caused by the toil and long confinement in rebel prisons, 
and that in consequence of the above and his advanced age he is 
entirely unable to engage in any labor of any kind; that he is without 
means, and has been provided for by his son-in-law and daughter, etc. 

The officer rendered nearly four years of honorable service, was | 
wounded in action, and was a prisoner of war for five months. Ile is 
now practically helpless and destitute. 

An increase of his pension to the rate sought in the bill is therefore 
fully justified, and the passage of the bill is recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and | 





passed. 


CHARLES VAN WEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9130) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Van Wey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 





Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
Van Wey, iate of Company B, One hundred and first Regiment Hlinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. FuLLer) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(i. R. 9180) granting an increase of pension to Charles Van Wey, sub 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month Is sought in the 


. Van Wey, now 76 years of age, is a veteran of two wars, having 
first served as a private of Company D, First Illinois Volunteers, in 
the war with Mexico, from May 22, 1847, to October 14, 1848, when 
honorably discharged, and again as sergeant in Company B, One hun- 
dred and first Illinois Infantry, from August 13, 1862, to July 6, 1865, 
when honorably discharged. 

During his service in the civil war he was treated at various dates on 
account of chronic diarrhea and granular conjunctivitis, and he is now 
pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month for total 
disability—the result of disease of eyes, heart, and urinary organs, 
catarrh, and senile debility. 

Iie was formerly pensioned under the general law at 
from December 11, ISS2, on account of disease of eyes co 
ing his last: service, and was also formerly a pensioner 
war survivor at $8 per month. 

He sought increase of pension under the general law on account of 
disease of eyes. That claim, however, was rejected in June, 1905, upon 
the ground that the disability of service origin did not warrant a rating 
in excess of $6 per month, and that the senile cataract then existing 
had no connection with the disease of eyes of service origin. 

When last examined by the Raton, N. Mex., board of surgeons, 
February 4, 1903, that board deseribed his condition as follows : 

“Claimant is extremely feeble and looks anwmic. There is complete 
opacity of the left lens due to senile cataract. Claimant can only see 
windows with this eye. There is a polar opacity of the right eye, 
which is rapidly increasing in size, and with this eye applicant can 
count fingers at 8S feet when held toward the window. Rate, $18. 

“Claimant has a melanotic carcinoma of the glans penis covering the 
entire bead, size of tumor 34 inches In diameter. The meatus is obliter 
ated. On November 25, 1900, Doctors Hart and Lyon made a new 
meatus 2 inches internal of the glands to enable the patient to be 
catheterlzed, which act bas been necessary for the past ten years owing 
to an enlarged prostate. Rate, $30. 

“Claimant can not hear ordinary conversation at 6 feet with either 
ear. Rate, $2. 

“Claimant suffers with an intense headache and can only sleep by 
the aid of some narcotic. 

“The claimant is so disabled from loss of vision, cancer, and im 
paired hearing as to require the frequent and periodical aid and attend 
ance of another person, and Is entitled to $50 per month.” 

Papers on file in the Pension Bureau show that the soldier is desti- | 
tute and depends for the support of himself and wife upon a son-in-law 
with whom he lives and by whom they are cared for, and that his wife, 
now aged 72 years, is almost totally blind. 

The case of this helpless veteran of two wars is worthy of sympa 
thetic consideration by Congress, and an Increase of his pension to the 
amount sought In the bill is eminently just and proper. 

The passage of the bill ls therefore recommended. 


$2 per month 
ntracted dur- 
1 


s a Mexican 





on 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

THOMAS L. JUDD. 


The next pension business was the bill (IT. R. SS20) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas L. Judd. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enactcd, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
L. Judd, late of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 8820) granting an increase of pension to Thomas L. Judd, sub 
mit the following report : 

This bill proposes to inerease 
therein from $12 to $20 per month. 

Thomas L. Judd, now 70 years of age, served as a private In Com 





the pension of the soldier named 


pany I), Thirteenth Michigan Infantry, from November 1, 1861, to 
January 17, 1865, when honorably discharged. 
Ile received a gunshot wound of the right hand at the battle of 


Stone River, December 31, 1862, and was pensioned on account of the 
same under the general law at $4 per month from discharge and at $5 
per month from January, 1867. 

Ile is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, due to gunshot wound of right hand and 
paralysis agitans. 

When last examined, on March 18, 1891, the board of surgeons rated 
him $8 for the wound and $8 for paralysis agitans. 

Proof tiled with your committee shows that the soldier is dependent 
upon his pension of $12 per month, which is insufficient to support 
himself and family, all the property owned by him, both real and per 
sonal, not amounting to over $405. 

The soldier rendered over three years of service, Is totally disabled 
from paralysis agitans and the wound received in action, and destitute. 

In view of the above the relief sought in the bill is deemed proper, 
and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


THOMAS D. Fitch. 

The next pension business was the bill (11. R. 7423) granting 
an inerease of pension to Thomas D. Fitch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ‘Thomas 
Il. Kitch, late captain and assistant quartermaster of Volunteers, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 


(H. R. 7423) granting an increase of pension to Thomas LD. Fitch, sub 
mit the following report: 


An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The records of the War Department show that this soldier, now 73 
years of age, served as captain and assistant quartermaster, United 
States Volunteers, from March 24, 1862, to October 25, 1IS65, when 


honorably discharged. 

Iie never applied for a pension under the general law, but is now pen- 
sioned under the act of June 27, ISV0, at $12 per month for total dis- 
ability, the result of senility. 


When last examined, on April 12, 1899, the board of surgeons at 
Piqua, Ohio, found him to be suffering from disease of the left leg, 
and rated him $12 for that condition; lumbago, for which rated . 
jaundice, for which rated $4, and varicose viens, for which rated S12; 
and the surgeons then stated that his left leg was @dematous and pit 
ting on pressure; that owing to the swollen condition of the lee he 
was obliged to use a cane for support in walking, and that the use of 
the leg was one-third impaired, and that the varicose veins of the left 


leg were ulcerated, painful, and discharging. 





Medical and other testimony tiled with your committee sets forth 
that upon an examination of the soldier on January 23, 1905, his left 
leg was found to be swollen and @dematous and from 1 to 14 inches 
irger than the right, with internal saphenous veins nodular, tender, and 
four times their normal size, and with a large varicose uleer 6 by 44 
inches on the inner side of the left leg: that the condition of the lew 
eauses difficult locomotion and necessitates the use of a cane: that he 
is also troubled by frequent urination and occasional attacks of renal 


colic; his circulation poor and malnutrition marked, he having lost 50 
pounds within the last two years; that in fact his condition shows all 
the evidences of a complete breaking down of the physical and nervous 
system, 

The officer is shown to be dependent upon his pension. 

The officer rendered three years of faithful service and ts now wel! 
nigh helpless and destitute. His therefore a worthy one for 


case is 


relief by Congress, and an increase of his pension to $24 per month is 
believed to be just and proper 
‘The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 


follows: 


In line 7, before the word “ volunteers,” strike out the word “ of” 
and Insert in lieu thereof the words “ United States.” 
In same line strike out the word “ thirty " and insert in lieu thereof 


the woru “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 








pension at the 


is as follows: 


to whom was referred the bill 


m $8 to $20 per month Is 


September 


November 1, 


band's death 
connecting 


band's treatment for diabetes 
IS7T5 tot Poh 


» rank of captain. 





exposure 


recommended 


’ strike out tl 


ordered to be engrossed for a third 
it was accordingly read the third 


UMPITIREY. 


ion business was the bill (HI. R. 2992) ¢ 
Solomon B. Umphrey. 


in Company 


Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


Pensions, 
of pension to Solomon Bb. Umphrey, 


$25 per month is sought in the 


1901, upon the ground o 





lieutenant 





x ress ; 
EK. Frepruary 10, 
of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 


all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 





Phat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Solomon HK. Umphrey, late 


f Company EB, Seventy-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 


pay him a pension at the rate $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving.” 





The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
JOHN F. BONNELL 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17737) granting 
an increuse of pension to John F. Bonnell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he {gs 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
IK. Bonnell, late of Company B, One hundred and twenty-second Regi 
ment Obio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he now receiving. 
The report (by Mr. Gibson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(It. R. 17727) granting an increase of pension to John FF, Bonnell, 
submit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $50 per month is sought in the 
hill 

The records of the War Department show that the soldier named tn 
the bill, now 60 yeurs of age, served as a private in Company I[), One 
mindred and twenty second Ohlo Infantry, from August 31, 1862, to 
June 26, 1565, when honorably discharged. 

He was a prisoner of war from June 15, 1863, to September 29, 1863, 
and received a gunshot wound of the left shoulder in action at Win- 
chester, Va., June 15, 1863. 

Ife is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month 
for total disability, the result of this wound of the shoulder, rheuma- 
tism, and paraly 

He was formerly pensioned under the general law at $8 per month 
on account of the wound of shoulder. 

‘he soldier was suddenly stricken with paralysis In 1899. 

When last examined, on November 18, 1903, by the Zanesville, Ohto, 
board of surgeons, thut board rated him $8 for the wound and $4 for 
rheumatism, and stated that the claimant had suffered hemiplegia of 
the left side, from which he had partially recovered; that sensation was 
diminished in the entire left side; that the left hand had a paralytic 
appearance, and that speech wus deliberate and slow, as if requiring 
deliberation, 

Medical and other testimony filed with your committee sets forth 
that the soldier was stricken with hemiplegia of the left side about 
eight years avo, since which time he had been totally unable to perform 
any manual labor and has required the constant aid attendance of 
another person, being almost, If not entirely, helpless. 

It is shown that the soldier's wife had to take in washing In order 
to support the family. 

The soldier rendered three years of faithful service and Is now shown 
to be well-nigh helpless and destitute. 

Relief to the extent of increasing his pension to $24 per month is In 
line with numerous precedent and the passage of the bill is therefore 
recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 














The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
ROBERT W. CALLAHAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (IL. R. 17819) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert W. Callaban. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he tg 
‘y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the prov ons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ro ert 
W. Callohan, late captain Company A, One hundred and second Repi- 
ment Hlinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the race of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he Is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Gisson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 


(ii. RR. 17S19) granting an increase of pension to Robert W. Calla ian, 


An inerease of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 


Mr. Callahan, now 71 years of age, served as an enlisted man tn 
Battery | Phird United States Artillery, from July 17, 1852, to Juty 
5, 1853, v fischarged as a minor. lie again served, as first se ant 
and a iptuin of Company A, One hundred and second Lilinois Infant re 
from <A ist 10, Tsou, to July 12, 1863, when his resignation, tendepyed 
upon t risen certificate showing him to be a sufferer from diarrhea 
with d ! nt of t fuuctions of the digestion in general and of 
the | a ~l 

ble ! 1 ned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month tot lisability, the result of disease of the rectum, impaired 
sight d se ae ty 

His claim under the general law, based upon dlarrhea and resulting 
piles, was reje din IS) upon the ground of his declared inability to 
furnish satisfactory evidence showing his physical condition from dis- 


When last examined, on December 10, 1902, the pension examining 
eon at Del Rio, Tex., found him to be suffering from paralysis 


affecting the muscles of the right bip, with inability to stand or walk 


Without support, impaired sight, and senility. 
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{ incurred a sunstroke as alleged, and that he | 
suffered f i d e ever since discharge, he was pensioned in 1891 
ui t ln t $4 per month from September 9, 1889, on 
ace r f headache, the result of sunstroke 

jy ns ” osecution of that claim proof was filed by the soldier 
that e had ifered from impaired hearing since about 1879 The 
i’ nh Office, however, in 1891, declined to accept the deafness as a 

On A t 24, 1899, ti Idier filed another claim, alleging deaf 
ness to be the gy f « irrh ntracted by bim in April or May, 
1865, bv exp e to n storin, ete 

The claim was also ected in November, 1900, upon the ground of 
cla nt Inability aed y peclal examination, to prove origin In 
t ‘ and fir fad f the deafness, he having himself stated 
t t ty deafne about IS74 or IST5 

Medical « nation owed it the beneficiary had been obliged 
to 1 noear truer t for years, and the last medical examination in 
! ed him totally deaf in both ear and that he could only 
hear on sud yolee by using an ear trumpet, and the surgeons further 

ad While G1 years of age he had the appearance of a man of 
i that hair was snow white and movements sluggish. 

In an affidavit filed with your committee the soldier alleges that he 

ad to his opinion that the sunstroke he received in July, 
}>1 is the cause of his deafne 

It more than probable that the soldier's deafness is a result of his 
military service, in view of which an increase of his pension from $12 
t ‘Oper month seems warranted 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follo 

In line 6, after the word “ Regiment,” insert the words “and cap 
tain Company ©, One hundred and eighty eighth Regiment.” 

in dine trike out the word thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twenty 

The amendments reconunended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

"The bill amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; ond being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

JAMES M. REDICK. 

Phe next pension business was the bill (II. R. SO14f) granting 
a pension to James M. Redick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ct That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hie authorized and directed to place on the pension roll ubject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension law the name of James 
M. Redick, late of Company C, Fifty third Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $48 per 
mont 

The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hi. oR. S014) granting a pension to James M. Redick, submit the fol 
lowing report 

Phe bill proposes to pension the soldier named therein at $48 per 
pnonmt! 

this soldier, now 84 years of age, served as a private In Company ©, 
hifty third Pennsylvania Infantry, from December 20, 1864, to Feb 
runt 17. ISGS, when honorably discharged 

He applied for pension under the general law In April, IS91, on 

sunt of partial lo of hearing, and filed some testimony of com 
r j : to complaint of deafne while in the service 

Ile stated his inability to furnish medical evidence as to treatment 
in <« inee the ervice, and the case has been in the abandoned file 
of the nsion Bureau since TS02, it being evident that the soldier i 
unable to furnish the proof necessary to a favorable adjudication of 
hi Inin 

When last examined, in) September, 2891, the board of surgeons 
found ight deafness of both ears, probably the result of age, and also 

neral debility 

Medical and other testimony filed with your committee shows that 
in August, 1901, the soldier was taken with a paralyth troke that 
he has been entirely helple ince that time and has to be eared for 
rT a child; that he J not posse ed of any estate or Income of any 
nature or character whatever, and is, of course, wholly incapacitated 
for the performance of any labor whatever 

Ife has no title to pension under the provisions of the act of June 
o7 1s00, for the reason that he did not serve ninety days 

In view of the soldier's wreat age, his helplessness and utter desti 
tution, your committee believe that the requirements of the act. of 
June &7. 1890, as to length of service, may well be waived in the case, 
and that relief to the extent of granting him the maximum pension 
under sald act will be proper to aid him in his support for the few 
remaining years of his life 

| passage of the bill Is therefore recommended when amended a 
follow 

In line & strike out the word “forty-eight” and Insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ twelve.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
wo 


Phe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
nnd being cugrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
ed, 


rending : 
time, and pus 


HENRY C. STEADMAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (IL R. 16412) granting 
an inerease of pension to Henry C. Steadman. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject: to 
the provisions and limitations of the penston laws, the name of Henry 
C. Steadman, of Taylorstown, Loudoun County, Va., late of Company 
PD. First Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, pension certifi 
cate numbered 669832, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that be Is now receiving. 
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The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the 
(Hi. R. 16412) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
submit the following report : 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill 

Mr. Steadman, now 61 years of age, served as a priv 


bill 
Steadman, 


te in Company 


I), First United States Volunteer Infantry, from February 9, 1864, to 
November 27, 1865, When honorably discharged, and is now pensioned 
under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month for total disability, 
the resnit of loss of sight of left eye and disease of heart. 


His yeneral-law claim, based upon disease of eyes, piles, and impaired 
hearing, was rejected in February, 1885, upon the ground of no record 


and insufficient evidence to connect the disabilities with the service. 
His last medical examination, made in 1897, revealed loss of sight of 
the left eye and disease of heart. 
The soldier's statement filed with your committee shows that he is 


now totally unable to labor, being a sufferer from rheumatism, kidney 
disease, heart trouble, blindness of left eye, impaired sight of right eye, 


and impaired hearing; that he is destitute and has an invalid wife 
dependent upon him. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee sets forth that the 
soldier is a severe sufferer from heart disease accompanied by loss of 





force which is marked after slight exercise, from external piles in an 


aggravated form, and a_ persistent cough—-the result of chronie bron- 
chitis; that the sight of the left eye is extinet; that he can not read 
inch type with the right eye at 20 feet without the aid of strong mag 


nifying glasses; that he is wholly disabled for manual labor, and has 
no other means of support except from the pension of $12 per month 
for the support of himself and wife, who is also an invalid. 

The soldier rendered nearly two years of honorable service 
now well-nigh blind and destitute. 

An increase of his pension to $ 
these circumstances, and the 
amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ 

In line 7 

In line 
hundred.” 

In line 9 strike ont the 
dred and thirty-two.” 

In line 10 strike out the word “ thirty’? and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


and is 
24 per month is fully justified under 
passage of the bill is recotumended when 


of Taylorstown, Loudoun County.” 
strike out the word “ Virginia.” 
5 strike out the words “ pension six 


certificate numbered 


words “and sixty-nine thousand eight hun- 


JENNIE B. JOILNSTON. 
The next pension business was the bill (IL. 
a pension to Jennie Blackburn Johnston. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


R. 11853) granting 


Re it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Jennie Blackburn Johnston, who served as an army nurse with the 


Seventh Regiment Hlinois Voluuteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at 






the rate of $12 per month 

The report (by Mr. HoLiipay) is as follows : 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(WE. Ro. TISSS) granting a pension to Jennie Blackburn Johnston, sub 
init the following report: 

A pension of S12 per month is sought in the bill. 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 63 years of age, applied for 
pension as an army nurse on March 21, 1899, alleging that at her 
father’s request (who was Lieut, Col. W. B. Blackburn, of the Seventh 
Cavalry) she went to Cairo, HL, in 1861, and was appointed by Gov 
ernor Yates as daughter of the Seventh Illinois Regiment; that she 
remained with the regiment all winter at Bridgeton, Mo... and there 
helped to murse the sick soldiers of her father's company, Company 
A, of the Seventh Illinois Cavalry, and looked after the soldiers that 
were sick In camp at that time; that she left the regiment at Island 
No. 10, and returned home in the summer of 1862: that she left home 


again in the fall of IS8G2, and rejoined the regiment at Lagrange, Tenn., 
vhere the Seventh was quartered all winter, and remained with the 
Army S635 and that she was dependent upon her labor 


until April 


for a Support 

Her claim was rejected in) Aucust, 1899, upon the ground of no 
record or other satisfactory evidence that she rendered service as 
nurse for the period of six months, it being held by the Surgeon- 


General of the Army that she could not be recognized as having beea 
employed by competent author.ty. 

Suflicient evidence was filed by the beneficiary from members of the 
regiment that she was elected daughter of the regiment soon after its 
formation and administered to the comfort of the men while they were 
in hospital for the period of over six months, but under the army recu- 
lations of IS61 and IS64 the Surgeon-General of the Army had to hold 
that her employment as a nurse could not be accepted as made by com- 
petent authority, General Orders, No. $1, of June 9, 1861, providing that 
women nurses should not reside in the camps nor iecompany regiments 
on the march. 

The beneticiary served under her maiden name, Jennie Blackburn, 
and in IS72 married one Samuel DPD. Johnston, who died February 12, 
ISS4, Is still his widow, and destitute, having no property and no in- 
come from any source. 

The case of the beneficiary comes within the spirit if not the letter of 
the army-nurse act of August, S92, and there are numerous precedents 
for Congressional relief in such cases, 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Blackburn” 
the letter “BB.” 

In same line, after the word ‘“ Johnston,” Insert the words “ formerly 
Blackburn.” 

In same line strike out the words ‘who served as an army nurse :" 
and in line 7 strike out the words “ with the Seventh Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Cavalry” and insert in Heu thereof the words “ late nurse, 


and Insert in lieu thereof 


Medical Department, United States Volunteers.” 
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plained of rheumatism, but could file no medical evidence as to treat- 











nent either in the service, at discharge, or for many years thereafter. 
t examined, on November 4, 1904, at his home, he being un 
a pear before a board of surgeons, the examining surgeon stated 
int Is in an invalid chair, half reclining. His memory is poor, 
! speech hesitating, his mental action sluggish and very impaired. 
Ife can not dress, feed, or turn himself without assistance. The bowels 
and bladder move involuntarily on the slightest movement of the body. 

e has a listle apathetic look in the face, and when he talks his 

h drawn to the left. Hlis tongue is pale, swollen, and indented 
, ‘ inargins Ilas lost all the lower molars on the left side. Bal 
a teeth are in poor condition Gums soft and spongy. Rectum 
is ve pallid and loaded with fecal material. On being turned on his 
side he had a copio involuntary evacuation, 

* Heart iction feeble, with systolic murmur. Facial paralysis on 
the right side and pronounced paralysis of the right arm and leg, also 
of the left leg Right hand and forearm ure contracted. ‘There has 
evidently been a cerebral embolism. 

(his man is so disabled and helpless from chronic diarrhea and its 
results that he requires the regular personal aid and attendance of 
nother person It is my opinion that the general malnutrition due to 
the chronic diarrhea led to the rheumatism, heart disease, and cerebral 
embolism which he is suffering from, and that even would not have 
occurred had not the chronic diarrhea so completely upset his general 
condition and nutrition.” 

It is shown that the soldier is destitute and that he has been granted 
relief by the Soldiers’ Relief Commission of Douglas County, Nebr. 

Phe helpless and destitute condition of the soldier, who rendered 
thir ars of honorable service, is worthy of sympathetic consideration 
by Congre and an increase of his pension to $30 per month is in line 
With numerous precedents 

jhe passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
folloy 

In Jine & strike out the word “ thirty-six" and insert in lieu thereof 
the word * thirty 

‘The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
Limie, and passed. 


NANCY GABRIEL, 
The next pension business was the bill (I. R. 15881) granting 
a pension to Nancy Gabriel, 


The bill was read, as follows: 








Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy 
Gabriel, widow of Hiram Gabriel, late of Company A, Frst Regiment 
lo Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 
per month 

The report (by Mr. CALperRteAD) is as follows: 

fhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Ui. RR. TSSS1) granting a pension to Nancy Gabriel, submit the follow 
Joy report 

1} bill proposes to increase the pension of the beneficiary named 
therein from $8 to $24 per month. 

Phe beneficlary named in the bill, now 54 years of age, is the widow 


of tliram Gabriel, who served as a private in Company A, First lowa 
Cavalry, from July 29, 1861, to September ¥, 1564, when honorably 
discharged 


on 


was married to him on 
the act June % 


She 


under 


December 1866, and is now pensioned 
7, 1890, at $S per month, upon proof that her 


ol iP 


husband died August 25, 1901, of hemiplegia; that she was his legal 
widow at the time of his death and was dependent within the meaning 
of the act of June 27, 1890, as amended by the act of May 9, 1900. 


he soldier was pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, on account 


of disease of heart and rectum 

His weneral law claim, based upon swamp fever and chronic diarrhea, 
was rejected in November, 1908, upon the ground of no record and no 
medical evidence of treatment in the service, at discharge or for many 
years thereafter, and the testimony filed by him and his widow being 


deemed insuflicient to show that his existing disabilities were the result 


of his military service 

Two comrades of the soldier testified that he contracted swamp fever 
and chronic diarrhea while at Little Rock, Ark., in the fall of IS65, 
und several lay witnesses testified as to the continuous existence of 
these disabilities ever since his discharge, and medical testimony was 

o tiled showing treatment for said disabilities from the fall of ISS) 

While it is not shown that the soldier's death was directly due to 
his military service, it is probable that the exposures and hardships of 
liis my dife had much to do with the disease causing his death, 

Under the circumstances an increase of the beneficiary’s pension 
from $S to $12 per month is warranted and the passage of the bill is 
recommmended when amended as follow 

In line S&S strike out the word “ twenty-four’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ twelve.” 

In sume line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that she is now receiving.” : 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen 
sion to Nancy Gabriel 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOIN MATHER. 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 16773) granting 

a pension to John Mather, 


Phe bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authes!zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 


Mather, late of Company A, Sixtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
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The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hi. R. 16778) granting a pension to John Mather, submit the following 


report: 

A pension of $12 per month is sought in the bill. 

The soldier named in the bill, now 76 years of age, applied for pen- 
sion under the provisions of the act of June 27, 1890, on July 20, 1899, 


alleging that he served as a private in Company A, Sixtieth Ohio 
Infantry, from August 14, 1862, to November 28, 1862, when honora- 


bly discharged, and that he was unable to earn a support by manual 
labor by reason of senility, ete. 

His claim was rejected in August, 1899, upon the ground that he 
did not render ninety days’ service, the records of the War Department 
showing that he was enrolled August 14, 1862, and mustered out 
November 10, 1862, this showing lack of one day’s service in order to 
make the requisite ninety days under the act of June 27, 1890. 

Iie appealed from the rejection of his claim to the Secretary of the 
Interior, contending that he was compelled to remain in the service 
about eighteen days after his discharge, when he was paid off and for 
the first time was permitted to leave the service. 

It appearing, however, from the records of the Auditor for the War 
Department that he was not paid for service after November 10, 1862, 
the rejection of his claim was affirmed under date of March 18, 1902. 


The Pension Bureau was advised by the Auditor for the War Depart- 
ment that payment of the company to which the soldier belonged ap- 


peared to have been made November 22, 1862; that the soldier, how- 
ever, Was paid only to include November 10, 1862. 

In view of the fact that the soldier lacks but one day of the neces- 
sary ninety days in order to entitle him to a pension under the act of 
June 27, 1890, and that he is totally disabled for labor by reason of 
his great age, it is the opinion of your committee that the requirements 
of the act of June 27, 1S90, may very well be waived in his case, and 
that he be granted the maximum rating under said act, namely, $12 
per month, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading ; 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
passed, 


and 
and 


GEORGE DALLISON. 


The next pension business was the bill (If. R. 1 
an increase of pension to George Dallison. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
Jaillison, late of Company Hl, Second Regiment Venusylvania Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $80 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. BrapLey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H.R. 17506) granting an increase of pension to George Dallison, sub- 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought In the 
bill, 

The War Department records show that 


7306) granting 


- 


this soldier, now 74 years 


| of age, served as a private in Company Il, Second Pennsylvania Ileavy 


Artillery, from February 19, 1864, to January 29, 1866, when honorably 
discharged, and the Vension Bureau tiles show that he is now. pen- 
sioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month for total dis 
ubility, the result of slight deafness of both ears, disease of eyes, and 
lumbago. 

This pension was allowed upon a certificate of medical examination 
made on July 15, 1801, which rated him $12 for impaired sight, $20 
for deatness, and $4 for back trouble. 

Medical and other testimony filed with your committee sets forth 
that the soldier is a severe sufferer from vertigo, the attacks being so 
severe and occurring so frequently as to totally incapacitate him for 
manual labor; that he was also a sufferer from catarrh of the middle 
ear; that he has no property, and that on account of his ill health he 
is in needy circumstances, he having no means of support except the 
pension which he is now receiving. 

Some measure of relief for this poor soldier to aid in his support is 
warranted, in view of his physical condition as above described, and 
the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as fol- 
lows : 

In line 8 strike out the word * thirty ” 
word * twenty-four.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


ANN E. SNYDER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H.R. 
ing a pension to Ann E. Snyder. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he igs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann 
I). Snyder, widow of Martin Snyder, late of Company C, Eightieth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Brapiey) is as follows: 


1 7 


(17922) grant- 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(1. R. 17922) granting a pension to Ann BE, Snyder, submit the follow- 





ing report: 

An feeresee of pension from $8 to $12 per month is sought in the bill. 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 61 years of age, is the widow 
of Martin Snyder, who served as a corporal in Company C, Twentieth 
New York State Militia, from April 23, 1861, to July 1, 1861, when 
honorably discharged with his company, and again as second lieutenant 
and captain of Company C, Kightieth New York Infantry, from October 
7, 1861, to January 29, 1866, when honorably discharged, and who 
received a shell wound of the right leg at Antietam, Md., September 
17. 1862, 

Ile was pensioned under the general law, on account of this shell 
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wound and piles, all contracted by him while second lieutenant and 
captain, at the rate of $20 per month from May 20, 1887. 

lie died May 29, 1904, the chief cause of death being phthisis pul- 
monalis and the contributing cause la grippe. 


The beneficiary was married to the officer on December 26, 1866. 

She is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month 
upon proof that she had no income whatever from any source but 
was dependent upon her daughter for a support. 

Considering the long and meritorious services of the husband of the 
beneficiary, her age and destitution, the increase sought in the bill is 


believed to be just and proper, and the passage of the bill is therefore 
recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ late,” insert the words “ second lieutenant 
and captain.” 
In same line, before the word ‘‘ Company,” strike out the word “ of.” 
In line &, after the word * month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
ie is now receiving.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen 
sion to Ann Ek. Snyder.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


sl 








WILLIAM SPRIGGS., 


The next pension business was the bill (IH. R. 16878) granting 
an increase of pension to William Spriggs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be 
hereby, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Spriggs, late of Company I, One hundred and seventy-second Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry 
mouth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hi. R. 16S78) granting an increase of pension to William Spriggs, sub 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The soldier named in the bill, now 70 years of age, served as a pri- 


vate in Company I, One hundred and seventy-second Ohio 
Infantry, from May 2, 1864, to September 8, 1864, when honorably 
discharged ; never applied for pension under the general law, but is now 
and has been since July 7, 1890, a pensioner under the act of June 27, 
1890, for total disability, the result of deafness of both ears. 

This allowance was based upon a certiticate of medical examination 
of December 31, 1890, which found and rated him $20 for deafness ot 
both ears and $4 for catarrh. 

Krom papers filed with your committee it appears that the soldier 
for over fifteen years has been unable to work; that of recent years 
he has been afflicted with a cancer on his arm, and that some montlis 
ago he had a slight stroke of paralysis, which two afflictions have made 
him helpless, and that he has no means of support except the pension 
of $12 per month, which is not enough to keep him and his aged wife. 

The soldier being helpless and destitute, relief to the extent of In 
creasing his pension to $24 per month, the highest amount that can be 
silowed under the circumstances, he having served less than one year, 
is justified, and the passage of the bill is recommended when amended 
follows : 

In line 8 strike out the word “t 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


as 


hirty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 


JOHN CLOUGHARTY. 
R. 


The next pension business was the bill (11. 18090 ) 


ing a pension to John Clougherty. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Clougherty, late of Company A, Nineteenth Regiment New York Volun 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month, 


The report (by Mr. SuLLoway) is as follows: 


grant- 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(If. R. 18090) granting a pension to John Clougherty, submit the fol 


lowing report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $20 per month is sought 
bill 

John Clougharty, the soldier named in the bill, now years of age, 
who served as a private in Company A, Nineteenth New York Cavalry, 
from August 138, 1864, to June 20, 1865, when honorably discharged, is 
now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month, for 
total disability, the result of injury to testicles, disease of heart, and 
senile debility. 

Ile was formerly pensioned under the general law at $10 per month 
on account of an injury to the testicles; and a claim for increase of 
pension under the genera! law, in which the soldier alleged frequent 
operations, causing pain and weakness of back and kidneys as results 
of the injury to testicles, was rejected in December, 1904, upon the 
ground that such results had no pathological connection with the in 
jury to testicles and that the degree of disability arising from the last 
named disability did not warrant a rating in excess of $10 per month. 


in the 


wo 
in” 


The pension urder the act of June 27, 1890, was allowed upon a 
certificate of medical examination made by the Bridgeport (Conn.) 


board of surgeons on November 21, 1904, which board found the soldier 
so disabled from injury to testicle, senile debility, heart disease, and 
lung trouble as to require the frequent and periodical aid and attend 
ance of another person. The board then stated that the claimant is 
“pale and very thin and decidedly weak, being unable to stand with- 


out assistance, and requires aid in dressing and undressing.” 
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it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 


, and pay him a pension at the rate of $350 per 


Volunteer | 


Papers on file in the Pension Purean shi 
lutely destitute, having no means of supp 

It being shown that the soldier is helpl 
another person and destitute, an increase 





month is in line with numerous precedents 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “* Clougherty " and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Clougharty.” 

In line S strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words in lieu of 
that he is now receiving 


Amend the title so 
sion to John Clougharty.’ 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to 

The bill as amet 
reading ; 


to read: “A bill granting an increase « 


ded was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 






time, and passed. 
MOSES JONES. 

The next pension business was the bill (IE. R. 13905) granting 
an increase of pension to Moses Jones, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete That the Secretary of the Interior be. and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s ect 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Moss 
Jones, late of Company I, HKighty-tirst Regiment I1lir 3; Volunteer It 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 1 of 
that he is now receiving 

The report (by Mr. Mirrs of Indiana) is as follows 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was refs d tl l 
(1h. R. 18905) granting an increase of pension to Me Jones i t 
the following report ; 

An increase of pension from $12 to $20 per month is sought in the 
bill 
ve 

Mr. Jones, now 75 years of age, served as a private in Company Tf, 
Kighty-tirst Illinois Volunteers, from December 2S, 1863, to May 31, 


ISG5, when honorably discharged 

Ile was under treatment for a sere arm and diarrhea while in the 
service 

Ile is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of rheumatisin, disease of t 
eatarrh, and dyspepsia. 

lis general-law claim, based upon rheumatism, disease of heart* and 





stomach, and dyspepsia, was rejected in’ February, 1890, upon the 
ground of no record of treatment in the War Department and elaim 
ant’s declared inability to furnish the necessary evidence to show that 
the same were incurred in service and line of dut 

Ile furnished testimony of comrades, some testifying that he w 
taken sick and sent to hospital, others that he had rheumatism princi 
pally affecting his right knee, and others that he had dyspepsia an 
stomach trouble, resulting in an affection of the bowels. 

Ile filed lay testimony as to the existence of the disabilites claimed 
ever since discharge, but no medical testimony as to treatment | \ 
to 1878. 

When last examined, in December, 1896, the board of surgeons rated 
him $6 for rheumatism, $6 for heart trouble, and $17 for tomach 
trouble and debility 

Medical and lay testimony filed with your « mittee shows him to 


be wholly disabled for manual labor by reason of dys] 








ing emaciation and to be entirely dependent upon his pension ds the 
earnings of his wife at the washtub. 

The proof indicating that the soldier's rheumatism nd ! 
trouble are of probable service origin, an incrense of | pe 1 to 
$20 per month is belleved to be just and proper 


The passage of the bill is therefore recommended 








The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

CEORGE W. FARMER 

The next pension business was the bill (IL. R. ) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Farmer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete That the Secretary of the Inte r le and : 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, si t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Georg 
W. Farmer, late of Company K, Eleventh Regiment Ind 1 \ nite 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 17 in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follow 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred t 
(iI. R. 18289) granting an increase of pension to Cit e W. Fa ‘ 
submit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $50 per 1 tl 
bill. 

The records of the War Department show that the lis ed 
the bill, now SS years of age, served n | nm 4 
Eleventh Indiana Infantry, from March 7, 1865, to J 6. 1S 
honorably discharged, and the files of the Pension 1 eau \ 
is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1800, at Si 
total disability, the result of the loss of the sight of 
disease of the digestive organs 

The soldier is shown to have lost the t of } ft eve 
child 2 years of age and that of his right eye in Fe vy, ISSD 
doing millwright work 


The pension under the t of June 27, \ 
tificate of medical examination made by the Indiana; Ind | 


of surgeons on February 11, 1801, which showed him t r 
requiring the aid and attendance of another person, and also found 
to be suffering from dyspepsia 

The testimony tiled with your committee shows t] tl ‘ 
is living with his mother, who is old and fe t t } to 
help him to get a living, his wife having deserted | fter | ecame 
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tt erable arterio sclerosis, stomach flatulent at tims 
and f1 sia 
The 1 with the committ sets forth that he } 
) from his ion, and no property except 
a dwe i : ued at $1,000. 
M a filed with your committee shows that the soldier 
} . 





years had declined greatly in strength; that he 
heart disease, and that his physical and mental 
ture of rapidly advancing senili 

An increase of the soldier’s pension to the ar 
is believed to be warranted, in view of his wel! 
destitution and the probabilities that his present « 
is chargeable to the ex] 

‘The passage of the | 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “3B.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “Benjamin.” 

Amend the title so as to read: * A bill nauting an increase of pen- 
sion to Benjamin T. Martin.” 


( 
» past thre 
fog ' 













in the hill 
sness and 
plorable conditi« 
ure and hardships of a four campaign. 
is therefore recommended when amended as 

















The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ENOCH VOYLES. 


The next pension business was the bill (I. R. 9244) granting 
a pension to Enoch Vovles. 

Che bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the S« 
hereby, authorized and directed to 
the provisions and limitations of pension laws, the name of Iino 
Voyles, late captain Company “GC, d Regiment Tennessee Voiunteer 
Mounted Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the rate of $10 per month. 

The report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follow 

Fhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(iJ. R. 9244) granting a pension to Enoch Veyles, submit the following 


ary of the Interior be, and he is 
ace on the pension roll, subject to 
} i 








A pension of $10 per month is sought in the Dill. 
‘Il officer named in the bill, now GS years of age, is shown by the 























records of the War Department to have served as a private and second 
lieutenant Ee I G, Thirty-ninth North Cerolina Infantry, Con- 
fed te $ m March 24, 1862, to December 6, 1862, when 
I me incompetency and physical disability, and that 
e served P Company G, Third Tennessee Mounted Infantry, 
in tl] 1 ym October 1, 1464, to December 22, 1864, when 
HONOr: ) 1 i 
Ile applied for pension under the general law in January, 1892, 
n ! f ek andi iting disease of kidneys, and injury of 
his | dre i in total loss of hearing of ft) the re lt of 
f f 1! ior or near Loudon, ‘Tenn., ir er, 1864. 
fhe claim was re ted by the Pension Burean in January, 1901, 
' nm tin d of no. din the War Department of treatment for 
1 disabil and iant’s Inability with the aid of a special exam- 
ination to w by competent and satisfactory evidence that these dis- 
ities originated in the military service of the United States 
While the t mien of the witne s obtained upon special examina 
tion omewhat conflicting, it, however, leads to the belief that the 
chal ni wa I | 1} acCK 1 head in the service under the cir- 
cumistay j nad t he troubled just after dis- 
‘ ! t ( deaf or partially so in that ear. 
When il) !, in October, 1898S, the board of surgeons at 
e, N. C., found him to be ering with lumbago, total deaf 
! of the left ear, an er rged postate gland, and some disease of 
1d rated him $2 for lumbago, $6 for deafness, and $4 for 
1 
f Dr. C. F. Walker, filed with your committee, sets 
th thisat » officer had been under his professional care for the last 
yefeenm years: that in consequence of the deafness of the left ear and 
lie 3 ma he had been almost totally incapacitated for perform 
mii il Jabor for the last thi years; that he is financially poor, 
‘ 
littee is of the opinion that relief to 
1 extent « ! hit per n of S12 per month i t 
lis t efore recommended when amended as 
ti ‘ 
Bah 3 S strike out the word “ten” and Insert in lieu thereof the 
dl i | 
rhe amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
The bil Mled was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
rending ; cid In engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


The next pension business was the bill (HI. R. 4721) granting 
un inerease of pension to Thomas Ilutchinson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 





Be it enacte ete., I t the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
he y, authorized and directed to place on t! pe m roll, subj 
t! provi ind limitations of the pension laws, t! une of Tho 
Hutchinson, late of Thirty-second and Thirty-sixth he ents 





Infantry, and pay 
per mouth in lien of that he is now re 


rhe report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 


na pension at the rate 
eiving 





The mmmittee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
2 rauting an increase of pension to Thomas Hutchinson 

! } ing report 

An increase of peusion from $16 to $32 per month Is sought In the 








Phe beneficlary named In the bill, now 73 years is pensioned 
under the general law as a nonenlisted man under the provisions of 
the act of March 3, 18738, at $16 per month on acconnt of a shell wound 
of the right temple received in action at Verryville, Ky., October 8 
i, and on account of a gunshot wound of the face (upper maxilla) 





i 
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‘eceived in action against Gen. John Morgan's forces at Frankfort, 
Ky., in June, 184. ae ae 
At the time of his first wound the beneficiary held a commission 


from the governor of Kentucky as second lieutenant in R. B. Taylor's 


company of the Thirty-second Kentucky Infantry, but was not mus 
tered into the United States service, and in June, 1864, he was major 
of the Thirty-sixth Kentucky Enrolled Militia, but was cooperating 


with and under orders and command of an officer of the United States 
when wounded. 

Iie sought an increase of pension at various times since 1SS88, alleg 
ing impaired vision of the right eye as a result of the wounds, and 
that by reason of the wounds he was wholly disabled for manual labor ; 
but such claims were all rejected, the last one on October 19, 1S1, 
upon the ground that the eye trouble could not be accepted as a result 


of the wounds, and that the degree of disability arising from the 
wounds did not warrant a rating in excess of $16 per month. 
Iixamining surgeons have described the wound of the right temple 


as follows: 


‘There is a sunken cicatrix 3% inches above the right ear, 1 by 
one half inch, just behind the coronal suture. ‘The depression is in the 


outer blade; is tender to pressure. 
This pain in the head 
from: excruciating pain that 


It gives him constant pain in head. 
frequently exacerbated, so that he suffers 
the strongest medicine fails to relieve 

‘Gunshot wound of face: The ball entered the upper jaw in front 
just the left of the median line. It knocked out thirteen teeth 
from the jaw and a large portion of the gum and alveolar processes 
The ball went inward, downward, and through the right side and 
knocked out three jaw teeth on the lower right jaw. Bones came out of 
his mouth for two years.” 


is 


to 


When last examined by the Lexington, Ky., board of surgeons, on 
September 24, 1902, that board found him so disabled from the wounds, 
advanced senility, loss of teeth, and curvature of the spine as to be 
entitled to $30 per month, and stated that he was a feeble old man, 


leaning 
walkir 


abs 


and showed evidences of far-advanced senility, 
> that he has lost all of his teeth, and has complete 
ition of the alveolar processes of both upper and lower jaws, and 
marked posterior lateral curvature of the spinal column 

The beneticiary in a statement tiled with your committee 
that HIon. John M. Harlan, now on the Supreme bench of the United 
States, was one of the men that volunteered his services, with others, 
and fought with him in the ranks to defend the city of Frankfort and 


far forward, 
r With a stick 











sets fort! 


the stores; and Justice Harlan, in a communication addressed to the 
Commissioner of Pensions under date of December 8, 1908, states that 
he well knew Mr. Ilutchinson at the outbreak of the civil war, and 
knew that he was true and faithful to the Union cause, and that he was 
a very deserving, worthy man, and perfectly reliable as to any state 
Inent he might make with regard to himself. 

In an affidavit filed in the Pension Bureau in January, 1904, Mr. 
Hutchinson states that he is now unable to dress himself without 


assistance, and that the pension of $16 per month which he is now 
receiving is insuflicient for his and his family’s support, he being en 


tirely unable to do any labor whatever. 


The beneficiary rendered meritorious service as a nonenlisted man 
and was twice seriously wounded, and is now helpless and depends 
entirely upon ihe small pension for a support. 

The case is a worthy one for relief by Congress, and an increase of 
his pension to $36 per month is justified. 

rhe passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

in lines G6 and 7 strike out the words “late of Thirty-second and 
Thirty-sixth Regiments Kentucky Volunteer Infantry’ and insert in 
lieu thereof the words *‘ late nonenlisted man.” 

In line S strike out the word “ thirty-two” and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “ thirty-six.” 

‘The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

MARK 


S. CLAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 928) granting 
an increase of pension to Mark S. Clay. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be enacted, ete 


it . That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Mark S. Clay, late of Company A, Twenty-second Regiment Illinois Vol 


unfeer Infantry, and Company 1, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volun 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is new receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hi. R. 2S) granting an increase of pension to Mark S. Clay, submit 
the following report 

‘The bill proposes to increase the soldier's pension from $12 


to $30 
per month. 











Mr. Clay, now 78 years of age, served as a private In Company A, 
rwenty-second Illinois Volunteers, from June 26, 1861, to February 
vv, 1862, when discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability by rea 
son of “an injury to the back received in July last while working on 
the breastworks. Ilis kidneys have been diseased ever since that time, 
aud he labors at times under anasarca and retention of urine.” 


lle again served 
Cavalry, from 1865, when 
discharged. 

luring his last service he was under treatment for 
and in the first service for dropsy, diarrhea, and debility. 

Ile is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month on account of total disability, the result of injury to back, right 
ley, inguinal bernia, senile debility, rheumatism, diarrhea, and disease 
of rectum. 

Ile was formerly pensloned under the general law at $4 per month 
on account of injury to back, by virtue of a special act approved Feb 
ruary 8, IS8S7, and increased to $6 from June 4, 1890. 

A claim on account of a hernia of the left side, tiled under the general 
law, was rejected by the Pension Bureau in July, 1898, and the rejee 
tion affirmed June 22, 1900, by Assistant Secretary Campbell. 

While there is some proof that the soldier incurred a rupture in his 


as 
November 


a private 


26, 


in Company bh, 
1862, to May 31, 


Fourth Wisconsin 


honorably 


consumption 
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first service the same was, howeve I y based upon rumor her 
the Pension Bureau held that t proof wa 1! t ect ‘ 
rupture with his service 

When last examined, May, 190 t s at Nevad Mo., 
found the soldier suf i from tl disa Which 4] ed 
under the act of June 27, ISve 

The statement of Hon. Il). A. De ArMonp, the M r who t 1 1 
the bill. filed with your committee, sets f that I 
quainted with the soldier and knows him | Liman of 1 
and habits, industrious and disposed to he ! elf to the extent of his 
ability; that he is a poor m: Lady a eap lence | t 
nothing, he thinks, besides its modest il 

The soldier rendered over three years of f f vice and now 
totally disabled for manual I 

rhe pt »babilities are that the diarrl 1 d sf f rectum t } t 
from which he is suffering are all of service origin, he havin een 
treated d his service inal cle ty 

llowever that may be, to labe y re mn of tl ‘ 
abilities above set forth ed age id i he o} f 
your committee an increase of his pe mm to $24 per month is 1 

The passage of the bill is therefs 1 I ended when an ded as 
follows 

In line 8S strike out the word “ thirty ind insert i: 1 tl f the 


word “ twenty-four.” 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered for aq 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 


time, and passed. 


to be engrossed 











FRANK SCILUMER 

The next pension business was the bill (IL. R. S24) gt 5 
an increase of pension to Frank Schumer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Ke it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Int he is 
hereby, authorized d directed to place op the pension r ibject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pen n W t name ! i 
Schumer, late of Company G, Eighth Provisional Resi ‘nt os ‘ 
Missouri Militia, and pay him a pension at the te of $o0 | I th 
in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom w referred t} 1 


(Hl. R. 18264) granting an increase ot sion to Frank Schun 


pen 


mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill 

Mr. Schumer, now 64 years of age, served : eant in Cor ny G, 
Fighth Regiment Vrovisional Enrolled M iM rom May I 
ISG3, to November 8S, 1865, when hor ibly di Lal i nd y 














pensioned under the act of June 27, ISO, at $12 per month f t I 
disability, the result of disease of eyes 

His general law claim, based upon disense of ey alleged to have 
been contracted in November, 1864, by cold and exp e while 
ber of the Fifty-sixth Regiment Ent i i Militia, w ) 
erly rejected by the Pension Bure i il, IS98 on tl ! 
that the organization in which the disability v ‘ it i 
contracted was a State organization, nd not in the 
United States. 

When lIast examined, in July, 1895, the o t found lr | } 
$24 for impaired sight due to atrophy « th \ t 1 
came attended, but could go out the room by being 

A medical examination in 1804 also revealed 1 1 
nervous debility, there being tremor of the w 1 « 
of right ear. 

The soldier's statement filed with your committee W { t } is 
now iglimest blind, deaf in both ears, and a fl ! \ 
bility, totally unable to labor, living on a poor farm « 140 ’ 
is encumbered, and having a wife and nine children und IG oy ft 
uge to support. 

Some measure of relief for this well-nigh blind soldis t 1 ir : 
support, is believed to be warranted; het the } t ; 
recommended when amended as follow 

In line 6 strike out the wor Prov ind i i 1 
thereof the word “ Regiment.’ 

In line 7 strike out the word * Regiment nd i 1 lic f 
the word * Provistonal.” 

In line S strike out the word thirty ind insert in t! t 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee wer reed 


to. 

rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
time, and passed. 





ISAIAIT S. WINTERS. 

The next pension business was the bill (IL R. 15096) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaiah S. Winters 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interi e, and | 4 
hereby, authorized and directed to pl on the pens 1 s to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension law the r fl Ss 
Winters, late of Company I, Fortieth Regment Ohio V« r Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Snook) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H.R. 15096) granting an increase of pension to Isaah S. Wieter 
mit the following report 

An increase of pension from $12 to $40 per month is sought 1 the 
bill 

Isainh S. Winters, the soldier named in the bill and now 66 ye of 
age, who served as a private in Company I, Fortieth Ohio Infantry, 
from October 15, 1861, to December 6, 1864, and who received a gunshot 
wound of the right leg in action at Chickamauga, G Septet 0, 
1863, is now pensioned under the general law at $12 per month 


count of said wound. 








2208 











VW 1 fy | fa 
‘ of ti bo 
i] howev wis I 05 
ty fr t} nt 
1 t] { no 1 > ar ment 
fl in di ilities, and that claimant was 
edical or other if tory evidence showing.that 
igin 1 in tl i had existed continuously 
! di ree 
\ { f di f \ ewilse rejec ted 
t i t medical or other sa 
t t tl i ¢ ted from the date of 


show that the 

















is de ndent upon the n ia of record. 
Beir now ytally disabled and destitute, an increase of his pen 
} I nth is stified, 1 the passage of the bill is recomr 


and insert in lieu 
































WILLIAM DUSTIN. 
7 ext pension business was the bill (IL R. 17304) gr 
rease of pension to William Dustin. 


l s t the word forty nd insert in lieu ther¢ 
a ey : 

\ { © so io read: “A bill granting an increase of | 
| S. W1 

rhe amendments recommended by the committee 


‘The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
ul ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
1d pu sed. 
BARNARD BOWERS 
‘| next pension | ( the bill (HL. R. 18271) gr 
rease of ye SLOn to < | 13 wers 
Mhe bill was read, as follow 
t enac l, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, a 
vit Loar i 1 to place on the pension roll, s 
visi a nit ons 0 pension laws, t name ] 
r ¢ y ( I y-third Regiment United 
iy him per n at the rate of $24 per month in 
n 
report (} Mr. Luc 
( n 1 
i 1) 1 i 
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soldier 


‘ 4 In the servi f rmittent fever. 
1, | th New Vhiladelphia, Ohio, board of sur 
1 A >», 1904, that ird rated the soldier $14 for the wound 
$6 disease of the liver, and $8 for constipation and piles. 
rid i iown to be dependent upon his pension. 
i dered ree yt ; of ithful service, and no doubt his Hyver 


; 


sion to 


nended 


thereof the | 


were 


thire 


1 
third 


anting 


the nae 
j | 1 nan ‘ 
7 1 Sta * ru 
’ l 7, ni 1O no inder 
t $14 p month on account of malarial poisoning, 
ic d di e of rectum, and rheumatism 
1 for increase of pension, filed in J 1903, w I ted 
() er, 1905, uy it vyround that the r ng of $14 per 1 ft) 
f y com rate with the degree of disability arising from t 
1 cause 
n last ¢ mined, in September, non which e ition 
iim for increase of pension was 1, the Balt re, Md 
lof su I ited follows 
| i t ( rred { hy a ¢: rent of live 
en Digestiy oO ns are nol Reet 1 is in a healt 
n 
‘ I oO ere rheumatic pains in his m es upon 
tion and ¢ i St e in his lumbar muse! ‘ ho oar 
» to h and p i in ping and ing i 
Oly je ve rt ot ieumatism, but we > that |! 
I rheuma lleged. Rate $6 
l ian ! » ed t} soldier in 1 l’en n Bu d 
l t t t he i yuently le { t nt for 
tism {| that he i t no time tre n prin d 
{ he 1 ft led 1 e ¢ ’ vw’ ¢ | 
! ! { 1 chro! diar t t three-fourths of the 
is f ( \ i for manual | r, ¢ 
fliday Dr. J. S. Green, of Gittings, Md., filed with you 
forth that the tro 3 from rh ati 
i 1 ma poisoning reased in the last few years, 
{ j iost, ji not ltogether, disabled fo uw l 
{ di n to th I ed eases he had also of 
l tigo to } d ( i to make his life most 
i ¢ t he could 1 - tin a ive that the soldier i 
V a] oJ 
i ( he i l ¢ ler file it is the n of your 
that an ir ease of the soldier's pension ) er month 
ted nd the 17 l of the bill i ended 
nded follows 
iF the word Bernard 1 i t in lieu fl 
1 i 
the \ i “lat i t 1 \ ds ri Fy 
rr 
| to 1 i: “A bill nting an in ( pen 
3 1 bernard Danes 
imendments recommended by the committee were 
eed to 
| bill ; nended vy rdered to be engrossed for a third 
ding ind being eng! ed, was accordingly read the third 


FEBRUARY 10, 





The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the penson laws, the name of William 
Dustin, late of Company C, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Braviey)is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hi. R. 17304) granting an increase of pension to William Dustin, sub- 
mit the following report: 

a increase of pension from $14 to $30 per month 1s sought in the 
Jail. 

‘The soldier named in the bill, now 69 years of age, served as a pri- 
vate in Company C, Eleventh New Hampshire Infantry, from August 
15, 1562, to May 20, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

The medical records of the War Department show that he was under 
treatment during the period of his service for debility, intermittent 
fever, and typhoid fever. 

He is now pensioned under the 
count of malarial poisoning. 

A claim on account of double hernia and deafness of the left ear was 
rejected in June, 1902, upon the ground of no record or medical evi- 
dence of treatment in the service at or soon after discharge and claim- 
ant’s inability to furnish satisfactory evidence to connect the origin 
of the same with his military service. 

The soldier filed in support of his claim the affidavit of his captain, 
who testified that about July 5, 1863, while on detached duty, the horse 
which the claimant was riding stumbled and threw him against the 
horn of the saddle, causing a rupture; that he knew this from the cir- 
cumstance of claimant having shown him the rupture and relating the 
incurrence of the same on his return from such detached service, and 

a year thereafter he was also suffering from some affection of the 














general law at $14 per month on ac- 









1other comrade testified that the claimant was thrown from his 








iorse and by reason of the fall received a severe blow in the lower 
part of the bowels, and that claimant told him of the accident the day 
following its occurrence, and still another comrade testified that he 






d the claimant complain of a severe pain in his ear in 1864, ete. 
ie soldier also filed lay testimony tending to show that he was 
hard of hearing in his left ear ever since the war, and that upon his 
return from the service he suffered from a rupture of the left side, and 
later on had one on the right 

When last examined, on June &, 1904, the board of surgeons rated 
him $15 for malaria, $8 for disease of heart, $15 for rheumatism, $10 
for senility, and $10 for hernia. 

Medical testimony filed 


side. 





your committee shows that the soldier 












has been a severe sufferer f1 malarial poisoning, and also seriously 
afflicted with intlaminatory rheumatism in his feet and ankles, which 
have laid him up for weeks at a time; that he also suffers from liver 
trouble and kidney difficulty; that he has a right inguinal hernia, and 


that at the present time he is in a very feeble condition and wholly 
incapacitated for any work, being also completely deaf in the right 
ear and partially so in the left. 

Other proof filed shows that he has no means of support except the 
pension, and no property except a small cottage assessed at $600 and 
neumbered by $200. 
Your committee is satisfied that the soldier incurred his rupture in 





the rvice, and having been rated at $10 for the same, an increase of 
his pension to $24 per month is proper. 

the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
oar 
i 

In strike out the word ‘thirty and insert in lieu thereof th: 





word y-fou 
‘The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 


Lo. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JAMES M. CHAMPE. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. 0. 
ing an increase of pension to James M. Champe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
James M. Champe, late of Company K, ‘Tenth Regiment Illinois Volun 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $100 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the hil! 


(H. KR. 15705) granting an incre of pension to James M. Champe 
submit the following report: 


15705) grant- 





the 





Interior be, and he is 


roll, subject 








use 








An increase of pension from $12 to $100 per month is sought in the 
Will 
Will 
rhe soldier named in the now 66 years of ace, served as a pri- 
vate in Company Kk, Tenth nois Cavalry, from October 28, 1861, to 
} ! 





November 22, 
The records 


honorably disch irged. 


IS65, when i} 
Department show that he was under treat- 


the War 


of 














ment from March 21 to May 31, 1864, for inflammation of the lungs 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of impaired vision, disease of 

ymach, and senile del ility 

A claim to pension under the general law, filed in March, 1899, and 
based upon typhoid fever and resulting lun go, disease of eyes, im- 
paired sight, and deafness, was allowed by the Vension Bureau in March, 
1904, at $4 per month from March 20, 1899, on account of disease of 
ere (conjunctivitis), the other disabilities were rejected on the 
ground of no record or evidence of medical treatment in the service or 


sinee discharge 


to furnisl 





and claimant's inability, aided by spe 


7 ial examination, 
ictory evidence to establish the same. 





Satis 


The Pension Bureau in granting the soldier a pension under the 
general law on account of conjunctivitis held at the same time that the 


intraocular disease from which the soldier was shown to be suffering 
was not shown to be a result of his military service, and that the same 
had no connection with the disease of the outer structures of the eye 


The soldier testitied before the special examiner of the Vension 
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Bureau in April, 1903, that he was taken with typhoid fever in the | and being engrossed, it was accor ly read the third t t 
Tatter part il nt to the hospital for about five weeks passed. 
had a relapse, an¢ he got up from that spell his eyes wer ss 
sore and inflamed, hurt him and ran water a great deal and were in JAMES H. PEMBERTON. 
that condition during the balance of his service; and his captain and The next pension business was the bill (1H. R 17D) 2 t , 
other members of his company corroborated his statements before the; . ae se See is . Seared nae : ™ 
special examiner as to his weak and inflamed eyes subsequent to that an oa reas ot pension to Jan es | Pemberton. 
spell of sickness; and neighbors, ete., testified that upon his return Che bill was read, as follows: 
from the service his eyes looked red, aggravated, and inifla ned ; that Be it enacted. etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he Its 
his sight became affected, and that for many years he had some kind hereby. authorized 1 rected to pla i the 1 ’ hes 
of a growth on the eyes, ete. eee ; aig nears gig ie ; a er ee e. oe rated 

When first examined, in 1899, the board of surgeons found a well- HT Veashastcer ite ten | ae 4 "Oo az “yeah pate es i : spy 
marked pterygium on each eye. The next board that examined him, | yG)unteer Infantry. and pav him a per t the rate of $3 
in December, 1890, fourd a like condition, as also the board that exam- | /),, th in lieu of ti at he is ne y rece vin Sea ae eres : . 
ined him in January, 1898. The Grand Island board, on April 26, 1899, | ~) : Sy ines Mikes seen a 

‘ found eyes badly inflamed, conjunctive of both eyes red, and also a | rhe report (by Mr. Hoitipay) is as follows: 
pterygitm in each eye; and up to that time the examining surgeons | The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was rt ed tl 
rated him $6 for his eye trouble. | (H. R. 3175) granting an increase of pension to James H. Pemberton 

The next examination, made in April, 1902, found that both eyes had | cuimit the following report . ; 
been operated upon for pterygium a few months before; that vision in | An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month ts s ht in the 
the left eye then was twenty two-hundredths, and that with right | | , 
eye he could not see the test card at any distance, and the ; ms | Mr. Pemberton, now 66 vears of a erved as a pri e in ¢ 
then found slight opacity of both lenses with glaucoma of both eyes. | pany A, One hundrs , Inf ry i 

The oculist who examined him in December, 1903, found pap! ‘ 16, 1864, t June 2 re ! 
conjunctive of both eyes hyperemic, but no inflammation, with both applied for : is now | 1 
nerve heads atrophied. | under the a mth for total « 

When last examined, in August, 1904, the board of surgeons found | the result of rectum 
cataract of both eyes, the eyes reacting but very slowly to light and When last ! d, y the Catlettsbu KK 
larkness, with inability to distinguish anything upon the test card and | board of surgeons th: y inca { i 
nability when turning his head to one side to see objects at a distance | performance of any d t 
of 2 feet. } 3 1 reetur Bo as ti eral law t I I 

Proof filed in the Pension Bureau in December, 1904, sets forth that ) per nt} 
the soldier is now practically blind and can not be trusted to go alone | iy test y filed with \ ‘ tt sets forth that 
except to places where he is very familiar. ering from a by t, with an ¢ 

he statement of Mr. Hinsnaw, the Member who introduced the Dill ent rheumat vy, mit i 
filed with your committee, sets forth that the soldier has no property 1 radial teries eft ; he it in 
and is dependent for support upon his pension and upon a son; that right, el it f the i 
he is obliged to have an attendant, being unable to see except light e of 1 e t 1 rf 
very faintly; that he is a very deserving soldier, and that in view of high and poor nerve s t ‘ t t 
his blindness and the sure fact that it was of service origin, although in times | i usele tat Lt I e ; 
not susceptible of absolute proof, he earnestly requests that, if possi was al iff with pre t and partial atony 
ble under the rules, the soldier be given a pension of $75 per month, etc. | , ter he I ind that ; ill t es, 4 

Considering the soldier’s four years of honorable service, his help quence of a rheumat and gouty diatt he is suffering f i 
lessness and destitution, your committee are of the opinion that the | gestion, headache, insomnia, t d liver, eic., and y wl y i 
doubts in the case should be resolved in his favor to the extent of | Pacitated tor manual labor ; 
increasing his pension to $50 per month. I re statement of Hon. J. N. Kt E, the Member who Introduced 

fhe passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as | the bill, filed with your committee, sets forth that the soldier 
fallow and needy and dependent upon the pet f $12 per month f the 

In Jine 8 strike out the words “one hundred” and insert in lieu | 5UPpel f himee und 
thereof the word “ fifty.” destitutior I tot 1 t! Is to € ess 

. for relief, and in vie { ‘ ' of t 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to ion that he is w hy of i sé ! f 1 $12 j 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | per month , 

’ reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | ,.)|2e Passase of the | cheren mmenced when amended as 
time, and passed. In line & str 4 es id t in 1 t the 
WILLIAM HENRY LEWIS. vord “ twenty four 

The next pension business was the bill (If. R. 7445) granting hhe amendment recommended by the co ittee was eed to. 
an increase of pension to William Hlenry Lewis. Mhe bill as ended was ordered to be engrossed for { ! 

'The bill was read, as follows: reading; and being engrossed, it was ‘ sly read the thir 

Pe it enacted, etc., That the Seer iry of the Interior he, and he is time, and passed. 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to JULIA NO! 

t provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William ry z : , : . 

lHienry Lewis, late of Company I, Twenty-seventh Regiment New York : next pension business was the bill (1H. R. 5662) for the 
Volunteer fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per relief of Julia Nola 

month in lieu of that he is now receiving Che bill was read. as follow 

Phe report (by Mr. DreMer) is as follows: cea ' ee = ; ; 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill here aut! ead | ‘ to ! f 
(ll. R. 7443) granting an increase of pension to William Henry Lew | ted § ‘ N ‘ Nola ( 

s nit the tollowi report ( \ h lt - I 

; -9se of m mm from & e er mor le c r} 1 } s 
n ineré of | n from $14 to $30 per month is sought In the The report (by Mr. Housron) is as f 

64 years of age, served as a private in Company T, ! c% t n i ! { 1 ¢ Ws«uop 

Ty ~w York Infantry, from July 15, 1861, to May 31 MOL) f the relief i i 
1S¢ ly discharged, and is shown the records of the fully report ¢ f : 
Wai have been under treatment for diarrhea from ae iN n, of B Mad.. is the vy f Charl N 
Tear 1863 > he + 1 ' te n 

! ioned general law at $14 per month on ns sce = on — ' \ d S picre se ; os 

‘ diarrhea and resulting disexse of rectum vn “» iso On J i 7 

erease of pension, filed in January, 1900, was re ; ion for pension, d } 

1, upen the ground that the dezree of dis lity ne » Valle | i hn 
sioned causes did not warrant ¢ her rating. nia hotee ta vith and o 
nt of rheumatisin under the law re woare S ‘ | ‘ 
jo y, 1897, upon the ground of no nd clai t's ie seach a - then he pape ; 
ibility, afte a Ss] ial examination, to furnish convincing proof of ! ak ' roy . 
( i f thy me n the rvice 1X “=< 
, \\ e the testimony us to origin of rheumatism ts weak, the ’ there I | 
‘ f rheumatism since ¢ a ee dier's discharge is fairly w that the fracture f } > the 
! y the testimony of credible witnesse * wall. oe ‘ . 

W cari i, oO J = u elo t oard of ( 2 oa e | th 

t M that board rated him $17 for chronic diar farch 4, 1861, in 
i t dts e of rectum, $317 for rheutuatism, $10 for d of $ 
h t. and $10 f 1 left oblique inguinal hernia. t! 

ed ind testimony filed with your committee sets forth 
t! tl oldier is very much debilitated and emaciated, the re It of ; ’ : 
‘ nie diarrhea and t matism; that he walks with a toitering it Ps 
! evidences of ralysis of t eft side; that the li i ‘ e ss ' 
‘ ged, the its stiffened, and motion l t © Oe Ems ,; : 
i mitral nosi nad tl a snahioa : aa aa oo * : t ef t that t @ 4 
is itral stenosis, and that h is labie to perl m auy miat M a T t i 
‘ ilso shown to he without any means of support except the ' ‘ ! 
per m and wit no property except 40 acres of Innd. S or 9 o vh i ; ms 
i 1 th a t ted frame } se standing there 7 
: ted Oy ve iitlee is atistied that the soldic ! 
I ind re ting of heart is dependent upon his mi y Pee aes | 
vice, and followir recommendation of the board of ¢ ‘ t re s d t 
increase of his pr ion to $30 per month, he being totally di led | ned yu 
or manual labor, is therefore proper , t { sv ' 
Phe passace of the bill is recommended. m tive e 3! t t ' 1 
ad xa } to w ard tol rt f Sheol I t 1s j 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; ! ang she is now about 6U 3 ; old , Paces 
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he test | to support the contention that the soldier's death | 
y ‘ t rising in the service is not convincing, but in view 
of e of e ye in the Army, and the fact that he was in 

1 e in ich ser “a claimant now being in very needy 
neces, the pa biil is recommended when amended 
rf 

ke out all in the bill after the word “ roll,” in line 4, and substi- 
tute the following: “‘ subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
p n law the name of Julia Nolan, widow of Charles Nolan, late 
of Company C, Second Regiment United States Dragoons, and pay her 

a pension at the rate of $12 per month 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Julia | 
Nolan. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
tine, and passed. 

MAE H. TYLER. 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 8791) granting 
a pension to Mae Hf, Tyler. 

rhe bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mae H. 
Tyler, widow of the late Hanson R. Tyler, United States Navy, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The report (by Mr. CAMPBELL) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (IH. R. 
&701) granting a pension to Mae H. Tyler, have considered the same 
and respectfully report as follows : 

Mae Hf. Tyler, of Vallejo, Cal., is the widow of Hanson R. Tyler, late 


lieutenant United Stutes Navy, who entered the naval service as a mid- 
hipman at the Naval Academy July 25, 1866, and after passing through 
th everal grades to the rank of Neutenant was retired April 28, 1806, 


because of disability arising from deafness and obesity. The deafness 
ia shown by the certificate of the board of medical survey to have been 
due to abscess of right middle ear incurred in line of duty on board the 
U. S. S. Adams, and the obesity was due to character of naval life 


associated with sedentary habits and hereditary tendencies. 











Ljeutenant Tyler died May 11, 1900, at Vallejo, Cal., from cirrhosis 
of the liver, and his widow, this claimant, filed a claim for pension 
October 1900, declaring that said disease had its origin in her hus 
band’s active service 

The medical records show that the deceased officer was treated for 
various ailments during his service, and among these ailments were 
fever and gastritis. Whether these ailments were the cause of the 
fatal disease of the liver Is not clearly shown, and from the nature of 
the case probably never can be shown with any degree of certainty. 
The claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that death 
cause W not established as of service origin. 

The partles were married January 30, 1893, and the claimant is now 
about 41 years old A statement from Mrs. Tyler sets forth that she 
has no property whatever, but is absolutely destitute. She has one 
child, a boy, now 11 years old. 


Accompanying the bill is the testimony 
Vallejo, Cal., to the effect that he treated 
the latter last illness, and 
time for liver trouble, 


of Dr. James J. Hogan, of 
the deceased officer during 
for two and one-half years prior to that 
und the witness states that in his opinion the dis 








ease was Incurred in the line of duty in the Navy, a part of the de 
ceased otficer’s service having been rendered in the Tropics. 

In the judgment of your committee it would be only fair to allow 
thi vidow the same pension as is granted other widows of officers of 
her | ind’s rank under the general law, and the passage of the bill 
is recommended when amended as follows 

In line 6 strike out he late,” and after *“* Hanson R. Tyler” insert 

late Heutenant.’ 

In line & strike out “thirty ’’ and Insert ‘ twenty-five.” 

dd to the end of the bill the words “eud $2 per month additional 
on account of the minor child of said Hanson R. Tyler until he reaches 
{ e of 16 years.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, und passed. 

CEPHAS W. PARR. 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 9059) granting 
an increase of pension to Cephas W. Parr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cephas 
W. Parr, late guide and scout for the United States Army in Indian 
warfare, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Drarer) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (CH. R. 
9059) granting an increase of pension to Cephas W. Parr, have consid 
ered the same and respectfully report as follows: 

Cephas W. Varr, of 1250 Fortieth street, Brooklyn, N. Y., In a state 
nent dated December 30, 1903, avers that while serving under Generals 


Sully, Hancock, Custer, and Sheridan as a scout in Indian campaigns 
on the western frontier he suffered great hardships, resulting in an af 


fection of the left ear, causing total deafness of said ear, the same in 


later vears affecting the right ear; also an inguinal hernia of right 
side, arrow wound of left kneecap, and gunshot of left forearm, the 
two wounds having been received in engagements with the Indians. No 


claim for pension has been filed in this case at the Pension Bureau, and 
Q nacenah search of the records in the office of General Ainsworth 
at the War Department, and also in the office of the Quartermaster 
General fails to disclose any record of the alleged service. The War 
Department expresses the opinion that the service, if rendered as al- 





leged, was simply as a civilian scout and guide and not as an enlisted 
man. 

Filed with the bill is a letter addressed, 
1904, to the claimant by Brig. Gen. A. S. Kimball, United States Army, 
retired, setting forth that he (Kimball) from June, 1868, until after 
the close of Iedian hostilities was on duty as a captain and assistant 


9° 


under date of March 23, 








quartermaster, United States Army, at Fort Hays, Kans., in charge 
of General Sheridan's base of supplies; that upon his arrival at Fort 
Jlays claimant was suffering from a wound in the left arm received 
during the previous year, while with General Custer, in an engagement 
with ¢ ef Black Kettle; further, that claimant was chief of scouts, 


guide, and Indian interpreter under the immediate command of General 
Sheridan, and that claimant was reported and paid by him (General 
Kimball) ; further, that in the summer of 1868, while carrying dis- 
patches, claimant was overtaken by a cloud-burst and barely escaped 
with his life; that from this exposure he contracted a severe cold, 
causing abscesses and resulting total deafness in left ear; further, that 
in September, 1368, claimant was ordered by General Sheridan to 
visit Indian camps and ascertain and report their strength, and that 
while on this duty he was attacked by Black Kettle’s band of hostile 
Indians and was wounded by an arrow. At the time claimant was 
reported to have been killed, but a few days later came into the post 
on foot after walking nearly 60 miles under extreme hardship and 
exposure and suffering from the arrow wound. 

Accompanying the bill is the testimony of Dr. George S. Comstock, 
of Woodhaven, Long Island, to the effect that he has known the claim- 
ant for sixteen years and to have always been an honest and truthful 
man; further, that he has a bullet wound in his right arm, which gives 
him severe pain at times and impairs the use of that member; also that 
he has an arrow wound of right kneecap causing a weakness of the 
leg, the wound occasionally breaking and making it hard for him to 
walk; further, that he has deafness of the left ear, caused by an ab- 
seess, and that all these disabilities cause him to be unable to perform 
any manual labor. Dr. Samuel PD. Nutt, coroner of Jamaica, N. Y., 
inakes a similar statement, under oath, and also says that claimant is 
suffering from an inguinal hernia of the right side. Dr. John FE. 
Dusseldorf, of Brooklyn, N. Y., certifies to having attended the claim- 
ant in 1900, and at the time he was suffering from the alleged arrow 
wound, deafness of left ear, and an injury to right arm from bullet 
wound. 

Under a rule of your committee a nonenlisted man in the Army or 
Navy is not regarded as having an equitable title to pension unless 
yvounded while actually serving the Government under arms. ‘This 
case seems to present an exception under the rule, and the passage of 
the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 


In lines 6 and 7 strike out “late guide and scout for the United 
States army in Indian warfare” and insert “late scout and guide, 


United States Army.” 

In line & strike out ‘fifty’ and insert “ twelve.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Cephas 
W. Pater.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARTHA A. HARPER. 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 9458) granting 
an increase of pension to Martha A. Harper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
A. Ifarper, widow of the late George W. Harper, private in Capt. James 
Ramples’s company of Maryland Militia, war of 1812, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $530 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Winery of Alabama) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
9458) granting an increase of pension to Martha A. 
sidered the same and respectfully report as follows: 

Martha A. Harper, of Oakland, Louisa County, Va., is the widow of 


(i. f. 
Ifarper, haye con- 


George W. S. Harper, late of Capt. James Rampley’s company of 
Maryland Militia Volunteers, from August 28 to September 26, 1814, 
in the war of 1812, and she is now receiving the pension of $12 per 


month allowed by law to the widows of soldiers of said war. 
ried the soldier August 25, 1860, and he died May 7, 1865. 

The testimony accompanying the bill shows that Mrs. Harper is now 
SO years of age, without real or personal property of any kind, but 
solely dependent upon her pension for maintenance. 

There are many precedents for the allowance of an increased rating 
in cases of this character, and the passage of the bill is therefore rec 
ommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6 change “ George W. Harper” to ‘‘ George W. S. 

In line 7 strike out “private in Captain James 
insert “late of Captain James Rampley’s.” 

In line 9 strike out “ thirty’ and insert “ twenty.” 


She mar- 


Harper.” 
Ramples’s and 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SARAIT KEARNEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (1H. R. 10804) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah Kearney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
Kearney, widow of Lawrence Kearney, late of Company FE, Eighth 


Regiment United States Infantry (Seminole Indian war), and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 
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hi mpany do not show that the decision 
n fo y received, but sho 











¥ that the a ve 
1 eur I ibsent, sick, from May 8S to Septemt = 
j pag nd November 22, 1900, to January 23, 1901, inclusive, 
: og 
rved that tl records bearing upon the point of tine 
f ine tain nd confi ny, but inasmuch as the claimant 
1 1 two 1 of ! ‘ ind \ . stated under oath that the 
f } ! j rred thr f aceident, your committee . 
| h doubt arisen the 1 te j | d 
i fay ind t | of t bill is the n 
fea y ikit t twenty in line u 
t f the vy i t 
Ir ne S, after Infantry,’ Insert ‘‘ war with Spain 
Phe amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 


lias amended was ordered to be engrossed 
rending; and being engrossed, it was accordingly re: 


for a third 
d the third 


MINNIE C. O'CONNOR. 

next pension business was the bill (Tf. R. 
pension to Minnie C. O'Connor, 
The bill was read, as follow 


Be {t cnacted, etc., 


The 


' 1 ‘ 
PICTeCASe OL 


14759) granting 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Its 





hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pen n roll, subject to 
i! i vi ms and limitations of the pension laws, t name of Minnie 
..O" nor, mother of the late John Hf. Reagin, Hospital Corps, United 
tat Army, and pay ber a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
hhe report (by Mr. AIKEN) is as follows: 


imittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bi 
14759) granting a pension to Minnie (. O'Connor, have 


+, and respectfully report follows 


(it. & 


I 
considered the 





Minnie (. O'Connor, of Newberry, S. C., filed a claim for pension May 
6, 1 >, us the dey dent mother of John If. Reagin, late a private, 
11 ital Cory Iinited States Ariny, who entered the service of the 
I I State ut tl i of 22 years and 7 months, November 4, ISOS, 
at ¢ imdb i ind wus assigned to Troop D, Seventh Regiment, 
Inited State ( eh 1, 1809, to the Hlospital 





November 3. 1901, at 
Tex., by expiration of service, ‘niisted January 
29, 1902, at Fort Clark, Tex., In the Hospital € :, nited States 
Army, and the muster roll for January and February, 1905, shows hii 
; k in hospital (Iirst Reserve, Manila), February 19 to 24, 
ine of duty.” The records show that he died March 10, 1908, 
e Espane, Manila, lV’. 1., while absent without leave, a private, 
‘record add 

( ise of death, unknown, 
to reveal cause of death.” 
sypital records show that the soldier was under treatment dur 
wl of service for malaria, boil, neuralgia, acute diarrhea, 
ad e fever, all In line of duty, and that he was under treatment 

tly after the beginning of the last period of service for alcoholic gas 
tritis, not in Iine of duty, and lastly for malarial fever in line of duty 
The tinal record bearing on his death ts as follows: 

ound dead in bed at Hotel de Espane, Manila, P. T., 


ry, and was assigned Ma 
and was discharged 
’ 








but not fu line of duty. Autopsy falled 








while al 


sent 























\ ft leave from March 4, 19093 Cause of death, unknown; net in 
line of dut Necrop thirty hours, more or le after death Body 
greenish and much distended with decomposition gases. No marks of 
vio Chrot {ibrinous pleurlsy, right lung, extra left-lung ape 
Acut % tion of spleen and kidney All other organs app 
! Ioxt t from chemical laboratory report considerable q tity 
of leohol recoveres om contents of stomach. No pathologic 
nd nt ‘ deatl 
\ int, » is now a it 50 years old, swore in her own behalf 
thet has no property of any kind, that no one is legally bound to 
hi and that her only means of livelihood was her own manual 
} that of her 15-year-old daugkter Phe auditor for Newberry 
( «., certifies that neither | nt nor her husband has 
essed against them. The claim f pension was re 
1 July 18, 1903 m the ground that soldier's death, March 10, 
j f e unk! n cause while absent from his command with 
( \ not in n f dut 
' par the bill is the testimony of J 1B. Smith and Warren 
a | mn, citizens ¢« Newberry, S. ¢., to the effect that claimant is 
t mother of the soldier and that ever was married At enlist 
I t n being asked to give his nearest of kin, he ng d his mother, 
{ \ M. « I 
i ny filed with the DIN shows that the claimant’s husband con 
{ to her pport yit, on the contrary, is a man of di ) 
! 11 ! i ale ted her 
i 4 f ne lustanes info consideration, ¥ ( } 
1 t ds of just itl bye ibse ed the 
f ! and 1! I of the bill is) therefe 
| 1 ed f \ 
J I. insert late privat 
6, after OConnor,” insert * dependent 


nmendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


ordered 
ed, it 


amended was 
m rf. and being engro 


to be engros so] for a 
was accordingly read the 


third 
third 


ARAIT A. M'’MURTRIE. 
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The next per mm business was the bill (HL. R. 12093) granting 
an eof pension to Sarah A. MceMurtrie. 

Phe bill was read, as follow 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 
t) p! isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
\ MeMurtri widow of Daniel MeMurtrie, late medical director, 
United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
I h In lieu of that ec ils now recelving 


Phe report (by Mr. Parrerson of Pennsylvania) is as follows: 


rhe Cc the bill (I. R. 
Leon) McMurtrie, have 


mimittee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
granting an Increase of pension to Sarah A 


con idered the same and respectfully report as follows 
McMurtrie, of 1606 Twentieth street, Washington, D. C., 


Sarah A. 


Frepruanry 10, 








is the widow of Daniel McMurtrie, late medical director, with relative 
rank of captain, United States Navy, who entered the service August 
22, IS6L, as an assistant surgeon, and after thirty-seven vears of serv 
ice, during which he passed through all the grades to medical director, 
died at Washington, I). C., November 21, 1899. The cause of this 
officer's death was disease of the liver, which had its origin in the serv 


ice and line of duty, and his widow, this claimant, who married him 
June 27, 1883, is now receiving the general-law pension of $30 per 


month. 

The official records in this case show that the deceased officer's serv- 
ice was of a most arduous and exacting character, and the record 
throughout shows that the service was of a most creditable and dis 
tinguished character. 

Mrs. McMurtrie, who is now well advanced in years, being about 59 
years of age, ibmits the following statement relative to her tinancial 
condition 

That owns house No. 1513 Sixteenth street, Washington, D. C., 
formerly renting for $150 per month, and mortgaged at $15,000 at 44 
per cent per annum, leaving her a net income from the property when 
rented, after paying the interest, taxes, insurance, and repairs, of 
about $50 per month. She also has a house at Milton, Pa., renting at 
» per month, but on this property there is a mortgage of $3,000 at 5 


per cent, and this, with other expenses thereon, leaves her with no in- 
She has vainly tried to sell the property for 


she 






< 








come from the property. 

years, but has had no offer. 
is further shown by the certificate 
wh realestate tirm of R. O. Holtzman, 
of the el nant’s Washington house is about $18,000, with an 
cumbrance of $15,000; it further appears that the property is not 
now occupied, and has not been for some time, and is a source of heavy 
expense, without any return, and none in prospect for an indetinite 
time. Claimant also contends that she would be glad to sell the prop- 
erty at Milton, Pa., for the amount of the incumbrance thereon, and 
hence this property can not be considered as being of any value to her. 
An aflidavit from the tax receiver at Milton, VPa., sets forth that the 
property in her name in that town is assessed at $4,240, with taxes 
last year of $72.04, and further that the assessed valuation jis its full 
And the real-estate agent in said town who has had the prop- 


worth. 
erty for sale certifies that the best offer he has ever been able to gevc on 


of the manager of the well 
Washington, D. (., that the 








the property is $3,000, the amount of the incumbrance thereon. 
After giving this case very careful consideration your committee be- 
lieve that the charges against the claimant's property are such as to 


practically cover its full value, and that it is reasonable to conclude 
that she is dependent almost wholly upon her pension, and in view of 
the long and valuable service of her husband and the fact that he died 
from causes arising In such service, the passage of the bill is recom 
mended when amended by striking out the word “fifty ’’ in line 8 and 
inserting in lieu thereof the word “ forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JULIA 


R. JONES. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. IR. 15884) 
a pension to Julia R. Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fg 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julla 
Rk. Jones, widow of Samuel Jones, late first lieutenant, First Regiment 
United States Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $10 per 
month. 


The report (by Mr. 
The 


granting 


Witrey of Alabama) is as follows: 


Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
15884) granting a pension to Julia R. Jones, 
and respectfully report as follows: 

Julia R. Jones, of Washington, D. C., Is the widow of Samuel Jones, 
who graduated from the United States Military Academy and was ap- 
pointed brevet second lieutenant, First United States Artillery, July 1, 
1841; promoted second lieutenant September 2S, T8415 first lieuten 
ant March 3, 2847, and captain December 24, T8535. He resigned 
April 27, 1861. Of this officer the War Department, under date of 
June 13, S87, made the following report 

“Ile served with his company at Fort Brooke, 
1846: on recruiting service and conducting re¢ 


referred the bill (If. R. 
have considered the same 











Fla., to 
rnuits from New 


June 28, 
York by 


ea to Florida, which were destined to Mexico, to September 1, 1846, 
when be rejoined his company at Fort Brooke, Fla.; left) there Sep 
tember 3, 1846, for the United States Military Academy. He reported 
for duty at the academy October 4, 1846, and is reported on the re 


of the academy from that date until January 1, 1849, as acting 
ant professor of mathematics During this period the official 
I fers of the academy report him as performing the acditional duties 
(1847) of assistant instructor in tactics and (in IS8S4S8) as assistant 
Instructor of artillery and cavalry. 

Cullom’s Register of Graduates, compiled from official records, 
ives the period during which this additional duty was performed as 
follows: ‘Assistant instructor of infantry tacti from December 1, 
1846, to March 2, 1849, and as assistant Instructor of artillery from 
November 26, 1847, to June 6, 1848.2) It is not usual for officers at 
the Military Academy, detalled as assistant professors, to perform 
other duties, such as Instructor of tactics, commanding cadet com 
panies, ete. This additional duty was forced upon Lieutenant Jones, 
however, during the Mexican war, while at the same time he was pre- 
vented from joining his regiment in the field at Mexico.” 

The deceased officer tiled an application in his lifetime for a pension 
Mexican war act 


turns 
Cod 






under the of January 20, 1ISS87, but the same was 
rejected in July, 1887, on the ground that he was not in Mexico, on 
the coasts or frontier thereof, nor en route thereto during the war. 


Itis death occurred August 3, 1887, and his widow, this claimant, who 
married him October 25, 1847, applied in 1904 for a pension under the 
above-named act, but her claim was also rejected and for the same 
reasons 

The papers accompanying the bill show that Mrs. Jones is about 78 
years old and without property or resources save a small house from 
which she receives an average yearly income of $65 only Dr. Andrew 
I. Mitchell, of Washington, ID. C.. swears that claimant ts in such a 
condition physically from arthritic rheumatism as to require assist- 
ance from others. 
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In the judgment of your committee much of the service of the soldier 
bore such a relation to the war with Mexico as to entitle his widow 
to a pension therefor, and the passage of the bill is therefore recom 
mended when amended as follows: 

In line 7, after “Artillery,” insert “‘war with Mexico;” in line 8 } 
strike out ‘forty’ and insert “ eight.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FRANCES F. MOWER. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 16505) granting 
a pension to Frances F. Mower. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frances 
Fk. Mower, widow of Carl K. Mower, late a captain in the United States | 
Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. | 


The report (by Mr. Lonaworti) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill CH. R 
16505) granting a pension to Frances F. Mower, have considered the 
same and respectfully report as follows: 

Frances IF. Mower, of Springfield, Ohio, is the widow of Carl K. 
Mower, late first lieutenant, Artillery Corps, United States Army, who 
originally entered the service as captain and regimental quartermaster, 
Forty-tirst Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, August 7, 1S09, 
and was mustered out July 5, 1901, after a tour of duty in the Philip 
pines, where he received a gunshot wound of left leg, caused by the fall 
of a pistol upon the floor, the same being accidentally discharged, re 
sulting in compound fracture, both bones, of left leg at junction of 
lower and middle thirds in line of duty. He was appointed a first 
lieutenant, Artillery Corps, August 22, 1901, and served with his com 
pany at Fort ‘Totten, N. Y., to January 2, 1904, when he died from 
cedema of lungs, following chronic asthma and bronchitis, with cardiac 
dilatation, in line of duty, and his widow, this claimant, is now a pen 
sioner at $17 per month under the general law by reason of his death 
as aforesaid 

Mrs. Mower married the deceased officer May 8, 1899, and she Its 
about SO years old It is shown by the papers accompanying the bill 
that she has very little property and that her entire income from all 
pources, including her pension, does not exceed $250 per annum 

The facts In this case seem to justify an additional allowance, follow 
ing a uniform precedent established by Congress, and the passage of 
the bill is recommended when amended as follows 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out “late a captain In the United States 
Army ” end insert “ late first lieutenant, Artillery Corps, United States 
Army.” 

In line & strike out “ fifty and insert “ twenty-five,” and add to the 
end of the bill the words ‘in lieu of that she is now receiving.’ 


Che amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in 
crease of pension to lrances F. Mower.” 


SARAIL C. JOLIDNSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (HL. R. 165904) grant 
ing a pension to Sarah C. Johnson. 
Tue bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, ete That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subjeet to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of S 

‘ | " widow of Capt. Smith Johnson, late of Company I, Six 
teenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, also of Captain Morar 
coulpany, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of S20 
] onth 


Phe report (by Mr. McLAINn) is as follows: 


fhe Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HL BR 


1394) granting a pension to Sarah C. Johnson, have considered the 
sil and reypectfully report as follows 

Sarah C. Johnson, of Buffalo, Mo., is the widow of Smith Johnson 
late of Captain Morgan’s company, First Regiment Hlinois Foot Vol 
unter from June 1S, 1846, to June 17, 1847, in the war with Mexico, 
and also captain of Company TIT, Sixteenth Regiment Tlinois Volunt 
Infantry, from May 24, TS61, to November 11, TS64, in the ¢ Wil 
the soldier hi elf w a pensioner at $15 per month for hemorrhoid 
and diarrhea imeurred duarin his civil-war service, but he died March 
2O, TS05, from paralysi which the Pension Bureau holds is not shown 
to have been due to the service, and the claimant application unde 
the gene llaw for a pension as the widow of a captain of the civi 
war was disallowed She has, however, been granted the pension of 
SS per month allowed by the act of January 29, ISS7, to the widow 
of dlier f tl war with Mexico fhe testimony accompanying the 


bill, including an aflidavit by Dr. bP. A. Tiudson, of Buffalo, Mo., show 
that claimant is 78 years old, in) bad health, requiring frequent 





medical ttention, without property, and solely dependent upon het 
pension fot ort 
In view of iw soldier's service In two wars and the necessitic of 


the widow, the passage of the bill is recommended when amended 
Tollow 

in lines 6, 7, and & strike out “ Capt. Smith Johnson, late of Com 
pany I, Sixteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, also of Cap 
tuin Morgan's company and insert in lieu thereof ** Smith Johnson, 
late of Captain Morgan’s company, First Regiment Illinois Foot Vol 
unteers.”” 

In line 9 strike ont “twenty” and insert “twelve,” and after the 
word “month,” in the same line, insert “in lieu of that she is now 
receiving.” | 


SARIN 143 


Amend the title so as to read: “A } granting an Inerease of pen 
sion to Sarah C. Johnson 

The amendments recommended by the co ee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered o be ef rossed for a tl rd 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: A b 
crease of pension to Sarah C. Jobnuson.’ 


CHARLEY FRANKLIN. 














The next pension business was the bill (H.R. 1740S) grant gz 
un increase of pension to Charley Franklin. 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, ete That t} Se tary of the Ir ‘ ind he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to | e on the pe 11 ‘ t to 

|} the provisions and limitation of the pensior iW the name of ¢ ey 
Franklin, late of Company ©, Sixth Regiment United Stat It itry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per n th in lieu of t t 
he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Brown of Pennsylvania) is as follows 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (ll R 
17408) granting an increase of pension to Charley Frank ! 
sidered the same and respectfully report as follow 

Charley Franklin, of Haleburg, Magotlin County, Ky., w 1} 
in Company C, Sixth Regiment United States Infat 4 1 
7, S07, to June 19, 1809, when d harged for d tv, and w 
serving participated in the war with Spain On Au te 7. 1800 
claimant applied for a pension on account of a gut t wo 1 in 
hip ineurred at San Juan, Cuba, July 1, 1SOS8, and the di \ 

a matter of record, his clair was allowed at SS pu mont i 

claims to be suffering from rheumatism nd the certificate of « 

on which he was discharged states that in addition to 1 

wound there was also swelling of the right knee, with an ) 

that there was a chronic en ement of the joint, w i 

tion of motion On December 26, 1S09, the claimant w exalt md by 

a medical board at Washington, and a rating of third grade, or S24 

month, was recommended lle was again examined v ‘ L902 
board at Paintsville, Ky., in connection with a elaim for in 

and the examination resulted in a tinding that the claimant's e 

disability was due to the wound, and a rating of $12 per nth w 

recommended, but the Pension Bureau rejected the claim for 

Still later another application for increase of pension was filed, and 

}on November 4, 1903, he was examined by the Salyersville In 
board, which also found that the claimant's disability w due to f 
wound, and that he was entitled to a rating of $10 pet ith the 
but the Pension Bureau again rejected the claim for incre ‘ 

In the opinion of your committee the Vension Bure s 1 have 
increased the rating for gunshot wound to at least the figure re \ 
mended by the last medical board, and the passage of the bill is 
fore recommended when amended as follow 

In line 7, after “ Infantry,’ insert “‘ war with Sy; 

In line S strike out “ twenty-fout and i t 

The amendments recommended by the committee were reed 


to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be enyvrossed for na third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and pussed., 


MARTITA L. PURGIN 


The next pension business was the bill (IL. Ro 17564) 
ing a pension to Martha I. If. Spurgin 
The bill was read, as follows 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Int I ‘ ned 
her \ iuthorized nad dire ol yp ‘ t ! 
the provisions and limitations of the yp n law t I ‘ \I 
LL. HL. Spurgin, widow of B fren. W 1B. Sy n, | 
\ Vv, retired and pay het per nat the rate of $50 1 


The report (by Mr. AMES) is as follows 


the Committee on Vensions, to whom w refs | I 
Poe yranting a pension to Mart! I Ht. Sy n, hay i 
thie tme and respectfully rep Fallen 

Martha I Hl. Spurgin, of 1530 Twenty-tirst street NW \\ 
ton, 1h «., is the widow of Wi mk. S n, la ! 
| 1 State Army, who ¢ 1 t t ‘ t i 
: 1 cadet at t M y A 1 | 1 SOS 

1 unt M 1 IS) lle « iJ 
ia in I t hte \ | 

| 1) ed t Sept ‘ I ll 
4 in Company Tb, birt | { { 
hh m wl rhe y i J it ( 

a) ndredth KR 1 I is ( i | 

thie ! nto Is ble | 
Vhirty« ae t | Strate 
ned to t t Infar 1, asi 

tuin June ; IS7T6 I wer It vy oh 

tenunt- colome Sis rit! I ! \I } Ist ‘ 

Infantry Mareh 1 bien nd I | ne Lnited St \ 
May 16, 1002 he ed fror ‘ e May 1 

Au t G, L004, t1 disease he t is ed in 

ol duty 

the record of t! oflies f the highest char f and 
ie not only as a ve ! ‘ otlice t l t the \ W 
f western fronti \ l n ‘ nd 
with his regiment in ft I’ te \ ! | 
of brigadier-genera United State \ri etirer f { 

e Pension Buren dl 
evidence, that the disease f 
as captain, and hence his widow 
month She married tl dec ed off r bD 1, 1861 | 
is now about 6S years old 





Tn a sworn statement accompanying the bill claimant sets forth that 
her { me is | than $200 year, and that she has a daughter to | 
sup} { It is also shown that she lost a son, a lieutenant in the 
At from od poison contracted in the field in the Philippines ; 
f er, that her } ind carried an insurance policy, which after his 
deat as settled at 50 cents on the dollar, thus greatly reducing the | 
p oo her husband made for her support. | 

rhe facts in this case clearly tify a substantial increase of the | 
pe and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when | 
amended as follow 

ike out all in the bill after “ Martha L. H. Spurgin,” in line 6, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ widow of William F. Spur- 
gin e captain, Twenty-first Regiment United States Infantry, and | 
bi dier gene United States Army, retired, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Martha L. H. Spurgin.”’ 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed | 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


GEORGE Hk. BARROWS. 





The next pension business was the bill (7. R. 17621) grant- | 
ing an increase of pension to George H. Barrows. 

The bill was read, as follows: | 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
here nuthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provision and ljimitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Cr e il. Barrows, late of Company D, Fourteenth Regiment United 
States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in 1 of that he is now receiving. | 

Phe report (by Mr. Lonaworru) is as follows: | 

fhe Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! (H. R. | 
W621) granting an increase of pension to George H. Barrows, have 
considered the same and respectfully report as follows : 

(as Hi. Barrows, of Bicknell, Knox County, Ind., enlisted at the age 
of 18} years, February 14, 1901, as a private in Troop D, Fourteenth 
Reviment United States Cavalry, and was discharged November 20, 1901, 
on irgeon’s certificate of disability because of loss of right leg at 
Jower third of femur by falling under the wheels of a railroad car 
On January 238, 10902, he filed a claim for pension, declaring that said 
injury was incurred at Fort Riley, Kans., August %, 1901, by a fall 
from a passenger car on the Union VPacifie Railroad, and the record | 
fully ears out his allegation The discherging officers added to the 
record that the injury occurred while claimant was trying to board a 
train in the reservation while on pass, going to Junction City, Kans., 
but in line of duty Other evidence is to the effect that the pass was 
granted to the claimant at his own request and for his own pleasure, 
and hence the Pension Bureau rejected the claim on the ground that | 
the injury causing loss of leg was not incurred in line of duty 

\ panyving the bill is a sworn statement by claimant to the effect 
t e had not drank anything whatever, and was perfectly sober at 
t f the accident, and John C. Cox, a resident of Bicknell, Ind., 
We hat claimant has always been a temperate, sober boy, and that 
! vw out mea of ipport 

| 1 the fic into consideration, your committee believe that 
it {! be an act of mercy and justice to grant this voung soldier a 
p and the passage of the bill is recommended when amended as 
i 

6 st e out Company ” and insert Troop.’ 
I oe I Cavalry insert “war with Spain 
it from lines S and 0 in lieu of that he now receiving.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to 

Phe Dill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reiding; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 


sion to George H. Barrows.” 


MICHAEL DANIEL KERNAN. 
Phe next pension business was the bill CH. R. 17627) granting 
au hel ise of piel ion to Michael D. Kernan. 








Phe bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
} rut zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t ions and | tations of the pension laws, the name of Michael 
1) ny ite ft United States Navy, and pay him peusion at 
{ f $50 per wonth in lieu of that he is now receivin 

Phe report (by Mr. CAMPBELL) is as follows: 

i ‘ ! ee on Ve to whom w referred the bill (H. R 
17 ranting 1 inert of pension to Michael I). Kernan, have 
a it ime and respectfully report as follow 

bon Ker n, of 1617 Thirty-third street, West Wa Ing 
{ i ‘ 1 y 15, 1856, « a coal heaver, United States 
N mard thie Chusett until June 13, 1857, when 
i ‘ Lie in enlisted September 12, 1860, and 
' 1 second-class fireman on the Saranac to Decen 
be % IS6O, Vv ) a | ed It appears from the ofticial 
rr } if W tationed at San Francisco and 
S \ ‘ the | od .of the cia i 1 ervice, and the lo 
of 1 cover 1 period from <A ust 1855, to June 17, 
1+ t t M », ISHG, 15 n 1d 3} marines, unde 
Li nt Ye were to pari ».a blockhou ; April 14, 
1+ en wet t ! ‘2 vn November 19, 1856 
t el went in 4 ‘ 1 rthern Indian November 21, 1856, 
i f snilor \ ‘ I | Port Ganible \\ } 1 ht the In 
d hile the battery rd t \ ‘ us ted ! (| 
d further, that 11 1 was killed in action and buried ashore 
On 1 re rd the claimant 1 | ‘ 1 pension under the Indiau 
V f Jun {, 190 at sp mon 
i testimony a panying the bill shows that claimant is 74 years | 
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old, wholly incapacitated for any kind of labor by which to earn a sup- 
port; that he is destitute und suffering for the necessaries of life, and 
that the small pension he is receiving does no more than to keep him 
from starving. ‘The facts are fully substantiated by testimony accom- 
panying the bill. 

The facts in this ease clearly justify an additional allowance, and the 
passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

Change the initial ** D.” where it appears in the title and body of the 


| bill to the Christian name “ Daniel.” 


In line 6 strike out “of the” and insert ‘‘ coal heaver, United States 
ship Massachusetts ;’’ and in the same line, after “ Navy,’ insert 
“Oregon and Washington Territory Indian war.” 

In line 7 strike out “fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ sixteen.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Michael Daniel Kernan.” 


ANDREW J. BRANN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17691) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew J. Brann. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
J. Brann, late of Company B, First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Mounted Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. McLain) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (UW. R. 
17691) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Brann, have con- 
sidered the same and respectfully report as follows: 

Andrew J. Brann, of Carrollton, Carroll County, Mo., was a private 
in Company B, First Regiment Kentucky Mounted Volunteers, and 
served from June 9, 1846, to June 7, 1847, in the war with Mexico. 
He is now receiving the pension of $12 per month allowed under the 
acts of January 29, 1887, and January 5, 1893, to the totally disabled 
and dependent survivors of said war. 

The testimony accompanying the bill shows that claimant is 80 
years of age, and without property save a small lot with a tumble-down 
house thereon, and a few household goods, the whole not of the value 
of over $200. And further that he is dependent wholly upon his pen- 
sion for support. 

There are many precedents for the proposed legislation, and the 
passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 7 change *‘ Volunteer Mounted” to ** Mounted Volunteer.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MALINDA PEAK. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17832) 
an increase of pension to Malinda Veak. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


granting 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Malinda 
Peak, widow of Luke Peak, deceased, Indian wars, and pay her a pen- 


sion 


at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The report (by Mr. Brown of Pennsylvania) is as follows: 





The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
17832) granting an increase of pension to Malinda Peak, have con- 
sidered the same and respectfully report as follows: 

Malinda Peak, of VPinhook Landing, Meigs County, Tenn., is the 
widow of Luke Peak, late major, Second Regime ‘Tennessee Volun- 
teers, from June 21, 1836, to July 31, 1836, in the Cherokee Indian di 
turbaneces Major Peak died September 29, 1863, and his widow, who 
married him January 29, 1840, is now a pensioner at $8 per month 


inder the Indian war act of July 27, 1892. 

The testimony accompanying the bill clearly shows that the claimant 
is over 90 years of age, totally helpless, requiring the constant attend 
of a nurse, that her sole source of support is her small 
pension 


The facts In this case justify an increased allowance of pension, and 


ance 


and 


the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows 

In lines 6 and 7 strike ont “‘ deceased, Indian wars,” and insert “ late 
major, Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, Cherokee Indian dis- 
turbances.”’ 

In line 7 strike out “ twenty ” and insert “ twelve.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH E, GREEN. 

The next pen sion business was the bill (I. Rr. 17S77) granting 
a pension to Joseph Eb. Green. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it cled cli That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he tis 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the pur isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Ik. Green, late of the United States ship James K. Polk, United Strates 
Nav war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 


month, 
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The report (by Mr. Ames) is as follows: | The amendments recommended by the committee were agi 

















































l 
The c ee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill CH. R to 

17S77) ng a pension to Joseph FE. Green, have considered the | The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
same and respectfully report as follows | rpagndine: an ine eEenerocsce : e aecerd ene { a 
. Sie ; KE. Green. of Sai ors’ Snue Harbor, New Brighton, N. Y.. filed reading: and being engrossed, it wa i | \ al i 
a claim for pension under the act of January 29, ISS87, alleging that he time, and passed 
served sixty days in the Navy of the United States en route to Mexico | S. A. DEMARES 
as follows: Shipped at Baltimore, Md., on the receiving ship Onta , he : : : 
thence to Norfolk to the receiving ship Pennsylvania, where he was | rhe next pension business was the bill (H.R. isto 
transferred to the | S. 8S. James K. Polk; that he sailed from Nor an increase of pension to S. A Der res 
folk for Mexico and put back on account of leaky ship. This ¢l a - ; 
was rejected May 2S, ISSS8, on the ground that the claimant dese | Che bill was read, as follows 
the service April 22, 1S47, and that he did not serve sixty days in | Re it enacted, et Chat the S$ eine of thecentl . he 
Mexico, on the coast thereof, or en route thereto during the war with | pe, horized and directed to p e on t 
that country This record was amended, and the charge of desertion | tne 3 and limitations of the usta ' acre cd @S A 
removed and a discharge issued to him as of date April 22, 1847. After | 1, widow of J ; WwW. |] ; ie 
this action he again applied for a pension, and the same was rejected | pre, lisiana Ve oon with: ' 
on the ground that he did not serve sixty days in Mexico, on the coast a the rate fe $1¢ 
thereof, or en roi thereto. From this action an appeal was taken to / . 
the Secretary of the Interior, from whose decision atlirming the rejec = 
tion the following statements are taken: rhe report (by Mr. McLain) is as follow 

rhe records of the Navy Department show that the steamer Polk | cea cae. a : ; i ao 
sailed from Norfolk, Va., for the home squadron April 1, 1847 The } as - <-O1 eae on ; Sreeereaerye mar. Sn eeee as ae ! ‘ H. de 
log books of neither of the vessels Ontario, Pennsylvania, James kh l TOL) erantins ae ine ( = 2 i 
Polk, nor Bi ijyiine show that they were in Mexican waters during aes gry ri ys = M t 1 | 
the period of the Mexican war, from May 138, 1846, to July 4, 184s t an A. Le ul ae a a N é 
Phe appellant, in a letter to the Secretary of the Navy, February, 1801, Val ee a : A I: < ‘ ; 

‘LT was enlisted as an apprentice boy (during the Mexican war) on Mexico he Sé t 1 INtv4 i \ 
oard the sloop of war Ontario, at Baltimore (1847); was drafted to married him Miaty eee : yo 
t! receiving ship Pennsylvania at Norfolk; from there to the lt Ss. S ‘ owed by law to ‘ 
lames K. Polk, for service on the Gulf Squadron, sailing from Norfolk Phe testimony t ws t t 
for Vera ¢ Off Hatteras ship sprung a leak and was compelled to | Feels old, in fee ity ed eye 1 
put back to Ne Ik, when she was ordered to Washington yard. I ob circumstances : : 3 ae se e 
tnined leave from first lieutenant for eight days to it my home in “Onerces has in n ask is 1 aes Srl ed ad 
Baltimore: did net return at expiration of leave, was marked down as ; ©Ses of this kind, and the | a Or tne | ‘ 
a deserte arrested in Baltimore and taken on board the U. S. 8S When amended as fe 
Ontario and drafted to the Pennsylvania at Norfolk, and from there Change the initial “Ss e it n t 
was drafted to the frigate Brandywine. In September, 1847, sailed for | the Utte and body of the bill to the ¢ n > 
the South American station, serving on board the Brandyiine from rhe amendment recommended by the con too wis aeueel 
September, 1847, until ship's arrival at the navy-yard, Brooklyn, where : : Pe ee i : : “ 


crew was discharged, December, 1850.’ ; to. 


cord shows that appellant sailed from Norfolk April 1, 1847, fhe bill as amended was ordered to be e1 ossed for a thin 
put back April 5, 1847, and was discharged from the service April 





rending; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the th 


Notwithstanding the foregoing holding as to the date of the sailor's time, and passed 
discharge from the service a report of the Navy Department made to The title was amended so as to read: “A bill grantir 
lion. A. B. Carron, House of Representatives, January 10, 1905, s . , 1 : } “ect” 

oe ? : “suse Of pension to Susan A. Demarest 
to bear out the claimant’s statement that the real date of his discharge | ‘ BN pensn t : : 
was December 13, 1850. The report referred to is as follows: 



































ara ; 0 ‘ : MARY ¢ SHIT. MALI 
Sir: Replying further to your letter of the 28th ultimo, requesting 
statement oc Bavel service Of Sesepe B. Sieece, 2 Dare to saree yeu The next pension business was the bill (IL. R. 18220) granting 
that the records of this Bureau show that one Joseph FE. Green enlisted 7 are 1 
in the Navy at Baltimore, N December 30, 1846, as a second-class | Qn increase of pension to Mary Cushing Thal 
| ntice, and served on the Ontario, Pennsylvania, James K. J’olk, The bill was read, as follows 
and Brandywine to De ber 13, 1850, when discharged. ; 
Waa wemmnakte Be it enacted, ete., That the Seer of the Int 
. i .% ‘ « ! . ‘ t 1 ' 
“GG. A. CONVERSE, Chicf of Bu au hereby, a ithorl oe ae ad dire ed to | \ 
the provisions and timitat ns of the ol law eT t 
Ion. A. B. Capron, ; ; el ( ing Hall. widow of Martin 1 . il ‘ nd l 
“House of Representatives, Washington, D. ¢ “tutes Navy. and pav he 1 nusion at ‘ of $40 
The testimony accompanying the bill shows that claimant is 1 of that she is now rece 
old, very decrepit, being wholly unable to perform any manu: ! \fy ! 
p dit, ; i ’ »repor ’ r. AMES Is as f ( 
owning no property, but being supported as a beneticiary of the rhe report (by Mr. A 
Si Ilarbor The Committee on Pension to whor \V fe 1 rR 
fhe records in this case seem to be conflicting as to the time of the ISLZlO) granting an inet e of per n t Mary ¢ 
elaimant’s d | re from the service, but his statements on all point considered the same and respect \ 
m to be fairly well borne out by such records, and inasmuch as one Mary (. Hlall, of 48 Waunalancit Go 
of the ships upon which he served started for Mexico and claimant not | of Martin EF. Ilall, who entered the may ( \ 
bein esponsible for not having reached the coast of that country, your soa midshipman Sept ‘ I, PSt ted 
committee believe he should not be discriminated against in the matte Isvu master, Decer IZ, 18% ! N | 
of being pensioned The passage of the bill is therefore recommended enutenant-cor priate December + Is | 
when amended as follows tired t June SO, TO00, im : rda ‘ 
In line 6 strike out “of the” and insert *t second-class apprentice f March 3, Ist ‘ vil ! il 1 
Che amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to <1 2 mgt : pag when, <OF} , 
r} ° \ ( 1 on rea I ad \ l 
the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third nt. thus giving the « int | ) 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | is now drawing 
a ; ‘ rhe testimony 1 the « © ws that the « nt 1 ! ! 
time, and passed. AeceRa tat é) y 1e7R~ that ; ; ‘ 


JAMES EASTLAND. t he has depending upon her one lof the d 








16 ‘ ize. Aflida 1 wit! ‘ 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 18086) granting © | r of very PD 
an increase of pension to James Eastland. mrces, aside from her pension, does 1 exceed S200 

: SaaS , ; in view of the lou nd «a t ed t i 

Phe bili was read, as follows: nat the necessities of | witor ; 

Be it enacted, ete. That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is ; "eceminended when amended 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject In tine @ strike out col arden ! t 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jan In ne S strike ont “ft ‘ and inse 
Kastland, late of General Wool’s brigade, war with Mexico. and | Add to the end of the bill t M i r 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now tel or ib on account of the minor « ‘ iM I il 
receiving ntil he reaches the age of sixter ye 


The report (by Mr. Rremarpson of Alabama) is as follows: The amendments 




















Ls reconnenieed | ‘ ‘ 

The Committee on Vensions, to whom was ref the bill «lh R nereed to 
ISOSG) granting an increase of pension to James Eastland, kuve cor l The bill as ended was ord 4 } ‘ 1 for +) 
ered the me and respectfully report as foliows 

J cine Khastland, of Palestine rex., was a sergeant in ¢ pany I reat - snd | engl sed, it end 1 
Second Regiment Mississippi Volunteers, and served from Decemt« 31 time. nnd ININSE 
S46, to July 11, 1S48, in the war with Mexico, and he is now receiving 
the pension of $12 per month provided by law to the survivors of Lid . A 

the testimony accompanving the 1 shows thet claimant is 77 ve . Phe next y mn business wa t ! (hi. ( 
old, wholly ii pacitated for earning a support V manual labor, and nh increase of pension to Sinnett A. DP) 
that as de from his pension he has an income of but SGO per annum, The bill was rend es fe 
With a wife and two daughters dependent upon him for support 

Phere are many peece for an ed allow “ in cases « / t enact t I 
this character ind the pussaye of tt is therefore rece ded ( ut! ed l 
When mended a follow the provisions and ‘ y 

In line G6 strike out * General Wool's brigade” and insert Company \. Duling, late of Co y PD 1 i \ | 
I’, Second Reviment Missi ppi Volunteers : F fantryv, war with Mey ) dy ( 


In line 7 strike out * thirty and insert “ twenty.’ j month in lieu of that he is now 








l rt (by Mr. Wirrey of Alabama) is as follows: 
‘ on Vensions, to whom was referred the bill (If. R 
1 nt ! ‘ease of pen » to Sinnett A. Duling, have con 
J re ect ! report as follow 
I) of WI t, \ . private in Comp ( 
j j ' | \ nteer J try, from November ia. 
4 h M id } now eivir 
| mon ed iw to the totally disabled | 
d 
| t 1] shows that the claimant is 73 
t | performance of manual labor hh 
1 1 ‘ ! pon him and with no income or 
! di rhe facts are certified to not only by 
1 nt f ly ply an, but by other residents of Whitepost, 
\ d also ntleman who introduced the bill in the House 
and | | knowledge in the premises 
I | dents for the proposed legislation, and the pas 
‘ re recommended when amended as follows: 
I I” and insert “Cc.” 
| it ** thirty and insert “ twenty.” 
i unendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to 
I] bill a Wed y ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


GREEN BL. 


on business was the bill (IE. R. 18319) granting 





‘ of pension to Green B. Waller. 
bill was read, as follows: 
/ t enacted, et That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
} thorized d directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t , ion nd tations of the pension laws, the name of Green 
I il of 4 many Reviment Volunteer Infantry, 
Mexice ud pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in | f that he is 1 receivin 
Phe report (by Mr. McLain) is as follow 
Committer n Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HL. BR. 
PS) intin in increase of pension to Green B. Waller, have con- 
j ‘ ul nd J pect report ¢ follow 
( n B. Waller, of Glost Miss., was a private in Company F, 
§ Reviment 1 inna Volunteer from May 26, 1846, to August 
1846, in the w with Mexico, and he is now receiving the pension 
( 12 per month pwed by law to the totaily disabled and dependent 
bu 1 of idl i 
It is clearly own that the claimant Is now about 80 years old and 
In i a feeble condition physically to be utterly unable to pet 
nm ! r 4 ech to earn a support. Jt is further 
{ Ea poor, being practically dependent upon his pen 
Thi ‘ muny precedents for the proposed legislation, and the 
I e of the | rm mmended when amended as follow 
It ‘h { I Company it pt = ib Bieth.”’ 
be ent,’ in same line, insert ** Louislana.”’ 
| mnendiment recommended by the committee were 
agreed to 
Phe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for na third 
rending Wi being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
{ dp ec 
TACOR ¢ RYAN 
Thea t yp on busine was the bill CH. R. 18455) granting 
in COL pe | Jacob € Ky ih 
Phe bill wa rend. a follow 
/ t « ( et I t the ¢$ fary « the Interi ln ind he 
ri | 1 directed to q » on the per mm rol ( to 
‘ | I tie ‘ t} rm ion law they e of J ) 
‘ j hats (or ny | | 1] iment Ohio Ve leer I mm 
Ml 1p I | jon at th » of $20 per 1 i 
i { { ‘ 
| report (by Mr. Loncworri) is as follow 
( n ton + Pensi to whom was referred the bill (TI R 
1 i ni euse of pension to Jacob ¢ Ryan, have « I 
‘ if ! | pectfully report 3 fol \ 
| ( Ryan, « Bryan, Ohio, was a private In Company I, Third 
It t @ \ 1 i June 1, IS46, to June 19, 1849 BP 
t! { Mi dl is now receiving the pension of S12. ps 
I wed oul r the ne of J ry 29, ISS7, and January 5, 
1s » the tof d ted and dependent survivors of said war 
| non manyving the bill shows that claimant is SU year 
‘ feck! without { and dependent solely upon hi 
t ‘ 1 lol port 
\ I ecedents f the prop Lk tion nd the pas 
‘ bill there ere mmended 
hill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
! wrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
' 
}) | 
AUSTIN TTANDY, 
| leoxt yo on bu ‘ was the bill (II R. 16464) granting | 
\ ense of pv moto Austin Plinady. 
Phe bill wa esta i fool 
/ enact le Vhint Secoreta of the Interior be, and he j 
h thor tand directed t place on the pen mm roll, ily to 
1 j igions and mitations of the ‘ mn law the name of A 
il | lat of Company ik, | K nent Tllin Volunteer Infant 
wil th Mexte dopay | ‘| lon at the rate of $20 per month 
i that he ! Iving. 
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The report (by Mr. McLain) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HH. R. 
16464) granting an increase of pension to Austin Handy, have consid- 
ered the same and respectfully report as follows : 


Austin ilandy, of Butterfield, Barry County, Mo., was a private in 








Company K, First Regiment Illinois Volunteers, from June 28, 1846, to 
June 17, 1847, in the war with Mexico, and he is now receiving the 
pension of $12 per month allowed by law to the totally disabled and 
destitute survivors of said war. 

The testimony accompanying the bill shows that claimant is 82 years 
old, without property, a little household goods and a house and 
lot valued at not over so disabled by the infirmities of age to 





be unable to perform any manual labor, and dependent entirely upon his 
pension. The facts are fully substantiated by the sworn statements of 
the claimant’s family physician and others filed with the bill. 

‘There are many precedents for allowing the rate of pension provided 
for in the bill, and the passage of the same is therefore recommended 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 





MARY A. O'BRIEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 
pension to Mary A. O’Brien. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. 
O'Brien, widow of Michael O'rien, late of Company FF, Twenty-lirst 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$8 per month. 


None 
ole 


) granting a 


The report (by Mr. LoupeNSLAGER) was read, as follows: 


(8. 3372) 
the same and 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
granting a pension to Mary A. O'Brien, have considered 
respectfully report as follows : 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 2, this session, 
Which, fully setting forth the facts, is adopted by the committee as 
their report, and the bill is returned with the recommendation that it 
do pass when amended as follows: 

Add to the end of the bill the words “and $2 per month additional 
on account of the minor child of said Michael O’Brien until she reaches 
the age of 16 years.’ 

The Senate report is as follows: 

“Mary A. O'Brien is the widow of Michael O'Brien, late of Company 
I’, Twenty-first Regiment United States Infantry. 

lier enlisted January 25, 1888, and was honorably discharged 
April 24, 1891. ‘The medical records of the War Department show that 
he was treated from January 23 to March 23, 1891, for nasopharyngeal 
and laryngeal catarrh. We filed a claim under the general law Decem- 
20, 1895, alleging that in January, 1891, he contracted catarrh, 
ich affected his head, throat, and lungs. His claim was approved 
and allowed at $8 per month for nasopharyngeal and laryngeal catarrh, 
of lungs being rejected on the ground of no record or other sat 
factory evidence of service origin. 





* Sole 


disease 


“The soldier died November 15, 1900. According to the public 

ords the eau of death was typhoid pneumonia of twelve days’ du 

ration, but the evidence on file clearly shows there was an antecedent 

tent tubercalar disease of jungs or throat, upon which no doubt the 

tal pneumonia was ingrafted, and the only question is, Did his dis 
of lun originate during his service in the Army? 

fhe widow applied for pension under the general law November 

17, 1900. II application was rejected May 20, 1903, on the ground 











of no record or other satisfactory evidence showing service origin of 
disea of lun An appeal was taken to the Secretary of the Inte- 
ior, and the action of rejection was allirmed June 23, 1908. 
Phe report of the first medical examination of soldier, made in his 
claim be iiry 11, 1806, about five years after his dischar showed 
llanark timonary tuberculosis. Lung trouble or bronchitis was 
iownh in ‘vernl subsequent examinations down to and including the 





vis made September 28, 1900, seven weeks prior to soldier's 


“Thomas Cunniffe, formerly first sergeant of soldier’s company, tes 
tified before a special examiner of the Bureau that as near as he could 
ecollect ridier lid something was the matter with his chest during 

ice, and used to raise philesm and spit a good deal and sometimes 

hed, but not so very bad, and that he never considered him very 
enltlis 

Kilizabeth R. Downing testified that she saw soldier immediately 
on his return after his discharge, and noticed that he was suffering 
rom a severe cough and expectorated a good deal; that his constitu 
tion appeared to be a wreck and his appearance showed that he was 
uYering from a lung and throat trouble, and that she knows the solater 
continued to suffer trom lung-and throat trouble up to the date of Lis 
death @ither witnesses testified to the same effect. 

Dr. Charles G. Stone testitied that he had known soldier for about 
nine years, during which time he was never without a cough, de 


pe ndent 
Wil the 


upon chronie laryngitis, and that in his opinion this affection 
primary cause of death Ile later testitied that he attended the 


oldier from time to time during the period of nearly nine years for 
tuberculosis of the larynx and lungs; that the soldier died from lung 
trouble of a pneumonie character supevening upon the tubercular 
condition; that he was the surgeon of the railroad company for which 


idier worked during his nequaintance 
‘Claimant was narried the soldier 

| 
lawful 


by the surenuoa 
due in his the date of 


with him. 
ptember 6, 1895 
and was paid 
death. It 


thie 
‘ Se She is ree 
the accrued 


is abundantly 


to 
ognized hi 
claim at 
d 
‘ 


pension his 





proved that she is poor and without means of support other than her 
daily labor and is worthy of relief he doubt In her case is as to 
whether soldier's death was the result of his military service Your 
committee believe that further evidence on that point may justly and 
properly be waived, and that she is fairly entitled to a pension. <As 
he married the ldier subsequent to March 19, 1886, and also sub 
equent to hi ervice, her rate, had her claim been allowed at the 
Bureau, would have been SS per month, and it is recommended that 
that rate be fixed in the bill, the passage of which is recommersed.” 


wumendinent recommended by the committee was agreed 
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The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and was The Senate report is as follows : 
rhe military records show that Joseph F. Kelly enlisted 





« ag . ; «rl eye vo thir j » ‘ Vege. na : 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. vate in the. Gacclar Avmé Selrusrs :2090. at New York ¢ ni 
Was assigned to Troop I, Third United States ( On 1 
BESSY FORSYTH BACHE. rr s for May and June } is rem ed sick Mav 25 t lune 1 a 
° . ‘ é . w of duty ! on he 1 iste ( ol ania wt) 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 4208) granting an “eafposantocs it ype Piggy el agt greedbar eosin gaye Fo oes ; 
incrense of pension to Bessy Forsyth Bache. dis heat zed September 15 1S80. at VTlacet a rl ks a a : 
The bill was read, as follows: geon's certit te of dis itv, signed by Guy ¢ 1 
; tenant, commanding mpunyv, and Cha s | nit tir nt 


Be it enacted, ete.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is surgeon, United States Art ; ae Eo eae a eee) , 
reby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 





Lieutenant Cushman states ¢ follows 





















































! ; 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kessy On the evening of June 9 1899. the hospital at ft] . ‘ 
Forsyth Bache, widow of Dallas Bache, late colonel and assistant struck by lightning and took fire. and in help es . 
surgeon-general, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate the above-mentioned soldier got wet and ( ight 1 ow di i 
of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. into asthma Disability was incurred in line of d =a 
The report (by Mr. LoupeNSLAGER) is as follows: Le, See oe ARee alin ot out watt kee ide 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4208) In the mid vi s 1 hie t we r} W f V 
granting an increase of pension to Bessy Forsyth Bache, have consid ttack of bi hitis and ma In line of duty 
ered the s ne und respec tfully report as follows : rhe hospital records Ww that s lier was treated I l 
Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 2645, this session, and from May 26 to 30, 1899, for ‘diarrhea, acute, in line of d nd 
the ime fully settir forth the facts is adopted by your committee a from July 6 to September 17, 1899, for ‘ asthma, a it « 
their report, and the bill is returned with a recommendation that it do exposed to rain June 29, LSt 
pass when amended at the rating of $35 per month. “On December 28, 1899, soldier filed a claim under the gen ‘ 
The Senate report is as follow alleging that on or about June 29, TSO, at) Phic Cuba 
‘Ressy Forsyth Bache, whose post-office address is Columbus, Ohio, tracted asthma, caused | working at tire of hospital, which had ' 
is the widow of Dallas Bache, late colonel and assistant surgeon struck by. lightning Ile was allowed pension for bronchi ist t 
general, United States Army. October 21, 1901, at the rate of $8 per month from December 2S, 1809 
A complete statement of the service of Surgeon-General Bache, as | (tte of filing tim, and this | ion he cont ed to reece | 
furnished by the War Department, is as follows September 4, 1908, from which date } nar W dropped f 
Tire MILITany SECRETARY’S OFFICE, ars 7 giles saps Rie le 7 a Pete ee eer eee 
“War DEPARTMEN Aas . Met og + penee ae a report f m the War I t t 
Washington City, May 12, 1904 Whe haoniee of pai aes ee i 
“Sir: Referring to your letter of to-day, in which you request, for | contained organs si int and s« 
the use of the Committee on Pensions, United States Senate, in conne “Three neighbors, in flidavits filed in t} I rw i 
tion with Senate bill 4208, a statement of the military record of Dallas to a personal and intimate vith ¢ { t 
Bache, late colonel and assistant surgeon-general, United States Army, | prior to enlistment, and ft \ { i an \ 
I ve the honor to inform yon as follows und entirely f1 fro I i t o ‘ ! 
“It is shown by the records that Dallas Bache was appointed as- | evidence was held Bure to} 
Sistant surgeon to rank from May 2s, IS61, and that he accepted the War Departime l pri 
appointment Muay 30, 1861 lle was promoted to be captnin and Claimant about Ve HT lieal x 
assistant surgeon on May 2S, 1866; major and surgeon, August 5, T8673 | dated Septe ‘ 19, 1900. and Oct Pood wid 
licutenant-colonel and surgeon, February 9, ISO, and colonel and | bronchial asthm tatio ey pre ‘ 
assistant surgeon-general, April 18, IS0%5. Ile was retired January 1, | and sonore ri WV bore 1 stre 1 ex 
RD uncle the provisions of the act of Cor e approved June 3, | t ehat terist f me tis and a mia ii t x 
ISS2, and died June 2, 1902, at San Diego, Cal., of arterio rosis. nd his ‘ kamination i] I 
; It is also shown by the records that he was on duty as follows L i l i flidavit, in \ i 
United States Military Academy from June 5 to November 29, 1861 m as ‘ mehi tre é 
with Light Battery sattalion in Department of the Cumberland to eve 1 to the st eon ‘ ex ! 
February, 1S03 assistant medical director, Department of the Cum ne else that he 1 eve l de 
berland, to April, 1864, and medical inspector of same department to live ) t I 
June, 1865; on duty in hospital, Philadelphia, Pa., to September, LS65 ; od heal ‘ 3 to his « ent 
with Fifth Cavalry at Cumberland, Md., to February, 1866, and with a 
thie ime regiment at Nashville, Tenn., to December, 1867; post sur te idadre 1 to the el of t 
Zeon at San Antonio, Tex., from January 5, ISGS, to October, 1870; at Conne \\ ‘ ed t 
Kort MeKavett, 'Tex., to April, IST2; on leave and en route to August, 7 sil oat 
S72; post surgeon at Fort Mellenry, Md., to June, IS76 (on sick 
leave May 1 to May 11, 1875); post surgeon at Angel Island, Cal., , Ux! . 3 
Al t, IS76, to December, IS77 (on sick leave November 10 to No I ‘ 
vember 50, IS7T7); at Benicia Arsenal, Cal., to April 20, ISS1: on sick 5 
lenve and on surgeon's certificate of disabilitv to November 25, 188%: ttee on P Unite tates Senate 
= surgeon at Port Adams, R. L., to October 21, ISS7: Fort Riley. “My Drar St In the ease of Josey I Kelly, for wl e ef I 
Can to June 24, IS80; chief surgeon, Department of the Platte, to introduced a bill, it is manifest, I t nh t t he Ino kt 
danuary ZO, ISOS; Surgeon-General’s Oflice, Washington, ID. C., in any tendency toward asthma at the t of } enlistment i 
charge of Medical Museum and Library (being also member of various he enlisted in good fait and with pat tie 1 , | Cove 
medical boards) to April, 1000; Surgeon-General’s Office to March 1, i epted him, although t W er t t of ’ 
Moot, and on sick leave and awaiting retirement until January bt. 1902 heal examination, 1 de at t I i ke ‘ t 
It is further shown by the records that he was brevetted captain Which advised the Government st his pt . : I 
and major, United States Army, March 18, 1865, for faithful and meri Priel I these mist es the Government estopy 
torious services during the war. | | monoy is i » pe \ 
Very respectfully, soldier had not been troubled wit! to 
“F.C. AINSWORTH. with any onehial disturbanee to exter an kit wris : 
Phe Military Scerctary ‘ er vy himself or | ! e friend phe fact ft ! 
“Mr. Ormspy Mca t ! 1 
( k Committce on Pensions, United State Senate Leye ped into astht ( 
Bache Is now receiving a pension of $30 per month, which fs Wity to look at ih © i oof al ann iflticient ! 
est rate obtainable under the general pension laws K appears | ais Ben tee . “s % 
evidence filed with this committee that she is in somewhat ee : 
traitened cireumstanees and greatly in need of relief. She has real 1 think ¢ 1 y it 
and personal property approximately of the value of $5,000, from whik “Your m 
she derives a gross income of $122 per year, but which, after the pay O. 1. P 
ment of taxes, etc., is reduced to a net income of $64 per year, which i Phi tater tof S t |’ 
wr only teans of support aside from her pension She was married | ! \ ‘ ' t 
to the offiees November 5, 1791, and is now 85 vears old The d le ot 
It is he ved the long-continued and distinguished service of the It would appear that the G ‘ 
rildie commencing at thé outbreak of the war in IS61 and termin 
it with his honorable retirement over forty years later, and the strnit 
ened cireumstal es of the widow merit an increase of pension, and ned the i ! 
the passage of the bill is recommended ye 
Phe amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to Yo 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, und was of a ma 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. rhe bill was ordered te } 
JOSEPH F. KELLY. read the third time, and ] ed 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 4492) granting a 
pension to Joseph Pr helly The next pet mm | « q I i a re RNS 1 
Phe bill was read, us follows : nerease of pension to Jolin Mob 
’ onacted. et hat t Secretary of the Interior be. and he 4 Phe bill was rend Levy 
} ‘ mrized : ! directed to place on the pen rn a t« t t \ 
d a pen n { ‘ | } | 
KK late of Troop I, $ 1 Regiment United States ¢ hs ec 1 
Phe report (by Mr. Loupensracer) is as follows Ne M. J . ’ ! 
I Col ittee on 1% I to who re ed the 1 «oS. 440 of $20 p = 
' ! ! ’ | hh ! 
j 1 \ ‘ 1 ! ; oN F © rep t cb \i | ! \ 
vid s Rey t No ) this se n d fhe Co ‘ n ] 
t ! t th tl f i dopted \ I ‘ \l | 
t re} ad the l returned wit a fave le re dation the tue and | | 








accompanied by Senate Report No. 3269, 
ime fully setting forth the facts is adopted by your committee 














as their report and the bill is returned with a favorable recommenda- 
t 

rhe Senate report is as follows: 

John M. Bybee, whose post-office address is Uintah, Weber County, 
Utah, was a soldier in the Mexican war, and served one year, from 
July 16, 1846, to July 16, 1847, as a private in Captain Hunter's 
mpany, Mormon Battalion Iowa Volunteers. 

“Ile was allowed pension in 1888 under the Mexicau war service 
pension act of January 20, 1IS8S7, at the rate of $S per month, which 
was increased to $12 per month under the act of January 5, 1893, on 
account of his total disability and destitution. 

‘Claimant was born February 17, 1826, and is consequently nearly 
79 years of age It is shown by testimony filed with your committee 
that he is quite helpless by reason of deforming rheumatism of both 
hand that he is crippled in both legs, and that he also suffers from 
scrotal hernia of long standing. His disability is complete, and renders 
him incapable of performing any kind of labor. His attending physi 
cian, Dr. If. J. Powers, of Ogden, Utah, testifies that claimant re- 
quires the constant aid of another person. It is also shown by the 
pape on file that he is in indigent circumstances and entirely depend- 
ent upon his pension for support 

\n increase of soldier's pension to $20 per month is recommended, 
that being the rate heretofore granted in similar cases.” 

Phe bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN A. REYNOLDS. 

The next pension business was the bill CS. 5233) granting an 
increase of pension to Susan A. Reynolds. 

Phe bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
her \ ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan 
A. Reynolds, widow of Daniel Reynolds, late second lieutenant Captain 
uns | company, North Carolina Volunteers, Cherokee Indian 
Will d iy her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
1 Stié Is how receivinyz. 

The report (by Mr. LovupeNSLAGER)is as follows: 

rhe Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5233) 
grantin in increase of pension to Susan A. Reynolds, have considered 
tl ime and respectfully report as follows 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 3192, this session, and 
the me, fully setting forth the facts, is adopted by your committee as 
tive report, and the bill is returned with a favorable recommendation. 

The Senate report is as follows 

Susan A. Reynolds, of Ashevile, N. C.. is the widow of Daniel Rey- 
nolds, who was a second lieutenant in Captain Cunningham's company, 
North Carolina Volunteers, and who served in the Cherokee Indian war 
from April 29, 1838, to July 6, 18358 

“Mr Reynolds is now receiving the pension of $8 per month pro 
vided by the Indian war service act of July 27, 1892. She was mar- 
ried to the soldier October 7, 1844. He died January 21, 1878S. 

“It appears that Mrs. Reynolds is now 7S years old, without any 
property, not even home, and with no means of support except her 
‘ | pension of $S per month. It further appears that she is feeble 
and ir m and entirely unable to do any work whatever by which she 
1 t add to her income, her sole dependence being her small pension. 

there are numerous precedents for allowing by special legislation 
il e to $12 per month in such cases as this, in view of which your 
committee report the bill back favorably with a recommendation that 
it pa 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


MATILDA J. ILENDERSON, 























The next pension business was the bill ¢S. 5499) granting a 
pension to Matilda J. Ienderson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
here authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Matilda J. Henderson, widow of Hiram Henderson, late of the ships 
Ohio and United States, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at 
the rat f sS per month 

The report (by Mr. LoupENSLAGER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Vensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5499) 
eranting a pension to Matilda J. Tlenderson, have considered the same 

d respectfully report as fellows 

Said bill accompanied by Senate Report No. 5271, this session, and 
the rie setting forth the facts, is adopted by your committe® as 
tI t, and the bill is returned with a favorable recommendation 

rt Senate report is as follows: 

Phis ll proposes to giant a pension of $8 per month to Matilda 
J. Tienderson, widow of Iliram Henderson, late of the United States 
Navy. \ served on the ships Ohio and United States. 

s enlisted May 25, 1846, and was honorably discharged eb 
1 7. 1S49 During his service he incurred injury to right knee 
it duty, for which he was allowed pension at the rate of $2 per 
nm BO, IST5:; $4 per month from March 5, 1890, and 
SO pe m September 2, 1S1 

s nuary 29, 1899 lis widow, Matilda J. Henderson, 
I 1 at the Pension Bureau under the act of June 27, 180), 
which was rejected March 6, 1900, on the ground that sailor’s servic 
was rendered prior to the war of the rebellion. She has made no claim 
under the general law and has no title thereunder, as existing laws 
make no provision for pension to the widows of sailors who rendered 
service prior to March 4, 1861, except when death occurred from causes 
it lent to and while actuaily in the service. 

No claim was filed either by sailor or claimant for Mexican war 
1 Sailor stated that he enlisted for service in said war, but the 
ship ed States, on which he rved from May 29, 1864, to Febru 
gry ;. 1849, was stationed dui that period on the west coast of 
Afrien and in the Mediterranean Sea. 

( imant was married to sailor September 1, 1859. She is now 
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It appears that she is in straitened circumstances, 
without other means o£ support than her daily labor and an 
income less than $50 per year, and a pension would be of great benefit 
to her. In view of all the facts, your committee are of opinion that 
she might properly be allowed a pension of $8 per month, that being 
the rate provided by existing laws for widows of the Mexican war sol- 
Cciers and sailors.” 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

BERNARD J. BOLDERMANN, 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5518) granting 
pension to Bernard J. Boldermann. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bernard 
J. Boldermann, late of Battery A, First Battalion California Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month. 

The report (by Mr. LOUDENSLAGER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
granting a pension to Barnard J. Boldermann, have 
same and respectfully report as follows: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate report No. 3149, this session, and 
the same fully setting forth the facts is adopted by your committee as 
their report, and the bill is returned with a favorable recommendation. 

The Senate report is as follows: 

* Bernard J. Boldermann is a resident of San Francisco, Cal., who 
served during the war with Spain from May 9, 1898, to September 5, 
1899, as a private in Battery A, First Battalion California Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery. 

* On September 14, 1899, soldier filed a claim for pension under the 
general law, alleging that at Cavite, P. 1., about February 1S09, he 


being 


a 


(S. 5518) 
considered the 


incurred an injury to back and spine and resulting general paralysis 
caused by a fall from a building, and that he was thereafter treated 
in the district hospital for said injury. His claim was speciaily ex- 
amined in 1902, and on February 21, 1903, the same was finally re- 


jected on the ground that his injury was not incurred in line of duty as 
shown by the records of the War Department, and this rejection was 
aflirmed on appeal June 5, 1903, by Assistant Secretary M. W. Miller. 

“The record and parol evidence clearly show that soldier was in- 
jured by falling out of a second-story window at Cavite, P. I., February 
22, 1899, and the only quesiion in the case is whether his injury was 
incurred in line of duty. He testified that he went to his quarters 
about 10 o'clock p. m. of the day named and went to bed; that he had 
no recollection of falling; in fact, had no recollection of anything after 
going to bed until he recovered consciousness when in the hospital six 
days later. 

‘Soldier appears to have slept in a room with four other comrades, 
some of whom had retired and gone to sleep before he came into his 
room. None of these comrades who have testified knew anything about 
the injury until it had occurred; no one, in fact, appears to have seen 
him fall. 

* The medical records in the case show that soldier was in the district 
hospital at Cavite, P. I., February 21 to June 11, 1899, suffering from 
general paralysis caused by a fall from a second-story window, striking 
on back of neck, while intoxicated, not ‘in line of duty.’ The report 
from the Adjutant-General’s Office, made from the company muster rolls, 
shows, however, all of soldier's sickness during service to have been in- 
curred ‘in line of duty.’ It was upon the report from the medical ree- 
ords of the War Department, solely, that the rejection of the claim was 
based. 

“There is-some testimony in the case to the effect that claimant 
was in the habit of drinking, but it can not be said to be proved that 
he drank to excess. One comrade testified that soldier did not drink 
any more than the rest of them, and another comrade said: 

“* We all used liquor some to help us forget our troubles, but I can 
not say that he (soldier) had the reputation or was known of using 
intoxicating liquors to excess.’ 


“It is strenuously insisted, however, that soldier was not intoxi- 
cated when he went to bed the night of his injury. Those comrades 
who have testified, who saw him during that evening, all agree that 
soldier was not intoxicated and was pertectly able to take care of 


himself and knew just what he was about; and the preponderance of 


evidence on this point, apart from the adverse medical record, is 
wholly in the claimant's favor. 
“It is suggested in the case that soldier was a somnambulist, and 


that he arose from his bed and walked to and through the open window 
while asleep, and thus fell and was injured. His mother and brother 
testified before a special examiner that he had been in the habit of 
walking in his sleep in childhood and early youth, and it is possible that 
he was injured under such circumstances. This, however, would hardiy 
bring his injury, if so incurred, in line of duty. It is also suggested 
that soldier arose to answer a call of nature and walked through the 
open window, which reached to the floor, and fell out and was injured. 

“These suggestions are wholly speculative in their bearing on the 
case and prove nothing definitely relating to the manner of the ineur- 
rence of soldier's injury. All that is known is that soldier was se- 
verely injured by a fall from the second-story window of the barracks, 
or quarters in which he was sleeping, at Cavite, P. I., on the night of 
February 22, 1899; that he was something of a drinking man, but that 
it is the practically unanimous testimony of his near comrades that 
he was not intoxicated, or in the least incapable of controlling his 
movements, when he went to bed on the night of his injury. 

‘Soldier's present condition is deplorable in the extreme. He is an 
naciated and helpless paralytic, unable to walk, hardly able to move 
1 limb, confined to his bed or a chair, and requiring the constant aid 
and attendance another person. Tlis medical examination, dated 
at San Francisco, Cal., October 22, 1902, rated him $72 per month for 
his disability. 

ee also shown 
property or income, 
others for support. 

* Your committee fully recognize the difficulty of arriving at a 
satisfactory conclusion in a ease of this kind. It is believed, however, 
that the conflicting testimony in the case, coupled with the soldier's 
helpless physical condition and extreme poverty, warrant a pension of 
$30 per month, which, under the circumstances, seems to be a just 
and equitable allowance.’ 
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Riggs Bank with the soldier, and both were bookkeepers; that the 
soldier’s general appearance was that of a healthy man, but he was 
subject to attacks of inflammatory rheumatism, and had stated to 
witness that his eyes had been injured by this disease. He also had 
an attack of quinsy, and complained some of nervousness. He was 
what might be termed a “ high strung’ man; was often bright, cheer- 
ful, and happy, but his general mental trend was rather pessimistic. 
He complained somewhat, but not on any special subject. From his 
talk one would think that he could not do anything. He exaggerated 
things with regard to himself. His talk never bore out his actions. 
He was a conscientious man and a No. 1 bookkeeper, and could perform 
all the duties which came to him in his work. He often did night 
work, and the quality of his work at the time he left the bank was as 
good as in previous years, or even better. He did not leave the bank 
on account of poor health, but I think that he felt that the work of 
the bank was harder on him personally than on others. This was 
because of temperament. He thought he would be better to have 
outdoor life. I saw him but a few times after he retired from the 
service. His physical appearance was about the same, and I noted no 
particular difference in his mental condition. He complained of the 
effect that the climate of the Philippine Islands had upon him, and 
that it was depressing him. His impressions of the people and cities 
were such as to cause one to think that he was in continual disgust 
with the natives and climatic surroundings. : 

4. A. Brandebury, clerk, testified that he became acquainted with 
soldier about 1895; that they lived in the same neighborhood and be- 
came quite intimate. Soldier was then employed in Riggs Bank. His 
general appearance was that of a healthy man, florid, good complexion, 
well nourished. Does not recall that he ever had any sickness prior 
to his entry into the marine service. He had a disposition to complain 
a great deal, not of his physical condition, but of his surroundings. 
He was something of a pessimist, and affiant believed that his tendency 
to growl was largely assumed; never attributed it to any physical or 
mental trouble. He led an active life; was jovial and healthy, and 
was much interested in baseball. Affiant did not pay much attention 
to his fault-finding, but thinks he was not altogether satisfied with his 
work, as it was rather hard. His statements that he had various dis- 
eases ier to enlistment were certainly imaginary. 

H. H. Clapp, clerk, testified that he knew soldier from about 1895, 
and used to see him almost every evening. From his general appear- 
ance he was a healthy man. Knew him to have one spell of sickness, 
which lasted but a few days, and recalled hearing him complain of 
rheumatism once. Does not know of any other disease or sickness 
prior to his entry into the Marine Corps. He was of a nervous tem- 
perament; was rather a peculiar man. He complained about being 
overworked in the bank. Is sure he did not leave bank on account of 
ee health, but thought he was bettering his condition; an outdoor 
ife would be better for him. He was a jolly, companionable man, but 
sometimes rather morose. It was characteristic of him to take the 
contrary side upon a topic of conversation. Would say that he was 
more pessimistic than the ordinary man. Knew nothing of his having 
had any disease before appointment. Did not see him very often after 
his retirement, but his appearance was about the same as before. He 
complained very much of the depressing effects of the climate of the 
Philippine Islands. He said he was all broke up; not fit for anything. 
Affiant’s opinion was that his nervous system was in bad condition. 

R. W. Duffy, druggist, testified that he became acquainted with the 
soldier about 1891, when he moved into the locality of the affiant’s 
drug store. He worked at Riggs Bank, and affiant knew him quite 
intimately for six or seven years. He would stop in the store every 
day; he was apparently in perfect health physically; seemed strong 
and robust; never had any sickness to affiant’s knowledge other than cold 
and occasional throat trouble; he had quinsy once, for which Doctor Bo- 
gan treated him; never heard him complain of any thing in the way of 
headaches or pains of a chronic nature; have heard him complain of his 
eyes and say he would have to get out of the bank on account of his 
eyes ; he was a bookkeeper, and he said that the constant grind over the 
figures was injuring his eyes; he did not leave the bank on account of 
poor or declining health; he was a capable man, companionable in 
every respect, but not what would be called a bright, happy disposition ; 
he was naturally pessimistic, tending to look upon the dark side of life. 
Affiant can not account for soldier’s intimation to the board of medical 
survey that he had diseases prior to his entry into the service, unless 
it was his hallucination or mental trouble brought on by the climatic 
influences of the islands. He certainly had no disease of any serious 
character prior to the time he was in the naval hospital here in Wash- 
ington. He moved to Frederick, Md., and affiant saw him very infre- 
quently. 

ey. Es 
soldier 


Horner, dairyman, testified that he became acquainted with 
about 1890; he lived near affiant and became intimate; he 
worked in Riggs Bank and was around affiant’s place of business al- 
most every evening, being one of the boys who often sat around and 
joked ; he was interested in baseball and led an active life, his general 
appearance being that of good health; never knew him to have any 
sickness except a little throat trouble or quinsy; that was about two 
or three years before he went into the Marine Corps. Affiant believes 
that he did hear him mention the fact that close application to work 
with figures had somewhat affected his eyes; he was of a nervous tem- 
perament, somewhat pessimistic, and looked upon life seriously ; he was 
a conscientious man, but was given to complaining, and seemed a little 
disgruntled with life; his complaints were not of his physical condition, 
but rather of his material affairs. Affiant thought he complained often 
just to be odd, as he was usually a jolly fellow. As to his having had 
any diseases before his appointment in the Marine Corps, affiant believes 
that they were purely imaginary. After his retirement his general 
appearance was about the same as before. He talked rationally, but 
was continually speaking of his condition. He did not mention any 
specific trouble, but he never came around but what he would talk of 
his awful condition. It was evidently his nervous system; does not 
remember of hearing him speak of being sleepless. He must have been 
mentally wrong when he stated that he had had diseases prior to his 
service 

Dr. S. W. Bogan, physician, testified that he became the family phy- 
sician of the soldier in 1885, and except the time they were in Cincin- 
nati he was the regular physician until soldier moved to Frederick, Md. 
In all these years he never knew soldier to have but one sickness, and 
that was tonsilitis and congested lungs, for which treatment was given 
in the latter part of July and first part of August, 1898. He recovered 
from these entirely. ‘There were complications. He showed no symp- 
toms of nervousness, but was a jovial, delightful gentleman, always full 
of fun: was noted as a frequenter of ball games, and led an active 
life. He smoked, but had no habits of dissipation, and was a healthy 
man in all respects. He was employed in Riggs Bank, and he told affi- 
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ant that he was tired of indoor life and he was thinking of enterin 

the Marine Corps service. He did not leave the bank on account o 

poor health. Affiant was treating his wife at the time he returned from 
the Philippines in December, 1901. Found him in very bad condition 
physically and mentally upon his return. He was a nervous wreck and 
was suffering from a pronounced case of neurasthenia. He had a 
hallucination that he was a confirmed invalid when he went into the 
service and had had all kinds of diseases; that he —- not to have 
entered the service at all. In cases of this kind the patient usually has 
a hobby. He was absorbed in the idea that he was not able to undergo 
any responsibility; that he must be made to do anything which occa- 
sion required him to do. He talked of his condition continually. He 
told affiant about a a fever in the hospital at Cavite, P. I., and 
that the board had sent him to Yokohama; that he was then sent home 
because of his diseases, as he was useless to the service. Affiant com- 
menced treating him for neurasthenia about January 1, 1902; treated 
him during the following two months. He then went to Virginia, where 
his brother-in-law, Doctor McGill, treated him until the following fall. 
Affiant saw_him again in September, and shortly after this he moved to 
Frederick, Md. 

There were no complications, and affiant never treated him for other 
trouble than his nervous condition. The symptoms were generally 
malais, no oe. and anemia; one of the most perfect cases of the 
latter the affiant ever saw. There was no predisposition to the dis- 
ease or nervous trouble in the family. His father was a noted phy- 
sician of Virginia. His sisters and his children are living, and show no 
indications of any disease of the nervous system. Affiant’s judgment 
is that his trouble was a result of the climatic conditions in the Philip- 
spines, and probably due to exposure and malarial poisoning. 

W. C. Johnson, physician, testified that he became acquainted with 
the soldier and his family in the late fall of 1902; was their family 
physician while they lived in Frederick, Md. His first treatment of 
soldier was from August 25 to September 3, 1903. He treated him at 
that time for congestion of the liver. He complained of headache and 
was very much depressed over his condition. The disease was mani- 
fested by the usual symptoms, but yielded readily to treatment, and he 
was not troubled in that way again. Did not find any evidence of dis- 
ease of kidneys, and never treated him at any other time for an 
trouble. His general appearance was that of a healthy man, with 
florid complexion, and rather stout. While he lived at Frederick he 
walked a great deal; spent much time out of doors, especially in fish- 
ing. Never saw him drunk, but it was generally known that he drank 
more or less. He was a very pleasant man socially, rather reserved, 
not’ talkative, and whatever distaste or despondency he manifested 
affiant attributed to the fact that he was laid on the shelf, so to speak, 
having no regular employment. Did not treat him for any nervous 
trouble at any time. If he had neurasthenia it was not so pronounced 
that affiant noticed it. Has no personal knowledge as to the soldier's 
death, not having seen the body until after it was removed to his 
home. Investigated the case to some extent afterwards and was not 
convinced that the soldier killed himself. In affiant’s opinion only a 
post-mortem could have established the cause of death. It was gen- 
erally understood that he was under the influence of liquor at the time, 
and, as is the custom in Frederick, he was taken to the hotel to 
straighten up, instead of being sent home. Any statement afliant 
might make as to the cause of death would be only problematical. 

LD. Charles Winebrener, wholesale merchant, at Frederick, Md., met 
soldier first in the early autumn of 1902. He lived in the same block 
as affiant. Used to see him almost every day, and visited him at his 
home. His general appearance was that of a man in good health, but 
he had several sick spelis of short duration. One time, especially, 
affiant went to see him, and he complained of his kidneys. Had head- 
ache, no appetite, was restless, and spoke of a very disagreeabie taste 
in his mouth. Know of no special trouble he had except that he was 
nervous and complained often of feeling wretched. He was not irri- 
table, and affiant often said to him, “Captain, you do not seem like a 
sick man.’ He would say, “Oh, but I feel wretched, though,” not 
mentioning any special trouble, only sometimes referred to his kidney 
trouble. He was not morose or depressed as a rule until toward the 
last. He drank a little, but not to excess. I never saw him under the 
influence of intoxicants. Had not seen him for several days prior to 
his death until the morning of his death. Met him about 7 o'clock at 
the hotel. He was complaining very much of his condition. Said he 
could not sleep; asked him to come along to my place of business. 
Gave him some beef tea and a milk punch, but he continued to com- 
plain of his awful wretched condition. Said he would never get over 
it, and stated that he would never fish again; that he would never be 
a well man again. He remained until about 8 o'clock, and then walked 
downtown with affiant, who was going home to breakfast. Never saw 
him again alive. Affiant made the remark to his wife on getting 
home that he was uneasy about the Captain, as he seemed so depressed 
oyer his condition. He always attributed his condition and his wretched 
feeling to the climatic conditions of the Philippines. On the morning 
above mentioned he was not under the influence of drink while with 
affiant. 

Dr. Charles F. Goodell, Jee. Frederick, Md., testified that he 
became acquainted with soldier soon after he moved to Frederick; never 
treated him, but met him frequently socially. His general appearance 
indicated an average condition of health. Recalls seeing him once dur- 
ing the summer of 1903, jus: after he came out of a spell of sickness. 
Iie looked pale, his cheeks sunken, and he was considerably emaciated. 
Think it was kidney trouble. He was confined to his house three or 
four weeks. Recalled no other sickness. Never heard him complain of 
anything, and never knew of any nervous condition. He talked very 
little and scarcely ever began a conversation. Did not remember to 
have ever seen him smile. A melancholy condition seemed to be always 
present. He seemed to be extremely sensitive of his position as a re- 
tired salaried officer as a man in good health. He spent much of his 
time while in Frederick in playing billiards and fishing and was a great 
waller. His conversation was always rational. On the 5th of Febru- 
ary was called to the City Hotel about 1 o’clock in the afternoon, ac- 
cording to affiant’s present impression. Arrived a few minutes after 
the room was opened. There was yet an odor of gas in the room. 
Found him a corpse lying on the bed, only his coat removed. The body 
was under the cover. There were no evidences of any trouble. Examined 
the body and found no heart action. Attempted artificial respiration, 
but received no response. The body was still warm. Think he had 
been dead not more than ten or fifteen minutes. Did not notice any 
special odor of liquor in the room. It is a large room, with an open 
fireplace; only one small gas tip was open. Am of the opinion that his 
death was caused be an acute uremic condition, as he had kidney 
trouble and the inhalation of gas was contributory to the result. Afli- 
ant’s first impression was that his death was due to melancholia, but on 
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account of information afterwards received from either Doctor Johnson, 
who treated him, or from Mrs. Faunt Le Roy, relative to kidney trouble, 
the opinion was modified to that extent, 

George W. Brengle, policeman, testified that he was employed at the 
City Hotel, Frederick, Md., about three years. Met the soldier soon 
after he moved to the city. Saw him almost every day, as he made 
the hotel a stopping place where he and some of his friends passed 
away the time. His general appearance was that of a healthy man. 
He was sick at one time several days, but did not know the cause. 
Have heard him complain at times of rheumatism and of being nervous. 
In playing billiards I have heard him say that he could not play to-day 
on account of nervousness. I never noticed that he was any more 
despondent or gloomy than the average man. He drank some with the 
boys, but not to excess. I never noticed him but once when I thought 
he was under the influence of liquor. The last week before his death 
I did not notice that he drank more than usual. Saw him the evening 
and night of the 4th of February and he appeared the same as usual. 
Played billiards, drank a little, and went home about 10 o'clock; that 
was the last time 1 saw him alive. The next day affiant got to the 
hotel about 12 o'clock and learned he was in a room at that time. The 
clerk stated that Mr. Arthur Trail and the soldier came in between 
9 and 10 o’clock in the morning and wanted a room, as soldier was 
under the influence of Hquor and wanted to lie down. Understood 
that Trail and the porter put him to bed and closed the door, but did 
not lock it. About 1 o'clock the clerk asked affiant to go up and see 
if he could arouse the soldier, as the porter had failed to awake him. 
The door was open—the porter had unlocked it from the outside with 
another key. The gas was very strong. Affiant opened the window at 
once and remained until the doctor arrived. The soldier was lying on 
his left side with his arms both straight down, the cover up over him 
to his chin. There was nothing to indicate any struggle; tried to 
arouse him but could get no response. Only his coat had been re- 
moved. The furniture and everything in the room seemed to be in 
regular order. The one gas jet in the room is just over the foot of 
the bed and it was turned on. Did not turn the body, but shook it, 
and rubbed the wrists in the effort to arouse soldier. The porter did 
not come in the room. The doctor arrived about fifteen minutes after- 
wards. The proprietor soon came up: did not see Mr. Trail about the 
hotel at the time, but he came in afterwards. He stated that he and 
the porter ae the soldier to bed and left the key on the inside of the 
door, and that he knew there was no gas in the room, as they left the 
jet turned off. Also, that they left him lying on his right side. This 
witness stated that at the time of testifying Trail was on a periodical 
spree and entirely unfit to make any statement of the case. 

P. E. Long, hotel keeper, testified that he was the proprietor of the 
City Hotel at Frederick, Md., and became acquainted with soldier soon 
after he moved to the city. Saw him almost every day. He was a 
robust, healthy-looking man; was nearly always restless, nervous, decid- 
edly moody, and despondent. Never seemed to see the bright side of 
life. He seemed to be the most unhappy man affiant ever saw, when, 
with his circumstances and fine family, he should have been one of the 
happiest of men. He was continually complaining, not of any special 
disease, although he did speak of kidney trouble. He drank a little, 
but not to excess. Did not recall that he was any more despondent 
than usual during the last few weeks of his life. On the morning of 
his death affiant entered the hotel about 9.30 o'clock. Noticed Arthur 
Trail and the Captain (soldier). They were going up a stairway to a 
room. The Captain was intoxicated and desired to lie down a while. 
That was the last affiant saw of him until about 2 o’clock in the after- 
noon. Was called up to the room to find him dead. Then Trail came 
back about 2 o’clock and went up to see after the Captain. He found 
the door locked, and, with the porter’s assistance, got it open and found 
the gas turned on. When affiant got to the room he found George 
Brengle rubbing the Captain’s hands and shaking him in an effort to 
arouse him. ‘The doctor soon came, but found that he could do nothing. 
Affiant turned the gas off himself. There was only one tip in the room, 
and there was an open grate through which it would have seemed the 
gas could have escaped to such an extent that death would not have 
resulted from gas alone, but his general condition was such that he was 
easily affected by it. Trail stated that he had put the Captain to bed, 
and that he, the Captain, requested him to return about noon and see 
if he was all right or needed anything. Affiant does not mean to convey 
the idea that Trail put the Captain to bed because he was unable to 
prepare himself for retiring, because he went up the stairway all right; 
what is meant was that Trail covered him, and saw that he was com- 
fortable before leaving. 

A certified copy of the report of the acting coroner of Frederick 
County, Md., upon the inquest of the death of the soldier, held February 
5, 1904, shows that the testimony of George Brengle, and Arthur Trail, 
P. E. Long, and Doctor Goodell was taken as to certain facts already 
set out in their testimony, as quoted, and that upon said testimony the 
coroner rendered a verdict that soldier came to his death as result of 
inhaling illuminating gas, and that he alone was responsible for his 
death, and that it was done with suicidal intent, and a jury of inquest 
was unnecessary. 





THE ISSUE. 


The principal questions to be determined under this appeal are, 
whether the cause of the soldier’s death can be definitely known, and 
whether said cause originated during his service or can be attributed to 
said service. From the evidence it seems clear that the immediate 
cause of death was inhalation of illuminating gas. Whether this was 
the result of deliberate intent or of sudden impulse in turning on the 
gas can probably never be known; that the act, whether deliberate or 
suddenly conceived, was the result of the disease from which the soldier 
had been suffering seems well settled. The evidence all points to the 
fact that he was a great sufferer from neurasthenia and hypochon- 
driasis. These disabilities existed in the service, and he was treated 
for them in hospitals. They were the cause of his retirement from the 
service, and it is well shown that they continued to exist in aggravated 
form continuously after said retirement. It is also a fact, however, 
that he had manifested symptoms of extreme nervous trouble for sev- 
eral years before his entry into the Marine Corps. He had referred 
repeatedly to his condition of health and his distaste for his environ- 
ment to such an extent that his friends regarded him as extremely pes- 
simistic and disposed to exaggerate his troubles. All this time, how- 
ever, he is stated by almost all of the witnesses to have been in fine 
physical form, apparently enjoying the best of health, being strong and 
robust and at times full of life and buoyancy. This same condition of 
physical health appears to have continued even after he left the service, 
and the only treatment given him by physicians was for the disordered 
nerves, except for one attack of disease of liver. 

It may be stated here relative to the intimation that the soldier was 
intoxicated that the fact is not well substantiated. It is not shown 
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that he ever was addicted to the liquor habit or drank to excess at any 


time. It is shown that he had had a very bad night and was unable 
to sleep; that he arose early and went away from his home, meeting 
a friend about 7 o’clock in the morning, who gave him a milk punch. 
Immediately after that he was in the company of another friend who 
was a drinking man, and it is not unlikely that the two had drunk to- 
gether, and for this reason it may be presumed that he was somewhat 
under the influence of liquor, but was not intoxicated. The very fact 
that he sought a room in the hotel where he could lie down would in- 
dicate that the liquor he had taken had affected him considerably. At 
the same time it is not safe to say that on this account alone the sol- 
dier was incapable of connected thought and control of his actions. 
It may have deadened his sensibilities to some extent or prevented 
him from realizing the full significance of his contemplated act, but 
his suicide was undoubtedly due primarily, and almost exclusively, to 
his extreme nervous disorders. It is equally well established that 
there was no other disease or disability existing which would probably 
have led to his death. ; ; 

It being apparently well settled, therefore, that the soldier’s mind 
was upset by the neurasthenia and hypochondriasis, and that in this 
condition he committed suicide, it only remains to be determined whether 
these disabilities can be regarded as due to his military service. It is 
contended in the appeal that they were results of the climatic condi- 
tions in the Philippine Islands. From the evidence in the case this 
can not be regarded as shown, and it is doubtful whether the fact can 
be demonstrated, since the character of the soldier's service is not de- 
scribed, and the record shows that no act of duty was responsible for 
said disabilities. It may be true that his service in the islands tended 
to aggravate his nervous troubles, but, as has been pointed out, there is 
the testimony of several friends and associates clearly showing the ex 
istence in a mild degree at least of the very symptoms which were af- 
terwards manifested in an extreme manner. It has been often held 
that mere aggravation in service of a preexisting disability did rt 
create a pensionable status, and the facts seem to justify the conclu- 
sion that the disabilities of record were mere aggravations of the nervy- 
ous trouble from which he had suffered previous to his entry into the 
service. 

This conclusion is the better justified because it is well established 
that there was nothing of heredity to cause the nervous trouble in the 
soldier. No other members of his family have manifested any symp 
toms of the same at any time, nor was it a mere predisposition, such 
as might warrant the holding that the service was the means of de- 
veloping the trouble in the form which proved so disastrous. On the 
contrary, both disabilities, neurasthenia and hypochondriasis, appear 
to have been actual facts, existing in a mild form it is true, but observ 
able by various friends and associates, and of a progressive character 
which no changes of climate or conditions were able to retard or cure. 
It must be held, therefore, that the service was not responsible for the 
conditions which led to the soldier's death. For these reasons the re- 
jection of this claim was fully warranted. Action aflirmed. 

Very respectfully, 
E. A. HItcHcock. 

The COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 

Accompanying the bill is the following letter, without particular 
date, addressed to the chairman of this committee by Dr. 8S. W. 
Bogan, of this city, for many years the soldier’s attending physician : 

WASHINGTON, D. C., December —, 190}. 


Dear Sir: Mrs. Mary L. Faunt Le Roy, widow of the late Capt. 
Robert P. Faunt Le Roy, of the United States Marine Corps, informs 
me that she is applying to Congress to grant her the pension which the 
Pension Bureau denied her. 

As the family physician of Captain Faunt Le Roy since 1885, I deem 
it a duty to say that this is an especially meritorious case, and one 
appealing strongly to the conscience and the justice of Congress. The 
Captain left a helpless family, consisting of his wife and three chil- 
dren, to be educated and cared for, and very little means for their sup- 
port. I want to say that there is no shadow of doubt in my mind that 
his death was the direct result of disability incurred in the service. 

In this connection I beg to call your attention to the decision of the 
honorable Secretary of the Interior in this ease, which I have carefully 
read. It seems to me that this very clear report of the honorable Sec 
retary ought to free the case from all difficulty and make the way clear 
for favorable action by Congress in the matter, since the adverse de 
cision of the Department is clearly shown to rest on a doubt upon one 
single fact, which doubt, I think, it will easily appear arises out of an 
abundance of caution. 

The honorable Secretary says, on page 29 of his typewritten decision, 
that it is “ well settled that soldier’s mind was upset by the neuras- 
thenia and hypochondriasis, and that in this condition he committed 


suicide.” He thus finds a clearly pensionable case, but a doubt is 
raised in his mind as to whether the nervous and mental conditions 
which caused death were actually developed in the service, or merely 
aggravated thereby. This doubt is predicated on the statement in the 
testimony of several of the witnesses‘ that they regarded Mr. Faunt Le 
Roy before his entrance into the service as inclined to be ** pessimistic,” 
and certain statements made by the soldier himself while contined in 
the Yokohama hospital as to diseases from which he had suffered before 
entering the service. These statements, as I testified, were purely the 
hallucinations of his mental disorder, and all the testimony goes to 
show that they had no foundation in fact. 

I can add nothing to my testimony in the case, which is correctly 
summarized on pages 16 and 17 of the honorable Secretary's review 
of the case. I have sworn from my knowledge of Captain Faunt Le 


Roy as his family physician for thirteen years prior to his appoint 
ment in the Marine Corps, that “he had no habits of dissipation and 
was a healthy man in all respects.” 


Corroborative of my testimony on this point is the fact, which 
stands out conspicuously in the testimony, that for nine consecutive 
years immediately preceding his appointment in the Marine Corps he 
was a bookkeeper in the prominent banking house of Riggs & Co. 
The testimony of his coemployees in the bank during this period is 
uniformly confirmatory of his complete efficiency in the exacting and 
intricate work of bank bookkeeping. 

The testimony of Edward F. Looker, on page 11, is a fair sample of 
the others. He swears that— 

“He was a conscientious man and a No. 1 bookkeeper, and could 


perform all the duties which came to him in his work. He often did 
night work, and the quality of his work at the time he left the bank 
was as good as in previous years, or even better.” 

While this testimony may not to the mind of the honorable Secre 
tary prove to the point of demonstration a negation of the fact that 
the soldier was suffering at the time he entered the service from 
neurasthenia and hypochondriasis, even in a “mild form,” it seems 
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to me it ought to afford sufficient evidence to the minds of your hon- 
orable committee and of Congress of the trivial grounds upon which 
this most worthy claim has been rejected. 

If the ease of Captain Faunt Le Roy stood alone among the soldiers 
who served in the Philippines, the doubt which has been made decisive 
of this case might stand on firmer grounds, but we have only to con- 
sult the records of the Government Hospital for the Insane and other 
similar institutions to find a large number of cases of strong, healthy 
soldiers who, after a few months’ service in that peculiar climate, have 
returned home complete mental and nervous wrecks, like this officer. 

His case is, therefore, not an isolated one, and I indulge the hope, 
from what I know of Congressional action in these matters, that the 
unfortunate family of this officer, who have been impoverished by his 
untimely death, will not have their application rejected. 


Very truly, yours, 
S. W. Bogan, M. D., 
421 @ Street NW. 
Hon. Porter J. MCCUMBER, 
Chairman Committee on Pensions, United States Senate. 


Mrs. Faunt Le Roy was married to the officer November 14, 1884, 
and is now about 42 years of age. She is practically destitute, having 
no property and no income except from a small life insurance and such 
ae living as she can make through her own labor in keeping a 

oarding house. She is not strong physically, and has two minor 
children to support and educate, one of whom, Robert H. Faunt Le 
Roy, is under the age of 16 years. 

The only issue in this case as appears from the decision of Secretary 
Hitchcock is as to the officer’s prior soundness, and this is a matter to 
which your committee has always accorded liberal and sympathetic 
consideration. The law as it exists provides that the entry of a soldier 
into service shall be presumptive evidence of his soundness, but it is 
& much-mooted question as to whether the law should not go further 
and provide that the examination and acceptance of a soldier into 
service as a sound man should be conclusive evidence of his freedom 
from disability at that time. 

However this may be, your committee believe that the doubt in this 
case should be resolved in favor of the claimant and that she should be 
granted a rate of $20 per month and an additional allowance of $2 per 
month for her minor child under the age of 16 years, this being the 
mee she would have received had her claim been allowed at the 

ureau. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 

ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES V. WILLIAMS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 6042) granting an 
increase of pension to James V. Williams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
V. Williams, late of Company E, Mormon Battalion, Iowa Volunteers, 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. LouDENSLAGER) is 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


as follows: 
referred the bill (S. 6042) 


granting an inerease of pension to James V. Williams, have considered | 


the same and respectfully report as follows: 
Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 3273, 


this session, and 


the same fully setting forth the facts, is adopted by your committee | 


as their report, and the bill is returned with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

The Senate report is as follows: 

‘““James V. Williams, whose post-office address is Monroe, Utah, was 
a soldier of the Mexican war, and served in Company EB, Mormon Bat- 
talion, Iowa Volunteers, from July 16, 1846, to July 16, 1847, when 
honorably discharged. He also served in Company A, Mormon Volun- 
teers, from July 20, 1847, to March 14, 1848, and was again honorably 
discharged. 

“Claimant fs now receiving the pension of $12 per month provided 
by the acts of January 29, 1587, and January 5, 1893, for the totally 
disabied and destitute veterans of the Mexican war. 

“Claimant was born December 13, 1828, and is consequently over 76 
years old. The evidence in his case shows that he suffers from an 
affection of left arm, lameness in back and legs, deafness, and the 
infirmities of old age, and is wholly incapacitated for manual! labor. 
The evidence further shows that his only possessions are an old log 
cabin and a little rocky, sterile land, practically worthless and uncul- 
tivable, 
mor ). 


rt It also appears that he has a blind wife and a son of unsound 
mind 


dependent upon him for support. 

here are numerous precedents for increasing the pensions of the 
aged, totally disabled, and destitute survivors of the Mexican war, and 
the foregoing facts bring this case fully within such precedents.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- | 
if 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
MATTHEW F. LOCKE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6155) granting an 
| 


increase of pension to Matthew F. Locke. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
re authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
d 


ns ar mitations of the pension laws, the name of Matthew 
or ¢ mpany F, 


e is now receiving. 
Mr. LouDENSLAGER) is as follows: 
on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6155) 


rease 
etfully report as follows: 

mpanied by Senate Keport No. 3019, this session, 

*tting forth the facts is adopted by your committee 

the bill is returned with a favorable recommenda- 


ort is as follows 


. Locke, of Little Rock, Ark., was a soldier in the Mexi- 


and that his only means of support is his pension of $12 per | 





} First Regiment Mississippi Volunteer In- | 
Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per | 
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can war and served in Company F, First Regiment Mississippi Volun- 
teer Infantry, from June 8, 1846, to June 10, 1847, and was honorably 
discharged. 

“ He is now in receipt of a pension of $12 per month under the serv- 
ice acts of January 29, 1887, and March 3, 1903. 

“ Soldier was born July 10, 1824, and is consequently upward of 80 
years old. The papers on file in the Pension Bureau show that he suf- 
fers from impaired sight and hearing and other disabilities incident to 
extreme old age, and is wholly incapacitated for manual labor or for 
earning a support. It further eee that the little property he owns, 
and probably worth about $3, , is encumbered by mortgages for one- 
half its value, and the rents he receives therefrom are largely consumed 
in interest, taxes, repairs, insurance, and like necessary charges, leav- 
ing but little for his support. Aside from this and his small pension, he 
has no other resources, and he has a considerable family dependent upon 
him for support. 

“Claimant’s extreme old age and poverty and total disability warrant 
the increase proposed in the bill, the passage of which is recommended.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


FANNIE C. AVIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6171) granting an 
increase of pension to Fannie C. Avis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Its 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fannie 
Cc. Avis, widow of Edward 8S. Avis, late first lieutenant, Highteenth 
Regiment United States Infantry, and captain, United States Army, re- 
tired, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. LouDENSLAGER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6171) 
granting an increase of pension to Fannie C. Avis, bave considered the 
same and respectfully report as follows: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 3244, this session, and 
the same fully setting forth the facts is adopted by your committee as 
their report, and the bill is returned with a favorable recommendation. 

The Senate report is as follows: 

“Fannie C. Avis, of Newark, Del., is the widow of Edward 8. Avis, 
late first lieutenant, Eighteenth egpenant United States Infantry, and 
captain, United States Army, retired. 

“The military history of Edward S. Avis, as it appears upon the 
records of the War Department, shows that he was a cadet at the 
United States Military Academy from June 14, 1876, to June 12, 1880, 
when graduated and appointed second lieutenant. Fifth Regiment, United 
States Infantry. He was promoted first lieutenant, Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
November 11, 1890; was transferred to Bighteenth Infantry July 20, 
1891, and was retired with the rank of captain April 26, 1898, on ac- 
— of disability from chronic rheumatic synovitis incurred in the lina 
of duty. 

“Captain Avis’s early service was rendered against hostile Indians 
in the West. He was with his regiment at Fort Keogh, Mont., and 
Fort Buford, N. Dak., for two years, and he was in the field in 
Montana with Major Merrill’s command from July to December, 1882. 
He was with his regiment at Fort Ringgold, Tex., in 1888, and from 
September of that year to September 1, 1891, he was commandant of cadets 
and professor of mathematics at the West Virginia University, at Mor- 
gantown, W. Va. He then served with his regiment at various posts 
in Texas to December, 1896, and was on sick leave and under medical 
treatment until the date of his retirement with the rank of captain. 

“While on the retired list Captain Avis was on duty as professor 
of military seclence at Delaware College, Newark, Del., from September 
1, 1899, to August 5, 1902, and at the time of his death was president 
of the North Georgia Agricultural .College, at Dahionega, Ga. 

“Captain Avis died April 2, 1904, of disease of heart, incurred dur- 
ing his active service, and his widow, Fannie C. Avis, is now receiving 
a general-law pension of $17 per month. She was married to him De- 
cember 5, 1882, and is now about 39 years of age. 

“It is shown by evidence filed with this committee that Mrs. Avis is 
in greatly reduced circumstances, her income from invested money left 
by her husband being but $225 per year, and this with her pension is 
her only means of support. It further appears from the evidence of her 
physician that she is in impaired health and unable to accept any po- 
sition to add to her support. 

“There are numerous precedents for increasing the pensions of the 
needy and deserving widows of officers who rendered long and faithful 
service in the Army, and the facts stated above bring this case fully 
within such precedents.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


| ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES NORRIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (8S. 6289) granting a 
pension to Charles Norris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
Norris, late of the Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, war with 
Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. LoupENSLAGER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6289) 
granting a pension to Charles Norris, have considered the same and re- 


| spectfully report as follows: 


oO” 


Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 3276, this session, 


| and the same, fully setting forth the facts, is — by your commit- 
pension to Matthew F. Locke, have considered | 


tee as their report, and the bill is returned with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

The Senate report is as follows: 

“Charles Norris served during the Mexican war from April 6, 1848, 
to June 20, 1848, as a private recruit for the Third Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteers. He was pensioned at $8 per month under the Mexican war 
service act of January 29, 1887, and his rate was increased to $12 
per month under the act of January 5, 1893, but his name was dropped 
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from the pension roll in August, 1902, on the ground that he did not 
serve sixty days in Mexico, on the coasts or frontier thereof, or en 
route thereto during the war with that nation. The records also show 
that he received bounty land warrant for 160 acres on account of his 
service. 

“It appears from the records that soldier enlisted April 6, 1848, at 
Oldtown, Ky., and was mustered in at Newport Barracks, Ky., and 
sent with a detachment of recruits toward Mexico, but by the time they 
reached New Orleans the war had ended, and their services being no 
longer required they were returned to Newport Barracks, Ky., and 
mustered out June 20, 1848. He was en route for Mexico for some 
portion of his enlistment, how long is not shown, but pee less 
than sixty days required by the act of January 29, 1887. That he 
did not serve in Mexico during the war with that country is due to 
no fault of his, however, as he enlisted solely for the xican war 
and was on his way thereto when the war ended. He stood ready 
for duty and service in that war and is equitably entitled to the bene- 
fits of all existing laws providing pensions to the survivors thereof. 

“Claimant is over 77 years of age, is in destitute circumstances, and 
is totally disabled for manual labor. The fact that he was allowed 
$12 per month under the act of January 5, 1893, establishes these 
points. 

“Your committee are of opinion that claimant’s pension should be 
restored to him. 


“The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommenda- 
tion that it pass.” 


The bill was order to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed, 


RICHARD B. DICKINSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6344) granting an 
increase of pension to Richard B. Dickinson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard 
B. Dickinson, late of Company E, Battalion 9 & Volunteers, war 
with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. LoupDENSLAGER) is as follows: 
I J 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6344) 
granting an increase of pension to Richard B. Dickinson, have con- 
sidered the same and respectfully report as follows: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 3184, this session, and 
the same fully setting forth the facts is adopted by your committee as 
their report, and the bill is returned with a favorable recommendation. 

The Senate report is as follows: 

“ Richard B. Dickinson, of Itasca, Hill County, Tex., served in the 
Mexican war from October 20, 1847, to June 28, 1848, as a private in 


Company KE, Battalion Mississippi Volunteers, and is now receiving | 


the pension of $12 per month, provided by the service acts of January 
29, 1887, and January 5, 1893. 

“Claimant is upward of 78 years old. The ae on file at the 
Pension Bureau, including a report of a board of examining surgeons, 
show that he suffers from heart disease, rheumatism, catarrh, disease 
of kidneys and bladder, and is wholly incapacitated for the perform- 
ance of manual labor. It is also shown that he has no property what- 
ever and no means of support aside from his pension of $12 per month. 

“There are many cases in which increase of pension by special act 
has been allowed to the totally disabled and destitute veterans of the 
Mexican war, and this is a case where justice demands similar action.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
RICHARD E. HYDE. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 6348) granting an 
increase of pension to Richard E. Hyde. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard | 


B. Hyde, late of Company E, Third Regiment Missouri Mounted Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I call for the reading of the re- 
port. 


The Clerk read the report (by Mr. LOUDENSLAGER), as fol- 
lows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6348) 
granting an increase of pension to Richard BE. Hyde, have considered 
the same and respectfully report as follows: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 3196, this session, 
and the same fully setting forth the facts is adopted by your com- 
mittee as their report, and the bill is returned with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

The Senate report is as follows: 

* Richard E. Hyde, of Midway, Tex., served in the Mexican war from 
May 5, 1847, to August 25, 1848, as a private in Company E, Third 
Regiment Missouri Mounted Volunteers, and is now receiving the pen- 
sion of $12 per month allowed by existing laws to the totally disabled 
and destitute veterans of the Mexican war. 

“Claimant was born November 14, 1829, and is consequently over 75 
years old. It appears from the papers on file in the Pension Bureau 
that he is a chronic sufferer from hemorrhoids and rheumatism, and the 
infirmities of age, and is a confirmed invalid from those causes, and is 
unable to perform manual labor or to earn a support. It further ap- 
pears that he has no erat, and no resources of any kind and no 
means of support except his pension. 

“There are numerous precedents for legislation of this character, in 


view of which your committee report the bill back favorably with a 
recommendation that it pass.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 





SAMUEL LEWIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6402) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Lewis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the eee and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Lewis, late of Company C, Iowa Battalion, Mormon Volunteers, war 
with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the re- 
port. I want to say that the time has come when all the re- 
ports ought to be read, that the country may know why we are 
passing these pension bills. There is nothing in the world to 
show upon what evidence or basis they are passed. Nothing but 
the bill goes into the Recorp. We just grind them out by the 
thousand, and nobody knows why it is done. Now, I propose to 
demand the reading of all the reports hereafter as we come to 
them. 

The report (by Mr. LouDENSLAGER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6402) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel Lewis, have considered the 
same and respectfully report as follows: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 3270, this session, and 
the same fully setting forth the facts is adopted by your committee as 
their report, and the bill is returned with a favorable recommendation. 

The Senate report is as follows: 

“Samuel Lewis, of Ramah, N. Mex., was a soldier in the Mexican 
war and served from July 16, 1846, to July 16, 1847, as a private in 
Company C, Iowa Battalion, Mormon Volunteers. 

“Claimant is now receiving a pension of $12 per month under the 
Mexican war-service acts of January 29, 1887, and March 3, 1903. He 
is 75 years of age, and suffers from impaired sight, fracture of right 
arm, and general debility, and is wholly incapacitated for the perform 
ance of manual labor. It also appears that he owns no property, and 
has no means of support aside from his pension of $12 per month. 
These facts are all substantiated by evidence filed with this committee. 

**In view of soldier's advanced age, total disability, and extreme pov 
erty, and in the light of numerous precedents for increasing the pen- 
sions of the aged, totally disabled, and destitute veterans of the Mexi- 
can war, your committee report the bill back favorably with a recom 


|} mendation that it pass.” 





The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CYRELL BOUTIETTE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6438) granting a 
pension to Cyrell Boutiette. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby authorized and directed to place on the pension roli, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Cyrell Boutiette, late scout and guide in the military service of the 
United States, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. LOUDENSLAGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6438) 
granting a pension to Cyrell Boutiette, have considered the same and 
respectfully report as follows: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 3103, this session, and 
the same fully setting forth the facts is adopted by your committee 
as their report, and the bill is returned with a favorable recommen- 
dation. 

The Senate report is as follows: 

“ Cyrell Boutiette, of Wahpeton, N. Dak., was a scout and guide in the 
United States Army and served in the Northwest country under Gen. 
Henry H. Sibley during 1864 and 1865. He took part in several expe 
ditions against hostile Sioux Indians, and with other scouts located 
Fort Rice on the banks of the Missouri River and also located and 
built Fort Wadsworth, Dak. T. During one of the expeditions 
against the Indians claimant was accidentally wounded in the left 
leg, for which he was treated in hospital and by which he has been 
disabled ever since. 

“Claimant's service as a scout is a matter of record in the War 
Department a_ report from the Quartermaster-General of the Army 
on file in the Pension Bureau showing his employment as a scout from 
May 23, 1864, to September 30, 1864. 

“The hospital records on file in the War Department show claim 
ant’s treatment for wound, he having been admitted to post hospital 
at Fort Wadsworth,, Dak. T., September 29, 1864, with gunshot 
wound, and was treated to October 17, 1864. 

* Claimant made application for pension at the Bureau January 14, 
1885, but, not having been a regularly enlisted man of the Army, his 
application was denied, and for this reason he appeals to Congress for 
relief. He was examined by a surgeon for the Bureau March 18, 1SS5, 
and his disability from wound and results rated at $12 per month. 

“ Evidence filed with this committee from some of claimant's fellow 
scouts confirms the records regarding his service and wound. One of 
these scouts, William L. Quinn, was pensioned by special act during 
the third session of the Fitty-fifth Congress for the service rendered 
with General Sibley during the war. 

“Claimant is now well advanced in years, in destitute 
stances, and unable through sickness and age to earn a living 

“ While claimant was not mustered into the military service yet he 
performed emergency service in connection with the Army and 
wounded, and his case comes within the rules of this committee 

“In view of this fact and the further fact that one of the sccuts 


circum 


was 


who served with him has been pensioned by special act, your m- 
mittee are of opinion that justice requures similar action in this case. 
“The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommenda 


tion that it pass.” 


Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to ask that 
the reports be printed in the Recorp, but not read? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can be done by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. MADDOX. Then I ask unanimous consent that here- 
after the reports be not read, but printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the request 
of the gentleman from Georgia will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 





JANE JOHNS. 


—— 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6550) granting a 
pension to Jane Johns. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane 
Johns, widow of William W. Johns, late of Captain Jernigan’s com- 
pany, Florida Volunteers, Seminole Indian disturbance of 1849 to 1852, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The report (by Mr. LOUDENSLAGER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6550) 
granting a pension to Jane Johns, have considered the same and re- 
spectfully report as follows: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate report No. 3213, this session, 
and the same, fully setting forth the facts, is adopted by your com- 
mittee as their report, and the bill is returned with a favorable 
recommendation. 

The Senate report is as follows: 

“Jane Johns, of Peoria, Clay County, Fla., is the widow of William 
W. Johns, who is shown by the records of the Treasury Department to 
have served from May 3, 1852, to September 5, 1852, as a private in 
Capt. A. Jernigan’s company of Florida Volunteers. 

‘Claimant applied at the Bureau December 20, 1902, under the In- 
dian war service acts of July 27, 1892, and June 27, 1902, but her appli- 
cation was rejected April 6, 1904, on the ground that the soldier's 
service in Florida in the year 1852 was not rendered in connection 
with any recognized Indian war. 

“The act of June 27, 1902, under which the widow's claim was 
particularly made, provides recognition in the way of pensions for 
those soldiers and the widows of those soldiers who served thirty days 
in the Florida wars with the Seminole Indians, from 1842, to 1858, 
inclusive. It is the holding of the Pension Bureau that the records of 
the War Department show no war with the Seminole Indians in 
Florida in 1852, and it is solely on this ground that the claim of the 
widow was rejected. 

‘It is observed that the service rendered by the soldier was in a 
volunteer organization entirely, and why volunteer troops should take 
the field or be called into service unless a war or disturbance was 
existent is not explained. It may not be that war in the strict sense 
of the term then existed, but that trouble with the Indians or a dis- 
turbance so called did exist at that time is evident by the use of vol- 
unteer troops in the emergency. 

‘Soldier's service was recognized by the Government as is evidenced 
by the fact that the muster rolls of his command are on file in the 
Office of the Auditor for the War Department, and from them the 
exact dates of his service are taken. The denial of pension to the 
widow under the act of June 27, 1902, is evidently somewhat of a 
hange of front on the part of the Bureau, as the papers on file in this 
aim show that at least two comrades of the soldier who served with 
im in the same command and at the same time are now receiving pen- 
ions under the act above cited, on account of their Indian war service. 

‘Soldier died August 14, 1893. Claimant was married to him May 
29, 1856. She is about 65 years of age, and it is shown that she is in 


i -s & 


very feeble health, and is destitute and dependent upon the charity of | 


others for support. 4 

“ Your committee are of opinion that claimant is entitled to a pen- 
sion under the act of June 27, 1902, which was intended, as they be- 
lieve, to include the service rendered by her soldier husband.” 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


STEPHEN DAMPIER. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 6654) granting an 


ncrease of pension to Stephen Dampier. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


ty 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 


hers ¢ horized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen | 
Dar r. late of Capt. J. G. Dell's company, Florida Volunteers, Semi- 
! j n war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $15 per month | 
f that he is now receiving. 
The report (by Mr. LoupENSLAGER) is as follows: 
Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6654) 
‘ an increase of pension to Stephen Dampier, have considered 
i respectfully report as follows: 
panied by Senate Report No. 3214, this session, and 
f y setting forth the facts is adopted by your committee as 
nd the | is returned with a favorable recommendation. 
J Senate report is as follows 
s Dampier, of Gainesville, Fla., served in the Seminole In- 
dian war from August 2, 1849, to October 26, 1849, as a private in | 
Cay J. G. Dell's company of Florida Volunteers, and is now pen- 
ned at $8 per month under the Indian war-service acts of July 27, 
1892. and Jui 27, 1902 
7 Claimant was born February 15, 1833, and is consequently nearly 
82 years old It is shown that he is biind in the right eye, and that 
the sight of the right eye is much impaired, and that he is in a 
very feeble condition, wholly incapacitated from performing any labor. 
so appears from papers on file in the Pension Bureau that he is | 
in vé needy circumstances, and it is declared that his condition in 
every way is pathetic. 
I ; are many precedents for pensions of the aged and poverty- 


stricken veterans of the old Indian wars, in view of which your com- 
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mittee report the bill back favorably with a recommendation that it 
pass.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ABRAM H. BEDELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18116) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Abram H. Bedell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abram 
H. Bedell, late of Company H, Ninth Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Brapiey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18116) granting an increase of pension to Abram H. Bedell, sub- 
mit the following report: 
wa increase of pension from $12 to $50 per month is sought in the 

_Mr. Bedell, now 60 years of age, served as a private in Company H, 
Ninth New Hampshire Infantry, from December 19, 1863, to June 2 
1865, when honorably discharged. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of partial loss of the right index 
and middle fingers, rheumatism, and resulting disease of heart. 

He was formerly pensioned under the general law at $5 per month 
on account of chronic bronchitis. 

The soldier injured his right hand in a circular saw in 1867. 

When last examined, in May, 1901, the board of surgeons found him 
so disabled from nearly complete anchylosis of both ankle joints and 
partial anchylosis of both knees—the result of rheumatism—as to re- 
quire the aid and attendance of another person, he being unable to 
— or undress himself, and that he was unable to walk without 
crutches, 

The board then also found him to be suffering from mitral insuffi- 
ciency and hypertrophy of the left ventricle. 

The soldier made a claim for rheumatism under the general law in the 
Pension Bureau, and the records of the War Department show that he 
was treated in hospital for chronic rheumatism in May and June, 1864, 
but’ has stated in a communication filed with your committee that it 
was impossible for him to complete said claim by reason of the death 
or removal of his witnesses to parts unknown. 

Papers filed with your committee set forth the soldier’s physical con- 
dition as above stated, and that he has no means of support other than 
the pension which he is now receiving. 

The soldier’s helpless physical condition and his destitution make his 
case a worthy one for relief by Congress, hence an increase of his pen- 
sion to $30 per month is proper and in line with numerous precedents. 
‘ — passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
ollows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


DEBORAH W. ANNABLE. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14893) granting 


| a pension to Deborah W. Annable. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of De- 
borah W. Annable, widow of Capt. Thomas H. Annable, late of Com- 
pany F, Twenty-sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 14893) granting a pension to Deborah W. Annable, submit the 
following report: 

This bill proposes to increase the pension of the beneficiary named 
therein from $8 to $20 per month. 

Thomas H. Annable, the officer named in the bill, served as captain 
of Company F, Twenty-sixth Massachusetts Infantry, from September 
26, 1861, to September 18, 1864, when his resignation, based upon a 


| surgeon's certificate showing him to be suffering from cardiac disease, 


was accepted. 

The medical records of the War Department show that he was suf- 
fering in 1864 and granted leave of absence by reason of congestive 
fever. 

He was pensioned under the general law in 1866 at $15 per month 
from the date of his discharge on account of disease of heart and was 
in receipt of such pension until December 4, 1872. 

His name was dropped from the rolls by reason of his failure to 
claim pension. 

He applied for restoration to the rolls in September, 1890. This 
claim, however, was rejected in May, 1903, upon the ground that there 
was no medical or other ran evidence of the continuous ex- 
istence from the date of dropping of the alleged disease of heart. 

Hie applied for pension under the act of June 27, 1890, in November, 
1891, and this claim was allowed in October, 1901, subsequent to his 
death, at $8 per month from November 2, 1891, and the pension which 
so accrued was paid to the beneficiary as his widow up te the date of 
his death on October 8, 1901. 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 56 years of age, who mar- 
ried the officer on April 18, 1866, is now pensioned under the act of 
June 27, 1890, at $8 per month upon proof that she was the officer's 
legal widow and was wholly dependent upon her daily labor. 

Her claim under the general law was rejected in May, 1903, upon 
the ground that there was no satisfactory evidence in the case tending 
to connect the soldier's fatal bronchitis or albuminuria with his mili- 
tary service, 
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It was shown upon testimony obtained during the special examina- 
tion of the case that the officer for years prior to his death was a suf- 
ferer from catarrh of the stomach and functional weakness of the 
heart; that during his last illness he could only take liquid food, and 
finally died of bronchitis and albuminuria. 

The beneficiary lived apart from her husband since 1883, they hav- 
ing agreed to separate, but no divorce was ever sought by either 
party, and she supported herself by canvassing and writing articles 
for the press, and is shown to be a refined and cultured woman, broken 
in health and spirit, and absolutely without means of support except 
the pension of $8 per month. 

The probabilities are that the officer’s death if not directly was indl- 
rectly a result of his long and faithful service of three years, in view 
of which your committee believes that an increase of the wiodw’s pen- 
sion to the rate allowed under the general law to the widow of a cap- 
tain, namely, $20 per month, is justified, and the passage of the bill is 
therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ captain.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Company,” strike out the word “of” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 

In line 9, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Deborah W. Annable.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DANIEL J. MEEDS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18132 
an increase of pension to Daniel J. Meeds. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


granting 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 
J. Meeds, late of Company I, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Suttoway) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill | 


(H. R. 18132) 

submit the following report: 

<* increase of pension from $20 to $40 per month is sought in the 
l 


Mr. Meeds, now 80 years of age, served as a private in Company I, 
First Maine Cavalry, from August 23, 1862, to May 28, 1865, when 
honorably discharged, and is now —— under the general law at 
$20 per month on account of total deafness of the left and slight of 
the right ear. 

The soldier’s claim on account of loss of the right eye and loss of 
sight of the left eye, alleged as a result of a shell explosion over 
his head in 1865, at or near Five Forks, Va., was rejected by the Pen- 
sion Bureau in January, 1905, upon the ground of no record or medi- 
cal evidence in service or at discharge and that there was no evident 
connection between the described condition of the eyes and loss of 
sight and the alleged shell explosion. 

The soldier is shown to be totally blind, and in the opinion of the 
Pension Bureau the blindness was the result of glaucoma. 

While it was shown that the soldier’s deafness was caused by the 
shell explosion, no proof, however, was filed by the soldier tending 
to show any affection of the sight in the service or since. 


It is shown that the right eye was removed twelve years ago for | 


neuralgia, probably the neuralgia of glaucoma. 


The statement of Hon. Amos L. ALLEN, the Member who introduced 


the bill, filed in the Pension Bureau, sets forth that the soldier re- 
quires the constant attendance of another person, and that it is the 
worst case in his bailiwick and the most a and that he is de- 
pendent upon his son-in-law for a support, having no means except the 
pension which he is now receiving. 

At his great age of 80 years this blind and poor soldier seeks relief 
from Congress, and in the opinion of your committee such relief is 
eminently proper. 


The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as | 


follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty’ 
word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu therof the 


MICHAEL HANBERRY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15778) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Michael Hanberry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michae! 
Hanberry, late of Company B, Tenth Regiment New Hampshire Volun 


teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. BrapLEy) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 15778) granting an increase of pension to Michael Hanberry, 
submit the following report : 
oa increase of pension from $14 to $30 per month is sought in the 

The soldier named in the bill, now 65 years of age, served as a pri- 
vate in Company B, Tenth New Hampshire Infantry, from August 7 
1862, to June 21, 1865, when honorably discharged. 


, 


The medical records of the War Department show that he was under | 


treatment for chills and debility and on account of a woun f the 
shoulder received in action at Petersburg, Va. ee 
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granting an increase of pension to Daniel J. Meeds, | 


| pendent, and is now and has been for many years in poor hi 


228) 


The files of the Pension Bureau show that he is now pensioned under 
the general law at $14 per month on account of varicose veins of the 
right leg, chronic diarrhea, shell wound of the right shoulder and left 
thigh, and malarial poisoning. 

He was also allowed a pension of $2 per month on account of rheu 
matism from the date of his discharge to December 17, 1890, when 
the Pension Bureau held that the disability had ceased to exist. 

He sought restoration to the rolls on account of that disability. 
The Pension Bureau, however, declined to restore him upon the ground 
that the disability from said disease since the date of dropping had not 
been shown. 





A claim on account of yaricose veins of the left leg as results of 
those cf the right was also rejected in November, 1902, upon the 


ground that the alleged results had no connection whatever with th 
diseased condition of the right leg. 

When last examined, by the Manchester, N. H., board 
on May 4, 1904, that board found and rated him $17 for varicose veins 
of both legs, $10 for chronic diarrhea, $10 for malaria, and $6 for di 
ease of heart. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee shows that the soldier, 
by reason of the varicose veins of both legs, which covered same from 
the ankle to the thighs, is unable to stand long or to walk without 
much suffering; that he is obliged to wear supports for the veins; tha¢é 
he also suffers much from muscular rheumatism and pain and stiffness 
of the arm and shoulder, and chronic diarrhea, is emaciated, and has a 
weak and irregular-acting heart. 

Other proof filed shows that he is entirely dependent upon the pen 
sion which he is now receiving. 

The soldier is shown to be wholly disabled by reason of the causes 
of accepted service origin, and in view of the recommendation of t 
board of surgeons of May 4, 1904, he is fully entitled to the relief 
sought in the bill, which is the rate allowed under the general law f 
total inability to perform manual labor. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


of surgeons, 


| passed. 
MARY E. CAMPBELL. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6910) granting 
| a pension to Mary EB. Campbell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t 
the provisiong and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary BE. 
Campbell, witow of James R. Campbell, late paymaster’s steward, 
United States Navy, a resident of Snow Hill, Worcester County, 
and pay her a pension of $17 per month, $15 being for the widow 
$2 for a minor child, said pension to continue during her natural li 
or eontinued widowhood. And further that this pen shall be in 
lieu of the pension said widow now receives under pension certificate 
(Navy) No. 12883. 
The report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom 
(H. R. 6910) granting a pension to Mary BP. 
lowing report: 

The bill proposes to increase the pension of the beneficiary named 
therein from $8 to $15 per month. ; 

James R. Campbell, the husband of the beneficiary, served as paymas- 








sion 


was referred t 
Campbell, submit th 


| > 
} 


} 
e {0 


ter’s steward on the U. 8S. 8S. Santiago de Cuba, United States Navy, 
from May 24, 1864, to July 12, 1865, when honorably discharged; was 
pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $6 per month for partial 


inability to earn a support by manual labor, and died May 2, 1898. 

The beneficiary, now 57 years of age, was married to him on Augt 
7, 1888, and is now and has been since May 26, 1898, a pensioner unde 
the act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month and $2 per month additional 
on account of a minor child, wpon proof that she was the sailor's legal 
widow and was dependent upon her daily labor, she having no income 
whatever and no property except « house and lot worth $650. 

Neither the sailor nor the beneficiary applied for pension under the 
general law. 

Proof filed with your committee shows that the husband of the benefi 
ciary for several years was pastor of the Presbyterian Church of Snow 
Hill, Md.; that the beneficiary is without means of and de- 
alth and : 


support 


invalid, unable to do any work except the very lightest 

The beneficiary being shown to be an invalid and destitute, an 
crease of her pension to $12 per month is justified, and in line w 
many precedents. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, and 14 and insert 
lieu thereof the words “of Mary E. Campbell, widow of James R. C 
bell, late of U. S. S. Santiago de Cuba, United States Navy. and pay he 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re 


amended 





ing, and $2 per month additional on account of the minor child of sa d 
James R. Campbell until it reaches the age of 16 years.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Mary BE. Campbell.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SILAS S. PERRY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. 
an increase of pension to 8S. 8. Perry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roli, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of S. §S 
Perry, late of Company G, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infan 
try, and Company D, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry 1d 


R. 13370) 


granting 


i 


y. a 
pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that ke is 


| now receiving. 
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The report (by Mr. Snook) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 13370) granting an increase of pension to 8S. 8. Perry, submit 
the following report: 
we increase of pension from $6 to $40 per month is sought in the 
vill. 

Silas S. Perry, now 62 years of age, is shown by the records of the 
War Department to have served as a private in Company G, Third 
Michigan Infantry, from June 10, 1861, to March 10, 1866, when hon- 
orably discharged as of Company D of the First Michigan Cavalry, to 
which transferred. 

The records of the War Department show that on the roll, dated 
June 30, 1861, the soldier was reported as left sick in Michigan, and 
that he was under treatment from July 8 to July 23, 1865, for chronic 
diarrhea. 

He is now pensioned under the general law at $6 per month on ac- 
count of chronic diarrhea and disease of lungs. 

A claim on account of a rupture of the left side was rejected in Au- 
gust, 1902, upon the ground of no record, and claimant, after a special 
examination, having been unable to prove the origin of the rupture in 
service and line of duty by satisfactory evidence. 

Some of the witnesses who testified ex parte as to the incurrence of 
the rupture were shown upon the special examination of the case to 
have no personal knowledge of the incurrence of the same, and the tes- 
timony of others was based upon hearsay, etc., and other testimony 
was given by parties not deemed reliable in pension matters, and others 
who testified ex parte had died when the case was specially examined. 

Since the rejection of his claim the soldier filed additional testimony 
from members who served with him in his company, who testified as 
to the origin of his rupture and as to his wearing a truss by reason of 
the same while in the service. 

When last examined, in July, 1902, the board of surgeons rated him 
$4 for gastric catarrh, $6 for diarrhea and piles, $10 for a complete 
hernia, and $2 for disease of lungs. 

Your committee believes that the doubts in the case as to the incur- 
rence of the rupture should be resolved in claimant's favor, in view of 
his long and faithful service, covering a period of nearly five years. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the first letter “ S.’’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Silas.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “ forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Silas S. Perry.”’ 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY S. TILLINGHAST. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13061) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry 8. Tillinghast. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
S. Tillinghast, late of Second Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. BrapLey) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(HI. R. 13061) granting an increase of pension to Henry S8. Tillinghast, 
submit the following report: - , 

An increase of pension from $30 to $72 per month is sought in the 
bill 


Dil 


rhe soldier named in the bill, now 69 years of age, served as a pri- 


vate in Company C, Second New York Cavalry, from August 10, 1861, | 


to December 23, 1861, when discharged on surgeon's certificate of dis- 
ability by reason of deafness and hydrophthalmus of the left eye. 

rhe medical records of the War Department show that he was under 
treatment while in the service for measles and otorrhea. 


le is now pensioned under the general law at $30 per month on 
nt f loss of the sight of the left eye and resulting impaired 
e right eye and total deafness of left ear. 


















The soldier's wife, in an affidavit filed in the Pension Bureau in Sep- 
tember, 1902, states that she had the personal care of the soldier for 
the last two years; that he is subject to sinking spells of vertigo; that 
his mind is also much weakened and that he is very forgetful; that he 
has to have constant watchfulness; that he has periodical attacks of 
severe pain in the head which finally settle in the bowels, confining him 
to the bed for several weeks, and that he is always under a physician's 
care; that at times he is totally blind and that whenever able to be out 
he has to have an attendant. 

Proof shows that the soldier is dependent upon his pension. 

Your committee is satisfied that the soldier at times, by reason of his 
pensioned causes, requires the aid and attendance of another person, 
but not in such a degree as to bring him within the class of persons for 
whom the general pension laws have provided a rating of $50 per month 
by reason of the necessity of frequent and periodical aid and attendance. 

Recognizing, as above stated, that aid is at times required, an increase 
of the soldier’s pension from $30 to $40 per month is believed to be just 
and proper, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when 
amended as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “‘ Second,” insert the words “ Company C.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ seventy-two ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ forty.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FIENRY D. FULTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18631) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry D. Fulton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the — laws, the name of Henry 
D. Fulton, late of Company FE, Thirtietlh Regiment Indiana Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $46 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18631) granting an increase of pension to Henry D. Fulton, sub- 
mit the following report: 

a increase of pension from $24 to $46 per month is sought in the 
pill. 

The files of the Pension Bureau show that the soldier named in the 
bill, now 59 years of age, served as a private in Company HE, Thirtieth 
Indiana Infantry, from September 12, 1862, to April 21, 1864, when 
discharged on surgeon’s certificate of disability by reason of “ gunshot 
fracture of the left shoulder, shattering the head of the humerus and 
neck and spine of scapula, received at Chickamauga September 19, 1863, 
in the line of duty.” 

He was pensioned under the general law on account of this gunshot 
wound of left shoulder, destroying the use of the left arm, at $8 per 
month from discharge, at $15 from June 6, 1866, at $18 from June 8, 
1872, and at $24 from March 3, 1883. 

He applied for increase of pension on July 10, 1903, under the pro- 
visions of the act of March 2, 1903, claiming that there was total dis- 
ability of the arm. 

The Pension Bureau, however, declined to grant him an increase of 
pension upon the ground that the left arm was not entirely useless and 
did not constitute a total disability of the arm within the meaning of 
the act; and thereupon a reissue was made to correct the name of his 
disability from gunshot wound of left shoulder destroying the use of 
the left arm to gunshot wound of left shoulder resulting in impaired use 
of the left arm. 

When last examined, by the Chicago, Ill., board of surgeons, on No- 
vember 21, 1903, that board described his disability as follows: 

“Claimant sustained a gunshot wound of the left shoulder. ‘The ball 
entered in front, emerged behind the left shoulder. ‘There is a sear 
over the outer third of the scapula 3 inches long, adherent and drag- 
ging. On the outer surface of the shoulder is a scar 3 inches long, and 
its upper end is deeply attached for about one-half inch. On the back 
at the upper and inner angle of the scapula is a scar, irregularly cir- 
cular, 1 inch in diameter, depressed and attached in its center. The 
scapula seems to be joined to the humerus and moves freely with the 
movements of the arm. 

“Owing to the marked atrophy of the shoulder muscles the bone 
and joints are very prominent. He can raise the left hand to his 
mouth in feeding himself and uses it in feeding himself and dressing 
and undressing. He also can hold objects in the left hand and has 
got motion in the wrist and elbow joint. He states that he suffers a 
good deal of pain in this shoulder joint, and it is not unlikely that 
such is the case. Giving full weight to this statement, the degree of 
disability is rated as equivalent to the loss of a hand or a foot and 
rated at $24 per month.” 

The testimony of Dr. L. F. Ingersoll, of Chicago, Ill., filed with 


| your committee, sets forth that he is fully acquainted with the sol- 


} ed cl for increase of pension alleging that be required the 
ny aid and attendance of another person. 
; sé Ss ¥ , ted, the last one in January, 1904, upon the 
t 3 ing was not warranted and that the existing 
53 ct excluded in the rating for the disease of eyes 
sery if 
s al testimony in the Pension Bureau showing 
that at times i owing to inflammation of both eyes, 
which aff s I 1 in a confused state; that on the 
laft « ft n extensive laceration of the 
- Dp Vv { : that he was also suffering 
n cl a ! I ids, gastric catarrh, nausea, 
i vomiting: that s mind was feeble at times, he was erratic in his | 
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¥ j e left eye, ¥ impaired ¥ n of the other 
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the t sr kes at times unable to use his richt | 
I ¢ ~ r f — k during which he | 
himself examination is a fair ple of what occurs as 
y as he ites, the cornea will in time become affected, with 
loss of vision, but there is no sign of such involvement as yet. | 
“ataractous opacity in the lens is so slight that I hardly think 
reduction of sight is to be expected from this, the cataract ap- 
pare being of the slowly growing and senile variety. My opinion 
is th the claimant at the present time sees very well with the right 





eye, although the acute exacerbations of the chronic conjunctivitis fre- 
quently prevent him from using his eye. 

‘Has severe deafness in the left ear.” 

The examining surgeon further stated as follows: 

“As a result of a second examination I am satisfied that this claimant 
is not perfectly mentally sound.” 











dier’s physical condition; that his left shoulder joint, including the 
upper 2 inches of the humerus, have been resected as the result of a 
gunshot wound; that the accompanying photographs give a very clear 
idea of the character and extent of the injury; that in the photo- 
graph marked “A” the left shoulder is shown and marks the entrance 
of the shot destroying the joint, the upper end of long bone, and deltoid 
muscle; that in the photograph marked “B” is shown the exit of the 
shot, and that it must have and did carry away quite a large piece of 
the shoulder blade; that the scar marked “B” in photograph “B” 
shows location of a large abscess which destroyed much of the tissues. 

Again, photograph “A” shows a point on the collar bone which is 
exceedingly sensitive much of the time and tends to cause a feeling of 
considerable depression; that the soldier can not raise his left arm out 
from the body and can not raise his hand to the head; that his 
shoulder is deformed and much shrunken from the destruction of bone 
and large muscles; that there is practically loss of ‘function may be 
easily seen by observing the photographs; that had the left arm been 
entirely shot away at the elbow his condition would have been vastly 
better than it now is; and that his condition now is that of total 
uselessness of the arm for all practical purposes. 

The statement of Hon. W. W. WILSON, the Member who introduced 
the bill, filed with your committee, sets forth that from his own per- 
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sonal knowledge he knows the statements contained in the affidavit of 
Doctor Ingersoll to be true; that the soldier has entirely lost the use 
of his arm; that he is unable to use it, one might say, for any purpose 
whatever, and that he had not been able to labor for a number of years; 
that he is in no better shape, as far as earning a livelihood is concerned, 
than a man who has only one arm or who has total disability in the 
same, and that he is fully entitled to the rate provided by law for total 
disability of an arm—namely, $46 per month. 

Your committee is satisfied that the gunshot wound of the shoulder 
almost practically destroys the use of the arm, and while perhaps not 
amounting to total disability in the arm within the —s of the 
pension laws, your committee is satisfied that the disability from the 
arm is such as to fully warrant an increase of the soldier’s pension 
from $24 to $36 per month, and therefore recommends the passage of 
the bill when the same shall have been amended as follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ forty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty-six.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MYRTLE COLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18432) granting 
a pension to Myrtle Cole. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Myrtle 
Cole, helpless daughter of Thomas Cole, late of Company K, Second 
Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Deemer) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 18432) granting a pension to Myrtle Cole, submit the following 
report : 

The bill proposes to pension the beneficiary named therein as the 
helpless daughter of Thomas Cole, late of Company K, Second New 
York Cavalry, at $12 per month. 

The soldier named in the bill served as a private in Company tf 
First New York Veteran Volunteer Cavalry, from September 7, 1864, 
to June 5, 1865, when honorably discharged as of Company K, Second 
New York Cavalry, to which transferred. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


He was a pensioner under the general law at $2 per month on ac- | 


count of an injury to the right ankle, and died December 24, 1890. 

Frances Cole, his widow, who married him on November 20, 1868, 
was pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month from 
February 8, 1897, upon proof that she had not remarried since his 
death, and was wholly dependent upon her daily labor. 

She stated in her application for pension that the soldier left surviv- 
ing him a child, Myrtle, born July 5, 1876, who had been a helpless 
cripple ever since her birth, but inasmuch as said child was over 16 
years of age at the date of the widow's application she was barred from 
receiving an additional pension on account of said child. 

From proof filed with your committee it appears that the beneficiary 
named in the bill, whose post-office address is Lawrenceville. Tioga 
County, Pa., is a child of the soldier; that she was physically deficient 
at birth and weighed only 2 pounds; that she remained feeble and 
helpless from birth, and as she grew older was never able to bear her 
weight upon her foot; that her condition became worse from a severe 
attack of paralysis, following which she was rendered entirely helpless; 
that she is now unable to stand upon her feet, and can only creep on 
her knees; that her mental condition is much below normal; that her 
mother, the widow of the soldier, died May 28, 1904, since which time 
that beneficiary had been an object of charity and extreme pity, de 
pendent upon her friends for the necessaries of life, besides requiring 
constant help in her daily life. 

It having been shown that the beneficiary was a cripple and helpless 
from birth and is now an object of charity, the relief sought in the bill 
is fully warranted under the rules of the Senate and Ilouse, and the 
passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “helpless,” insert the words “and de 
pendent.” 
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When last examined, in July, 1888, by the Stanford, Ky., board of 
surgeons, that board rated him $24 for the wound, and stated that t 
ball entered near the junction of the lower and middle third of left 
thigh, passing directly through femur, fracturing it and making its 
exit opposite the entrance, and that as a result the left leg was 2 inches 
shorter than the right, caused from lapping of bones. 

The officer rendered honorable service for three years and was 
wounded in action. 

In consideration of his faithful service and the effects of the wound, 
which was a severe one and passed through the femur, and that the 
officer is now wholly disabled for manual labor, an increase of his pen 
sion to $30 per month is believed to be just and proper, and the pa 
sage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows 

In line 6 strike out the letter “G.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “George.” 

In same line, before the word “Company,” strike out the word 
“of” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen 
sion to George W. Drye.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


Lo. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM MOCK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18188) granting 
a pension to William Mock. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subje 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Mock, late of Company G, Fifty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Hotxiipay) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18188) granting a pension to William Mock, submit the follow 
ing report 

An increase of pension from $17 to $40 per month is sought in 
bill 

The records of the War Department show that the soldier named in 
the bill, now 84 years of age, served as a private in Company G, Fift 


| second Illinois Infantry, from September 25, 1861, to October 1s 


In line 7, after the word “of,” insert the words “ Company C, First 


Regiment New York Veteran Volunteer Cavalry, and.” 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engressed for a third | 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. DRYE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18394) granting 
an increase of pension to G. W. Drye. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
G. W. Drye, late of Company B, First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18394) granting an increase of pension to G. W. Drye, submit 
the following report: E 
wr increase of pension from $20 to $20 per month is sought in the 
> 

George W. Drye, now 60 years of age, served as a private, Heutenant, 
and captain of Company B, and as major of the First Kentucky Cav- 
alry. from July 18, 1861, to June 19, 1864, when honorably discharged. 

While captain of Company B he was wounded in the left thieh 
(fracture of middle third of left femur) in an engagement at Rockford, 
Tenn., on November 14, 1863, and he is now pensioned under the gen- 
eral ao at total of his rank, namely $20 per month, on account of said 
wotnd, 

Claims for increase of pension were rejected, the last one in October, 
1888, upon the ground that a higher rating was not warranted. 


The medical records of the War Department show that he w nd 
treatment in May iske2., for a contusion and nephrit 
record of dischar Bs he Marine General Hospital ( 
showed him discharged the service by reason of injury to bacl 

The soldier is now pensioned under the general law at $17 per month 
on account of an injury of back and resulting dis of the kidne 
left inguinal hernia, complete and complicated, and injury to the 
temple 

He sought increase of pension in 1898 and 1904, alleging impaired 
vision and disease of the brain as results of the pensioned ca 
Both of these claims, however, were rejecied, the last one in Au st, 
1904, upon the ground that the alleged results had po pathological yn 
nection with the causes of accepted ' ovis 

When last examined, by the Aberdeen, 8S. Dal board of e0 mn 
July 6, 1904, the board found an inguinal hernia o1 e left sid 
uring 3 by 5 inches, a double hydrocele, a w the left kn 
bladder trouble, and disease of eyes, and ited as follows 

“'There is a sear of a wound of the temp caused by being struck |! 
the limb of a tree while in battle It evidently caused fractures 
the skull, but we do not belles it to be the ca > oO hi blindn 
However, he is nearly bli t g able to « ntti A‘ ! i 
4 feet only. This is probably senile 

“We therefore find that he is so disabled by re mn of h 
wounds and consequent lameness and by reason of his lo 
to require the frequent and periodical aid and attenda: i 
yerson 
Proof filed with your committee shows that the soldi 
blind, crippled, and unable to work at manual or other 
has a wife and two children dependent upon him for sup; nd 
wholly dependent upon his pension for maintenance, he having no } 
erty, real or personal 

It being shown that the soldier is practically blind and 

| ald and attendance of another person, and wholly dependent 
small pension, an increase of his pension to $30 per month 
| with many precedents. 

The passage of the bill Is therefore recommended when amended 
follows : 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty" and insert in lieu tl 

| word “ thirty.” 
| In same line, after the word “ month,” Insert the words “in Ile 
that he is now receiving 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
sion to William Mock.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were a ed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ISAAC SLOAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18027 
an increase of pension to Isaac Sloan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

te it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pen n re ! f 
the provisions and limitations of the pension law the 1 o 
Sloan, late of Company A, Forty-fifth Regiment Kent \ 
Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $11 month 


when honorably discharged by reason of disability, the natu: 
not stated 

















in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hi. R. 18027) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Sloan, submit 
the following report: 
eo increase of pension from $12 to $17 per month is sought in the 
ill. 

Mr. Sloan, now 56 years of age, served as a private in Company A, 
Forty-fifth Kentucky Mounted Infantry, from July 6, 1863, to Decem- 
ber 24, 1864, when honorably discharged, and is now pensioned under 
the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month for total disability, the re- 
sult of an injury of the left ankle and gunshot wound of the wrist. 

He was formerly pensioned under the general law on account of the 
injury of left ankle at a lower rate. 

His claim for renewal and increase under the general law, filed in 
March, 1900, was rejected in March, 1904, upon the ground that the 
disability from the injury of left ankle did not warrant a rating in 
excess of $10 per month under the general law. 

It appears that the soldier was declared insane in 1900, but was 
again declared sane in April, 1902. 

Medical testimony filed by the soldier in 1903 in connection with his 
claim for increase of pension under the general law shows that he was 
then suffering from periostitis of the left ankle and inflammation of the 
skin of the foot and ankle, and that by reason of that disability he was 
disabled for the performance of any manual labor. 

When last examined, in March, 1904, the board of examining surgeons 
at Sneedville, 'lenn., rated him $10 for the injury of ankle, $10 for the 
injury to hand and wrist, and $6 for disease of heart, and the board 
then stated that the soldier was laboring under illusional insanity, and 
that he was confined in the hospital for the insane twelve months dur- 
ing 1900, or about that time. 

The soldier incurred the injury to his left wrist in 1891 while in the 


woods hunting, and the medical examinations show that the disability | 


is of a very serious character, all the fingers being atrophied and 
anchylosed and standing at an angle of 40° from the hand, the abductor 
muscle being contracted and the thumb anchylosed and fixed on the 
palm of the hand, while the wrist is completely anchylosed. 

Proof filed with your committee shows that the soldier has no means 
of support except the pension which he is now receiving; that he has 
a wife dependent upon him and is unable to perform any manual labor. 

In view of the above an increase of the soldier’s pension to $20 per 
month is believed to be proper. 

, 1 he passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
ollows 

In line 8 strike out the word “ seventeen ”’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 


time, and passed. 
PHILIP CHACE. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18083) granting 
an increase of pension to Philip Chace. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


ereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 


hace, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. BrapLey) is as follows: 


I 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philip | 
c 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill | 


(Hi. R. 18083) granting an increase of pension to Philip Chace, submit 
the following report: 
An increase of pension from $12 to $24 per month is sought in the 


The War Department records show that the soldier named in the bill, 


now 70 years of age, served as a private in Company A, Seventh Mas- 
sachusetts Infantry, from June 15, 1861, to November 12, 1861, when 
discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability by reason of chronic 
rheumatism, and again as a private in Company D, Third Massachusetts 


Infantry, from September 18, 1862, to June 26, 1863. 

Iie is now pensioned under the general law at $12 per month on 
ount of an injury to the ankles contracted while on the march from 
Georgetown to Camp Brightwood, D. C., in August, 1861, during his 
tirst service 
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The bili was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy 
A. Rickman, widow of William O. Rickman, late of Company H, Fifth 
Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 13447) granting an increase of pension to Nancy A. Rickman, 
submit the following report: 

This bill proposes to increase the pension of the beneficiary named 
therein from $8 to $12 per month. 

The beneficiary, Mrs. Rickman, now 65 years of age, is the widow 
of William O. Rickman, who served as first sergeant in Company H, 
Fifth Tennessee Cavalry, from September 20, 1862, to April 22, 1863, 
when he was promoted to captain, and as such captain until August 14, 
1865, when honorably discharged. 

He enlisted in 1867 in the Tennessee State Militia under Brownlow’s 
provisional government, and died while a member of such militia on 
January 7, 1868, of typhoid pneumonia. 

The beneficiary is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at 
$8 per month upon gees’ that she had not remarried since her husband's 
death and was wholly dependent upon her daily labor for a support. 

lier general-law claim was rejected in 1885 upon the ground that her 
husband's death from typhoid pneumonia had no connection with the 
alleged injury said to have been received by him in December, 1864, 
while in the Union Army. 

Medical and other testimony filed with your committee shows that the 
beneficiary is a severe sufferer from rheumatism, chronic indolent ulcers 
of the lower extremities, and valvular disease of the heart; that she is 
without any nails on her hands or feet; that she almost constantly 
needs the attention of another person, being at times unable to walk 
any at all; that she has no means of support aside from her pension, 
and that she is dependent upon others for her support. 

In view of the above the relief sought in the bill is proper, and the 
passage of the bill is recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ late,” strike out the word “ of’ and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
MARY CASEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18370) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Casey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
Casey, widow of Martin Casey, late of Company K, Seventeenth Regi- 


ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18370) granting an increase of pension to Mary Casey, submit 
the following report: 

An increase of pension from $8 to $12 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 80 years of age, Is the widow 
of Martin Casey, who served ag a private in Company B, Sixty-first 


| New York Infantry, from August 31, 1861, to December 24, 1862, when 
| discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability by reason of chronic 
| rheumatism, and again as a private in Company kK, Seventeenth New 


H plied for increase of pension in July, 1892, and November, 1903, 
and filed proof that by reason of the injury to his ankles he was unable | 
to \ k even a short distance without great pain in the ankle joints 
and feet, € ; but his claims were rejected, the last one in February, 
1904, upon the ground that the disability of accepted service origin | 
d not rrant a higher rating. 

ex “i, by the Fall River, Mass., board of surgeons, on 
D 2, 19 board found 
ght foot broken down from ruptured ligaments, 
1 n hen he walks he can not roll up toes and has 
and place it down flat If he places foot in soft sub- 
tion is deeper at instep than at heels or toes. tate, 
n of your committee the recommendation of the Fall 
R surgeons of 1893 as to the degree of disability from the 
i kle of accepted service origin was fully justified in view 
of i f said injury, and hence your committee recommend 
= ‘ 
passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
f ws 


In line & strike out the word ‘twenty-four’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ seventeen.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
NANCY A. RICKMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13447) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Nancy A. Rickman. 


York Infantry, from September 2, 1862, to August 23, 1865, when dis- 
charged as of Company A, Fifteenth Veteran Reserve Corps, to which 
transferred. 

.It is shown that the soldier died on August 1, 1866, and that the 
cause of his death was said by a young physician to have been cholera, 
he having died during a cholera ipidomie. 

The beneficiary was married to the soldier on October 12, 1852, and 
is now and has been since September 11, 1890, a pensioner under the 
act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month upon proof that she had not 
remarried since the soldier's death and was entirely dependent upon 
her daily labor for a support. 

She never applied for pension under the general law. 

Proof filed with your committee shows that the beneficiary by reason 
of the infirmity from old age and debility is so disabled as to require 
the constant aid and attendance of another person, that she has no 
real or personal property whatever, and is dependent upon her small 
pension of $8 per month. 

The soldier having had a long and faithful service and the benefi- 
ciary having been his wife during his service and sharing in all the 
trials and tribulations of that period, an increase of her pension to the 
amount sought in the bill to aid in her support for the few remaining 
years of her life is fully justified, and the passage of the bill is recom- 
mended when amended as follows: 

In line 7, after the word “ Infantry,” insert the words “and Com- 
pany A, Fifteenth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ISAAC HANKS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16831) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac Hanks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to — on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isarc 
Hanks, late of Company L, Tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, 
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and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he The report (by Mr. Grsson) is as follows: 
is now receiving. 
‘ 1 tans rae The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: (H. B. 15156) granting a pension to Felix G. Walker, submit the fol 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill | lowing report: 





(H. R. 16831) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Hanks, submit A pension of $20 per month is sought in the bill. 
the following report: Mr. Walker, now 72 years of age, served as a private in Company 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the | K, Sixth United States Volunteer Infantry, from March 31, 1865, to 
bill. November 3, 1866, when honorably discharged. 

The files of the Pension Bureau show that Mr. Hanks, who is now 71 He was denied a pension under the act of June 27, 1890, upon the 
years of age, served as a corporal in Company L, Tenth Ohio Cavalry, | ground that he rendered voluntary service in the Confederate army 
from October 17, 1862, to July 24, 1865, when honorably discharged, | from September 14, 1861, to July 20, 1864, when taken pris rT. 
and that he is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 The joint resolution of July 1, 1902, also bars him from pension for 
per month for total disability, the result of senility. the reason that he did not enlist in the Union Army prior to January 1, 

When last examined, on July 30, 1902, the board of surgeons at | 1865. 

Portland, Ind., found him totally disabled for the performance of man- When last examined, in 1893, the board of surgeons found him to 
ual labor by reason of disease of heart, rheumatism, piles, disease of | be suffering from heart disease and dyspepsia 

stomach, and indigestion, and the surgeons then stated that as a result The statement of Hon. A. A. WiLey, the Member who introduced 
of the heart disease there was cedema of the ankles; that the right | the bill, filed with your committee, sets forth that he is personally 
arm and leg were tremulous, the rectum prolapsed, with three external | acquainted with the soldier, who looks to be 80 years old, is very in 
pile tumors one-half inch in diameter and four internal pile tumors | firm, in feeble health, and utterly destitute 

one-fourth to one-half inch in size, teeth all removed but one, tender- | In view of the soldier's age, total disability, and utter destitution, 
ness over the entire abdomen, ete. your committee are of the opinion that the juirements of the nt 


Medical testimony filed with your committee sets forth that the sol- | resolution of July 1, 1902, as to date of enlistment in the Union A Y, 
dier is rheumatic and a victim of Speqensen, has a varicocele of the left | may well be waived in this case, and that relief be granted to tl 
side, is very nervous and unable to sleep without the use of sedatives, | soldier at the maximum pension under the act of June 27, 1890, namely 
and wholly unable to do physical labor by reason of his infirmities; | $12 per month. 
that he has no means of support except the pension and no property The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
except about 20 acres of land valued at about $800 and a crippled and | follows: 
demented son, who requires the attendance of someone at all times, In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lier 
dependent upon him for support. the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 
There are many precedents for increasing the pension of the aged, In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty” and insert in lieu thereof ft 
destitute, and wholly disabled veterans of the civil war, and the facts | word “ twelve.” 
stated above bring this case fully within the line of such precedents. a ; 
The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 





follows: | to. 
In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the | ee ee desea whdnilacien erecta tt tne me tke 
word “ twenty-four.” | oo bill a cnn was ie to be asp sed “Ke 4 
, i | rea Ss; a eing engrosse as accordingly reaa tne taira 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, | T®@@'8S; ana being engrossed, it was acco 7 oo - 


= : - time, ane asse 
rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | ime, and passed. 


reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | HENRY C. ZABLE. 


time, and passed. The next pension business was the bill (TH. R. 14021) grant- 
CHARLES F. JUNKEN. ing an increase of pension to Henry C. Earle. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17639) granting The bill was read, as follows: 
an increase of pension to Charles F. Junken. | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he |! 
The bill was read, as follows: hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pen n roll, t to 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts | the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ler 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | ©- Parle, late of Company H, Kighty-second Regiment New \¥ 





the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles | Unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 


I’. Junken, late of Company D, Sixty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volun in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
er Inf: ‘y, ar f i f nsi é > rate $40 per nth i ry 2 ° , . : , So : } ‘ 
liew of that he iS ale aaa ee a oe son ee me rhe report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 


The report (by Mr. CrowLey) is as follows: The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was r¢ 1 
on . ‘ . ° ‘ > (H. R. 14021) granting an iners » of pension t He f I 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill | cunmit the following re} “ry , 7 oe 
(H. R. 17639) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. Junken, An increase of pen on from $17 to $30 per month 1 
submit the following report: bill 7 ; F : re : _— : 
An increase of pension from $12 to $40 per month is sought in the | ~ yyy Farle, now 72 years of age. served as a private in ¢ ny D 
bill. nis = .'| Bighty-second New York Infantry, from March 23, 1864, to J 6 
rhe soldier named in the bill, now 73 years of age, served as a pri 1865. when honorably discharced 
vate in Company D, Sixty-eighth Indiana Infantry, from August 9, He received a gunshot wound of the left hip joint at North A 
1852, to May 30, 1865, when honorably discharged. River in June, 1864. and is now p ned ut dex the we ¥] + ¢ 


rhe medical records of the War Department show that he was undet per month on account of the sa! 


treatment while in the service for conjunctivitis and swelled testicle. When last examined by the ard of surgeons. in New York 
He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per | jp Sentember 1897. that board of eons rated him : ' aaeel 

month for total disability, the result of disease of the eyes, chronic | wound. stating that the disability was eauivalent to th re 

diarrhea, and varicose veins of the right leg or foot for the performance of manual labor, and di Sie a i 


He was formerly pensioned under the general law at a lower rate on | og follows: 









account of disease of eyes. “Just over the left trochanter is no depressed cicatrix 1 inch ! 
When last examined, in May, 1891, the board of surgeons rated him | gjqmeter which marks the entrance of a bullet Iw alta aan 

$6 for varicose veins, $8 4or chronic diarrhea, $2 for conjunctivitis, | 4, this sear over the crest of the illum . or on. whisk " 

and S4 for a diseased condition of the nose and throat. the spot where several piex f } . r : 
Medical and other testimony filed with your committee sets forth | }, illet Five inches below the entrar woun anot . Y 

that on August 22, 1904, the soldier was injured by the falling of the | marks the snot of an old abs« ; . na 

top of a building in the course of construction, resulting in a fracture of | ant. as a result of the gcunsho to 

the leg 2 inches below the right kneejoint; that although five months | the’ aid of a cane, and motio! d 

had elapsed since the injury the leg was now and would remain | gne-half normal.” — : 

partially stiff, and owing to varicose veins very much swollen, and that The description of the soldi a 

he will need the constant attention and care of nurses, and that he also | py the board of surgeons in 

has a wife 78 years of age who is very feeble. the conclusion that its recommendation as to the 1 
The statement of Hon. J. J. McCarrny, the Member who introduced | fyjjy justified, and in the opinion of your com! 

the bill, also filed with your committee, sets forth that the soldier is | extént should now be granted. | 

entirely without means of support, and that within the past six months The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when a ded 

his neighbors had subscribed $300 for his and his family’s support. | follows: ' = 2 te 
Considering the soldier’s well-nigh helplessness and destitution, some In line 6 strike out the letter “EH” and insert in 1 thereof 

measure of relief to aid in his support is justified, and in the opinion | Jetter “Dp.” _ eS ee ae F rng 

of your committee an increase of his pension to $24 per month is In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert Im leu thereof t 


proper. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as : 
follows: The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the to 
word “ twenty-four.” | r 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 
time, and passed. BERTHA C. HOFFMEISTER. 

FELIX G. WALKER. The next pension business was the bill (TI. R. 11903) eranting 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15156) granting | a pension to Bertha C. Hoffmeister. 
a pension to Felix G. Walker. The bill was read, as follows: 

nm > , v6 © € "a. 

rhe bill was read, = follows : | te it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 1s | hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su 
frereby, authorized and directed to paee on the pension roll, subject to | the provisions and limitations of 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Felix | C. Hoffmeister, daughter of Augustus W. Hoffmeister, late D 
G. Walker, late of Company K, Sixth Regiment United States Vol- | the Highth lowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen nat the r 
unteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. | of $17 per month. 


XXXIX 144 


word “ twenty-four.” 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Tl. R. 11905) granting a pension to Bertha C. Hoffmeister, submit the 
followl report 


This bill proposes to pension the beneficiary named therein at $17 
per month. 

Augustus W. Hoffmeister, the officer named in the bill, served as as- 
sistant surgeon and surgeon of the Kighth lowa Infantry from February 
1, 1862, to August 27, 1864, when his resignation was accepted. 

While holding the rank of assistant surgeon he contracted hem- 
orrhoids, fistula in ano, rheumatism, and disease of heart, and result- 
ing paralysis, and he was a pensioner under the general law at the 
date of his death at $72 per month on account of these disabilities. 

The files of the Pension Bureau show that his name was dropped 
from the rolls in 1896 by reason of his death on May 16, 1896. 

Y has applied for pension on account of the service and death 
of the officer. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee shows that the bene- 
ficiary ned in the bill is a daughter of the officer; that she has been 
d “1 both mental and bodily since birth, being deformed, and 
has never been able to earn her living; that her father had been her 
I 
t 


No one 











nain and only support and provider, and that since his death her rela- 
ives and friends have provided for her; that she was born February 
17, 1874, and that her father died without leaving a widow. 

Her post-office address is corner Sixth and Bluff streets, Fort Madi- 
son, Lee County, lowa 

It having been shown that the beneficiary was helpless prior to her 
arrival at the age of 16 years, and ever since, and that she is destitute, 
relief to the extent of granting her a pension of $12 per month is 





proper under the rules of the Senate and House in like cases. 
e passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as | 
follows: 
In line 6, before the word “ daughter,” insert the words “ helpless 


1 


ke out the words “of the.” 
‘seventeen ’ 


In line 7 sti 


In line 8 strike out the word 
the word “ twelve.” 


and insert in lieu thereof | 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


CHARLES H. L. GROFFMAN. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11142) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles H. L. Groffiman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
} y, au rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles | 
H. L. Groffman, f Companies G and B, Fourth Regiment Mis 
souri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 








The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 


























R. 11142) granting an increase of pension to Charlies H. L. Groff- 
: e following report: | 
of pension from $12 to $380 per month is sought in the 
Che officer named in the Dill, now 70 years of age, served as a pri- 
l ny A, First United States Reserve Corps, Missouri In- | 
f fro June 11, 1861, to August 26, 1861, when honorably dis- | 
i with his cor inv; as quartermaster-sergeant and second 
t Company A, First Battalion Missouri Cavalry, from Sep- 
i861, to March 4, 1862, when honorably discharged; as first 
to y H, Fourth Missouri Cavalry, from May 3, 1862, 
er 9, 1862, when honorably discharged; and as first lieuten 
many M nd as capt of Companies G and B, Fourth 
\ from November 20, 1862, to May 9, 1865, when his 
t i on account of iil health and business matters, 
\ 
tment records show that he made an application for 
Ay , 1865, basing the same upon a su ‘on's cer 
S l m to be suffering from chronic diarrhea and 
< i 1 in ] t with a troubl me co i 
j is now pel ned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
dis: y, the result of d ise of feet, rectum, and 
I atist and complete inguinal hernia. | 
} he ! on account of frost- | 
{ ‘ i » a pension of $5 per | 
mol $ f the ever, was not issued, 
f that V higher rate of pension | 
nd ne «<1 
4 i Is, breast, and left 
ry } er the general law 
Ay cord of treatment 
) furnish the neces 
to es the service and the 
it diarrhea and 
S unt’s inability to show 
I : ‘er suffered from lung 
v S fr 1 diar s bearing out the 
vi Ise J it ffered 
i ii ig t I € S re 
rr r t in t service is 
I 1, on Jar ry 26, 1898, by the board of surgeons 
M t t ard r hi ! follows 
f g e def joint en 
r \ ed S con the knee. 
< ic stiffness of left knee w n knee joint. Lim 
! ion a t one-third, pro ult of rheumatism. 
x impulse not evident to inspection and palpation. Slight 
w te Slig dyspna when exercising. Diagnosis, 
h 32 


No evidence of disease of the respiratory organs. There is a direct 
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complete inguinal hernia. Rate, $8. Internal hemorrhoidal tumors 
and inflamed anus. Rate, $2.” 

The statement of the officer filed with your committee sets forth that 
one day during the latter part of April, 1861, his action saved the 
United States arsenal at St. Louis from being occupied by the rebels 
who were in camp in Camp Jackson, in the western part of the city, he 
having overheard a conversation that prominent men who were sym- 
pathizers with the Confederate cause would take the arsenal on a cer- 
tain night; that he notified the authorities of the plot; that another 
officer was thereupon placed in command of the arsenal, and that in- 
stead of the Confederates taking the arsenal the Union forces took the 
rebel camp; that at that time there were 1,000 stands of arms, an 
abundance of ammunition, and much artillery, which had been with 
drawn from northern arsenals and shipped to St. Louis, stored at the 
arsenal, and that by his action the contents of the arsenal and also the 
State of Missouri were saved, etc. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee sets forth that the 
officer is incapable of doing any manual labor by reason of a severe 
case of rheumatism, a hernia, and senile debility, and that he often 
finds it difficult to get along. 

The statement of Hon. Ricwarp Bartno.ipr, the Member who intro- 
duced the bill, also filed with your committee, shows that he has known 
the officer for the past twenty years, and that during all that time he 
has been an invalid; that at times he is able to be about, but fre- 
quently, if not most of the time, in such a condition as to be unable to 
leave his room; that at the McKinley election he was carried to the 
mg place in a chair and at the last election on a stretcher; that 
1e frequently needs the aid of another person; that he was the man 
who gave the first information to the Union officers regarding the in- 
tention of the Confederates to capture the arsenal at St. Louis, and 
that he was entitled to all possible consideration at the hands of the 
Government on account of the meritorious services he rendered in this 
connection, and that he has no means to-day except his pension and 
the use of a house which was willed to him and his children. 

The officer having rendered highly meritorious service for four years, 
and being now totally disabied for manual labor and well nigh helpless 
and destitute, an increase of his pension from $12 to $24 per month is 
fully warranted, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended 
when amended as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EUGENE H. HARDING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13444) granting 
an increase of pension to Eugene H. Harding. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eugene 
H. Harding, late of Company D, Thirty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $60 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. SnNoox) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hf. R. 13444) granting an increase of pension to Eugene H. Harding, 
submit the following report: 
sa increase of pension from $17 to $60 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The soldier named in the bill, now 66 years of age, served as a pri- 
vate in Company D, Thirty-ninth Hlinols Infantry, from August 9, 
1861, to January 16, 1865, when discharged on surgeon's certificate of 
disability by reason of gunshot wound of the right arm, destroying use 
of the right hand, received at Deep Bottom, Va., in August, 1864. 

Hie is now pensioned under the general law at $17 per month on ac 
count of this gunshot wound of the right arm and resulting partial 
paralysis. 

When last examined, jn January, 1890, the board of surgeons In 
this city rated him $18 for the gunshot wound of the right arm and 
results, and the examining surgeons then stated that the ball undoubt- 
edly injured the median and muscolo spinal nerves, and that as a 
result there was loss of sensation and motor power of the muscles of 
the forearm and hand. 

Medical and other testimony filed with your committee sets forth 
that the soldier has lost almost completely power in the arm and hand 
as a result of the wound; that in consequence he was unable to perform 
any manual or skilled labor; and is also suffering from a severe case of 
asthma, which is incurable; that he was a patient in Garfield Hospital 
at several times between 1897 and 1898, suffering from bronchial 
asthma, and that he is dependent entirely upon his pension for a sup- 
port 

The soldier rendered long service and his wound received in action 
has destroyed the use of the right hand. 

In view of this your committee are of the opinion that an Increase 
of his pension to $50 per month is fully justified, and the passage of the 
bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ sixty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ANDREW DEMING, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12486) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Andrew Deming. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of An- 
drew Deming, late of Company I, Second Regiment New York Volun- 
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teer eave Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Bravery) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hi. R. 12486) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Deming, sub- 


mit the following report: 
a increase of pension from $12 to $24 per month is sought in the 
i 


Mr. Deming, now 71 years of age, served as a private in Company 
I, Second New York Heavy Artillery, from January 5, 1864, to Sep- 
tember 29, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

The medical records of the War Department show that he was under | 
treatment while in the service for diarrhea and rheumatism, and the | 
files of the Pension Bureau show that he is now pensioned at $12 per | 
month under the act of June 27, 1890, for total inability to earn a sup- | 
port by manual labor, the result of senility; and that he was formerly | 
pensioned under the general law at $4 per month from discharge, at $8 | 
per month from August 7, 1889, and at $10 per month from July 22, | 
1890, on account of chronic diarrhea and resulting disease of rectum, | 
and rheumatism. 
| 


A claim on account of additional disabilities under the general law, | 
and based upon catarrh of the head, disease of the mouth, the result | 
of scurvy, and disease of the kidneys was rejected in May, 1902, upon 
the ground that a ratable disability from these causes had not existed | 
since the filing of the claim. | 

When last examined, on April 17, 1901, the board of surgeons rated | 
him $6 for chronic diarrhea, $6 for disease of rectum, and $4 for rheu- | 
matism, and the surgeons then stated that the joints of the fingers of 
each hand were enlarged, and motion considerably restricted, with | 
soreness in each sclatic notch extending downward along the course of 
the sciatic nerve into the popliteal spaces; that the liver was enlarged 
one-third, spleen slightly enlarged, abdomen bulging outward, two inter- 
nal hemorrhoids, with much engorgement of the hemorrhoidal vessels, 
ete. 

Medical and other testimony filed with your committee shows that 
the soldier suffers from an affection of the heart and bronchitis, is 
wholly unable to perform a day's labor or any part thereof, and has 
no means of support except the pension which he is now receiving. 

The soldier’s present physical condition is wholly due to the causes 
of accepted service origin, hence the relief sought in the bill is just 
and proper, and its passage is recommended. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and | 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and | 


passed, 
STEPHEN M. FISK. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17544) granting 
an increase of pension to Stephen M. Fisk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen 
M. Fisk, late of Company H, Twenty-second Regiment Indiana Volun 
teer infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Grsson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(HI. R. 17544) granting an increase of pension to Stephen M. Fisk, 
submit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $50 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The soldier named in the bill, now 66 years of age, served as a pri 
vate in Company H, Twenty-second Indiana Infantry, from July 10, 
1861, to September 25, 1862, when discharged on surgeon's certificate 
of disability by reason of disease of heart and general debility. 

Iie is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of rheumatism, disease of heart, 
and piles. 

His general-law claim, filed in November, 1900, and based upon 
rheumatism and disease of heart, was rejected by the Pension Bu 
reau in April, 1904, upon the ground that there was no medical evi 
dence of treatment for said disabilities until many years after his dis 
charge, and that the evidence—apparently the best obtainable—failed 
to satisfactorily show the continuance of said disabilities since dis 
charge; and a claim on account of piles and contusion was also re 
jected upon the ground of no record in the War Department of the 
existence of either of said disabilities in the service, nor medical evi 
dence of treatment, and that for piles only many years after discharce. 

The medical records of the War Department show that the soldier 
was under treatment in July and August, 1862, for rheumatism, and, 
- above stated, he was discharged the service by reason of disease of 

eart. 

While the proof obtained upon special examination as to the con 
tinuance of these disabilities since discharge was rather weak and did 
not warrant the Pension Bureau in admitting his case, the probabili 
ties, however, are that his present rheumatism and heart trouble are 
dependent upon these diseases of record. 

Vhen last examined, on March 25, 1903, the board of surgeons rated 
him $10 for rheumatism, $17 for disease of heart, and $8 for general 
debility, and also found and rated him $2 for piles. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee shows him to be suffer 
ing from an aneurism of the abdominal aorta, above and to the left of 


the umbilicus, rheumatism affecting the shoulder and knee joints, and | 


hypertrophy of the left ventricle of the heart. 


The soldier's affidavit filed with your committee sets forth that he | 


could obtain no employment because of his physical condition, not 
even that of a watchman, and that the pension of $12 per month is 


insufficient to provide him with the means of support for himself and | 


aged wife. 
In view of all this, your committee are of the opinion that an in 


crease of the soldier’s pension to $24 per month is eminently just and 
proper. 


The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 


follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


Tne amendment recommended by the committee was agreed tion that the soldier's injury to the left leg was 


to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES BRICK. 

The next pension business was the bill (11. R. 15252) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Brick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
Brick, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment United States Cavalry, and 
Company B, Fifteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 


} receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Hottipay) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred th 
(H. R. 15262) granting an increase of pension to Charles Brick, 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $50 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

Mr. Brick, now 67 years of age, served as a private in Comy 
Fifteenth Indiana Infantry, from April 23, 1861, to November 2 
when honorably discharged, and as sergeant of Troop D. Fourth | 
States Cavairy, from November 28, 1862, to November 28, 1865 
honorably discharged. 

Iie is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 | 
month, for total disability, the result of disease of the digestive 
piles, varicose veins of both legs, and senile debility 





This pension was based upon a certificate of medical examir 
made by the Danville, Ind., board of surgeons on July 13, 1904 
described his condition as follows: 

“Teeth all gone. Gums much shrunken. Stomach very tend: 
Spleen slightly tender. Abdomen distended and npa ] 
external piles 13 by 4 inch in size, and two internal piles } y @ is 

* Claimant is easily exhausted and able to do but little manual! 

“Moist mucous rales in upper part of right g Nasal and p 
yngeal membrane red and congested. 

‘Vision of right eye twenty-sixtieths; of left, twen htiet 


“The superficial veins of both legs are vai 















part of the thigh to the ankle. They are blue in « i 
size from a goose quill to one-half inch in diameter 

“We find that the aggregate permanent disability of this clair 
for earning a support by manual labor is due to disease of dige 
organs, piles, bronchitis, nasopharyngeal catarrh, varicose veins, and 
general debility. 

Medical testimony filed in the Pension Bureau in December, 190 
sets forth that aside from the disabilities named above t ld 
quite deaf in both ears, very nervous, in fact that he is generally 
broken down and unfit for work of any kind, and that he is wholly 
dependent upon the pension which he is now receiving. 

The soldier is shown to have served honorably and faithfully f 


over four years, and to be a physical wreck, poor, and wholly una 
to labor, and the probabilities are that his present condition is tra 
able to his military service 

In view of all this an increase of his pension to $39 per month 
believed to be warranted, and the passage of the bill is recommended 
when amended as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “ Company D, Fourth Regiment 
In line 7 strike out the words ‘“ United States Cavalry.” 
In line 8, after the word “ Infantry,” insert the words ‘and Troop 


D, Fourth Regiment United States Cavalry.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “fifty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. KENDALL, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18371) grant 
ing an increase of pension to William H. Kendall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the per 

the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W 
linm Hf. Kendall, late of Company I, Second Regiment Illinois Vo 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per mont! 
lieu of that he is now receiving, the same to be paid to him und 
rules of the Pension Bureau as to mode and times of payment, wit 
any deduction or rebate on account of former alleged overpayment 
erroneous payments of pension. : 


The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 18371) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
submit the following report: 

The bill proposes to increase the pension of the soldier named 
therein from $8 to $12 per month, the same to be paid to him wit 
any deduction or rebate on account of former alleged overpayments 
erroneous payments of pension. 7 

The soldier named in the bill, now 59 years of ace, served as a pri 
vate in Company I, Second Illinois Cavalry, froin July 29, 1864, to Ju 
22, 1865, when honorably discharged with his company. 

The medical records of the War Department show that he was un 
treatment in October and November, 1864, for intermittent fever: f1 
May 31, 1865, to June 5, 1865, for indolent ulcer, and in June, 1865 
for recurring intermittent fever. 

The soldier was pensioned under the general law at $6 per r 
from discharge, for disease of the left arm and injury of the left 
which rate was subsequently increased to $8 from May 26, 1886, t 
from September 19, 1588, and to $12 from May 

It having been ascertained, however, by mean 


sion roll, sul t 


Kendall, 


28, 1890 


e 





‘ a st lal examina 

in no way due to hi 
| military service, his pension was reduced to $6 per month under the 
general law, on account of disease of the left arm. 


: 
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He has shown himseif to be entitled to a pension of $8 per month 
under the act of June 27, 1890, for partial inability to carn a support 
by manual labor, the result of rheumatism, injury to left leg, and dis- 
ease of rectum, and is inscribed upon the rolls under said act at that 
rate, but the Pension Bureau is recovering from said pension the amount 
which had formerly been paid to him under the general law on account 
of the injury of the left leg, namely, $4 per month from discharge, $6 
from May 26, 1886, $8 from September 19, 1888, and $6 from March 2, 
1895, to February 3, 1895. 

The soldier alleged, in a declaration filed in 1886, that on April 1, 

1865, while riding across a bridge, his horse fell with him, bruising and 
badly splintering the bones of his left leg; that spoon splinters worked 
out at his heel, etc. ; 
It is clearly shown upon a special examination of the case that the 
»idier was treated in May, 1863, which was about a year prior to his 
nlistment, for a fract > of the os calcis and exfoliation of the cuboid 
yones of the foot, and o for a fracture of the upper part of the femur 
f the same leg, and comrades who were with him in the service testi- 
d that the next month after his enlistment they refused to be vac- 
cinat ; with virus from claimant’s arm because he had a running sore 
on his leg. 

The claimant admitted finally in one affidavit that he had received 
ry to the left ankle prior to his enlistment; that it had entirely 
however, ten years before he entered the service; while in an- 
other affidavit he claimed that the injury of the left leg did not exist 
prior to enlistment; that he, however, did have an injury to the right 
| y being thrown from a horse. 
1edical testimony shows that he was treated, in 
- an injury to the left ankle and left leg, and two com- 

l there was a running sore on his left ankle in the 



































t vice. 

ving concealed the fact that he had received an injury 

when he made his claim to pension and having subse- 

itted that he had received such injury, that it had entirely 
1owever, ten years before enlistment, and in later statements 

iving admitted that it had not entirely healed at enlistment, the ex- 

clusion of that disability from his pension under the general law was 








‘The soldier is entitled to a pension of $6 per month under the genera 














1 n account of disease of the left arm, which was of service origin, 

t is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, as above stated, 
‘ 8S per month, althougk not in receipt of any pension for the reasons 
5 c ve, 

W last examined, in April, 1904, the board of surgeons rated him 
$6 f isease of heart, $10 for rheumatism, $4 for weak eyes, and $12 
for an injury to left leg and foot. | 

» bo f ns described the disease of the left arm of service 







I i sear on the left arm 2% inches by 1 inch, with 
two others one-half inch each, none of them depressed, adherent, or 
soldier being shown to be wholly disabled for manual labor and 
babiliti being that his services may have aggra- 

e prior to enlistment, your committee are of the 
n that he should no longer be barred from pension and that he 


he nr 








nted the relief sought in the bill to aid in his support. 
he passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 
In lines 8 and 9 strike out the words “in lieu of that he is now 
A i the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to William 


II. Kendall. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
sed, it was accordingly read the third 


. _ 1 sane 7 
reading; and being engros 


OGDEN LEWIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17280) granting 
iner » of pension to Ogden Lewis. 

bill was read, as follows: 

it the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

irect » place on the pension roll, subject_to 

nsion laws, the name of Ogden 

eventh Regiment Penn 








The report (by Mr. Deemer) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
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ort ‘ sylvania Volun- | 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 


( R. 17280) granting an increase of pension to Ogden Lewis, submit 
t owing repo! 

An ir se of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
\fr. Lewis, now 64 years of age, served as a private in Company I, 

I nt Vennsylvania Volunteers, from Angust 5, 1861, to Sep 
1864, when honorably disc and is now a pensioner 
at $12 per month on account of chronic diarrhea 

r disease of the rectum. | 

f nerease of pension based upon paralysis and mental 
{ lasr Its of the pensioned causes was rejected by 
{ _ 1 in December, 1904, upon the ground that such 
: etc., had no pathological connection with the disabilities of 
\ ¢ { by a member of the Allentown, Pa., board of 
; No ver 22, 1904, he was found to be “ unable to stand 
‘ feet, but ean sit in a chair. While sitting he can move his arms 


i legs in any direction, but is unable to stand or move one foot before 







e other when supported by two per 1s, One on each side. 
lie is e to give intellige: wers, or to make known his 
owns He is sufferi from pa net have constant aid and 
; . o } ot it 1eIp. 
Mi ony filed with ommittee shows that the soldier 
Is { tpless and confi: his bed, is child-like, and requires 
oon and attendance, has no means of support except his 
j ich 1 y keeps h id his wife alive. 
lhe ief s¢ in the bill is fully justified in view of the soldier’s 
I ithful service, his helplessness, and utter destitution. 





age of the bill is therefore recommended. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


THOMAS 8S. PECK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18345) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas S. Peck. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
S. Peck, late of Company H, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18345) granting an increase of pension to Thomas §. Peck, sub- 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

Mr. Peck, now 75 years of age, served as first sergeant in Company 
H, Second Wisconsin Infantry, from April 22, 1861, to June 29, 1864, 
when honorably discharged, and is now pensioned under the act of 
June 27, 1890, at $12 per month for total disability, the result of 
chronie diarrhea and resulting piles and senile debility. 

He received a gunshot wound of the right leg in action at the battle 
of the Wilderness on May 7, 1864, and also contracted diarrhea in the 
service, and was formerly pensioned under the general law at $10 per 
month on account of said disabilities. 

Medical and other testimony filed with your committee shows that 
the soldier is a sufferer from colitis and gastritis, diarrhea, general 
debility, and gunshot wound of leg; is tctally disabled for labor, with 
an insane wife dependent upon him for support, and that the pension 
he is now receiving is insufficient to furnish him the necessities of 
life, he having no other means of support and no property, except a 
home which is heavily mortgaged. 

Considering the long and faithful services of the soldier, the fact 
that he was wounded in battle and is now wholly disabled and poor, 
with an insane wife dependent upon him for support, an increase of 
pension to $24 per month is justified. 

_ The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 













and insert in lieu thereof the 


ZACHARIAH HALL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18386) granting 
an increase of pension to Zachariah Hall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and direeted to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Zach- 
ariah Hall, late of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18386) granting an increase of pension to Zachariah Hall, sub- 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $10 to $30 per month is sought in the 


Mr. Hall, now 67 years of age, served as a private in Company G, 
Thirty-second Kentucky Volunteers, from December 25, 1862, to Au- 
gust 12, 1863, when honorably discharged with his company, afd again 
as a private and sergeant in Company D, Thirteenth Kentucky Cavairy, 
from December 24, 1863, to January 10, 1865, when honorably dis- 


Hie is now pensioned under the general law at $10 per month on 
account of an injury to the right leg, due to his horse failing on him 
in August, 1864. 

A claim on account of an injury to right arm and back was rejected 
in October, 1891, upon the ground that a pensionable disability from 
these alleged causes had not existed since the filing of the claim, no 
injury (proper) of the back or arm having been shown by the certifi- 
cate of medical examination. 

Claims for increase of pension were also rejected, the last one in 
December, 1903, upon the ground that the degree of disability from 
the pensioned cause did not warrant a higher rating. 

When last examined, in August, 1903, the Somerset, Ky., board of 
surgeons stated that “ there was a scar 24 by 13% inches on inner side of 
tibia of right leg, 34 inches above ankle joint, with evident dislocation 
of the skin around this scar 6 by 6 inches, scar adherent and tender. 
Leg is 1 inch larger in circumference than its fellow. ‘There is some 
lameness caused by tenderness. Uses cane in walking. 

“There is some atrophy of lumbar muscles. 

“ Fieart’s action weak but regular. 

“Rate for injury to leg, $10; for heart trouble, $4.” 

A prior examination, made in June, 1902, rated him $10 for the leg 
trouble, $10 for heart disease, and $12 for disease of spine, and that 
board then found the whole spine curving to the right three-fourths 
of an inch, a right lateral obliquity with tenderness and congestion of 
the ligaments with pain extending from head to the sacrum. the least 
concussion causing intense agony and nervousness, uscular tremor 
then being present from standing during examination. 

The soldier having rendered nearly two years of faithful service, 
and being shown to be perfectly helpless and unable to labor, an 
increase of his pension to $30 per month is believed to be proper. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
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and being engrossed, it yas accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
FRANCIS A. TABOR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18389) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis A. Tabor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis 
A. Tabor, late of Company C, First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18389) granting an increase of pension to Francis A. Tabor, 
submit the following report: 
we on increase of pension from $30 to $50 per month is sought in the 

ll. 
The soldier named in the bill, now 60 years of age, who served as a 
private in Company C, First Kentucky Cavalry, from April 25, 1863, 
to September 30, 1865, when honorably discharged, is now pensioned 
under the general law at $30 per month on account of an injury to 
ae hip, chronic diarrhea, piles, rheumatism, and resulting disease of 

eart. 

The soldier alleged that these disabilities for which pensioned had 
sroduced nervous prostration and vertigo, and filed medical testimony 
n the Pension Bureau tending to show that he was confined to his 
room a part of the time and not able to stir about, etc. 

The Pension Bureau, however, held that any and all disability from 
vertigo was covered by the approval and rate for disease of heart, and 
that oy alleged disease of the nervous system could not be accepted as 
a result. 

When last examined, by the Albany, Ky., board of surgeons, on No- 
vember 6, 1901, that board found him totally disabled by reason of the 
pensioned causes, and recommended a rating of $30 for same. 

The board further stated as follows: 

“He suffers from general debility and nervous prostration as a re- 
sult of other disabilities.’ 

The board of surgeons at Columbia, Ky., in September, 1900, stated 
“claimant has a general tremulous condition of arms and legs.” 

The statement of Mr. Hunter, the Member who introduced the bill, 
filed with your committee, sets forth that he is personally acquainted 
with the soldier, and knows that he, at regular intervals, requires the 
aid of another person by reason of general debility and nervous pros- 
tration, the result of the causes for which now pensioned under the 
general law. 

In view of this an increase of the soldier’s pension to $40 per month 
is believed to be proper, and the passage of the bill is recommended 
when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “forty.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HETTIE FLETCHER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18479) granting 
a pension to Hettie Fletcher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


Hettie Fletcher, widow of James BE. Fletcher, late of Company L, Third | 


Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $8 per month. 


The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18479) granting a pension to Hattie Fletcher, submit the follow- 
ing report: 

A pension of $8 per month is sought in the bill. 

James B. Fletcher, the soldier named in the bill, is shown by the 


records of the War Department to have served as a private in Com- | 


pany L, Third Wisconsin Cavalry, from February 27, 1864, to October 
23, 1865, when honorably discharged, and to have been under treatment 
while in the service in June, 1865, for constipation. 

He sought =" under the general law in 1884, basing his claim 
upon rheumatism. The same, however, was rejected in 1887 upon the 
ground of the claimant’s inability to furnish the evidence required for 
the completion of his case. 

He died October 22, 1895, from disease of the heart. 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 58 years of age, who was 
aon to the soldier July 26, 1892, applied for pension under the gen- 
eral law. 

Her claim, however, was rejected in May, 1903, upon the ground of 
no record, medical or other competent evidence of the origin in the 
service, or the existence after discharge or until 1895, of the alleged 
— disease of heart and claimant’s apparent inability to furnish the 
evidence. 

The beneficiary filed some proof of his comrades in the Pension Bureau 
tending to show that her husband contracted rheumatism while in the 
service and that he also complained of heart trouble, and medical and 
lay testimony showing that he suffered from these disabilities from 
— = the time that he took up his residence in Montana, until 

s death. 

The soldier, prior to coming to Montana in 1883, lived in Nevada 
and other States. The beneficiary, however, was unable to furnish any 
proof as to his condition prior to his coming to Montana. 

The beneficiary has no title to pension under the act of June 27, 
1890, for the reason that she did not marry the soldier until July, 1892. 

The statement of Hon. J. M. Dixon, the Member who introduced 
the bill filed with your committee, sets forth that he has known the 
beneficiary for many years past, she living in his home town; that she 
is absolutely destitute, with no children living, and now manages to 
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eke out an existence by sewing and the help of friends; that she is a 
sufferer from a rupture which threatens to completely incapacitate her 
from any kind of work; that while the beneficiary filed abundant proof 
as to the physical condition of the soldier for the twenty years prior 
to his death she was unable, however, to furnish proof as to his con 
dition for about eight years immediately following the war, when the 


soldier lived a frontier mining prospector’s life in Nevada, California, 
Idaho, etc. ; : . 
In view of the probability that the soldier died of disease contracted 


during his military service your committee are of the opinion that the 
relief sought in the bill should be granted. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

HENRY MOUNTZ, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16845) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Mountz. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Mountz, late of Company K, Nineteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the 
(H. R. 16843) granting an increase of pension to Henry Mountz, 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $40 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The records of the War Department show that the soldier named in 
the bill, now 68S years of age, served as a private in Company K, Nine 
teenth Ohio Infantry, from October 8, 1862, to May 18, 1863, when « 
charged on surgeon's certificate of disability by reason of general dropsy 
following acute dysentery. 

The soldier is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 
per month, for total disability—the result of impaired sight, varrcose 
veins, and senile debility. 

He was formerly pensioned under the general law at $2 per month, 
from July 10, 1882, and at $6 from March 2, 1895, on acount of chron 
diarrhea. 

When last examined, by the Osceola, Mo., board of surgeons, on Octo 
ber 21, 1903, the surgeons stated that his eyes were weak; that they 
responded but poorly to light, the pupil of each eye being shrunken 6 
per cent and the ball 8 per cent; that he was glso suffering from vari 
cose veins of the right leg and was then threatened with rupture of 
the same; and that he was suffering from general debility, which a 
incapacitated him for the performance of manual labor. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee sets forth that upon 
an examination of the soldier on December 8, 1904, he was found to 
be suffering from total loss of vision of the left eye due to cataract, 
and loss of 90 per cent of vision in the right eye on account of oper: 
tion for cataract in said eye; that he was wholly unable to perform 
any labor on account of his eyesight, and that he has no means of s 
port to provide for himself and family except his pension 

In view of the well-nigh helplessness of the soldier and his destitu 
tion an increase of his pension to $24 per month is in line with numer 
ous precedents. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendinent recommended by the committee was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 





WILLIAM H. GILMAN. 
| The next pension business was the bill (H.R. 746) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Gilman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
H. Gilman, late of Company A, Thirteenth Regiment Maine Veteran 
|} Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the b 
(H. R. 746) granting an increase of pension to William H. Gilman, s 
mit the following report: 
walk increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
diil. 

This soldier, now 79 years of age, served as a private in Company H, 
Thirtieth Maine Volunteers, from January 4, 1864, to Au e3 
when honorably discharged. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of an injury to the head, hyd 
cele (injury to testicle), and lumbago. ; 

He was formerly pensioned under the general law at $8 per month 
on account of the two first-named disabilities. 

When last examined, in February, 1891, the surgeons rated him $12 
for the combined disabilities, and stated that there was general anemia 
and emaciation. 

Medical and other testimony filed with your committee shows the 








soldier to be suffering from senile hypertrophy of the prostate glands, 
catarrhal inflammation of the bladder, inflammatory enlargement 
the right testicle and hydrocele of the left, the contents of the scrotum 


being so large as to necessitate a special supporter made to ord: 
inability to pass water without the use of a catheter, Bright's disea 
and great emaciation, and wholly unable to perform any labor. 

It is also shown that he is in dependent circumstances 

Some measure of relief for this very aged and destitute soldier to 
aid in his support for the few remaining years of his life is just and 
proper. 
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. a passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
OLLOWS : 


; la ae 6 strike out the letter “A” and insert in lieu thereof the let- 
os. 


in same line strike out the word “Thirteenth” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Thirtieth.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Veteran.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

AMANDA CHATTERSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16089) grant- 
ing a pension to Amanda Chatterson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amanda 
Chatterson, widow of Joshua Chatterson, late of Company H, Twelfth 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 


(H. R. 16089) granting a pension to Amanda Chatterson, submit the 


following report : 
A pension of $12 per month is sought in the bill. 
The beneficiary named in the bill, 51 years of age, is the widow of 


Joshua Chatterson, who served as a private in Company H, Twelfth | 


Wisconsin Volunteers, from October 15, 1861, to July 16, 1865, when 
honorably discharged. 

Iie was pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, for total disabil- 
ity, the result of rheumatism, disease of heart, and partial paralysis, 
and died March 15, 1904, of paralysis. 

The widow's claim under the general law was rejected in July, 1904, 
upon the ground that the soldier’s death was not shown to be a result 
of his military service. 

He filed an application for pension under the general law in 1903, 
alleging an injury to his back as a result of a fall, and claimed_that 
such injury produced paralysis. 

The records of the War Department furnish no information as to 
any treatment of the soldier during the period of his service, nor did 
the medical examinations of the soldier, beginning on October 7, 1891, 
and ending January 21, 1903, reveal any evidence of an injury to back, 
but did show a general rheumatic condition with lumbago, and the 
evidence in the case shows that he suffered a stroke of paralysis of the 
right side in May, 1900. 

The Pension Bureau declined to accept either the general rheumatic 
condition or the hemiplegia as a result of lumbago, even if such a disa- 
bility had been legally established. 

The beneficiary was married to the soldier on March 29, 1895, and 
hence has no title to pension under the act of June 27, 1890. 

While the action of the Pension Bureau in rejecting the general-law 
claim was in accordance with law, it is probable, however, that the 
exposure and hardships of the soldier’s four years of active military 


service may have produced the disability which finally caused his | 


death. 
Under these circumstances your committee are of the opinion that 


the requirements of the act of June 27, 1890, as to date of marriage | 


may well be waived in this case and that relief be afforded to the bene- 
iciary at the rate provided in said act. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows . 


In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ eight. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. WASHBURN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18309) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Washburn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. Washburn, late of Company E, ‘Third Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SuLLowAay) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(11. R. 18309) granting an increase of pension to William H. Washburn, 
submit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
vill. 

? The files of the Pension Bureau show that the soldier named in the 
bill, now 60 years of age, served as a private in Company FE, Third 
Massachusetts Infantry, from September 18, 1862, to June 26, 1863, 
when honorably discharged by reason of expiration of term of service. 

He is now pensioned, under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of disease of neck, disease of rec- 
tum, rheumatism, and general debility. 

His claim to pension under the general law, filed in June, 1903, and 
based upon an injury to neck, malaria, and chronic diarrhea, was re- 
jected in January, 1905, upon the ground of no record and claimant's 
inability to furnish medical or satisfactory proof as to origin in service 
or existence of his disabilities at discharge or for many years there- 
after; and a claim on account of disease of Jungs—the result of mea- 
sles—was rejected in 1898 upon the ground that a ratable disability 
from the alleged disease of lungs had not existed since discharge. 
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The claimant alleged that he incurred a strain of the cords and mus- 
cles of the neck by heavy lifting in December, 1862, tearing up the rail- 
road track in North Carolina. However, in July, 1897, the claimant 
told the surgeons that the neck trouble had come on since the war. In 
another affidavit, filed in the Pension Bureau in 1900, he stated that he 
first felt trouble with his neck about 1879, etc. 

The testimony in support of the allegations of strained or injured 
neck in the service is that of two comrades who testified to soundness, 
origin, and continuance, but there was no medical testimony, either as 
to treatment in the service nor for many years after discharge. 

The rejection of the general-law claim upon the proof filed was 
proper. 

It is shown that the soldier has undergone several operations for 
spasmodic wry neck. 

When last examined, in November, 1903, the board of surgeons at 
New Bedford, Mass., found him to be suffering from malaria, rectal 
ulcer, nasopharyngeal catarrh, rheumatism affecting the right shoulder 
joint, with inability to raise arm above the level of the shoulder, 
spasmodic torticollis, the neck showing five scars of operation, and the 
spasms being clonic and constituting a permanent disability. 

Medical and other testimony filed in the Pension Bureau in 1904 
shows that the soldier is wholly unable to labor and requires the per- 
sonal aid and attendance of another person in dressing, bathing, etc., 


| on account of the extreme suffering from his neck, and that he is 


dependent upon his pension and the charity of others. 

The soldier being shown to require the aid and attendance of another 
pote and to be destitute, an increase of his pension to $24 per month 
s justified. 

‘ a passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
OLlOWS: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN GLASS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16748) granting 
an increase of pension,to John Glass. 
* The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Glass, late of Company F, Tenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. ; 

The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(li. R. 16743) granting an increase of pension to John Glass, submit 
the following report: 

ly bill proposes to increase the soldier’s pension from $12 to $30 a 
month. 

The soldier served as a private in Company F, Tenth Tennessee Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, from December 18, 1863, to August 1, 1865, when 
honorably discharged, and is now pensioned at $12 per month under 
the act of June 27, 1890, for rheumatism. 

Iie filed a claim under the general law for the same disability, but 
was not able to prove service origin to the satisfaction of the Pension 
Bureau, although he made out a strong case. 

The board of surgeons, on June 3, 1903, rated him seventeen- 
eighteenths for rheumatism and heart trouble. ‘Testimony filed with 
your committee shows that the soldier has no income except his pen- 
sion of $12 a month, and is so disabled that he has to be helped out of 
bed and dressed and undressed and fed by another. 

Your committee recommends the passage of the bill without amend- 
ment. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ROBERT W. PATRICK. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16514) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert W. Patrick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
W. Patrick, late captain Company E, Eighty-second Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $60 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 16514) granting an increase of pension to Robert W. Patrick, 
submit the following report: 
wt increase of pension from $12 to $60 per month is sought in the 
vill. 

Mr. Patrick, now 73 years of age, served as sergeant in Company FE, 
Thirty-first Pennsylvania Volunteers, from August 20, 1861, to Febru- 
ary 16, 1863, and as captain of Company E, Eighty-second Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers, from February 16, 1863, to September 16, 1864, when 
honorably discharged. 

He was wounded in the right arm in action at Cold Harbor in June, 
1863, and was pensioned under the general law at $10 per month on 
account of said wound. 

Iiis claim on account of an accidental pistol wound of the left leg 
was rejected in 1881 upon the ground that he was an infantry soldier 
at the time, and that under the army regulations enlisted men serving 
in that branch of the Army were not armed with pistols. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month on account of senile debility. 

A medical examination of the officer by the Philadelphia board of 
surgeons on March 8, 1904, found him so disabled from gunshot wound 
of arm, heart disease, deafness, age, and debility as to entitle him undey 
the general law to a pension of $24 per month, 
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The board then stated that he “walks feebly, muscles flabby and 
poorly developed, poorly nourished and totally debilitated.” 

The statement of Hon. R. O. Moon, the Member who introduced the 
bill, filed with your committee, sets forth that the soldier is very deaf 
and that his means of earning a livelihood are becoming much more 
uneertain; that he had been able to earn $3 a week by doing the work 
of a solicitor of coal orders, which means going from one person to 
another soliciting orders for coal and receiving a commission therefor, 
and that his ability to earn even this small sam was rapidly diminish- 
ing. 

The soldier rendered three years of faithful service, and is shown to 
be totally disabled for the performance of labor and to be in destitute 
circumstances. 

An increase of his pension to $24 per month is justified under the 
circumstances, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended 
when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ sixty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
SOREN JULIUS THOR STRATEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18273) granting 
an increase of pension to Soren Julius thor Straten. 
The bill was read, as follows: - 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Soren 
Julius thor Straten, late of Company K, Forty-first Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. DeEMeRr) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. a granting an increase of pension to Soren Julius thor 
Straten, submit the following report: 
bar increase of pension from $14 to $30 per month is sought in the 

Soren Julius Thor Straten, the soldier named in the bill, and now 64 
ears of age, served as a 

ew York Infantry, from November 16, 1863, to May 15, 1865, when 
honorably discharged. 

He received a gunshot wound of the left buttock in action at Cedar 
Run, Va., in October, 1864, and also incurred disease of eyes while in 


the service, and is now pensioned under the general law at $14 per | 


month on account of said disabilities. 
A claim for increase of pension was rejected in July, 1901, upon the 


ground that, excluding the retractive error from the disease of eyes, | 


the degree of disability from the causes of accepted service origin did 
not warrant a higher rating. 
A claim on account of deafness was also rejected in August, 1897, 


rivate in Companies K and A, Forty-first | 





upon the ground of no record, medical, or other satisfactory evidence of | 


incurrence of said disabilities in the service and the claimant's ac- 
knowledgment to the Washington board of surgeons, before filing claim 
for said disability, that it came on after discharge. 

The soldier filed the testimony of several comrades, some of whom 
testified that he was rendered deaf in one ear on one occasion in service 
in 1864 by concussion from cannonading. ‘The others testified that 
their statement was based upon hearsay. The soldier also filed some 
testimony that he was more or less deaf in the right ear at the time of 
and immediately after his discharge from the service. This testimony, 
however, in the absence of a record in the War Department or medical 
testimony as to treatment in the service or at discharge, was deemed 
insufficient to warant the admission of the claim, and the action of the 
Pension Bureau in relation thereto was no doubt in accordance with 
law. 

When last examined, on June 21, 1901, the oeulist who then exam- 
ined him stated that vision in either eye was twenty-sixtieths; that 
there was chronic conjunctivitis and blepharospasm, and that the case 
seemed to be one of central senile atrophy with myopic crescences. 

Medical examinations of the soldier of 1889, 1893, and 1897 
nearly total deafness of the right ear, for which he was rated $6. An 
examination of July 17, 190, however, found no deafness. 

The soldier, in his statement filed with your committee, sets forth 
that when he was examined by the Washington board of surgeons in 
September, 1887, one of the members appeared on the scene who asked 
him something and to whom he answered that he received the same 
long after the war, understanding him to say if he asked pension for 
a lame leg, which he contracted by the kick of a horse. 

In view of the evidence stated above, it is probable that the soldier's 
deafness is of service origin, and your committee are of the opinion 
that the doubts in the case should be resolved in favor of the soldier to 
the omens of granting him an increase of his pension from $14 to $20 
yer month 
; ene passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 

ollows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “thor-Straten” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Thor Straten.” 

In same line strike out the words “ Company K” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Companies K and A.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: 
sion to Soren Julius Thor Straten.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


“A bill granting an Increase of pen- 


WILLIAM W. MOORE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18187) granting 
& pension to W. W. Moore. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


found | 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. W. 
Moore, late of Company I, Sixty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Mrers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18187) granting a pension to W. W. Moore, submit the follow- 
ing ——: 
. nerease of pension from $24 to $40 per month is sought in the 


William W. Moore, now 62 years of age, served as a corporal in 
Company F, Sixty-fourth New York Infantry, from August 17, 1861, 
to September 10, 1864, when honorably discharged. 

He received a gunshot wound of the right thigh in action at Gettys- 
burg, Pa., in July, 1863, and is now pensioned under the general law 
on account of the same at $24 per month. 

The soldier in an application for increase of pension filed in August, 
1890, alleged that he was also almost totally deaf in the left ear as a 
result of his service, the same being occasioned by the discharge of a 
cannon close to his ear while at Fairoaks, Va., in June, 1862, and fil 
sroof in the Pension Bureau that by reason of the gunshot wound of h 
eg he was unable to perform any manual labor, and that at times | 
has fer months been unable to walk except for short distances, etc. 

When last examined, in March, 1891, the board of surgeons at Lis- 
bon, N. Dak., rated him $30 for the gunshot wound of right thigh and 
$8 for deafness of left ear, and that board then stated that there was 
a gunshot wound of the right thigh with shortening of the right leg, 
muscles wasted and flabby, right leg around the calf 1 inch smaller, 
above the knee 13 inches smaller, and around the thigh 2 inches 
smaller than its fellow; also the hip and knee very much impaired, 
producing a dragging of the foot, right hip deformed by portion of 
the thigh bone being shot away and pieces of bone coming out, sciatic 
nerve injured, ete. 

Medical and other testimony filed with your committee shows that 
at times the soldier has no control over his limb by reason of the gun- 
shot wound and the pain along the crest of the ilium and extending 
down to the knee; that the leg is almost wholly useless, except that 
he can get about to walk some, but can do no work of any nature, and 
that he has no property and no income other than his pension. 

In the — of your committee the soldier, by reason of the gun- 
shot wound of the thigh of accepted service origin, is wholly disabled 
for the performance of any manual labor and fully entitled to the rat- 
ing reeommended by the board of surgeons at Lisbon, N. Dak., namely, 
$30 per month. 

* = passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
LOLLOWS : 

In line 6, after the word “ of,” strike out the letter “ W.” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ William.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” 
word “ thirty.” 

In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in 
crease of pension to William W. Moore.” 


~d 
is 
ie 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


MARGARET J. VALENTINE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Margaret J. Valentine. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
garet J. Valentine, widow of Alfred Valentine, late of 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Hotiipay) is as follows: 


17418) granting 





Sixty-fourth 






The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 17418) granting an increase of pension to Margaret J. Valk 
| tine, submit the following report: 
: An inerease of pension from $8 to $25 per month is sought in 
bill 


| 
| 
| 






Alfred Valentine, the soldier named in the bill, 
and corporal in Company F, Sixty-fourth Illinois 
cember 17, 1861, to April 2, 1864, when discharged to enable him to « 
list as hospital steward, United States Army, and that he l 
such hospital steward from April 9, 1864, to April 9, 1867, w 
orably discharged. 

The medical records show that during the period of his service in t! 
Illinois regiment he was suffering from measles, remittent fever, neu- 
ralgia, catarrh, anemia, and debility. 


served as a private 


nia cw. 2 I i 








He never applied for pension, and died March 10, 1875, from disease 
of the brain. 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 58 years of age, who married 
the soldier on April 21, 1867, is now and has been since September 1, 
1890, a pensioner under the act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month upon 
preof that she had not rem ince the soldier's death and was 





wholly dependent upon her daily labor for a support. 

A claim under the general law was rejected in June, 1896, upon the 
ground that the soldier’s fatal disease of the brain had no co! tion 
with the malarial poisoning from which he suffered in the sery and 
since his discharge. 

The beneficiary filed medical testimony in the Pension Bureau that 
the soldier suffered from typhoid-malarial fever while in the service; 
that such fever affected the vascularity of the brain so that passive 


| congestion did not entirely disappear during the whole period ef con 


valescence, and that this condition of cerebral congestion was likely to 
terminate fatally when another similar attack occurred; that the sol 





dier’s last illness was an attack of this nature, and that it was there 
fore concluded that it was an aggravation of his former disease and 
state of the brain, which was more than his organism could endure, 


resulting finally in death. a 
Papers filed with your committee set forth that the beneficiary is a 
deserving person and an 


industrious hard-working woman, and now 
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dependent upon her own efforts to maintain life; that her eyesight is 
now so very bad that she can not follow her usual occupation, that of 
sewing, that being her greatest difficulty, and that her right hand is 
also badly crippled with rheumatism; and that during the past two 
winters she has been furnished by others with coal and provisions, the 
penaton of $8 per month being wholly insufficient to properly care for 
ier. 

The beneficlary being dependent upon her daily labor and shown to 
be an invalid, an increase of her pension to $12 per month, the rate to 
which she would have been entitled in the Pension Bureau had her hus- 
band died of disease contracted in the service, is just and proper, and 
— passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as fol- 
OWS: 

In line 7 strike out the words “of Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ hospital 
steward, United States Army.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EDWIN S. PIERCE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17622) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edwin 8S. Pierce. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Edwin §S. Pierce, late liautenant-colonel Third Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 a 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill | 
(uU. R. 17622) granting an increase of pension to Edwin S. Pierce, | 
submit the following report : | 
: An increase of pension from $12 to $50 per month is sought in the 
ill. | 

The officer named in the bill, now 73 years of age, served as captain | 
of Company E and as lieutenant-colonel of the Third Michigan Infan- | 
try, from May 13, 1861, to January 20, 1864, when honorably dis- | 
charged upon tender of resignation. 

He received a shell wound of the left arm in action at Chancellors- 
ville, Va., on May 3, 1863, and was given a furlough in June, 1862, 
by reason of his suffering from general debility and bilious derange- 
ment, and had the furlough extended in July, 1862, by reason of suf- 
fering from dyspepsia and general debility, the results of remittent 
fever. 

He was pensioned under the general law at one-fourth of the rank 
of lieutenant-colonel, namely, $7.50 per month, from June 22, 1895, on 
account of a sheijl wound of the left arm, and his claim for diarrhea 
was rejected in December, 1900, upon the ground that a pensionable 
disability therefrom had not been shown since the filing of the claim. 

Iie is now pensioned under the act of June 27, i890, at $12 per | 
month for total disability, the result of senile debility. 

When last examined, in December, 1898, the board of surgeons in 


this city found the muscular strength of the left hand somewhat re- | 
duced as a result of the shell wound of the arm, the sensation of the | 
left forearm and lower halt of arm slightly impaired, and also found | 
some disease of the heart. 


The ias been filed with your committee the following letter of Maj. 
Gen. Daniel Sickles, United States Army, retired : 
GENBPRAL: Allow me, as a soldier, to say a good and sincere word for 
Col. Edwin 8S. Pierce, of Grand Rapids, Mich. 
ir country had no better soldier than he, conspicuous in all the | 
ens of the Army of the Potomac. It was at Gettysburg, above 
all, that Colonel Pierce, with his Third Michigan, won imperishable 





re 











Lie deserves well from you, and representing a grateful country, I | 





almost envy you the opportunity you now have to reward this brave 
and worthy cflicer. 
His capacity and rectitude are beyond question. 
Very respectfully, D. SICKLEs, | 


Major-General, U. 8. Army, Retired. 
Mis Excellency General HARRISON. 
Also a letter of Brig. Gen. H. G. Berry, as follows: 
HEADQUARTERS THIRD BRIGADE, 
FIRST DIVISION, THIRD CORPS, 
Camp near Falmouth, Va., December 18, 1862. 
Sir: I would most respectfully recommend Capt. Edwin S. Pierce, of 
Third Regiment Michigan Volunteers, as an officer well worthy of your 
favorable consideration with the place vacant or to be made vacant by 
the promotion of Colonel Champlin, of said regiment. Captain Pierce 
has served under me for the past nine months. He is brave, intelligent, 
intrepid, devoted, and enterprising. I regard him as one of the very 
best officers in my command. He commanded his regiment in the late 








battle of the 13th instant entirely to my satisfaction. I take great | 
pleasure in testifying to his devotion to his command and the cause, | 
and would be much pleased to see him advanced. 


Respectfully, your obedient servant, H. G. Berry, 
Brigadier-General, U. 8. Army. 

Hon. AUSTIN BLatr, Governor of Michigan. 

The officer is shown to have rendered exceptionally meritorious serv- 
ice covering a period of nearly three years and is now totally disabled 
for manual labor, all of his disabilities being, no doubt, the result of 
the exposure and hardships of his army life. 

Under these circumstances an increase of his pension to $30 per | 
month is fully justified, and the passage of the bill is recommended j 
when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the | 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed | 
to. 


| the word “ seventeen. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

PATRICK HALEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17205) granting 
an increase of pension to Patrick Haley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick 
Haley, late of Company C, First Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SuLttoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 17205) granting an increase of pension to Patrick Haley, sub- 
mit the following report: 

rn increase of pension from $12 to $25 per month is sought in the 

i 


The soldier named in the bill, now 57 years of age, served as a pri- 
vate in Company C, First Massachusetts Infantry, from August 18, 
1862, to May 25, 1864, when honorably discharged with his company. 

He received a gunshot wound of the left shoulder in action at Gettys- 
burg in July, 1863, and was formerly pensioned under the general law 
on account of said wound at $4 per month from October 1, 1903. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of said wound of shoulder and 
rheumatism. 

He applied for renewal and increase of pension under the general 
law in April, 1903, alleging that by reason of the wound of shoulder 
and rheumatism he was totally disabled for manual labor. 

The claim, however, was rejected in November, 1903, upon the ground 
that the disability from the wound did not entitle him to a rating in 
excess of $6 per month. 

When last examined, by the Boston, Mass., board of surgeons, on 
August 10, 1903, that board described his condition as follows: 

At the point of entrance, 2 inches below the axilla and just behind 
anterior axillary fold, is found a slightly sensitive scar three-fourths 


| of an inch in diameter. The fourth rib of the left side immediately 


beneath the above-described scar is roughened. At the point of exit, 
1 inch below and 1% inches internal to the extremity of the spine of 
the left scapula is found a nonsensitive scar three-fourths of an inch 
in diameter. Movements of left shoulder and arm are somewhat 
lower and less forcible than those of the right arm and shoulder, but 
there is no actual loss of mobility. Rate, $6. 

‘“ Heart’s action is increased. An aortic systolic murmur is heard, 
and there is hypertrophy with dyspnea after exercise. Rate $6.” 

A prior examination of the soldier made on March 20, 1891, and 
also made by the board of surgeons at Boston, Mass., states as follows: 

“In undressing, claimant said we must help him. Thinking he was 
a malingerer, we told him to undress himself, when in taking off his 
vest he threw the head of the humerus forward out of the socket. 
This, he says, happens frequently. The scar of entrance of the wound 
is on the back of the shoulder and the exit scar on the edge of the 
maxilla in front. The bullet traversed the line of ligaments to the 
right of the glenoid cavity. The muscles of this arm are one-half inch 
smaller.” 

The soldier alleged that his left arm was of no use to him in per- 
forming manudl labor, and that were it amputated at the shoulder he 
really would be better off physically than he is now; that he habitually 
carries his arm close to his body, but that if he attempts to use it im- 
nediate dislocation takes place at the shoulder, and that then he suf- 
fered intense pain until it was placed in position and the swelling re- 
duced. That he had had it dislocated in his sleep and often places 
it back in position himself; that formerly his business had been suffi- 
cient to support himself and family, but that in recent years he finds 
himself in straitened circumstances, etc. 

It is the opinion of your committee, considering the statement of the 
examining surgeons, that the wound of the left shoulder causes a de- 
gree of disability warranting a rating in excess of that now received 
by the soldier, an increase of his pension to $17 per month is justified, 
and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five ’’ and insert in lieu thereof 


” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 


| to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

PATRICK HANEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17828) granting 
an increase of pension to Patrick Haney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick 


| Haney, late of Company H, First Regiment Volunteer Voltigeurs, war 


with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Brapiey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 17828) granting an increase of pension to Patrick Haney, sub- 
mit the following report: : 
wai” increase of pension from $12 to $40 per month is sought in the 
) . 

Mr. Haney, now 81 years of age, is a veteran of two wars, having 
served as a private in Company H, United States Voltigeurs, in the war 
with Mexico, from March 5, 1847, to August 31, 1848, and as private 


| and corporal in Company D, Third Massachusetts Cavalry, from Septcm- 
ber 17, 1862, to May 15, 1865. 

He was also a prisoner of war from October 19, 1864, when captured 
at Cedar Creek, to March 10, 1865, when paroled, and is shown to have 
been under treatment during his last service on account of chronic rbeu- 
matism, debility, and constipation. 
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He formerly drew a pension of $8 per month as a survivor of the 
Mexican war, and is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at 
$12 per month for total disability, the result of chronic rheumatism, dis- 
ease of the left eye and impaired vision of same. 

His general-law claim, filed in 1891, and based upon rheumatism and 
an injury of the left eye, was rejected in 1894 upon the ground that an 
allowance of the same would confer no benefit to him inasmuch as he 
was then pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month. 

The fact that he incurred rheumatism in the service is shown by the 
records of the War Department, and he also filed proof in the Pension 
Bureau from the So pet of the Third Massachusetts Cavalry 
that he injured his left eye under the circumstances alleged by him. 

When last examined, in April, 1891, the surgeons rated him $8 for 
rheumatism and $8 for impaired sight. 

Testimony filed with your committee shows that the soldier is now 

ractically blind, the right eye being totally blind and with the left eye 
feine able to distinguish shadows only. 

Other proof filed shows that the soldier has no means of support 
aside from his pension. 

The soldier is a veteran of two wars and now practically blind and 
destitute. 

An increase of his pension to $30 per month is in line with numerous 
precedents in like cases, and the passage of the bill is therefore recom- 
mended when amended as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “H, First Regiment Volunteer 
Voltigeurs, war with Mexico” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ D 
Third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty” and insert in Neu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CLARA I. ASHBURY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18094) granting 
a pension to Clara I. Ashbury. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Clara I. Ashbury, widow of John A. Ashbury, late of Company G, Sev- 
enth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Snoox) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18094) granting a pension to Clara I. Ashbury, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

A pension of $12 per month is sought in the bill 

The officer named in the bill served as captain of Company G, Sev- 
enth Ohio Cavalry, from December 13, 1862, to June 22, 1865, when 
honorably discharged; never applied for pension under the general 
law, but was pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 


month, for total disability, the result of rheumatism, disease of kidneys, ! 


heart, and eyes, and senility. 

Iie died November 1, 1901, at the age of 69 years, of paralysis and 
heart failure 

The beneficiary named ip the bill, now 62 years of age, is shown by 
the proof filed with your committee to have been engaged to the officer 
for over thirty years, but unfortunately for the widow, they were not 
married until after the passage of the act of June 27, 1890, hence the 
beneficiary is barred from pension under that act. 

The marriage occurred March 20, 1901. 

Proof filed with your committee sets forth that the beneficiary is of 
advanced age and frail condition of body, utterly unable to earn her 
own support in any possible way, and derives her entire support from 
charity. 

Under the circumstances set forth your committee are of the opinion 
that the requirements of the act of June 27, 1890, as to date of mar- 
riage may well be waived in the case, and the passage of the bill is 
therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Infantry ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry.” 

In line § strike out the word “twelve” and insert In lieu thereof 
the word “ eight.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM S. LYON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16814) granting 
an increase of pension to William S. Lyon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be; and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
S. Lyon, late of Company B, One hundred and forty-fourth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 16814) granting an increase of pension to William 8S. Lyon, sub- 
mit the following report: 


oa increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
Mr. Lyon, now 76 years of age, served as a private of Company B 
One hundred and forty-fourth New York Volunteers, from aaaanke 25, 
1864, to June 25, 1865, when honorably discharged. 
The medical records of the War Department show that he was 
wounded in the right arm at Honey Holl, 8S. C., on December 1, 1864, 


follows : 


and that he was also under treatment for intermittent fever, diarrhea, 
and debility. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of gunshot wound of the right arm, 
impaired vision, and general debility. 

He was firmerly pensioned under the general law on account of the 
gunshot wound of right arm at a lower rate, and showed himself to be 
entitled from December 7, 1904, to a pension of $12 per month under 
the same law on account of the wound and chronic diarrhea and result- 
ing disease of rectum, but an issue was not made for the reason that 
the — was then in receipt of a like pension under the act of June 
27, 1890. 

The soldier’s claim on account of rheumatism, filed under the general 
law, was rejected in October, 1901, upon the ground of no record and 
claimant’s inability to prove origin in the service by satisfactory evi- 
dence, and the Pension Bureau also rejected, on January 31, 1905, his 
claim on account of impaired sight as a result of pensioned causes upon 
the ground that such alleged results had no connection with the same 

When last examined, on December 7, 1904, by the Newburg, N. Y., 
board of surgeons, the soldier was found to be totally blind and help- 
less to such a degree as to require the regular aid and attendance of 
another person. 

Proof filed in the Pension Bureau shows that the soldier has 
obliged to depend upon the financial assistance of friends and neig 
for the support and maintenance of himself and wife. 

The soldier’s case is one worthy of sympathetic consideration by Con- 
gress, and an increase of his pension to $30 per month is fully justified. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 





been 
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JAMES BOTHWELL. 


The next pension business was the biJl (H. R. 18182) granting 
an increase of pension to James Bothwell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Bothwell, late of Company H, Ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18182) granting an increase of pension to James Bothwell, sub- 
mit the following report: 
ar increase of pension from $12 to $50 per month is sought tm the 
pill. 

Mr. Bothwell, now 85 years of age, served as a private in Cor . 
H, Ninth Michigan Cavalry, from March 7, 1863, to June 18, 1865, when 
honorably discharged, never applied for pension under the general law, 
but is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month 


pany 





for total disability, the result of disease of rectum and general d ‘ 

Papers filed with your committee show that the soldier is as he 3 
as a baby, he being unable to feed himself or to get out of bed w 1 
assistance; that he owns no property, but has always been an honest, 
industrious, and temperate man, and now depending entirely upon his 


pension. 
An increase of pension to aid this aged and helpless veteran in his 
support for the few remaining years of his life is fully justified and is 
in line with many precedents. 
The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 


na 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty ’”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


‘The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir 
time, and passed. 
GEORGE F. GRIFFITH. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17065) 


grant , 
an increase of pension to George F. Griffith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
| the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
F. Griffith, late of Company G, Twenty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunt 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 
The report (by Mr. Crow.ey) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 17065) granting an increase of pension to George F. Griffith, 
submit the following report : 


: 


An increase of pension from $12 to $50 per month is sought in the 


bill. 

The soldier named in the bill, now 61 years of age, served as a pri- 
vate in Company G, Twenty-sixth Ohio Infantry, from July 25, 1861, 
to May 14, 1862, when discharzed on surgeon's certificate of disability 

| by reason of debility, the result of a severe attack of bronchitis 

He again served, under the name of Frank W. Morton, as a ant 
of Troop D, First United States Cavalry, from September 1, 1863, to 
September 1, 1868, when honorably discharged, and was a pri ier of 
war from June 12, 1864, to December 13, 1864. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of disease of the eyes 

His claim under the general law, filed in December, 1893, and based 
upon oes and impaired vision, was rejected in 1895 upon the 
ground of no record and claimant's declared inability to furnish any 
medical or other evidence showing origin or treatment of the alleged 


disabilities in the service. 

When last examined, on February 21, 1896, by an oculist, the soldier 
was found to be suffering from marked atrophy of both optic nerves 
-_ totally disabled beyond all chance of supporting himself by manual 
abor. 














It is shown that the soldier is now totally blind, and that he is an 
inmate of the Soldiers’ Home in Los Angeles, Cal. 

The soldier's deplorable physical condition and his poverty, together 
with the fact that he rendered long and faithful services, makes his 
ease one worthy of relief by Congress, and, following precedents in like 
cases, an increase of his pension to $30 per month is justified. 

P — passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
OLLOWS : 

. In line 6, before the word “ late,” insert the words “alias Frank W. 
forton.” 

In same line strike out the words “ Company G, Twenty-sixth,” and 
in line 7 the words “ Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,” and insert 
im lieu thereof the words “Troop D, First Regiment United States Cay- 
alry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George F. Griffith, alias Frank W. Morton.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH WILKES. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17559) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Wilkes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject | 


to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Joseph Wilkes, late of Company D, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. SuULLOWAyY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 17559) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Wilkes, submit 
the following report: 

‘ An increase of pension from $12 to $24 per month is sought In the 
pit. 

Mr. Wilkes, now 67 years of age, served as a sergeant in Company 
D, Third Wisconsin Volunteers, from April 25, 1861, to July 18, 1865, 
when honorably discharged, and received a gunshot wound of the right 
hand in action at Antietam, Md., September 16, 1862. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 

ith for total disability, the result of an injury to his hands, disease 
of cyes, and rheumatism. 

Hie was formerly pensioned under the general law at a lower rate. 

When last examined, in 1892, the board of surgeons at Fond du 
Lac, Wis., found and rated him $4 for loss of little finger of right 
hand, $4 for loss of little finger of left hand with crippled condition 
of ring finger, $6 for disease of eyes, and $4 for rheumatism. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee shows that the soldier 
fs now wholly incapacitated for any labor, his hands being crippled 
and being a sufferer from a bad case of asthma and varicose veius, also 
from a general breaking down of his constitution. 
$ Iie is shown to have no property except a homestead worth about 

1 ?00 

In view of the above, the soldier having rendered over four years of 
faithful service, having been wounded in action, and being now wholly 





disabled for the performance of labor of any kind and dependent upon 
his pension, the relief sought in the bill is proper, and the passage of 
the ime is therefore recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 


7 


and passed. 


GEORGE M. TULEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16864) granting | 







an increase of pension to George M. Tuley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Georg: 
M. uley, late of Company H, Pifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- | 
fantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 


month in lieu of that he is now receving. 

The report (by Mr. Hotimay) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! 
(H. R. 16864) granting an increase of pension to George M. Tuley, 
: t the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 





bi 
Tuley, now 77 years of age, Is a veteran of two wars, having 

served as a private in Company EH, Fifth Indiana Volunteers, in the war 
wi Mexico, from September 20, 1847, to July 22, 1848, when honor: 
ably discharged, and again as sergeant in Company G, Sixth Indiana 
Infar , from September 10, 1861, to September 22, 1864, when hon 
or y disch 

Iie was formerly pensioned as a Mexican war survivor under the pro 
visions of the act of January 29, 1887, at $8 per month, but is now and 
has been since & mber 25, 1890, a pensioner under the act of June 
27, 1890, at $12 per month for total disability, the result of rheuma 
ti , disease of t, prostate gland, and feet. 

This last-named pension was allowed upon a certificate of medical 
3 ation made in December, 1891, which found him suffering from 
rheuinatism affecting the left shoulder joint, which was limited in mo 
tion one-third, tenderness and crippled condition of hip, knee, and ankle 
joints, organic disease of the heart, enlarged prostate gland, and disease 
of feet. 

From a petition of the soldier filed with your committee it appears 


that he is now suffering from heart trouble, disease of the kidneys and 
lungs, and that he is almost totally blind and deaf; that he has no 
means of support aside from his pension of $12 per month and no prop- 
erty except a house and lot in Clay City, Ind., valued at $200. 
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The soldier is a veteran of two wars, and now almost totally blind 
and deaf, with his means of support limited to the small pension of $12 
per month. 

An increase of his pension to $24 per month is believed to be justified 
under the circumstances, and the passage of the bill is recommended 
when amended as follows: 

: = ™ 6 strike. out the letter “HH” and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter “ G.” 

In same line strike out the word “ Fifth” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Sixth.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “ war with Mexico.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JAMES P. M’CLEERY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17379) granting 
an increase of pension to J. P. McCleary. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. P. 
McCleary, late a surgeon in the United States Army, Fifty-sixth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. DreMeERr) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 17379) granting an increase of pension to J. P. McCleary, sub- 
mit the following report: 
va increase of pension from $25 to $72 per month is sought in the 

ill. 

James P. McCleery, the officer named in the bill, and now 71 years 
of age, served as assistant surgeon and surgeon of the Fifty-sixth 
Pennsylvania Infantry from October 15, 1861, to September 10, 1862, 
when he was discharged because of an accident causing hernia. 

Although the officer had been fully entitled to a pension from the 
time of his discharge on account of said hernia, he, however, did not 
apply for a pension until February 17, 1903, when he was pensioned 
at $25 per month, or total of his rank of surgeon, on account of a right 
inguinal hernia complete. 

His claim on account of chronic diarrhea was rejected in October, 
1903, upon the ground that the disability from that disease had not 
existed since the filing of the claim. 

When last examined, on April 1, 1903, the board of surgeons at 
Harrisburg, Pa., described his condition as follows: 

“The applicant is debilitated, but well nourished. Rectum, normal. 
| No piles. Liver and spleen, normal. 

“Has a right direct inguinal hernia, globular in shape, 2 inches in 
diameter, passing through the externai ring 2 inches. Rate, $25. 

“He has loss of strength in left side due in our opinion to incom- 
| plete hemiplegia. He is in a restless mental condition, always de- 
jected. He can not sit quiet and is very nervous. Complains of in- 
somnia and is entirely disabled for manual labor by this condition.” 

Medical testimony filed in the Pension Lurean in January, 1905, 





and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, | 
? 
- 


| sets forth that the officer is in a condition requiring the constant assist- 
| ance of an attendant; that he is positively unable to dress or undress 
| himself owing to the intense nervousness of both hands; that the her- 
nia at times caused much pain from the semistrangulation of the same, 
and that owing to the relaxed condition of the muscles he is unable to 
hold the bowels in place by any mechanical device and consequently is 
in danger, when on his feet, of strangulation of the same; that he has 
been obliged to abandon his practice entirely on account of the rup- 
ture and his extreme nervousness, and that he had refrained from 
asking for a pension heretofore because he wanted to support himself 

; long as he possibly could. 

The officer’s helpless condition is worthy of sympathetic considera- 
tion by Congress, especially so as he refused to become a charge upon 
the nation’s bounty for many years, and thus saved the Government 
thousands of dollars. 

An increase of his pension to $40 per month ifs therefore believed to 
be just and proper, and the passage of the bill is therefore recom- 
mended when amended as follows: 

~ line 6 strike out the letter “J.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ James.” 

In same line strike out the word “ McCleary” and insert in lieu 
| thereof the word “ McCleery.” 

In same line strike out the word “a. 

In same line strike out the words “in the United States Army.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ forty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to James P. McCleery.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 





SARAH E. HAYNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11861) grant- 
ing a pension to Emeline S. Gosline Hayner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hmeline 
S. Gosline Hayner, widow of William H. Gosline, late captain Company 
A, One bundred and seventy-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 





#.. 
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The report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 11861) granting a pension to Emeline 8. Gosline Hayner, sub- 
mit the following report: , 

This bill proposes to pension the beneficiary named therein as the 
former widow of William H. Gosline at $20 per month. 

William H. Gosline, the officer named in this bill, served as captain 
of Company A, One hundred and seventy-seventh Pennsylvania Drafted 
Militia Volunteers, from October 31, 1862, to August 5, 1863, when 
honorably discharged with his company. 

He never applied for pension. 

Sarah E. Gosline, now Hayner, his widow, the beneficiary named in 
this bill, and now 63 years of age, who was married to him on August 
12, 1862, applied for pension in 1880. Her claim, however, was re- 
jected in February, 1883, upon the ground that the officer’s death from 
smallpox was not the result of his service. 

The beneficiary filed proof in the Pension Bureau showing that her 
husband contracted chronic diarrhea while in the service, and that this 
disease continued to exist after his discharge and so impaired his gen- 
eral health that he had no power to resist the disease which terminated 
his life, which disease was smallpox. 

The Pension Bureau held that no doubt the debility caused by the 
diarrhea was an important factor in the case; that it was impossible 
to say, however, absolutely that he would not have died of the small- 
pox had there been no diarrhea, nor was it susceptible of proof that he 
would have recovered from the smallpox if there had been no diarrhea. 

The beneficiary remarried in September, 1881. 

Proof filed with your committee shows that the second husband of 
the beneficiary died June 12, 1901; that she has not remarried, is 
very feeble, blind in one eye, and absolutely unable to earn anything for 
her support, and resides with her daughter, who is a dressmaker and 
unable to earn more than a scant livelihood. 

In the opinion of your committee the doubts in the case as to whether 
the soldier would have recovered from smallpox had it not been for the 
debility due to the service should be resolved in her favor, and it hav- 
ing been shown that she was the wife of the officer during his service, 
that she is again a widow, now an invalid, and destitute, your com- 
mittee are of the opinion that relief to the extent of granting her a 
pension at $8 per month is warranted, and the passage of the bill is 
therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ Emeline S. Gosline Hayner” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ Sarah BE. Hayner.” 

In same line, before the word “ widow,” insert the word “ former.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ eight.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Sarah 
EE. Hayner.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ROBERT L. DUNCAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11014) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert L. Duncan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
L. Duncan, of Monmouth, IIL, late of Company I’, Seventeenth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 11014) granting an increase of pension to Robert L. Duncan, 
submit the following report: 

This bill proposes to increase the pension of the soldier named therein 
from $12 to $20 per month. 

Mr. Duncan, now 68 years of age, who served as a sergeant in Com- 
pany F, Seventeenth Illinois Infantry, from May 25, 1861, to June 4, 
1864, when honorably discharged, and who received a shell wound of 
the right hand in action_at Fort Donelson in April, 1862, is now pen- 
sioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month for total dis- 
ability, the result of chronic diarrhea, shell wound of right hand, and 
hemiplegia of the left side. 

Ife was formerly pensioned under the general law at $4 per month 
on account of chronic diarrhea and the wound of hand, and claims in 
which paralysis and rheumatism were alleged as results of the pen- 
sioned causes of accepted service origin were rejected, the last one in 
January, 1901, upon the ground that these disabilities had no patho- 
logical connection with the diarrhea and wound. 

It is shown that the claimant had the first stroke of hemiplegia in 
April, 1883, and the second one in June, 1883. 

When last examined, in May, 1900, the board of surgeons rated him 
$17 for rheumatism and $30 for hemiplegia. 

Proof filed with your committee shows that the soldier by reason of 
his paralysis is a and requires some one to take care of him all 
the time; that he lives with a half-sister, who takes care of him, but 
who is a poor woman and is rather delicate in health, and the soldier 
having - property and no means of support except the pension of $12 
per month. 

Following precedents in like cases, the soldier having rendered three 
years of honorable service and being now helpless and destitute, an 
increase of his pension to $30 per month is justified, and the passage of 
the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: , 

In line 6 strike out the words “‘ of Monmouth, Illinois.” 


In line & strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 








|} on both feet, accepted by the Pension Bureau as having 


ALEXANDER LESSLEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15158) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander Lessley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alex 
ander Lessley, late of Company B, One hundred and eleventh Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 15158) granting an increase of pension to Alexander Lessle) 
submit the following report : 
An increase of pension from $16 to $50 per month ifs sought in the 
bill. 

Mr. Lessley, now 79 years of age, served as a corporal in Company 
BB, One hundred and eleventh Illinois Infantry, from Augu st 13, 1862, 
to June 6, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

The medical records of the War Department show that he was under 
treatment while in the service for catarrh and remittent fever, and the 
files of the Pension Bureau show that he is now pensioned under the 
general law at $16 per month on account of hemorrhoids and bunions 
originated 
during his military service. 


A claim for increase of pension filed in 1903 was rejected in Novem- 
Pp 





ber, 1903, upon the ground that the disabilities of accepted service 
origin did not warrant a higher rating. 

Medical testimony filed in the Pension Bureau in June, 1904, shows 
that during the last year the soldier had two paralytic strokes; that 


since the last stroke occurred, namely, in November, 1903, he has been 
confined a great portion of his time to his rcom and often to his bed; 
that he is very feeble and requires the aid and attendance of anot 
person. E 

Proof filed with your committee shows that he has no means of sup 
port except his pension and no property except a small house used as 
a homestead. 

It being shown that the soldier rendered three years of honorabie 
service and that he is now helpless from paralysis, requiring the aid of 
another person, and destitute, an increa of his pension to $30 per 
month is justified in the light of numerous precedents in like cases, 
and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for : 


her 





1 third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MOSS C. DAVIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12705) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Moss C. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be nd he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Moss 
C. Davis, late of Company I, Forty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mont | 


of that he is now receiving. 
The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 12705) granting an increase of pension to Moss C. Da 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is 
bilk. 

The soldier named in the bill, now GO years of age, served as a pri 
vate in Company I, Forty-fifth lowa Infantry, from May 9, 1864. to 
September 16, 1864, when honorably discharged with his company, and 
is now pensioned under the general law at $12 per month on ac 
of disease of heart—the result of an injury of the left side. 

Claims for increase of pension, in which the soldier alleged parti 
paralysis of the left side, disease of eyes, and loss of memory, were 
jected upon the ground that the disability of accepted service ori 
did not warrant a higher rating and that the alleged results could 
be accepted as having any pathological relation with the pensioned 
causes. 

When last examined, on March 2, 1904, the board of surgeons found 
and rated him $4 for the disease of heart and $4 for the injury to I 
side; found no paralysis, but did find loss of sight of one eye, for whi 
they rated him $12. rs 

A prior examination, made on August 6, 1902, found and rated him 
$6 for muscular weakness of the left side. 

The affidavits of Drs. Henry Marsh and J. R. Green, filed with yo 
committee, set forth that the soldier is wholly disabled for labor by 
reason of disease of heart, paralysis, and total blindness of the richt 
eye, with much impairment of vision in the left eye; and other proof 
filed shows that he has no means of support except his pension and 
what little he can earn from peddling milk around town on foot, 


sought in the 


int 


al 
re 





ft 


and 
that he has a wife dependent upon him for support. 
The soldier being weli-nigh helpless and destitute, an increase of his 
pension to $24 per month is believed to be just. 
The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 


lieu thereof the 


to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

PETER FOURNIER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11105) granting 

an increase of pension to Peter Furnier. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter 
Furnier, late of Company H, One hundred and eleventh Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Grsson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bili 
(H. R. 11105) granting an increase of pension to Peter Furnier, sub- 
mit the following report: 

This bill proposes to increase the pension of the soldier named 
therein from $10 to $30 per month. 

Peter Fournier, the soldier named in the bill, and now 61 years of 
age, served as a private in Company H, One hundred and eleventh 
Ohio ens. from August 13, 1862, to June 27, 1865, when honor- 
ably discharged. 

‘ 4 medical records of the War Department furnish no information 
n his case. 

He first applied for pension in October, 1889, on account of a left 
inguinal hernia and disease of kidneys. 

So much as related to the claim on account of hernia was allowed in 
April, 1895, at $4 per month from October 10, 1889, and at $6 from 
December 4, 1891, the hernia being incomplete. 

The claim on account of disease of kidneys was rejected in April, 
1895, upon the ground of no record and the evidence obtained upon 
special examination not being satisfactory to prove that this disease 
see in the service and that the examining surgeons found no 
isability. 

In 1899 he filed a claim on account of rheumatism as having been 
contracted in the service, and in 1901 he filed another claim on account 
of deafness. Both of these claims, however, were rejected, the one 
on account of rheumatism upon the ground that a pensionable disability 
from that cause had not existed since the filing of the claim, and the 
one on account of deafness upon the ground of no record in the War 
Department of treatment and claimant’s inability to furnish medical or 
other satisfactory evidence showing that such disability originated in 
the service or existed from the date of discharge. 

A claim for increase of pension on account of the hernia, the same 
having become complete, was allowed in August, 1900, commencing 
February 7, 1900, at $10 per month, and the soldier is now in receipt 
of that pension. 

Several of the soldier's comrades have testified that after the battles 
of Loudon and Campbells Station, Tenn., where the company was sta- 
tioned in front of a battery, the beneticiary complained of a roaring in 
his head and seemed to be quite deaf and that they had seen him at fre- 
quent intervals since discharge and that he was still deaf. 

Assistant Secretary Campbell, of the Interior Department, who af- 
firmed the rejection of the claim on account of deafness under date of 
July 25, 1904, stated in his decision that the deafness was due to ca- 
tarrhal inflammation of the middle ear; that it was not uncommon for 
soldiers stationed near a battery of artillery during an engagement to 
be troubled with a roaring in the ears and partial deafness for some 
time afterwards; that these symptoms in most cases, however, were 
merely temporary and no permanent injury done to the auditory appa- 
ratus; and that the present deafness of the soldier, due to catarrh, 
consequently was not a result of his military service. 

When last examined, in August, 1904, by the board of surgeons at 
Toledo, Ohio, that board found a left complete hernia and a right 
incomplete hernia and recommended a rating of $17 per month for those 
disabilities, and also found severe deafness of both ears. 

Medical evidence filed in the Pension Bureau in February, 1904, 
shows that the soldier had a depressed and careworn appearance, gait 
trembling, joints enlarged, fingers stiffened and distorted, sight and 
hearing impaired, and that he had been unable to perform manual labor 
for the past three years. 

Considering the soldier's faithful service of over three years and 








that he is shown to be totally disabled, together with the probability 
that his deafness may have been a result of his military service, an 
increase of his pension from $10 to $20 per month is justified. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 


’ 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Furnier” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Fournier.” : 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” ’ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Peter Fournier.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SARAH J. DICKENS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12324) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah J. Dickens. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
J. Dickens, widow of Ira S.. Dickens, late of Company B, Second 
Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$22 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, That in 
the event of the death of Asa Littlefield Dickens, invalid and dependent 
child of said Ira 8. Dickens, the additional pension herein granted on 
account of such child shall cease and terminate. 


The report (by Mr. SuLtoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 12324) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. Dickens, 
submit the following report: 

This bill proposes to increase the pension of the beneficiary named 
therein from $8 to $22 per month on account of an invalid son, Asa L. 
Dickens. 

Ira S. Dickens, the soldier named in the bill, served as a private in 
Company E, Second Rhode Island Infantry, from June 6, 1861, to 
March 7, 1863, when honorably discharged, and was a pensioner under 
the general law on account of disease of heart. 


ant died January 23, 1903, from uremia, the result of Bright's 
sease. 

His widow, the beneficiary named in the bill, now 48 years of age, 
who married him on December 25, 1870, is now pensioned under the 
act of June 27, 1890, as amended by the act of May 9, 1900, at = per 
month and $2 per month additional on account of a minor child, who 
will become 16 years of age on January 21, 1912, upon proof that she 
was dependent upon her daily labor, having no income whatever from 
any source. 3 

Proof filed with your committee shows that Asa L., on whose account 
the bill proposes to increase the pension of the widow of the soldier, 
is a son of the soldier; that he was born on January 17, 1880, and 
therefore was over 16 years of age when the soldier died; that he has 
been afflicted since childhood with asthma, emphysema of the lungs, 
and enlargement of the heart, and has been unable to earn a livelihood 
on account of this condition, and is living with and has been wholly 
supported by his mother prior to and since he became 16 years of age. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee states that upon an 
examination of the child, Asa L., on January 18, 1905, he was found 
to be suffering from chronic emphysema of the lungs, “ barrel-chested "’ 
from long continued asthma, hypertrophy of the heart, and a nose full 
of polypoid growths. 

It having been shown that the child, Asa L., has been a prior 
to and ever since its arrival at the age of 16 years, and wholly depend- 
ent upon its mother, your committee, following the rules of the Senate 
and House in like cases, recommend that the widow’s pension be in- 
— to $20 per month to help her in the maintenance of her helpless 
cnlid, 

: _ passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
ollows: 

In line 7, after the word “ Second,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-two” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ twenty.” 

In line 9 strike out the words “Provided, That in the event” and 
all of lines 10, 11, and 12, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“and $2 per month additional on account of the minor child of said 
Ira 8. Dickens until it arrives at the age of 16 years: Provided, That 
in the event of the death of Asa L. Dickens, helpless and dependent 
child of said Ira S. Dickens, the additional pension herein granted shall 
cease and determine: And provided further, That in the event of the 
death of Sarah J. Dickens the name of said Asa L. Dickens shall be 
placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month from and after the date 
of death of said Sarah J. Dickens.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. LEONARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18145) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William H. Leonard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam H. Leonard, late of Company K, Thirtieth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Crowtry) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 18145) granting an increase of pension to William H. Leonard, 
submit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 is sought in the bill. 

William H. Leonard, now 69 years of age, served as a sergeant in 
Company K, Thirtieth Illinois Volunteers, from August 28, 1861, to 
June 29, 1865, when honorably discharged on surgeon’s certificate of 
disability by reason of two gunshot wounds, one in the right knee 
received at Brittons, La., September 1, 1862, and one in the left side 
received at Kenesaw Mountain, Ga., June 27, 1864. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of the wounds named—rheuma- 
tism, disease of heart and kidneys, and senile debility. 

He was formerly pensioned under the general law at a lower rate on 
account of said wounds. 

When last examined, in June, 1904, the board of surgeons rated him 
at $6 for the wounds, $8 for rheumatism, $6 for kidney disease, and 
$4 for heart trouble, and stated that by reason of the combined disa- 
bilities he was entitled to $24 per month. 

The statement of Hon. J. B. Crowiey, the Member who introduced 
the bill, filed with your committee, sets forth that affidavits and peti- 
tions were presented to him in support of the bill, showing that the 
soldier was a poor man and entirely dependent upon his pension for 
the support of himself and family; that they were, however, mis- 
laid, ete. 

The soldier rendered nearly four years of honorable service and was 
twice wounded in battle. 

He is now wholly disabled for manual labor by disabilities which 
very likely are traceable to his army life, and depends entirely upon 
the small pension which he is now receiving. 

Under these circumstances an increase of his pension to $24 per 
month is justified, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended 
when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-fopr.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


SAMUEL BICKFORD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15789) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Bickford. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Bickford, late of Company BE, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. SuLLowAy) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bi 
(H. R. 15789) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Bickford, 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $14 to $30 is sought in the Dill. 

The records of the War Department show that Mr. Bickf 

3 red as a corporal in Company E, Eleventh 
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; m August 15, 1862, to March 31, 1863, when dis- 
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account of chronic diarrh ‘-heumatism and resulting disease of 
heart. 

When last examined by the board of surgeons at Concord, N. H., on 
February 25, 1903, the board of surgeons found him to e suffering 
from chronic diarrhea and rhet ism—the last-named disability af 
fecting the s ilders and knees id organic disease of the heat ith 
dyspnea 

Lhe ition of s« your committee, sets forth that 
by ison of t ( ted service origin he is now so 
lisabled that he ina ubsistence by manual labor, and 
this alle ion is edical as lay testimony 
Dr Hill ha at the owing to chroni 
mu und arti s unabl lal 

Other proof filed wit nittee shows t as | 
property and no inc any source except his pension. 

In view of the medical evidence filed in the case an increase of the 
soldier’s pension by n of the disabilities of accepted service origin 





to $24 per month is proper. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 7 - : ’ 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 

‘he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a t! 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the t 


time, and passed. 
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JOHN W. M’INTYRBE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7716) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. McIntyre. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

Tr authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
he provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
VY. McIntyre, late of Company H, Eighty-fifth Regiment New 











Volunteer infantry, and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7716) granting an increase of pension to John W. McIntyre, 
submit the following report: 

This bill proposes to increase the pension of the soldier named 
therein from $10 to $30 per month. 

John W. McIntyre, now 63 years of age, is shown by the records of 
the War Department to have served as a private in Company H, 
Bighty-fifth New York Infantry, from September 6, 1861, to June 27, 
1865, when honorably discharged. 

Ile was a prisoner of war from April 20, 1864, to December 11, 1864, 
and was furloughed after his parole on account of a surgeon's certifi- 
cate of disability, showing him to be laboring under the effects of 
chronic diarrhea and general debility. 

He is now pensioned under the general law at $10 per month on ac 
count of chronic diarrhea and resulting disease of rectum, and loss of 
teeth, the result of scurvy. 

A claim on account of rheumatism and sunstroke and resulting 
a 1 was rejected in January, 1900, upon the ground of no record of 
treatment in the War Department, no medical evidence of treatment in 
the service or at discharge, and claimant’s inability to furnish satisfac- 
tory evidence showing the origin of said disabilities in the service and 
their continuance since. 

The soldi alleged that he contracted rheumatism while in Ander- 
sonville prison, and furnished proof of comrades who were in prison 
with him that he suffered from such disability in the service, and two 

xaminer of the 
ir affidavits as to the origin of the S 
jility in the service, and he also filed the testimony of nei 
iaintances that he complained and suffered from rheum 
since his return from the Army, but he filed no medical testi 
to treatment for the same until recent years. 

Rheumatism was first described in the certificate of medical examin- 
ation of November, 1898. 

When last examined, in July, 1902, the board of surgeons rated him 
$6 for chronic diarrhea, $6 for rheumatism, and $6 for asthma; found 
the teeth of the upper and lower jaws wanting and gums shrunken, and 
the rectum inflamed, but no piles. 

The probabilities in the case are that the soldier’s rheumatism and 
asthma are wholly dependent upon his service covering a period of 
nearly four years and upon the hardships and privations which he had 
to endure while a prisoner of war for eight months. 

An increase of his pension to $24 per month is therefore fully war- 
ranted under the circumstances, and the passage of the bill is recom- 
mended when amended as follows: 

In line 7, after the word “ pension,” insert the words “at the rate.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jackson 
D. Siner, late of Company F, Seventy-second Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


The report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hi. R. 5000) granting a pension to Jackson D. Siner, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

: An increase of pension from $17 to $50 per month is sought in the 
ill. . 

The soldier named in the bill, now 59 years of age, served as a private 
in Company F, Seventy-second Pennsylvania Infantry, from March 12, 
1864, to December 26, 1864, when honorably discharged. 

Ile received a gunshot wound of the right hand and head in action at 
the Wilderness in May, 1864, and also incurred chronic diarrhea, and is 
now pensioned under the general law by reason of said wounds and diar- 
rhea and disease of rectum at $17 per month. 

Claims for increase of pension were rejected in 1897 and 1898 upon 
the ground that a higher rating was not warranted and that the alleged 
brouchitis, asthma, disease of heart, impaired sight and hearing, etc., 
alleged as results, had no connection with the pensioned causes. 

When last examined, in February, 1898, the board of surgeons, aside 
from the pensioned disabilities, found stiffness in the lumbar region and 
rated him $4 for that condition. A prior examination, made in 1897, 
showed him to be confined to the house and bed by reason of general and 
nervous prostration or debility, probably resulting from diarrhea and 
disease of heart. 

The testimony of James M. McGee, M. D., of Philadelphia, Pa., filed 
with your committee, sets forth that the soldier at the present time is 
pene, and totally disabled and unable to perform labor of any 
kind; that in fact his condition is bordering on dementia, he having 
no power or control of memory and but little power or control of his 
physical structure; that his sufferings from the wounds of his head 
and hand had increased to a partially paralytic condition, which will no 





doubt in the near future render him dependent upon the daily care 
and attendance of a nurse; that the diarrhea and disease of rectum 
having markedly increased; that he requires the constant care and at- 


tendance of a nurse, 


» much ¢ 


which is rendered him by his wife; that his wife 








ite condition financially. 

Other proof filed shows that the soldier is frequently confined to his 
] ires the personal care and attendance of his wife and that 
le circumstances pecuniarily that he is a charge upon 





view of the soldier’s helplessness and destitution an increase of 
nsion to $30 per month is fully justified and is in line with many 





‘The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 


follows: 
In line 8 st 
word “* thirty.” 
In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.”’ 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jackson D. Siner.”’ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


“eadi owes bei ’ eng sse i Tas ace "Ainge > i 7 | J 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


time, and passed. 
MARSHALL COX. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1266) granting 
an increase of pension to Marshall Cox. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar- 
shall Cox, late of Company B, First Regiment West Virginia Veteran 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 





‘he report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(li. R. 1266) granting an increase of pension to Marshall Cox, submit 
the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $25 per month is sought in the 
bill 


This soldier, now 77 years of age, served as a private in Company | 


B, First West Virginia Cavalry, from February 22, 1864, to July 8, 
1865, when honorably discharged, and is shown by the medical records 
of the War Department to have been under treatment from May to 
June, 1865, for fracture of the skull. 

IIe is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of rheumatism, disease of heart, 
and senility. 

His general-law claim, filed in 1889, and based upon chronic diarrhea 
and resulting constipation, was rejected in 1896 upon the ground that 
a pensionable disability from those causes had not existed since the 
filing of the claim. 

When last examined, on March 28, 1901, upon which examination 
he was granted a pension of $12 per month under the act of June 27, 
1890, the board of surgeons found rheumatism with atrophy of the 
muscles of the back, an atheromatous condition of the circulatory 
system, with syncope and dyspnee and well marked general senile 
and nervous debility with inability to perform any labor. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee shows that the soldier 
lost the thumb and two fingers of the right hand by being caught in 
machinery; that he is now also suffering with sciatica and incipient 
locomotor ataxia and disease of the kidneys and bladder, and that in 
consequence of these disabilities and his age, he being now 77 years 
old, he was totally disabled for manual labor. 

Other proof filed shows that the soldier has no means of support 
except his pension, and no property. 

The facts above set forth make this soldier's case one worthy of re- 
lief by Congress, and in the opinion of your committee an increase of 
his pension to $24 per month is warranted. 
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‘ a passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
OlLlOWS: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Veteran.” 

- 7 8 strike out the word “ five’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


WILLIAM C. ALEXANDER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18607) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William C. Alexander. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby authorized and directed to ae on the pension roll, subjec* to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws the name of 
William C. Alexander, late of Company C, Fifty-second Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Infantry and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Crow.ey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18607) granting an increase of pensions to William C. Alex- 
ander, submit the following report: 

: — increase of pension from $17 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The soldier named in the bill, now 60 years of age, served as a pri- 
vate in Company C, Fifty-second Kentucky Infantry, from August 
28, 1863, to January 17, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

He incurred rheumatism and resulting disease of heart and varicose 
veins of the left leg—the result of an injury—while in the service and 
line of duty, and is now pensioned under the general law on account o 
said disabilities at $17 per month. 

This rating of $17 was allowed upon a certificate of medical exami- 
nation dated August 28, 1895, made by the Denver, Colo., board of 
surgeons, which found and rated him $17 for disease of heart, $4 for 
varicose veins, and $6 for rheumatism. 

The affidavit of Dr. H. N. Rafferty, of Robinson, IIL, filed with 
your committee, sets forth that the soldier had been under his treat: 


-ment since December 19, 1904; that he was afflicted with a serious 


organic heart lesion, with a rupture of compensation, hypertrophy, and 
dilitation ; that he also suffers from a cough, dyspnea, and great mus- 
cular weakness, and that he is unfit to do any manual labor. 

Your committee is satisfied from the medical evidence filed, as well 
as from the findings of the board of surgeons, of Denver, Colo., that 
the soldier is wholly disabled for the performance of any manual labor 
by reason of the pensioned causes, hence he is fully entitled to the 
relief sought in the bill and its passage is recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ORMON W. WALSH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1865) granting 
an increase of pension to Ormon W. Walsh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Intcrior be, and he is 


| the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ormon 
| W. Walsh, late private in Company I, Tenth Regiment Minnesota Vol- 





unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 1865) granting an increase of pension to Ormon W. Walsh, sub- 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $14 to $50 per month is sought in the 


ill. 

The files of the Pension Bureau show that the soldier named in the 
bill, now 64 years of age, served as a private in Company I, Tenth 
Minnesota Infantry, from February 24, 1864, to August 19, 1865, when 
honorably ene and that he was under treatment for tonsilitis 
and catarrh. 

He is now pensioned under the general law at $14 per month on 
account of disease of lungs. 


This last rating of $14 per month was allowed in January, 1904, 


| upon a certificate of medical examination of September 16, 1903, made 


by the board of surgeons at Rochester, Minn., which described his con- 
dition as follows: 

“Lungs: There is pulmonary emphysema in both lungs. He has 
asthma. There are rales over both lungs. There is prolonged expira- 
tion. Expectoration is profuse. This disability entirely disables this 
applicant. Rate, $17. 

“ Heart: Action weak, but not irregular or intermittent. There is 
hypertrophy of both sides of the heart, with slight dilatation and 
slight edema of the feet, and some dyspnea. Rate, $2. 

“Rheumatism: There is considerable atrophy of the muscles of the 
right thigh and loss of muscles of leg. No limitation of motion ex- 
cept * right leg. He moves the right leg with considerable difficulty. 
Rate, $6. 

“ Kidneys: There is sugar in urine, but no albumen. He has dia- 
betes. tate, $4.” 

In the opinion of your committee the description of the soldier's 
disabilities of accepted service origin, as shown by the examination of 
1903, fully entitles him to a rate of $24 per month, and relief to that 
extent is recommended. 

The bill is therefore reported back with the recommendation that it 
pass when amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “private in” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ of.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
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1eading; and being engrossed, it 
third time, and passed. 
JOHN H. HARDY, 3D. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3961) granting 
an increase of pension to John Herschel Hardy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Herschel Hardy, late of Company B, Forty-eighth Regiment Massa 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of ——— 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. BrapLey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 3061) granting an increase of pension to John Herschel Hardy, 
submit the following report: 

An inerease of pension from $12 to $30 is sought in the bill. 

John H. Hardy, 3d, the soldier named in the bill, now 67 years of 
age, served as a private in Company B, Forty-eighth Massachusetts 
Infantry, from August 21, 1862, to September 3, 1863, when honor 
ably discharged with his regiment. 

fie was formally pensioned under the general law at $4 per month 
from the date of his discharge on account of chronic diarrhea, but is 
now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month for 
total disability—the result of rheumatism, disease of heart, and loss of 
the sight of both eyss. 

When last examined, in January, 1904, the soldier was shown to be 
totally blind and suffering from rheumatism and disease of heart, and 
to require the regular personal aid and attendance of another person 

The soldier filed a claim to pension in August, 1903, on account of 
malarial poisioning, rheumatism, and disease of spine and heart. 

This claim was rejected in November, 1904, upon the ground that a 
pensionable degree of disability from those causes had not been shown 
since the filing of the claim; and a claim on account of sunstroke and 
aileged resulting disease of eyes was likewise rejected upon the ground 
of no record, no medical evidence of treatment in the service or at dis 
charge, and claimant's apparent inability to connect his present disease 
of eyes with his service. 

The soldier’s blindness is believed to be due to glancoma, but appears 
to be of recent origin and to have no connection with the alleged sun- 
stroke. 

The statement of Hon. A. P. GARDNER, the Member who introduced 
the bill, filed with your committee, sets forth that he is informed by 
prominent citizens of his town that the soldier is actually suffering for 
the necessities of life. 

Following precedents in like cases, the soldier being helpless from 
blindness, and utterly destitute, an increase of his pension to $30 per 
month is justified. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

' In line 6 strike out the word “ Herschel” and insert in lieu thereof 
the letter “‘ H.” 

In same line, after the word “ Hardy,” insert the word “ third.” 

In line 8, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “ thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen 
sion to John H. Hardy, third.” 


Che amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


ras accordingly read the 








to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH V. HOWELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R..786) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph V. Howell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
V. Howell, late of Company K, One hundred and foeurth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Deemer) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 786) granting an increase of pension to Joseph V. Howell, sub 
mit the following report: 

m An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 

It appears from the records of the War Department that Mr. Howell 
who is now 61 years of age, served as a private in Company K, One 
hundred and fourth Pennsylvania Infantry, from September 20, 1861, 
to September 30, 1864, when honorably discharged, and the files of 
the Pension Bureau show that he is now pensioned under the general 
law at $12 per month on account of disease of eyes. 

4 claim for additional pension, filed in November, 1900. and based 
upon valvular disease of the heart, enlarged prostate gland, inflamma 
tion of the bladder—the result of mumps, and dropsy—was rejected in 





September, 1904, upon the ground of no record of said disabilities in 
War Department, and the inability of the claimant to furnish 


medical or other satisfactory evidence to connect the origin thereof 
with his military service, the Pension Bureau holding that the evidence 
did not warrant the opinion that either of these disabilities was the 
result of the mumps. 

Ihe soldier filed proof in the Pension Bureau of comrades tending to 
show that he was taken with mumps after the battle of Williamsburg: 
that thereafter he complained of pain in his zroin and biadder and 
shortness ef breath, and lay testimony that he complained of said disa 
bilities ever since discharge, also medical testimony as to treatment 
since 1898S for cystitis and disease of heart. 

When last examined, in April, 1901, the board of surgeons found him 
to be suffering from disease of heart, kidneys, cystitis, and defective 
sight, and rated him at $24 for the combined disabilities. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee shows that the soldier 








is iffering from a hy} ertrophied and dilated heart, chronic cystitis, 
enlarged prostate gland, atrophy of left testicle following the mumps, 


sweiling of feet, ete.; that the condition of his bladder necessitates its 








being washed out at intervals of from twenty-four to a 
and that the urine has to be drawn by a t ter « t 
day and night; and that t edispos i 
present condition was his exposure during 3 sery 

Other proof filed shows that he is ur e to ] ! I 
labor; that he is constantly g ving wors t 
his pension, ha iwi r means of s ) 
Bucks County, | i of 1: é i ) 
per acre and encumbered to the a unt of S500 

The soldier rendered honor e d faithful ser . 
indicates that the cystitis and heart t ke ‘ 
origin. 

In the opini ‘ v r ¢ > an re > l I $24 
per month is t fore warranted ind the passage 








amended as f¢ vs 
In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and Insert in 
word © twante-tene* 


ommended when 









The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be eng ed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the i 
time, and passed. 

MARY O'DEA. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18512) g 
a pension to Mary O'Dea. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the ® retary of the Int . and | 3 
he y, authorized and directed t ce on the | ) 
the provisions and limitations of e pe y! iws 
O'Dea, widow of Laur e O'Dea te of ( 
pal Fifth Battalion Dis ( \ 
pay her a pension at the rate $12 per 1 

The report (by Mr. SurtowAy) is as follows 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom w f ! 

(H. R. 18512) g g a pension to Mary O'! 
report 

A | sion of $12 psx ynth is iwht in ¢f } 

Che } nd of the beneficiary se ed t i YF 
O’Dai as a private in Car n McDermott’s | 
District of Columbia Volunteers ym Ar : ) I ; 
when honorably discharged, and died September 1, 1583, of B 3 

isease 

The beneficiary named in the bill applied for pension under the 
visions of the act of June 27. 1890. on July 12. 1890 I 
ever, was rejected in February, 1891, upon the ground t! 
lacked nine days of the necessary period of service in 
title under said 3 

The beneficiary was married to the soldier on N er 2 
and is shown not to have rem “di since the soldier's « 

Proof filed with your committee sets forth that the beneficiary ts 
without means of support and is unable on account of re i 
a livelihood by daily labor, and is dependent upon othe for s 

In view of the above your committee is of the « ym that 
quirements of the act of June 27, 1890, as to lengtl f se . 
well be waived in the case, and that a pension of $8 per ment I 
be granted to the beneficiary. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended w ’ i as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ Laurence O'Dea” i 
thereof the words “ Lawrence O'Dea. alias Lawrence O 

In line 9 strike out the word “ twely and insert li t f 
the word “ eight.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a t i 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the t i 





time, and passed. 
MARTHA A. TOMPKINS. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18562) ; ; 
a pension to Martha A. Tompkins. 
he bill was read, as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc., 1 t the Secretary of the I be 1 
hereby, authorized and dire 1 to place on t I 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension ‘ t 
Martha A. Tompkins, widow G. W. 17 
Twenty-seventh Regiment Miss mY iI 
pension at the rate of $512 per mon 

The report (by Mr. Gu ‘) is as follow 

Che Committee on I: te s, ft 
(H. R. 18562) grant ng a} sion to M ms SU 
following report 

A pension of $12 per month is sought in the ! 

George W. Tompl s. the s I t 
vate in Company EK, ‘I'wen M \ 
fantry, from August 4, LSGi, to J lary 27, 1 2 
charged with his cor 5 

He was a pe! ner ler the tof J ts 3 $10 
for partial inability to ear rt ry ma 
disease of heart and ri inguinal he ia, but never a i 
sion under the genera ’ 

He died November 21, 1900, of a I le on | 
poisoning 

The beneficiary ned in the bill, now 44 yea! 
pension und the act of J e i, 1890, t 
Her claim, however, was rejected in Jar y. 190 i 
her declared inability to furnish 
her former husband and thereby establish 
to the soldier 

It appears that the soldier was previously 1 i 
divorced from his first wife on M 1, 1879 i 
declared in her application for pension t ’ 
married to one Thomas Brayles and t t i f 
vorce from him in the circuit rt of Greene ¢ 1A t 


18, 1883. 





2304 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 10, 





She stated in an affidavit filed in the Pension Bureau that the clerk 
of Greene County circuit court had advised her that he was unable to 
find a record of the decree of the court, and also stated that her lawyer 
who obtained such decree for her was dead, etc. 

The beneficiary is shown to have entered into a ceremonial marriage 
with the soldier under the name of Martha A. Brayles on August 19, 
1883, and to have lived with the soldier as his wife up to the date of 
his death in November, 1900, and she is also shown to have no means 
of support, to be disabled and unable to work for a living, and to be de- 
pendent upon charity. 

It is further shown that the soldier left three children under 16 years 
of age surviving him at the time of his death, and that two of those 
children are still under 16 years of age. 

Your committee has no reason to doubt the legality of the claimant’s 
marriage to the soldier, and believes that the burden of proof that her 
marriage was not a legal one is upon the Government and not the 
claimant. 

In fact, inasmuch as the Government accepted her allegation as to 
her prior marriage to be true, it should also accept as true her state- 
ment that such prior marriage was legally dissolved. 

_ Under these circumstances, the beneficiary is fully entitled to a pen- 
sion under the provisions of the act of June 27, 1890, and the passage 
of the bill Is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “G.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ George.”’ 

In line 7, after the word “ Volunteer,” Insert the word “‘ Mounted.” 

= line S strike out the word “ twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ eight.” 

In line 9, after the word ‘“ month,” insert the words “and two dol- 
lars per month on account of each of the two minor children of said 
George W. Tompkins until they shall reach the age of sixteen years.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

VINA MORTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18575) granting 
a pension to Vina Morton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Vina Morton, widow of Amos Morton, late of Company F, One hundred 
and nineteenth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
_ R. anne granting a pension to Vina Morton, submit the follow- 

ig report: 

A pension of $12 per month is sought in the bill. 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 61 years of age, is the widow 
ef Amos Morton, who served as a private in Company F, One hundred 
and nineteenth United States Colored Troops, from May 29, 1865, to 
April 27, 1866, when honorably discharged. 

Iie was a pensioner under the act of June 27, 1890, and disappeared 
from his home on January 4, 1902, and was not seen nor heard from 
by his family and friends until April 6, 1902, when his body was found 
near Frankfort, Ky. 

The beneficiary is barred from pension under the act of June 27, 
1890, for the reason that she was not married to the soldier until 
August 12, 1899. 

_It is shown that the soldier was previously married during slave 
times to one Mary Morton; that she died January 22, 1893, and that 
the beneficiary had lived and cohabited with the soldier as his wife 
until his disappearance in January, 1902, and had not remarried since 
his death; that she is old and feeble, and without any means of support. 

Irom the statement of Hon. Sourm ‘TRIMBLE filed with your commit- 
tee it appears that he is personally acquainted with the beneficiary, 
knows her to be the legal widow of the soldier, to be feeble-minded, 
and now living on charity. 

Relief by Congress at the rate to which the claimant would have 





been entitled in the Pension Bureau had she married the soldier prior 
to June 27, 1590, is believed to be proper under the circumstances and 
arr passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
OLLOWS: 


I : line 9 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ eight.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
JAMES H. PHELPS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18383) granting 
an increase of pension to James H. Phelps. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
H. Phelps, late of Company I, Fortieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Hotimay) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 18383) granting an increase of pension to James H. Phelps, 
submit the following report: 

Me increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
ill. 

Mr. Phelps, now_65 years of age, served as a private in Company I, 
Fortieth Indiana Volunteers, from November 11, 1864, to July 15, 
1865, when honorably discharged, and is now a pensioner under the 
general law at $12 per month on account of disease of eyes with par- 
tial loss of sight of the right eye. 

Ilis claim to increase of pension, filed in March, 1903, was rejected 
in October, 1903, upon the ground that a higher rating was not war- 


ranted and that the existing refractive error had to be excluded in the 
consideration of his claim. 

When last examined by an oculist, on June 17, 1903, the surgeon 
described his condition as follows: 

“TI find claimant suffering from blepharitis marginalis in both eyes 
and keratitis of right eye with slight opacity of the entire cornea. Left 
eye has a small pterygium on inner side, extending about one-fifth of an 
inch upon the cornea. Cornea has some cloudiness. Pupils respond 
slowly to light. The deeper structures of the eyes are normal, 
Refraction shown. With right eye can only distinguish fingers at a 
distance of 1 foot. Vision in left eye is twenty-fortieths. Claimant 
is also suffering from muscular rheumatism, with swelling in the 
joints of both upper and lower extremities. 

“ His rating should be fixed at $16 per month.” 

No good reason is apparent why the Pension Bureau did not follow 
the recommendation of the oculist as to the rate to which the soldier 
was entitled, in view of which an increase of his pension from $12 to 
$16 per month, the rate recommended by the surgeon, is deemed proper. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

L. L. TOTHACER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3828) to in- 
crease the pension of lL. L. Tothacer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Pensions be, and he is 
hereby, directed to increase the pension now being paid to L. L. Toth- 
acer, Company G, Thirteenth Ohio Cavalry, to $20 per month on 
account of disabilities. 


The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 3828) to increase the pension of L. L. Tothacer, submit the fol- 
lowing report: ; 

This bill proposes to pension the bencficiary named therein at $20 
per month. 

Lucian L. Tothacer, the soldier named in this bill and now 56 years 
of age, served as a private in Company G, Thirteenth Ohio Cavalry, 
from March 31, 1864, to July 4, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

The medical records of the War Department show that he was under 
treatment for measles from May 17 to June 8, 1864. 

Claims for pension under the act of June 27, 1890, were rejected in 
April, 1894, January, 1895, December, 1896, and May, 1898, upon the 
ground that he was not disabled from earning a support by manua! 
labor in a degree sufficient to bring him within the purview of said act. 

His claim under the general law, filed in October, 1896, and based 
upon deafness, catarrh of head, and rheumatism, was rejected on 
December 9, 1896, upon the ground that a ratable disability from these 
causes had not existed since the filing of the claim. 

The soldier filed medical and lay testimony in the Pension Bureau, 
showing that he had been a sufferer from rheumatism, deafness, 
catarrh, and nervous debility since 1893. 

When first examined, before the board of surgeons at Nashville, Tenn., 
on January 24, 1894, the board found him to be nearly totally deaf in 
the left ear. 

An examination of September 12, 1894, by the Columbia, Tenn., 
board of surgeons, found disease of the heart; one of October 7, 1896, 
rated him $4 for debility and $2 for slight deafness of the left ear; 
an examination of March, 1898, found him suffering from neurasthenia, 
chronic rhinitis, and deafness of one ear. 

The soldier again applied for pension under the act of June 27, 1890, 
on May 18, 1904, alleging that he was disabled from earning a sup- 
port by manual labor by reason of catarrh of the head, deafness, and 
muscular rheumatism, and was examined under his claim by the Colum- 
bia, Tenn., board of surgeons on September 7, 1904, and while that 
board recommended a rating of $12 per month on account of deafness, 
varicose veins, catarrh, and debility, the Pension Bureau, however, again 
rejected his claim on November 1, 1904, upon the ground that a ratable 
degree of disability within the meaning of the act was not shown. 

The board of surgeons stated as follows: 

“All of the superficial veins of both legs are involved. They are 
about three times as large as normal. Some of the small ones have 
ruptured. 

“The uvula is elongated, the pharynx highly congested, and has 
— rhinitis. Is completely deaf in the left ear and is prematurely 
old.”’ 

It is the opinion of your committee that in view of the description 
of the soldier's disabilities given in the last certificate of medical ex- 
amination of September 7, 1904, his claim to pension should have been 
allowed by the Pension Bureau, it being evident from the same that he 
= disabled from earning a support by manual labor in a pensionable 

egree. 

Under these circumstances your committee is of the opinion that he 
is entitled to a rating of $12 per month, and the passage of the bill is 
therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

‘ a out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
ollowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucian L. Tothacer, late 
of Company G, Thirteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Lucian 
L. Tothacer.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN R. M’CULLOUGH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2731) granting an 
increase of pension to John R. McCullough. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John R. McCullough, late hospital steward, First Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CrowLey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2731) granting an increase of pension to John R. McCullough, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 2989, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2731) 
granting an increase of pension to John R. McCullough, have examined 
the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the pension 
of John R. McCullough, late hospital steward, First Regiment Wiscon- 
sin Volunteer Infantry. 

The records of the War Department show that John R. McCullough 
served as hospital steward, First Wisconsin Infantry, from September 
20, 1861, to October 13, 1864, when honorably discharged, and as act 
ing assistant or contract surgeon, United States Army, from Tebruary 
13, 1865, to February 18, 1866, when his contract was honorably ter- 
minated. ‘The records further show that he was taken prisoner at 
Stone River, Tennessee, December 31, 1862, and rejoined his regiment 
in May, 1863, and was again taken prisoner at Chickamauga, Ga., Sep- 
tember 20, 1863, and was confined at Richmond, Va., until Decembe;y, 
1863, when he escaped. 

Claimant filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, 
and is now in receipt of a pension under said act at the rate of $12 per 
month on account of total inability to earn a support by manual labor 
resulting from gunshot wound of left leg, varicose veins of both legs, 
disease of heart, rheumatism, and senile debility. Ue was previously 
Se under the general law at $4 per month for gunshot wound of 
eg received at battle of Peryville, Ky., Otcober 8, 1862. 

It appears from the last report of the board of examining surgeons, 
dated May 13, 1904, that claimant is totally disabled for manual iabor 
by reason of gunshot wound of left leg, varicose veins of both legs, 
rheumatism, disease of heart, left varicocele, obesity, and general and 
senile debility. The examining surgeons report that claimant is ex- 
hausted on slight exercise, looks older than age given, and is unable to 
perform manual labor. 

It appears that claimant is 68 years of age, and participated with his 
regiment in several prominent battles of the war, notably at Verry- 
ville, Stone River, Chickamauga, and Nashville. The fact that he was 
pensioned at the maximum rate under the act of June 27, 1890, estab- 
lishes his total disability for manual labor. It also appears that he is 
in needy circumstances financially and dependent largely upon his pres- 
ent pension of $12 per month. 

In view of claimant’s long and faithful service an increase of his 
pension to $30 per month is recommended upon the ground of his pres- 
ent condition; it is not proved to be due to his service and no higher 
rate is warranted. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading: and it was accord- 

ingly read the third time, and passed. 
CYRUS N. BRADLEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3392) granting an 
increase of pension to Cyrus N. Bradley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cyrus 
N. Bradley, late of Company I, Fortieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Crowtey) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3392) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus N. Bradley, have 


examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 








[Senate Report No. 2998, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3392) 
granting an increase of pension to Cyrus N. Bradley, have examined 
the same and report: 


This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $17 per month the pension 


of Cyrus N. Bradley, of Indianapolis, lowa, late of Company I, Fortieth | 


Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 

Claimant is shown by the records of the War Department to have en- 
listed August 12, 1862, and to have served as private in Company I, 
Fortieth Iowa Infantry, until August 2, 1865, when honorably dis- 
charged. The hospital records show that he was treated from March 
13, 1864, to December 28, 1864, for conjunctivitis and ulcer on leg. 

Claimant filed a claim under the general law April 29, 1879, alleging 
that in September, 1863, he contracted typhoid fever which settled in 
his right eye, causing loss of sight of same. He was pensioned Septem- 
ber 25, 1880, for loss of sight of right eye at $4 per month from dis- 
charge, which was increased to $8 per-month April 3, 1884; to $12 per 
month May 12, 1886, for loss of sight of right eye and resulting disease 
of left eye, and to $16 per month October 19, 1887. On April 4, 1893, 
his pension was reduced to $12 per month on the ground that disease 
of left eye was not_a result of loss of sight of right eye. ‘ 

As far back as July, 1885, an examining surgeon found sympathetic 
disturbance of left eye, and recommended a rating of $10 for loss of 
sight of right eye affecting left eye. A board of surgeons in May, 1886 
reported an exceedingly irritable condition of left eye and recommended 
$12 for disease of eyes. Another board of surgeons, in January, 1887 
rated claimant $12 for loss of right eye and resulting disease of left eve’ 

A board of surgeons on October 19, 1887, reported: “ We find the 
right eye totally blind and the left eye irritable and a congested con- 
dition of the sclerotic and the external structure of the eye generally,” 
and rated claimant $16 for disease of eyes. Another board of surgeons 
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on June 27, 1888, rated him $18 for loss of sight of right eye and 
partial loss of left eye, and a board of surgeons on September 23, 
1891, rated him at second grade, or $30, for disease of eyes. 

On July 16, 1892, claimant was examined under orders from the 
Bureau by an expert oculist at Oskaloosa, lowa, who rated him §$ 
for loss of sight of right eye and $12 for sympathetic failur 
of left eye. His last examination by a board of surgeons, 
1898, showed total loss of sight of right eye, with impaire 
left eye, the examining surgeons reporting: 

“There is arcus senilis of left eye well marked, conjunctive of th 
eyes reddened and roughened, cornea normal.” 5 

A rating of $15 for disease of eyes was recommended by this board 
of surgeons and a rating of $2 for slight deafness of right ear 

Claimant is 63 years of age. It appears from the papers on file 
that he is in need of relief. Your committee are of opip 











hion that his 
disease of both eyes results from his military service and that he is 
entitled to the increase of pension to $17 per month provided by the 
bill, the passage of which is recommended. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN M. BIGGER. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3841) granting an 
increase of pension to John M. Bigger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name ] 





M. Bigger, late first lieutenant and regimental quarterm: 
Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The report (by Mr. Crow.ey) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was re 
(S. 3841) granting an increase of pension to John M r, hs ‘ 
amined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 









[Senate Report No. 2999, Fifty-eighth Congress, tl 





The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the | 4 
granting an increase of pension to John M. Bigger, have examined the 
same and report: wh 

It is proposed by this bill to increase from $12 to $24 per month the 
pension of John M. Bigger, late first lieutenant and regimental quarte! 
master First Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry. 

The records of the War Department show that John M. Bigger en 





listed August 15, 1862, as a private in Company M, First Arkansas 
Cavalry, to serve three years. He was promoted quartermaster-ser 
geant August 15, 1862, and first lieutenant and regimental quartet 


master March 1, 1864, and was honorably discharged March 2, 1565, 
on tender of resignation. The following is a copy of the surgeon's 
tificate upon which he was discharged : 
“John M. Bigger, lieutenant and regimental quartermaster of the 
First Regiment of Arkansas Cavalry Volunteers, having applied for a 
certificate on which to ground an application for acceptance of resigna 
tion, I do hereby certify that I have carefully examined this officer and 
find since 8 years old he has been partially deaf, and that during the 
past six months this has increased rapidly. At this date he is unfitted 
for duty, and in my opinion will lose sense of sound, and th n 
sequence thereof he is, in my opinion, unfit for duty. I further declare 
my belief that he will not be able to continue his duties with t 


to himself and benefit to Government. 





“HW. J. MAYNARD, 


“ Surgeon First Cavalry Arkansas Volunitee 


Soldier filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, 
and is now in receipt of a pension under said act at the rate of $12 per 
month on account of total inability to earn a support by manual labor 
by reason of total deafness of right ear, nearly total deafness of left 
ear, and senile debility. 

He filed a claim under the general law June 29, 1882, alleging deaf 
ness of both ears contracted at Prairiegrove, Ark., December 7, 1862, 
caused by heavy cannonading. This claim was rejected December 31 
1883, on the ground that deafness existed prior to enlistment, and ft! 
action was affirmed on appeal April 10, 1891, by Assistant Secretary 
Cyrus Bussey. Subsequently additional evidence was filed to reopen 
the claim, but the same was held to be not sufficient to warrant any 
change of action. 

In a letter to the Pension Bureau, dated January 20, 1884, claimant 
states: 

““T have been so since I was 8 years old. As I grew up my hearing 





got better, and in the winter of 1860-61 I doctored with Doctor Cad 
well, of Chicago, and he done so well that I could hear the easiest « 
versation. I enlisted in 1862 and experienced no trouble with my « 


until the battle of Prairiegrove, Ark., the 7th of December, 1865 Next 
day after the battle I had terrible earache and the matter discharged 
from ear was caused by artillery firing and exposure I claim if I d 
stayed at home I would not be deaf to-day. Doctor Cadwell, I am told, 
is dead.” 

Several neighbors testified that claimant recovered from deafness, and 
that he was wholly free from that trouble at enlistment 

William L. Messenger, who states that he was a commissioned officer 


of Company D, First Arkansas Cavalry, testified to incurrence of deat 
ness as alleged by claimant. H. J. Maynard, who signed the certificate 
upon which the claimant's resignation was based, testified as follows 
“That I was surgeon of the First Cavalry Arkansas Volunteers; that 
immediately after the battle of Prairiegrove, Ark., | was cal! 
said John M. Bigger for trouble of ears, ending in suppurative action 
and marked deafness. Ears improved somewhat, but after a_ time 
relapsed, and at date of muster out he was very deaf It was (and is) 
my opinion that his condition was due to concussion from artille 





ed to treat 


firing.” 

In his decision upon the appeal, dated April 10, 1891, Assistant Se 
retary Bussey said: 

““It is deemed proper to state that if the claimant can prove by com 
petent testimony that he had entirely recovered from deafness when ie 


enlisted his claim will be admissible under the decisions of the Le 
ment in similar cases.” 

When claimant was last examined at Aurora, Ill, May 18, 1904, 1 
was found to be suffering from total deafness of right ear and severe 
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deafness of left ear, for which the Pension Bureau rating is $25 per 


month. He was also reported to be disabled by the effects of age, and 
by reason of his combined disabilities was wholly incapacitated for earn- 
ing a support by manual labor. The fact that in July, 1904, he was 
allowed the maximum rate of $12 per month under the act of June 27, 
1890, establishes his total disability for manual labor. 

Claimant is 64 years of age, and evidence filed with this committee 
shows that he is in straitened circumstances financially. He has a 
small house and lot worth about $1,500, but it is encumbered for $1,000, 
and he has no other property, real or personal. 

It seems fairly well established that the greater measure of soldier’s 
deafness, if not all of it, is the result of his military service. In any 
event the Government, having accepted soldier as sound at enlistment 
and obtained the benefit of his service, should now be estopped from 
setting up = plea of prior unsoundness to escape its obligations under 
the pension laws. 

Your committee are of opinion that the claimant’s right to an increase 
of pension is well founded, and therefore report the bill back favorably 
with a recommendation that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES H. CATE. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 4101) granting an 
increase of pension to James H. Cate. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


3e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
H. Cate, late of Company B, Twenty-sixth Regiment Massachusetts Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Crow.ey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4101) 
——— increase of pension to James H. Cate, have examined the 
same anc report: 

Chis is a bill which proposes to increase from $12 to $20 per month 
the pension of James H. Cate, late of Company B, Twenty-sixth Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry. 

Claimant is shown by the records of the War Department to have 
enlisted April 16, 1861, as private in Company C, Third Massachusetts 
Infantry, and to have been honorably discharged therefrom July 22, 
1861. He reenlisted October 14, 1861, in Company K, Twenty-sixth 
Massachusetts Infantry; was transferred to Company B, same regi- 
inent, and served as private and as a noncommissioned officer until 
August 26, 1865, when honorably discharged, thus showing over four 
years of active and almost continuous service. 

He filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, and 
is now in receipt of a pension under said act at the rate of $12 per month. 
It appears by the last report of the board of examining surgeons, dated 
April 25, 1894, that claimant is wholly unable to perform manual labor 
by reason of his disability. The papers on file show him to be afflicted 
with paralysis. and that he is a mental and physical wreck, absolutely 
unable to sustain himself. He is 63 years of age and in destitute cir- 
cumstances, without property or resources other than his small pension, 
and largely dependent on charity for his support, 

In view of claimant’s long and faithful service, his extreme poverty 
and inability to earn a support by his own manual labor, your commit- 
tee are of the opinion that an increase of his pension to $20 per month, 
the rate named in the bill, may very properly be provided. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommenda- 
tion that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

PETER KAUFMAN 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4128) granting an 
increase of pension to Peter Kaufman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter 
Kaufman, late of Company F, Seventy-ninth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
r Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 


lien of tl 

The report (by Mr. Crow ry) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4128) 
granting an increase of pension to Peter Kaufman, have examined the 
same and report: 

Chis bill as amended proposes to increase from $14 to $24 per month 
the pension of Peter Kaufman, late of Company F, Seventy-ninth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

Che military records show that Peter Kaufman enlisted August 1, 


1at he is now receiving. 





| act of June 27, 


1862, as a vate in Company F, Seventy-ninth Illinois Infantry, and 
that he was honorably discharged February 25, 1863, upon surgeon’s 
certificate of disability in consequence of valvular disease of heart. | 
The hospital records show that he was treated during service for fever 
and disease of heart. 

Claimant filed and established a claim under the general law, and 
was originally pensioned for disease of heart and spine (rheumatism) 


at $S per month f 


December 9, 1885, which rate was increased to 





$14 per month from October 1, 1890. His claims for further increase, 
filed February 29, 1892, and March 9, 1903, were rejected April 16, | 
1898, and October 13, 1903, respectively, on the ground that his rate 
Was commensurate with the disability from pensioned causes. 

On February 29, 1892, claimant filed a claim under the general law 
for additional pension, alleging deafness as result of measles and ty- 
phoid fever, and also alleging resulting disease of liver and kidneys 
and chronic diarrhea and injury to right foot. This claim was re 


jected April 20, 1898, because of no record and claimants declared 
inabi ity to prove service origin. ; 
it appears from the last report of claimant's examination, dated 


Marshall, D1, June 17, 1903, that he is practically unable to perform 
manual laber by reason of his pensioned disabilities. The examining 
board rated him $17 for disease of heart. $10 for disease of spine, and 
$12 for rheumatism, and reported him as emaciated and generally de- 


bilitated as a result of disease of heart and rheumatism. 


-service, 


Claimant is 62 years of age. Evidence filed with this committee 
shows that he is now so disabled from chronic diarrhea, rheumatism, 
and disease of heart as to be wholly incapacitated for the performance 
of manual labor. It is also shown that he is a poor man, without 
property, and entirely Saeeneent upon his pension of $14 per month, 
and he has a wife and child to support. 

It is the opinion of your committee that claimant Is entitled to in- 
crease for his pensioned disabilities, and that the application under 
baie se last medical examination was made should not have been 
rejected. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES R. SCHMIDT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4605) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles R. Schmidt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
R. Schmidt, late of Company B, Fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Crowtey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4605) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles R. Schmidt, have examined 
the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $17 to $24 per month the pension 
of Charles R. Schmidt, late of Company B, Fiftieth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry. 

The records of the War Department show that Charles R. Schmidt 
enlisted August 20, 1861, as corporal in Company B, Fiftieth Pennsyl- 
vania Infantry, and was discharged September 26, 1863, on account 
of physical disability from scrotal hernia. 

He filed and established a claim under the general law, and is now 
pensioned at the rate of $17 per month on account of double inguinal 
hernia, both complete, left complicated, incurred — his military 

He applied for increase January 16, 1900, but his application 
was rejected April 6, 1901, on the ground that his rate was com- 
mensurate with the disability from pensioned causes. 

Claimant also filed a claim under the general law for additional disa- 
bilities, piles, general debility, varicose veins, and disease of heart and 
lungs, but he has no hospital record showing treatment for any of these 
disabilities, and he is unable to furnish any proof of service origin or 
continuance from discharge, for which reason his claim was rejected 
March 22, 1899. 

Claimant is 67 years of age, and the evidence on file shows him to 
be practically unable to perform manual labor by reason of his pen- 
sioned disabilities, which are of a very aggravated nature. When he 
was last examined, September 5, 1900, he was rated $24 for double 
inguinal hernia and varicose veins of both lower limbs, the left hernia 
being reported to be as large as a child’s head at birth, the scrotum 
a 10 inches in length, and the right hernia as large as a small 
1ens egg. 

The papers on file in the Bureau show that claimant is poor and in 
needy circumstances. It is evident that his severe pensioned disabili- 
ties practically incapacitate him for earning a support by manual 
labor ; and your committee are of opinion that he is entitled to a reason- 
able increase of his pension. 


The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CELLINA H. STEPHENS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5157) granting an 
increase of pension to Cellina H. Stephens. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cellina 
H. Stephens, widow of Elias G. Stephens, late of Company I, Thirteenth 
tegiment lowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Crow Ley) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5157) 
granting an increase of pension to Cellina H. Stephens, have examined 
the same and report: : 

This bill proposes to increase from $8 to $12 per month the pension 
of Cellina H. Stephens, widow of Elias G. Stephens, late of Company 
I, Thirteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 

Soldier enlisted October 17, 1861, and was honorably discharged July 
21, 1865. During service he bore the rank of private and teamster. 
He had a hospital record of treatment for intermittent fever, pneu- 
monia, typhoid fever, diarrhea, and debility. He never filed a claim 
under the general law, but he filed and established a claim under the 

7, 1890, and was pensioned under said act at the rate of 
$6 per month. He died September 10, 1899, the cause of his death 
being uremic poisoning. 

Cellina H. Stephens, the widow of the soldier and the claimant under 
this bill, is now receiving the pension of $8 per month provided by the 
act of June 27, 1890. On August 24, 1900, she filed a claim under the 
general law which was rejected July 3, 1902, on the ground of no rec- 
ord or other satisfactory evidence connecting soldier's death with his 
military service. She was married to the soldier February 3, 1860, and 
is now 63 years of age. 

Several comrades testified that soldier suffered from bladder and 
urinary trouble during the latter part of his service, and several neigh- 
bors testified to continuance since discharge. Soldier's physicians tes- 
tified to bladder and urinary trouble since 1875. The evidence as to 
service origin and existence for some years after discharge is very gen- 
eral and vague, however, end would not justify the Bureau in accepting 
soldier’s death as due to his service. It is highly probable, however, 
that soldier's health suffered in consequence of his long and active 
service. 
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It is shown in evidence that claimant is very needy, being without 


property or means of support except her pension of $8 per month. She | 


was the wife of the soldier during the war, and now in her old age and 
necessitous circumstances appeals to Congress for aid. The increase 
yxroposed in the bill is to $12 per month, which is the rate she would 
1ave received had her general-law claim been allowed at the Bureau. 


| duty he took passage on the steamer Henry von Phul, } 


| homes. At Morganzia Bend a rebel battery of six 


This increase seems just and proper, and your committee report the | 


bill back favorably with a recommendation that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH MORT. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5253) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Mort. 

The biil was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Mort, late of Company H, Nineteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of | 


that he is now receiving. 
The report (by Mr. Crowiey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5253) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph Mort, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the pension 
of Joseph Mort, late of Company H, Nineteenth Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teer Infantry. 

The military records show that Joseph Mort, the beneficiary under 
this bill, enlisted August 9, 1862, and was honorably discharged July 
10, 1865. The records further show that he was captured by the 
enemy at the battle of Sterling Farm, Louisiana, September 29, 1863, 
and was confined in prison until July 22, 1864, when paroled. 

Claimant is now pensioned at $12 per month under the act of June 
27, 1890, on account of total disability due to disease of eyes, including 
impaired vision, and disease of rectum and rheumatism. He was for- 
merly pensioned under the general law at $6 per month for disease of 
eyes (conjunctivitis) contracted while a prisoner of war, and his claim 
for increase under the general law, filed February 24, 1902, was rejected 
August 15, 1902. 

The evidence shows that claimant is totally blind, with loss of left 
eye, the same having been removed by operation a few years ago. His 
blindness occurred during the last six or seven years, and it is not ac- 
cepted by the Bureau as having any relation with the disease of eyes 
(conjunctivitis) originating in service; it is due to glaucoma, a form 
of disease of cyes about the etiology of which little is definitely known, 
but which the authorities say is not produced by conjunctivitis and 
which does not exist for so long a period of twenty or twenty-five years 
before reaching its almost inevitable conclusion, total blindness. Other 





causes originating since soldier's discharge seems to have produced 


glaucoma and resulting blindness in his case. 
Claimant is 61 years of age, and the evidence shows him to be in 


very straitened circumstances, his small home mortgaged for all it is 


worth, and he is practically dependent on his pension for support. If 
it were proved that his blindness resulted from his service he would be 
entitled to a rating of $100 per month; it is not so proved, however, 
and your committee, in view of his faithful service of three years, his 
poverty and helplessness, and in the light of numerous precedents, 
recommend an increase of his pension to $30 per month to aid in his 
support. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to 4 third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA T. HAMLIN. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5344) granting a 
pension to Martha T. Hamlin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
T. Hamlin, widow of Decatur Hamlin, late scout, Tenth Regiment 


Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per 
month. 


The report (by Mr. Crow Ley) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5344) 
greece a pension to Martha b. Hamlin, have examined the same and 
report : 

Martha T. Hamlin, whose post-office address is Washington, D. C. 
the widow of Decatur Hamlin, who served as aid or scout with the 
Tenth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and who was pensioned by special 
act during the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress, the report of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Representatives 
being as follows: 

The House report is as follows: 

“The claimant was never mustered into the United States service. 
In 1861 he accompanied the Tenth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers (a 
three months’ regiment) in its campaign in West Virginia as a volun- 
teer aid or scout without pay or allowance of any kind, and did ¥alua- 
ble service in that capacity, and especially so at the battle of Rich 
Mountain. The colonel of the Tenth Indiana Regiment urged Mr. Ham- 
lin to be mustered into the service, or take some position where he 
could receive pay, but he declined, stating that he fad a competency 
and did not desire any compensation. He continued to perform the 
duties of a scout until the Tenth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers was 
mustered out of service. 

“In July, 1862, he went to St. Louis and offered his services to Gen. 
Frank P. Blair, who accepted them, and sent him in charge of quarter- 
master stores down the Mississippi River. After making several trips, 
one of which was to Millikens Bend, La., General Blair ordered him to 
take — of hospital stores, receiving and shipping them on steam- 
boats, and delivering them at the several hospitals on the river. The 
most of these goods were voluntary contributions from the loyal citi- 
zens of the North, and were sent to the hospitals at Memphis, Helena, 
and Millikens Bend. He was thus employed until November, 1863, 
when, by order of General Blair, he took charge of a large amount of 


, is | 





} and honorably resigned June 12, 1865, after nearly four yea) 


supplies on steamer J. C. Sican, with orders to ship the same to Mem 
phis, Natchez, Baton Rouge, and New Orleans After performing this 
ving in his 
‘ning to their 
: ned fire on 
the steamer, one of the balls striking claimant on the right leg 
below the knee, shattering the bone and tearing the flesh in a tet 
manner, necessitating the amputation of the limb above the knee 

“For all this service claimant makes affidavit that he never asked 
received from the United States Government any compensation what 
ever; that he had at that time a competency, and therefore gave his 
services freely, without desire or expectation of pay; that he was dut 
ing this time offered positions in the service which would have been 
both honorable and remunerative, but that he declined them because he 
wanted to give his services to his country. 

“Claimant has since lost his property, largely owing to his disability, 
and now needs the aid of that Government that he so unselfishly served 
in 1862 and 1863. 

“The testimony in this case is of a high order, is clear and con 
sive: a large number of prominent and credible 





charge two sick furloughed Illinois soldiers, who were 





r 


witnesses speak in 
warm terms of the high character and standing of the claimant tad 
he been mustered into service he would have received a liberal pension 
for the past twenty years. His services were more valuable to the 


country than they could possibly have been as a private soldier 

Selieving that his unselfish devotion to his country entitles him to 
her warmest gratitude and to a hearty and generous support duri 
his declining years, your committee recommended the passage of tl 
bill.” 

Under this special act Mr. Hamlin was pensioned for amputation of 
right thigh near hip joint at $30 per month from July 5, 1884, wl ! 
was increased to $45 per month August 4, 1886, under the general law 
of that date. He died in this city June 11, 1902, of Bright's disease of 
kidneys. 


ng 
hi 


Claimant was married to the soldier March 18, 1862, and is 
about 65 years of age. She has no title to pension at the Bureau 
existing laws, for the reason that her husband was never regula 
listed or mustered into the service of the United States. In jie own 
behalf she states that she is left alone with no means of support and 


that she is dependent upon others for her support. Her petition, whi 
accompanies the bill, is as follows: 
J'o the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

America in Congress assembled: 

I am the widow of the late Decatur Hamlin, who served as an ind 
pendent volunteer aid, or scout, of the Tenth Indiana Voiunteers, from 
April 15, 1861, to December 8, 1863, and who was pensioned by special 
act of Congress (H. R. 2070), Forty-eighth Congress, first session, for 
disabilities incurred while performing such service. Mr. Hamlin 
served without compensation, rendering most valuable service during 
all of the period named. In 1862, while in charge of a boat load o 
soldiers on the Mississippi River, he received a gunshot wound from a 
rebel battery, which resulted in the loss of his right leg 

For years Mr. Hamlin declined position and compensation; but mi 
fortune came, and the accumulation of years was swept away, leavins 
him aged and crippled, a physical wreck, who for years required all 
my care and attention. Our only income was the pension of $4° 
allowed under certificate No. 283656, which ceased at his death, Jui 
11, 1902. 

Our only son died December 1, 1901, and I am therefore left alone. 
with no means of support, and, at my age, work is not easily performed 
or secured. I am dependent upon those who are not legally bound f 
my support. 

In view of Mr. Hamlin’s long and loyal service to his country 
permanent injuries incurred therein, and my dependent condition, ! 
submit and request an earnest support of the attached | 

Very respectfully, 
MartTHA T. HAMLIN 

Your committee are of opinion that the claimant's dependence, t 
in connection with her husband's good and faithful service, entitles he 
to the pension of $8 per month provided by the act of June 27, 1890 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recomn 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
ALBION L. MITCHELL. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5539) granting a1 
increase of pension to Albion L. Mitchell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


J , 
aiken 








Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albion 
L. Mitchell, late lieutenant-colonel Sixty-third Regiment United Stat 
Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rat 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Crow Ley) is as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S 


Ss ect to 


ho? ,) 
granting an increase of pension to A. L. Mitchell, have examined t! 
same and report: 
This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the p n 
of Albion L. Mitchell, late lieutenant-colonel Sixty-third Regiment 


United States Colored Volunteer Infantry. 
The records of the War Department show that Albion L. Mitchell en 
listed September 23, 1861, as first sergeant Company C, Eleventh lowa 
Infantry. He was promoted second lieutenant same company and 1 
ment January 20, 1863, and first leutenant June 11, 1863. He was 
pointed captain Company C, Ninth Louisiana Infantry (colored), su 
sequently known as the Sixty-third United States Colored Troops, No 
vember 1, 1863, and was promoted lieutenant-colonel March 19, 1864, 


s of tive 


continuous service. . 5 

Colonel Mitchell is now receiving the maximum pension of $12 pet 
month provided by the act of June 27, 1890. He has made r tim 
under the general law, for the reason that he is unable to s! 
his disabilities are traceable to his military service, ait! 
highly probable that his health suffered in consequence 
and hardships of his long army life 7 

He is now 78 years of age, and the report of his last medical ! 
ination, dated October 16, 1901, shows that he is wholly incapacitated 
for earning a support by manual labor by reason of hernia, varicose 





of the expo 
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The fact 


veins, lumbago, general debility, and other infirmities of age. 
that in May, 1902, he was allowed the maximum rate under the act of 


June 27, 1890, establishes his total disability for manual labor. 

Medical evidence filed with this committee shows that claimant is 
afflicted with lumbago, varicose veins, inguinal hernia, general debility, 
and also senile cataract in both eyes, which greatly obstruct his vision 
and will become progressively worse, and is absolutely disqualified for 
the performance of labor of any kind. It further appears that he has 
no property and is in needy circumstances. 

In view of the claimant’s advanced age, the length and distinguished 
character of his services (he being promoted from first sergeant to the 
rank of lieutenant-colonel), his poverty, and total inability to earn a 
support by his own manual labor, your committee are of opinion that 
he properly can be given the rate to which he would be entitled under 
the general law if it were established that his condition resulted from 
disabilities of service origin. 

; The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 

ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN HAMILTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 6881) granting an 
increase of pension to John Hamilton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John Hamilton, late of Company D, First Regiment Kansas Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Crow.ey) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6381) 
granting an increase of pension to John Hamilton, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the pension 


of John Hamilton, late of Company D, First Regiment Kansas Volun- | 
teer Infantry, who served from June 14, 1861, to June 16, 1864, and | 


was honorably discharged. 

Claimant filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, 
and is now in receipt of a pension under said act at the rate of $12 per 
month for impaired vision of both eyes. 

lie is 77 years of age. When he was last examined, June 10, 1892, 
his condition was described as follows: 

“Field of vision narrowed, can see nothing straight in front, can 


see indistinctly if objects are viewed laterally; can not read ordinary | 


print, with or without glasses; can not count fingers of his own hand 
when held directly in front of his eyes, and very uncertainly when held 





sideways. I think his condition is glaucoma and not cataract. He 


can see better in the sunshine than in the shade or a darkened room.” 


Medical evidence filed with this committee shows that claimant is | 


totally disabled on account of senility, blindness to a degree that he is 
hardly able to distinguish light from darkness, chronic gastric catarrh, 
loss of all teeth, and diseese of heart. It is further shown that he has 
no property of any kind, and is entirely dependent upon his pension for 
support. 

In view of soldier's advanced age, his faithful service of three years, 
his total disability and extreme poverty, your committee are of opinion 
that an increase of his pension to $30 per month may very properly be 
provided to aid in his suppert. 

rhe bill is therefore reported back favorably, with a recommendation 
that 1t pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
MAHAILA FORKNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1452) granting an | 


increase of pension to Mahala Forkner, 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, ctc., 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mahala 
Forkner, widow of Owen Forkner, late of Company B, Fifty-third Regi- 
} 
4 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
he 





nt Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
f $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. HoLiipay) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1452) 
granting an increase of pension to Mahala Forkner, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $8 to $12 per month the pension 


of Mahala Forkner, widow of Owen Forkner, late private Company B, | 


Fifty-third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, who served from 
September 15, 1864, to September 15, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

Soldier filed and established a claim under the general law and was 
pensioned for frozen feet, of service origin, at the rate of $2 per month 
trom dis 


is85. He died’ March 17, 1888, the cause of his death being disease of 


Mahala Forkner, the claimant under this bill, is the lawful widow of 
the soldier, having been married to him August 8, 1850. She filed a 

i inder the general law November 27, 1888, which was rejected 
January 26, 1889, because she could not prove that soldier's death was 
due to his military service. She filed and established a claim under 
the act of June 27, 1890, and is now in receipt of the pension of $8 per 
month provided by said act. 





harge, which was increased to $6 per month December 23, | 


Claimant is 68 years of age. Her post-office address is No. 238 East 
Seventeenth street, Covington, Ky. It is shown in evidence that she | 
is in very destitute circumstances, having no property and no means | 
of support except her pension It is further shown that she suffers 


from disease of heart, the result of rheumatism, which wholly incapaci 


ites her from any manual labor, and that she is threatened with total 


ti 
blindness by reason of senile cataracts, and because of her afflictions | 


is rendered comparatively helpless. 

Claimant was the wife of the soldier during the war and in her old 
age and destitution appeals for relief, and your committee are of 
opinion that an increase of her pension to the general-law rate of $12 
per month may very properly be provided. 


The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN R. LEAVENS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5234) granting an 
increase of pension to John R. Leavens. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
R. Leavens, late of Company BH, Sixteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5234) 
granting an increase of pension to John R. Leavens, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $14 to $24 per month the pension 
of John R. Leavens, late of Company BE, Sixteenth Regiment Iowa Vol- 
unteer Infantry. 

The military records show that claimant enlisted October 14, 1861, 
and was honorably discharged on account of general debility and ma- 
larial cachexia October 19, 1863. During service he bore the rank of 
private. 

He filed and established a claim under the general law and is now 
in receipt of a pension under said law at the rate of $14 per month, on 
account of chronic diarrhea and resulting disease of rectum, incurred 
during his military service. He can obtain no further relief at the 
Bureau, his claim for increase, filed July 20, 1903, having been re- 
jected December 29, 1903. 

It appears from the last report of the board of examining surgeons, 
dated September 2, 1903, that claimant is absolutely incapable of per- 
forming any manual labor; he was rated $17 for chronic diarrhea and 
resulting piles and $10 for right inguinal hernia. He is 79 years of 
age, and the examining surgeons report him as a very feeble old man, 
incapable of labor; his feet drag and he walks with a cane; his 
muscles are tremulous; he is childish, and he is altogether a decrepit, 
broken-down man. It also appears that he is needy and deserving of 


-an increase of pension. 


In view of claimant’s extreme old age, his poverty and inability to 
earn a support by his own manual labor, and his faithful service of 
two years, your committee are of opinion that a reasonable increase 
of his pension may very properly be provided for his few remaining 
rears. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably, with a recommendation 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. TREVILLIAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 459) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Trevillian. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. Trevillian, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. HoLuipaAy) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 459) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. Trevillian, have exam- 
ined the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $24 to $30 per month the pension 
of William H. Trevillian, of Mineral Point, Wis., late of Company BF, 
Eleventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer infantry. 

Claimant enlisted September 3, 1861, and was honorably discharged 
September 4, 1865, after four years of continuous service. During 
service he bore the rank of sergeant. 

He filed and established a claim under the general law, and is 
now peusioned for rheumatism and resultant disease of heart at the 
rate of $24 per month, having been increased from $4 per month 
April 13, 1887, on account of increased disability from pensioned cause 
incurred during his military service. 

In addition to his pensioned disability claimant also suffers from 
loss of left leg above knee, and his left arm is so injured as to be per- 
manently useless. This occurred about two years ago from being crushed 
in a stone quarry, and his injuries render him wholly incapable of 
labor for the support of himself and aged wife. His last medical 
examination, dated April 13, 1887, at Madison, Wis., rated him $30 for 
his pensioned disability, the examining surgeons reporting him as 
wheelie incapacitated for the performance of manual labor. 

Claimant is 64 years of age, and it is shown that he is without prop- 
erty and is entirely dependent upon his pension for support. 

In view of his long and faithful service, his total disability, and 
great poverty, your committee are of opinion that an increase of his 
pension to $30 per month is fully warranted. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 

ingly read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH F. M’CUNE. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1724) granting an 
increase of pension to Sarah F. McCune. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
F. McCune, widow of George W. McCune, late assistant surgeon, Four- 


teenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
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The report (by Mr. Hotiipay) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1724) 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. McCune, have examined 
the same and report: R ; 

This bill proposes to increase from $8 to $17 per month the pension 
of Sarah F. McCune, widow of George W. McCune, late assistant sur 
geon, Fourteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

Soldier was mustered into service June 7, 1861, as assistant surgeon, 
Fourteenth Indiana Infantry, and was honorably discharged June 20, 
1864, after three years of efficient and honorable service. He never 
made application for pension until December 9, 1889, notwithstanding 
he was clearly entitled to one from date of his discharge. His claim 
was allowed after his death, which occurred February 20, 1891, and 
made payable to his widow, the claimant under this bill, at the rate of 
$17 per month, for rheumatism, chronic diarrhea, and resulting disease 
of rectum, and disease of respiratory organs, all of service origin. The 
cause of his death was diabetes mellitus, with gangrene of foot and leg 
as a complication. 

Claimant filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, 
and is now in receipt of a pension under said act at the rate of $8 per 
month. She was married to the soldier November 25, 1869, and is now 
61 years of age, and it appears that she was his faithful nurse during 
his life, he being a great sufferer from disabilities contracted in the 
service. 

Claimant also made claim under the general law December 31, 1892, 
which was rejected July 27, 1894, on the ground that the best evidence 
obtainable fails to show that soldier's death was a result of his service. 
It is the opinion of soldier's attending physician that his death was 
measurably attributable to his army disabilities. It appears from the 
evidence that soldier also contracted blood poisoning in the service, 
and this, with the disabilities for which he was pensioned, greatly im- 
paired his health and vitality and rendered him an easy victim to the 
fatal diabetes with which he was alllicted for some time prior to h 
decease. 

Claimant resides at Montezuma, Ind. She is destitute of property 
or means of support aside from her small pension of $8 per month 
Giving her the benefit of the doubt, and in consideration of her poverty 
and the faithful and efficient services of the soldier, your committee 
ere of the opinion that her pension may very properly be increased to 
$17 per month, which is tee rate she would have received had her 
general-law claim been allowed at the Bureau. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


Ss 





ANGELINE B. WHITNEY. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 4675) granting a 
pension to Angeline B. Whitney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ange- 
line B. Whitney, widow of Amasa 8S. Whitney, late of Company G, 
Kighty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The report (by Mr. BrRapDLEy) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4675) granting a pension to Angeline B. Whitney, have examined 
the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that the 
bill do pass. 

[Senate Report No. 3013, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4675) 
granting a pension to Angeline B. Whitney, have examined the same 
and report : 

This bill proposes to grant a pension of $8 per month to Angeline 
B. Whitney, of Tioga Center, N. Y., as the widow of Amasa 8S. Whit- 
ney, late of Company G, Eighty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry. 

The records of the War Department show that Amasa S. Whitney 
enlisted in the above-named organization February 8, 1864, and was 
honorably discharged August 12, 1865. He filed and established a 
claim under the general law for gunshot wound of left leg received in 
battle, at Fairoaks, Va., October 27, 1864, and was pensioned therefor, 
his last rate being $12 per month. He died November 8, 1901, the 
cause of his death, as shown by the public records, being heart disease. 

Claimant, who is about 70 years of age, was married to the soldier 
February 14, 1864, and they lived together as husband and wife until 
soldier died, a period of over thirty-seven years. On September 6, 
1902, claimant filed a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, which was 
rejected September 2, 1903, on the ground that her legal widowhood 
was not established, she being unable to prove her divorce from her 
former husband, who was living at the date of her marriage to the 
soldier. 

The facts in the case appear to be as follows: On December 1, 1849, 
claimant, then less than 17 years of age, was married at Owego, N. Y., 
to one George Lillie, with whom she lived until the spring of 1859, 
when, on account of cruel and inhuman treatment, she left him and 
returned to her home, and never afterwards cohabited with him. She 
had two children by Lillie. 

In 1862 claimant moved to Chicago, and on August 8, 1863, obtained 
a divorce from her former husband, George Lillie, and on February 14, 
i864, was married to the soldier, Amasa 8S. Whitney, in the city of Bing 
hamton, Broome County, N. Y. Unfortuately for claimant the records 
of the courts of Chicago were burned in the great fire in that city in 
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1871, and the certified copy of the decree of divorce which she had | 


obtained at the time of the granting of said decree was burned in a 
fire in 1882. Claimant is therefore unable to furnish competent 
evidence showing her divorce from her first husband, Lillie, prior to 
her marriage to the soldier, and this is solely the ground for the 
rejection of her claim at the Bureau. 

Claimant furnished the evidence of ker former husband. George 
Lillie, who swears that he was married to her December 1, 1849: that 
he served in the Army from 1862 to 1865, and that when he returned 
home he was informed that claimant had obtained a divorce from him 
and was married to Amasa 8S. Whitney, with whom she lived and was 
generally recognized as his wife until his death. There is also on file 
in the soldier's claim his reply to marriage cireular sent out from the 
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Pension Bureau in which he recognized ¢ ‘ . 
that he was married to he ‘ 
The evidence on file shows that ¢ mant 





wholly incapacitated for earning her living 
tions or labors. It is also shown that sl! 
stances, possessing nothing but a small house 1 ik ed 


$800, but which is mortgaged for $400, and hay 
from of about $50 per yea: 


Your committee are of opin int s 1] 
the widow of the soldier, hould be pen : 
month, which is the rate s > 1 d had 
allowed at the Bureau, n { gen 
filed and no proof furnishes death w 





service 

rhe bill is therefore reported back favorably w 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and i ; 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN G. HASKELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 173 
increase of pension to John G. Haskell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 











Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the In e 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ! 
the provisions and limitations of the pension lav the 
G. Haskell, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment Mass 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the ! f $24 
in lieu of that he is now re 


Mr. SULLOWAY. The beneficiary mentioned 
dead, and I move that the bill lie on the table 
The motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS PICKFORD 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5516 
pension to Thomas Pickford. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the li 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on t I d 
the provisions and limitations of the pensiot , t n 


Pickford, late hospital steward, United Stat 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Brapiey) is as follows 














The Committee on Invalid Pensic , to w m ¥v ref 
(S. 5316) granting a pension to Thomas Pickf 
same and adopt the NS¢ t port thereon lt l 
do pass. 

[Senate Report No. 3182, Fifty-eighth C 

The Committee on Pensi t m was ‘ 
granting a pension t fFhomas Pickford, ’ " 
report: 

Chis bill proy << to int pension of $12 
Pickford, of Wallingford, Conn., late 
Army 

On January 6, 1902, soldier filed a 
act of June 27, 1890, which \ ( ! 
the ground that his period of service, as n 
was less than ninety day 

lt appears from the official report furnished the Pet n B 
the War Department that Tho Pickford, the ct ae i 
New York City December t " Ur i 
Army, and that he was irged I 
Washington, D. ¢ 1 sp f 
by the official records, | 

It is asserted by clai listed in ¢ ly 
dred and seventy-sixth \ ork ‘ . on or be N 
i862, and that he was discharged therefrom by ordet fror Vi 
Department early in December, 1862, to enable } ) en 
pital steward for the Regular Army. The official r« da 
information regarding the date of soldier's enlistm a 
from the One hundred and seventy-sixth New York I t 
War Department reports that his e1 tment | s 
pital steward ‘indicate prior service in Company C, O 
seventy-sixth New York Volunteers,” and it i 
did render service with that command 

It would appear from claimant's statement tl 1 
hundred and seventy-sixth New York Infantry, and s l 
camp at Jamaica, Long Island, from about the t f : 
expecting a permanent appointment as hospit teward f 
ment. Failing to obtain this, he returned ) ( 
of that regiment, remaining with it un t 4 
steward, which doubtless occurred before his { mand 
larly mustered into the servi that he did rene n e V 
Company C, One hundred and vent) xt New York Infantry. 
clusively proved by the fact hat enlistment p : | 
steward indicate his service with that iment, and it is « f 
accept his service as approximating ninety day 

Claimant was born June 12, 1829, and is consequently over 75 
old. He is afflicted with gastritis and other infi ities of old 
is wholly incapacitated for earning u support y mar 
in needy circumstances u ng him : } a 
part, your committee are of opinion ti 
maximum rate of $12 per month as f 





1890 
The bill is 
that it pass. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and \ 
read the third time, and passed. 


therefore reported back 


ROSETTE E. 5S. GROYV 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 4675) 
increase of pension to Rosette E. 8. Grow. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rosette 
E. S. Grow, widow of John A. Grow, late captain Twenty-fifth Inde- 
pendent Battery, New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiv- 
ing. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. The beneficiary mentioned in that bill is 
dead, and I move that the bill lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


STEPHEN GIRARD NICHOLS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6026) granting an 
increase of pension to Stephen Girard Nichols. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorzed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen 
Girard Nichols, late of Company D, Twenty-seventh Regiment Connecti- 
cut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. BrRApDLey) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 


(S. 6026) granting an increase of pension to Stephen Girard Nichols, | 


have examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and rec- 
ommend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3180, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6026) 
granting an increase of pension to Stephen Girard Nichols, have exam- 
ined the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $24 per month the pension 
of Stephen Girard Nichols, late of Company D, Twenty-seventh Regi- 
ment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, who seryed from September 9, 
1862, to July 27, 1863, and was honorably discharged. 


Claimant filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, | 
and is now in receipt of a pension under said act at the rate of $12 per | 
month on account of total disability from disease of digestive organs, | 
He has never filed a claim | 


rheumatism, general debility, and senility. 
under the general law. 


fracture of both legs above the knee, which made amputation of both 
legs necessary. Since then he has been helpless and unable to labor. 


Hie has no income except his pension, and he is nearly 72 years of age. 


His wife is about 69 years of age, and is not a strong woman, and they | 
These facts are all set out in the papers 


are both dependent people. 
which accompany the bill. 


Soldier has always been a man of correct habits, a good citizen, and | 


in every way worthy of all that can properly be done for him. His 
advanced age, extreme poverty, and grievous disabilities, considered in 
connection with his faithful service, warrant an increase of his pen- 
sion to $24 per month, and your committee report the bill back favor- 
ably with a recommendation that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOEL CARPENTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 
increase of pension to Joel Carpenter. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


3389) granting an 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joel | 


Carpenter, late of Company C, Ninth Regiment Vermont Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month In lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SuLLowAy) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 





} 


(S. 3389) granting an increase of pension to Joel Carpenter, have ex- | 


amined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 
[Senate Report No. 3055, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3389) 
granting an increase of pension to Joel Carpenter, have examined the 
same and report: 


This bill proposes to increase from 312 to $24 per month the pension 


of Joel Carpenter, late of Company C, Ninth Regiment Vermont Vol- 
unteer Infantry. 

Che official military records show that Joel Carpenter, the claim- 
ant, enlisted September 9, 1864, and was honorably discharged June 19, 
1865. During service he bore the rank of private. 
ords show that he was treated during service for debiiity and hernia 
of left side. 

Hie filed and established a claim under the general law and is now 
pensioned at the rate of $12 per month on account of disease and yarix 
of left leg from rheumatism incurred during his military service. He 
applied for increase September 1, 1894, but his application was rejected 
December 3, 1902, on the ground that his rate was commensurate with 
the disability from pensioned cause. 

On September 1, 
for additional disabilities, chronic diarrhea and piles, which was re- 
jected December 5, 1902, on the ground of no record or other competent 
evidence showing existence in service or soon after discharge. 

It appears from an examination of the papers on file in the Pension 
3ureau in this case that soldier’s claim for diarrhea and piles was 
legally approved for admission by a reviewer, but was rejected by a 
rereviewer, who held that the evidence was not sufficient or competent 
to establish it. There is good evidence on file showing that soldier did 
contract diarrhea and piles in Virginia in 1864. ‘The evidence of sey- 
eral comrades on this point is positive and conclusive, and there is also 
on file a medical affidavit from his attending physician showing treat- 


1894, claimant made claim under the general law | 


The hospital rec- | 





ment for diarrhea and fever while soldier was home on sick furlough in 
November, 1864. 

There is fairly good evidence on file showing the continuance of sol- 
dier’s diarrhea and piles since discharge. Neighbors testify that he 
has suffered from diarrhea and that he has always complained of being 
troubled with piles since the war, and medical evidence shows the ex- 
istence of these disabilities for the last nineteen years. 

Claimant is now 58 years of age. His last medical examination, 
dated November 1, 1899, rated him $12 for disease and varix of left 
leg, $8 for diarrhea and piles, and $8 for disease of heart, this last 
trouble probably being due to rheumatism incurred in service. The 
evidence of his family physician, filed in the Bureau in January, 1903, 
shows that claimant has been obliged to give up all manual labor on 
account of the increasing severity of his disabilities. 

Your committee are of opinion that the evidence fairly establishes 
soldier’s right to an increase of pension and that the claim might with 
propriety have been allowed at the Bureau. The bill is reported back 
favorably with a recommendation that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; 

ingly read the third time, and passed. 
TOBIAS MEADER. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5059) granting an 
increase of pension to Tobias Meader. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Tobias 
Meader, late of Company C, Thirteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer In- 


and was accord- 


| fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 


that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 5059) granting an increase of pension to Tobias Meader, have ex- 
amined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 





[Senate Report No. 3181, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


. The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5059) 
granting an increase of pension to Tobias Meader, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $24 per month the pen- 


| sion of Tobias Meader, late of Company C, Thirteenth Regiment Maine 
In May, 1904, soldier fell from a scaffolding, sustaining a compound aad — a _ ~ 


Volunteer Infantry. 

The military records show that Tobias Meader enlisted November 19, 
1861, as private in Company C, Thirteenth Maine Infantry, and was 
honorably discharged January 6, 1865, after ‘over three years of con- 
tinuous service. 

H{e filed and established a claim under the general law and is now 
in receipt of a pension at the rate of $12 per month on account of 
rheumatism and disease of eyes contracted during his military service. 
It appears from the last report of the board of examining surgeons, 
dated August 21, 1901, that he is totally incapacitated for manual labor 
by reason of rheumatism, disease of eyes, catarrh, disease of testicles, 
and paralysis of left side; that it is with great difficulty he can walk, 


| and has to use a cane for support. 


Medical evidence filed with your committee confirms the findings of 
the examining surgeons as to claimant's total disability for manual 
labor. He is 77 years of age and in destitute circumstances, having no 
property, and being entirely dependent upon his small pension for his 
support. His post-office address is Rural Free Delivery No. 3, River 
Road, Lewiston, Me. q , 

In view of claimant’s advanced age, his long and faithful service, his 
extreme poverty, and inability to earn a support by his own manual 
labor by reason of physical disabilities, your committee are of opinion 
that an increase of his pension to $24 per month may very properly 
be provided to aid in supplying him with the necessaries of life during 
his few remaining years. 7 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY W. GAY. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 2031) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry W. Gay. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
W. Gay, late of Company H, Fifteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2031) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. Gay, have exam- 
ined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that 
the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3186, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2031) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry W. Gay, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $24 per month the pension 
of Henry W. Gay, of East Corinth, Me., late of Company H, Fifteenth 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry. 

Claimant is shown by the records of the War Department to have 
enlisted in Company H, Fifteenth Maine Infantry, December 26, 1861, 
and to have served therein as private, corporal, and sergeant until July 
5, 1866, when honorably discharged at Charleston, 8S. C., thus showing 
over four and one-half years of continuous service. 

He filed and established a claim under the general law and was pen- 
sioned for malarial poisoning of service origin at the rate of $4 per 
month from March 31, 1885, which was increased to $6 per month Feb- 
ruary 1, 1888; to $8 per month, July 10, 1889, and to $12 per montb, 
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October 21, 1891, this last being his present rate. 
increase, filed September 21, 1897, was rejected January 2, 1902, on the 
ground that his pension of $12 per month was ieeniciaeshe with the 
disability from pensioned cause. 

Claimant also filed a claim under the general law September 2 
for an additional disability—rheumatism—which he alleged he con- 


tracted at Morganza Bend, Louisiana, in June, 1864, but this claim was | 


rejected January 2, 1902, on the ground of no hospital record, and no 
competent or satisfactory evidence of service origin or existence at 
discharge. 

Soldier was treated while in the service, as shown by the records, 
for mumps, debility, acute diarrhea, and pneumonia. Evidence ob- 
tained by a special examiner of the Pension Bureau shows that he con- 
tracted malarial poisoning while in service, and for which he is 
»ensioned, and also indicates that he suffered from rheumatism in 
Sooliann in 1864, and that at discharge he returned home debilitated, 
worn out, and broken in health, suffering from malarial poisoning, rheu- 
= and later from heart disease, from all of which he is now 
afflicted. 

Claimant's first lieutenant and several comrades testified that he was 


suffering from lameness while in service which they believed to have 
been due to rheumatism, and neighbors testified that he has suffered off 


and on since discharge from rheumatism and heart disease, becoming 
more aggravated in recent years, and with his other disabilities totally 
incapacitating him from manual labor. Medical evidence on file shows 
rheumatism and heart disease since about 1881, physicians who treated 
him prior to that time being dead. 

It appears by the last report of the board of examining surgeons, 
dated November 13, 1901, that claimant is practically unable to per- 
form manual labor by reason of his disabilities. He was then rated $12 
for malarial poisoning, $6 for rheumatism, $4 for disease of heart, $12 
for disease of lungs, and $12 for disease of eyes, including loss of sight 
of right eye, the examining surgeons reporting that the sum of his disa- 
bilities incapacitated him for manual labor equivalent to the loss of a 
none or foot and entitled him to $24 per month. 

Claimant is 67 years of age, and it appears from the evidence accom- 
panying the bill that he is in very straitened circumstances, being de- 
pendent upon his pension and State aid for his support. He has a little 
property worth about $800, but it produces no income. 

In view of his advanced age, his long and faithful service, the proba- 
bility that the greater measure of his disabilities originated while he 
was in the Army, his poverty and inability to earn a support by his own 
manual labor, your eommittee are of opinion that he can properly be 
given the rate to which he would be entitled under the general law if all 
of his disabilities were established as of service origin. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably, with a recommendation 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; ard was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

MARCIA H. EDGERLY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 
increase of pension to Marcia H. Edgerly. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the oy of Marcia 
H. Edgerly, widow of Samuel H. Edgerly, late of Company I *, Twenty- 
seventh Regiment Maine Voluntecr Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SuLLoway) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(8S. 4814) granting an inerease of pension to Marcia H. Edgerly, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


4814) granting an 


[Senate Report No. 3194, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4814) 
granting an increase of pension to Marcia H. Edgerly, have examined 
the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $8 to $12 per month the pension 
of Marcia H. Edgerly, of Saco, Me., widow of S Samuel H. Edgeriy, late 
private in Company F, Twenty-seventh Regiment Maine Volunteer In 
fantry, who served from September 10, 1862, to July 17, 1863, and was 
honorably discharged. 

Soldier filed a claim for pension under the act of June a7, 1890, and 
was pensioned under said act at $8 per month from Novemb 13, 1891, 
and $12 per month from July 24, 1896. He died April 8, 1897, the 
cause of his death being la grippe and Bright’s disease of the kidneys. 

Claimant has never filed a claim under the general law, as she can 
not prove that her husband’s death was due to his military service. 
She filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, and 
is now in receipt of the pension of $8 provided for widows by said act. 
— is receiving all the pension to which she is entitled under existing 
aws 

It is shown by the evidence on file that claimant is entirely incapaci 
tated for any kind of work or business. For some years past she has 
been afflicted with paralysis of right side, and is unable to walk or 
move about without the assistance of another person and has to have 
constant care and attention. She has no means of support except her 
pension, having no other income and no property, and is largely dey vend 
ent on the charity of her relatives and friends. She was married to 
the soldier April 9, 1867, and is now 56 years of : 

In vue of her extreme poverty and total in< ‘apacity for earning a 
support by her own labor, an increase of her pension to the general-law 
rate of $12 per month is justified. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS L. 












SANBORN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3953) granting an | 


increase of pension to Thomas L. Sanborn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the § 


Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject | 


21, 1897, | 


His last claim for | 
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to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Thomas L. Sanborn, late first lieutenant Company D, Eleventh R 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now r 


The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom w referred the bill 








(S. 3953) granting an increase of pension to Tho Se . [ 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report ther: id 1 I 
mend that the bill do pass. 
[Senate Report No. 3190, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session 
The Committee on Pe ns, to whom was referred th I , Oo 
granting an increase of oe nsion to Thomas L. Sanborn, have exam I 


the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $9 to $20 per month the 1 
of Thomas L. Sanborn, late first lientenant Company D, Eleventh 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry. 

The military records show that Thomas L. Sanborn entered t - 
ice August 13, 1862, as first lieutenant Cor iny D, Eleventh New 
Hampshire Infantry, and was honorably discharged on tender of resi 
nation February 28, 1863. 

During his service Lieutenant Sanborn contracted malarial poiso 
ing, resulting in disease of liver, for which he was allowed pension 
under the general law July 1, 1892, at the rate of $9 per month. He 
applied for increase April.4, 1895, alleging pensionable disability and 
resulting rheumatism and disease of heart, but his. application was 
rejected November 17, 1903, on the ground of no increase in pensioned 











disability, rheumatism and disease of heart not bei ted 
sults. 
Claimant is 6S years of age. It appears by rt 
board of examining surgeons that he is practi pe 
manual labor by reason of his disabilities and the cre 
Evidence filed with this committee shows tha i vy wholly 
disabled for manual labor by the results of ma ind di 





ease of liver. The following is the affidavit « 
his attending physician: 













































“This is to certify that I have been acquainted with Lieut. Thomas 
L. Sanborn for more than thirty years, in which time he has occasion 
ally consulted me professionally. During all this time I have known 
him as an upright citizen, respected by all who knew him, a man of 
strictly temperate habits, industrious in his occupati 3, and p 
such course of life as would in no way cause or ag te the d 
ties from which he has been suffering 

‘At no time since I knew him has he been in physical condition f 
earn a living by manual labor, being at frequent intervy yject to 
ittacks of ague and malarial fever, from which it has often I l 
weeks to recover. 

* The inguinal hernia with which he has been afflicted for moré 
ten years was no doubt brought on by weakening and atroy 
cular tissues caused by the malarial poi : 

* During recent years he has beco 3 to Tt 
mental labor. This mental disab L ¢ t 

entrating his thoughts upon worl : 
being unable to turn his attenti re 5 to 

yme days being unable to perfort te ‘ " 

His mental efforts under such eircur ‘ I l 
in racies and confusion of ideas as to alt 
of "bia services in any capacity rhes 1 
malarial poisoning and cons¢ nt disease of t i 

‘He is now wholly unable to perform satisfactor 
or mental labor as would enable him to earn g 

EDWARD S 

“Sworn and subscribed to before me March 11, 190 

** [SEAL. | “ALEX. A. Wé 

“ Notary Public, Q 

*“ Certificate filed in New York County.” 

In his own behalf claimant 

“In this claim for increa 
Sanborn, he being duly sworn, si 

hereby certify under oath 
se of pension on account 

x which I am pensi 
ng disease of tl that ! 
Army been able to earn my . 
thirty years I endeavored to | 
that during all this time I w: i 
loss of wages, by reason of f1 i 
I was at last unable to earn a n 

‘Under such circumstances 
any property whatever from wl i : > 
I received property from any other source, nor do I hold 
time property of any description from which to : 
realize by sale; that du ry all these year t 
to do so, I refused to apply for pension until e% : 
when I found myself so incapacitated for | r I | 4 
was obliged to apply and was granted a pen i ; 1 
that since that time, I this per l ) 
derived from occasional literary work, for v 1 If 
and more ompetent every year, I am entirely de t t 
charity of friends 

-_ mas L. § 
Sworn to before me this 29th day of I I 
tify that I have no interest in this matter. 

“* [ SEAL. } es oo 2 

‘ ‘D : ; ; 

Your committee are of opinion that mant’s advanced 
poverty, and total inabilit 0 ‘ rt by | 
by reason of pbysical disabiliti I 
pension. 

herefore reported back favorably wit 


The bill is t 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and \y ‘ l 
read the third time, and passed. 


MARY C. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4578 ranting 
increase of pension to Mary C. Buck. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
€. Buck, widow of John A. Buck, late of Company F, Tenth Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4573) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. Buck, have ex- 
amined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3188, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4573) 
sean 9 increase of pension to Mary C. Buck, have examined the 
Same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $8 to $12 per month the pension 
of Mary C. Buck, of Paris, Me., widow of John A. Buck, late private in 
Company F, Tenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, who served 
from September 10, 1861, to May 7, 1863, when honorably discharged. 
There is no record of treatment for any disability during his service. 

Soldier filed and established a claim under the general law for right 
inguinal hernia as of service origin, and was pensioned at $4 per month 
from discharge ; $8 per month from August 3, 1887, and $10 per month 
from December 4, 1891. He also filed and established a claim under 
the act of June 27, 1890, and was pensioned under said act at $12 
per month from July 15, 1896, for double inguinal hernia, rhumatism, 
and disease of heart and lungs. Right inguinal hernia is the only 
disability proved as of service origin. 

Soldier died March 17, 1902, from disease of heart. His widow, the 
claimant under this bill, has never filed a claim under the general law, 
for the reason that she is unable to prove that soldier's death was 
due to his military service. She filed a claim under the act of June 
27, 1890, established it, and has been pensioned since May 7, 1902, 
at $8 per month. She was married to the soldier August 20, 1851, and 
is now 68 years of age. 

It appears from the evidence filed with your committee that claim- 


ant has been an invalid for many years past, unable, except at rare | 


intervals, to work, and much of the time unable to help herself. She 
is financially destitute, having no means of support except her pension 
of $8 per month, and her only property being a small home worth 
about $400, which is a shelter and nothing more. It also appears she 
is burdened with the care of a weak-minded son, who is unable, because 
of his mental condition, to do anything toward supporting himself. 

Claimant was the wife of the soldier during the war, and now in her 
old age and necessitous circumstances appeals to Congress for aid. 
An increase of her pension to $12 per month is recommended, that 
being the rate she would receive if her husband’s death had resulted 
from his military service. ; 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably, with a recommendation 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

FOSTER W. GASSETT. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5865) granting an 
increase of pension to Foster W. Gassett. 

Ibe bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Foster 
W. Gassett. late musician, band, Thirteenth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SuLLoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 5865) granting an increase of pension to Foster W. Gassett, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3049, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5865) 
granting an increase of pension to Foster W. Gassett, have exam- 
ined the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $24 per month the pension 
of Foster W. Gassett, late musician, band, Thirteenth Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, who served from July 16, 1861, to August 
17. 1862, and was honorably discharged. 

Claimant filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 
1890, and is now pensioned under said act at the rate of $12 per month 
for total inability to earn a support by manual labor, resulting from 
right inguinal hernia, disease of heart, and senile debility. He has 
pever made claim under the general law. aa 

It appears by the last report of the board of examining surgeons, 
dated October 21, 1903, that claimant is wholly incapacitated for 
manual labor by reason of hernia, disease of heart, chronic bronchitis, 
and senile debility. His general condition is described by the exam- 
ing surgeons as follows: 

“The man claims to be very weak, and we believe he is unable to 
perform any manual labor. His general appearance shows debility 
and generally feeble condition of body beyond what would be expected 
in a man of his age. The claimant is evidently too feeble to do any 

ork.”’ 

. Claimant is 66 years of age. It is shown by evidence filed with this 
committee that he is wholly unable to perform any manual labor and 
that he has no property and no income except his pension. 

In such cases this committee has usually recommended a substantial 
increase by doubling the pension, and this is a case where justice re- 
quires similar action. ; 

' The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommenda- 
tion that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 








HUGH R. BARNARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5240) granting an 
increase of pension to Hugh R. Barnard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to _— on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hugh 
R. Barnard, late paymaster’s steward, U. 8. 8. Catskill, United States 
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SuLtoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 5240) granting an increase of pension to Hugh R. Barnard, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon, and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3056, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5240) 
granting an increase of pension to Hugh R. Barnard, have examined 
the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $20 per month the pension 
of Hugh R. Barnard, late paymaster’s steward U. S. 8. Catskill, who 
served from January 1, 1863, to September 30, 1863, when honorably 
discharged. 

Claimant is now receiving a pension under the act of June 27, 1890, 
at the rate of $12 per month for naso-pharyngeal catarrh, paralysis, 
and impaired vision of both eyes. He has never made claim under the 
general law. He is 68 years of age, and when last medically ex- 
amined, which was as long ago as March 25, 1891, he was rated $8 per 
—> for paralysis of left side, $8 for disease of eyes, and $6 for 
catarrh, 

Evidence filed with this committee shows that claimant is afflicted 
with catarrh, impaired vision of both eyes, and paralysis of left side 
to such an extent that he requires the partial aid and attendance of 
another person, and on account of these disabilities he is unable to per- 
form manual labor or to earn a subsistence, and is unable to walk 
without a cane. These facts are shown by the evidence of his family 
physician and neighbors. 

It is further shown that the a 4 progesty he owns consists of real 
estate valued at $2,400, from which he derives an income of $150 per 
oe His post-office address is No. 396 Lowell street, Manchester, 
N. H. 

An increase of his pension to $20 per month is recommended on the 
ground of his present condition; it is not shown to be due to his service, 
which was comparatively short, and no higher rate is warranted. _ 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN A. SARGENT. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5960) granting an 
increase of pension to John A. Sargent. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
A. Sargent, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. SULLowAy) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5960) 
granting an increase of pension to John A. Sargent, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $14 to $24 per month the pension 
of John A, Sargent, of Nashua, N. H., late of Company E, Eleventh 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry. 

Claimant is shown by the records of-the War Department to have en- 
listed January 28, 1864, as private in above organization, and to have 
been honorably discharged June 5, 1865, upon surgeon’s certificate of 


| disability, as follows: 


“Wounded in line of duty at Spottsylvania, May 12, 1864. Ball 
struck and fractured right humerus upper third, passed under right 
scapula, fracturing and emerging therefrom about its middle.” 

Soldier was originally pensioned for gunshot wound of right shoul- 
der at $2.66 per month from discharge, which was increased to $6 per 
month from February 5, 1873, and to $14 per month from April 7, 1580, 
for gunshot wound of right shoulder and resulting disease of lungs. 

As far back as April, 1880, soldier’s disability from gunshot wound 
and results was rated at third grade, which was then $18 per month. 
The report of the examining surgeons is as follows: 

“We would rate the gunshot wound and its results at total, third 
grade, or $18 per month, it being, in our opinion, equivalent to that 
when compared to the loss of a hand or foot.” 

By act of Congress approved March 3, 1883, the third-grade rate was 
raised to $24 per month. 

Soldier’s present condition is shown by the following affidavit of Dr. 
Walter F. Crosby, of Manchester, N. H.: 


To whom it may concern: 


I have this 31st day of August, 1904, examined Mr. John A. Sar- 
gent, residing at 9 Nashua street, Manchester, N. H., for disability 
resulting from a gunshot wound in the right arm, received by him in 
line of battle while in performance of duty during the late civil war. 

I find Mr. Sargent’s condition as follows: On the right arm in 
front 3 inches below the top of the shoulder is the scar of the wound 
of entrance; the bullet pursued a downward course, coming out in the 
back, right side, the scar of the wound of exit being just below the 
inferior angle of the right shoulder blade. 

On the back of Mr. Sargent’s arm are scars through which Mr. Sar- 
gent states pieces of dead bone were discharged for some years follow- 
ing his injury, and the present condition of the bone of the arm shows 
this to have been the case; for 134 inches above and 13 inches below 
the scar of the entrance wound the bone is fully a third smaller than 
it normally would be, thus showing that the bone must have been 
badly shattered and pieces coming away left the bone in the condition 
it is to-day. 

Naturally it follows that structures closely connected or in close 
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relation to this area of shattered bone must have received more or less 
injury, and Mr. Sargent’s disability is, in my opinion, due to injury to 
the nerves of the arm; this has progressed and steadily grown worse 
from year to year, and while the progress has been slow, nevertheless 
the disability is marked at the present time. 

The principal features of this disability are as follows: Mr. Sar 
gent has very little power to do work that involves raising the injured 
arm; after trying to force the arm to do this work there is very soon 
utter inability to do the task, and there is severe pain in the arm even 
to the ends of the fingers, and at times there occurs involuntary and 
painful contraction of the fingers, and also there are stinging and tin- 
gling sensations throughout the arm and fingers. While some of these 
various sensations are present more or less at all times, Mr. Sargent 
fiuas that using or forcing the arm to work brings them on with 
greater and more lasting intensity, incapacitating him at such times 
from all work and causing him great suffering. 

The tendency of this condition in the future, as it has been in the 
past, will be to grow steadily worse and more painful. Treatment will 
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avail little, and rest and refraining from using the arm are the main | 


sources of relief. 

In addition to what I have stated and considered as Mr. Sargent’s 
most serious trouble, he suffers severely from rheumatism in _ his dis- 
abled arm, especially so in the winter and spring months. This has 
in times past kept him from doing any and all work and caused him 
great suffering. 

From none of these troubles resulting from his injury can Mr. Sar- 
gent hope for permanent relief. 

Respectfully submitted. 

WALTER T. Crospy, M. D., 
Harvard, 1899. 
SEPTEMBER 15, 1904. 
STATE OF New HAMPSHIRE, Hillsboro, ss: 

Personally appeared the above-named Walter T. Crosby, M. D., and 
made oath that the above statement by him subscribed is true. 

Before me. 

[ SEAL. ] Cyrus H. Lirrue, Notary Public. 

It is shown by evidence of neighbors filed with this committee that 
soldier is unable to earn a subsistence by manual labor by reason of 
gunshot wound of right shoulder and resulting permanent disability of 
right arm and by rheumatism, and it is further shown that he has no 


property and no income from any source except his pension. He is 58 | 


years of age. he 

In view of the soldier’s extreme poverty ard total disability, his 
faithful service and severe wound received in battle, your committee 
are of opinion that an increase of his pension to 424 per month, as 
proposed in the bill, may very properly be provided to aid in his 
support. ‘ 4 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOHN O’KIEF. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6414) granting an 
increase of pension to John O’Kief. ‘ 

rr ; - . "ao * 

rhe bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
O’Kief, late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Maine Volunteer Infan 


try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SctLttoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6414) 
granting an increase of pension to John O’Kief, have examined the 
same and report: 

The bill proposes to increase from $12 to $20 per month the pension 
of John O’Kief, late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Maine Volun- 
teer Infantry. 

The military records show that John O’Kief enlisted October 15, 
1861, as a private in Company G, Eleventh Maine Infantry, and was 
honorably discharged September 13, 1862, upon surgeon's certificate in 
consequence of physical disability from chronic diarrhea contracted in 
service. The hospital records show that he was treated during service 
for debility and chronic diarrhea. 


Claimant filed and established a claim under the general law and | 


was pensioned for malarial poisoning and chronic diarrhea of service 
origin at $2 per month from June 28, 1884, and $6 per month from 
March 2, 1895. He is now pensioned at $12 per month under the act 
of June 27, 1890, for total inability to earn a support by manual labor, 
resulting from chronie diarrhea, rheumatism, and resulting disease of 
heart, injury to left shoulder, right hand, and leg, and senile debility. 

It appears from the last report of the board of examining surgeons, 
dated March 9, 1904, that claimant is afflicted with chrenic diarrhea, 
malaria, rheumatism, disease of heart, and injury to left shoulder, right 
hand, right leg, and left foot, and side, and is wholly unable to perform 
manual labor. Other evidence on file confirms the findings of the exam- 
ining surgeon as to the claimant’s total disability for manual labor. 

It also appears that he is 65 years of age and needy. The fact that 
in 1904 he was allowed the maximum rating under the act of June 27, 
1890, establishes his total disability for manual labor. 

Your committee are of opinion that claimant can be properly allowed 
the small increase to $20 per month proposed in the bill, the passage of 
which is recommended. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 


MARY ELIZABETH M’CLAREN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6134) granting a 
pension to Mary Elizabeth McClaren. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
Elizabeth McClaren, blind and dependent child of James McClaren, late 
of Company F, Thirty-fifth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 
ars] pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
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The report (by Mr. SuLLoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill ({S. 6134) 
granting a pension to Mary Elizabeth McClaren, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to grant a pension of $12 per month to Mary Eliza- 
beth McClaren, of South Sudbury, Mass., blind and dependent child of 
James McClaren, late of Company F, Thirty-fifth Regiment Massachu- 
setts Volunteer Infantry. 

Elizabeth McClaren, the widow of the soldier, was pensioned by spe- 
cial act at $24 per month from January 23, 1904, the report of the 
Senate Committee on Pensions during the second session of the Fifty 
eighth Congress being as follows: 

‘This bill as amended proposes to increase fron $12 to $24 the pen- 
sion of Elizabeth McClaren, of South Sudbury, Mass., widow of James 
McClaren, late of Company F, Thirty-fifth Regiment Massachusetts Vol 
unteer Infantry. 

“The soldier enlisted August 11, 1862, and was honorably discharged 
March 8, 1864. He died October 2, 1889, of disease of the stomach 
and bowels contracted during his service and for which he was pen 
sioned at $30 per month. 

“ Elizabeth McClaren, the claimant under this bill, is 68 years of age 
and was married to the soldier August 13, 1853. She is now a pen- 
sioner under the general law at the rate of $12 per month. She is a 
paralytic and her condition is one of practical helplessness, requiring to 
a large extent the personal attention of another person. She is with- 
out means of support aside from her pension of $12 per month Her 
property consists of a small home, which is simply a shelter and yields 
no income. 

“Mary Elizabeth McClaren, daughter of the soldier, is with her 
mother and is totally blind. She became blind when she was 14 years 
of age and has since been maintained and cared for by her mother. 
She was born in 1854, and being over 16 years of age is not entitled to 
pension under existing law. 

“The military record shows that James McClaren rendered faithful 
and honorable service. His widow is now invalid and dependent, ir 
dened with the care of her blind child. The case comes within the | 
of your committee, as follows: 

“* Bills proposing to pension sons or daughters of soldiers will not 
be entertained except in cases where it is shown by satisfactory evi- 
dence that the proposed beneficiary has been idiotic, deformed, or other 
wise permanentiy helpless from a period antedating the age of 16 years, 
and then only in case of destitution.’ 

“Your committee are of the opinion that the widow’s pension should 
be increased to aid in the support of her afflicted child, and the passage 
of the bill is recommended.” 

The widow died November 25, 1904, leaving Mary Elizabeth M« 
Claren, the claimant under this bill, and on whose account the widow's 
pension was increased, without any means of support, the pension to 
the widow ceasing at her death. As the child was blind from a period 
antedating her sixteenth birthday and is now dependent and destitute, 
her case comes fully within precedents set by Congress in similar cases 
She has no status at the Pension Bureau, being over 16 years of ., 
but under the circumstances of the case she is to be considered always 
as a minor without regard to her age. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


Lit 








WILLIAM SARTWELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 6188) granting an 
increase of pension to William Sartwell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 


Sartwell, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment Vermont Volunteer In 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6188) 
granting an increase of pension to William Sartwell, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $17 to $30 per month the pension 
of William Sartwell, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment Vermont Vol 
unteer Infantry. 

The military records show that William Sartwell enlisted May 30, 
1862, as private in Company A, Ninth Vermont Infantry, to serve thre 
years, and that he was honorably discharged June 13, 1865. The h 
pital records show that he was treated from October 12, 1863, to Decem- 
ber 7, 1863, for intermittent fever. 

Claimant is now in receipt of a pension under the general law at the 
rate of $17 per month, having been raised at different times 








1} 1 SO 
per month on account of increased disability for which he was ori 
inally pensioned, right inguinal hernia and resulting right varicocele, 
rheumatism, and resulting disease of heart. 

When claimant was last examined by board of surgeons, at New 








port, Vt., August 4, 1897, he was rated $12 for loss of sight of , 
$4 for partial loss of sight of right eye, $3 for malarial poisoning, $8 
for right inguinal hernia, $3 for disease of heart, and $3 for rheum 
tism. It appears that he is now totally blind, having in later years 
totally lost the sight of his right eye, and requires the aid and attend- 
ance of another person. He is 81 years of age, and in very destit 
circumstances, being entirely dependent upon his pension for support 

His extreme old age and poverty, his total blindness and helples 
ness, coupled with the fact that he served faithfully as a soldier 
three years, warrant an increase of his pension to $30 per mont! 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendati 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third réading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


ISAAC SLATER. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 6475) granting an 
increase of pension to Isaac Slater. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


~ 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac 
Slater, late of Company D, Sixteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6475) 


nting an increase of pension to Isaac Slater, have examined the 


* and report: 





he bill proposes to increase from $12 to $20 per month the pension 


of Isaac Slater, late of Company D, Sixteenth Regiment Connecticut 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The records of the War Department show that Isaac Slater enlisted 
July 21, 1862, as private in above organization, and that he was 
honorably discharged January 1, 1863, upon surgeon’s certificate of dis- 
in consequence of “incipient phthisis existing prior to enlist- 

The hospital records show that he was treated during service 
usea and incipient phthisis. 
laimant filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, 
is now in receipt of a pension under said act at the rate of $12 per 
nth for double inguinal hernia. He also filed a claim under the gen 
I law April 21, 1884, alleging that he incurred chronic diarrhea in 
November, 1862, in Pleasant Valley, Md., but his ciaim was rejected 
October 10, 1884, on the ground that he was not disabled by that cause 
since date of filing claim. 

Claimant has not been medically examined by the surgeons for the 
Bureau since April, 1891, when he was rated $12 for doubie hernia and 
$4 for diarrhea. It appears from evidence filed with this committee 
that he is now almost totally blind from senile cataracts. Expert ocu- 
lists testify that he can perceive light only with right eye, and that the 
vision in left eye is so reduced that he can count fingers at no greater 
distance than 2 feet. It also appears that his nervous system is in bad 
shape, and it is unsafe for him to be on the streets alone. 

Claimant is 66 years of age and in destitute circumstances, being en- 
tirely dependent upon his pension for support. He has no property. 

An increase of soldier’s pension to $20 per month is recommended, on 
the ground of his present condition; it is not shown to be due to his 
service, which was comparatively short, and no higher rate is warranted. 
The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, 


and passed. 














CHARLES W. COWING. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6728) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles W. Cowing. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 














V. Cowing, late of Company K, Sixth Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teen Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. SuLLowAy) is as follows: 

"y Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6728) 

an increase of pension to Charles W. Cowing, have examined 
» and report: 

s bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the pension 
of ¢ ; W. Cowing, of Littleton, N. H., late of Company K, Sixth 
It N Hampshire Volunteer Infantry. 

‘ nt is shown by the records of the War Department to have 
er 1 August 28, 1862, and to have served as a private in Companies 
K and DPD, Fifteenth Vermont Infantry, until August 5, 1863, when 
hor ly discharged. He again enlisted May 30, 1864, as private in 
‘ vy K, Sixth New Hampshire Infantry, and was finally and 

iy discharged July 17, 1865. 


He filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, and 
now in receipt of a pension under said act at the rate of $12 per 
for rheumatism and disease of heart. He filed a claim under 


+} 





t 1eral law February 20, 1886, alleging that he contracted rheuma- 
t about September, 1864, at Weldon Railroad, Virginia. This claim 
was rejected November 21, 1903, on the ground of *“‘ no record or other 
eV of incurrence in service of alleged rheumatism, no medical 
tr ment shown at discharge, and for many years thereafter, and 
cl int declares his inability to furnish the necessary proof to con- 
nect the disability with military service.” 

rhere is no proof on » showing service origin of rheumatism. It 





is established that 
from evidence of neighbors on file that he has suffered from rheumatism 
since his return home from the Army. 
Claimant was last medically examined by a surgeon for the Bureau, 
23, 1891, and rated $24 per month for rheumatism and resulting 











read the third time, | 





The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
Oakley, widow of Chauncey B. Oakley, late captain Company B, Eighty- 
eight Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and lieutenant-colonel One 
hundred and forty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Horiipay) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3660) granting an increase of pension to Mary Oakley, have exam- 
ined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that 
the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 2996, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3660) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary Oakley, have examined the 
same and report: 
This bill proposes to increase from $8 to $20 per month the pension 
of Mary Oakley, of Fort Wayne, Ind., widow of Chauncey B. Oakley, 


| late captain Company DB, Bighty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 


| served as captain Company 
| August 29, 1862, to December 12, 


fantry, and lieutenant-colosel One hundred and forty-second Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

The records of the War Department show that Chauncey B. Oakley 
‘, Eighty-eighth Indiana Infantry, from 
1862, when he honorably resigned on 


account of physical disability. He reentered the service June 4, 1864, 


| as first lieutenant and adjutant, One hundred and thirty-ninth Indiana 


1imant was sound at enlistment, and it appears | 


D Wi J. Beattie, of Littleton, N. H., testified, January 13, 
1905. in ¢ avit filed with this committee, that claimant is suffering 
from rheumatism to such an extent that he is unable to walk without 
the aid of a crutch and a cane; that he has heart disease, and also 
almost complete loss of vision, due to repeated attacks of iritis, which | 
is a direct result of rheumatism. 

Claimant is now 57 years of age. It is shown that he is wholly in- 
« ed f manual labor, because of physical disabilities, and that 


he has no estate nor means of livelihood except his pension of $12 per 
human prol 


robabi soldier’s disabilities are the result of his 
military service. In vi 


} of his faithful service of two years, his 
extreme poverty and total inability to’ earn a support by his own 
} labor by reason of physical disabilities, your committee are of 
that he can properly be given the rate to which he would be 
<d under the general law if his disabilities were clearly estab- 
i as of service origin. 


bill is therefor reported back favorably with a recomm 





-ndation 





it pass. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
MARY OAKLEY. 
The next pension business was the bill (8S. 3660) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary Oakley. 


| when the war closed. 


Infantry, and served as such until September 29, 1864, when honorably 
mustered out. He was mustered in November 3, 1864, as lieutenant- 
colonel One hundred and forty-second Indiana Infantry, and was 
mustered out and honorably discharged July 14, 1865. 

Soldier died of paralysis April 19, 1903. His widow, the claimant 
under this bill, to whom he was married September 5, 1870, is now re- 
eeiving the pension of $8 per month, provided by the act of June 27, 
1890. She is in strattened circumstances and has no income but her 
omen pension, which is not sufficient for her support. She is 64 years 
oL age. 

Soldier contracted and suffered from disease of Ilver while captain 
in the Bighty-eighth Indiana Infantry and was broken down physically 
He applied for and obtained a pension under the 
general law for disease of liver at the rate of $24 per month from Feb- 
ruary 18, 1889, which was increased to $30 per month from May 4, 
1892. The claim of the widow under the general law, filed May 15, 
1903, was rejected August 17, 1903, on the ground that his death from 
paralysis was not due to the disability for which he was pensioned nor 
otherwise proved to have been caused by his military service. 

Soldier’s last medical examination, dated May 4, 1892, showed him to 
be in a most deplorable condition from disease of liver. The report 
thereof is as follows: 

“This claimant is greatly emaciated, muscles wasted to mere strings. 
The liver, in fact, is atrophied so that it extends from upper border of 
ninth rib to upper border of twelfth rib; passing the fingers up under 
the ribs the lower border of the liver is felt as a hardened ridge and is 
exquisitely tender. Over region of gall bladder pressure produces 
severe pain. This claimant is almost a walking skeleton, his bony struct- 
ure gives rise to almost his 110 pounds of weight. His skin is almost 
a slate gray, tongue heavily coated, digestion reduced to the minimum, 
and, to the personal knowledge of every member of this board, he is not 
able to do anything at all, and further that his disability is permanent.” 

This is one of those cases where your committee are of opinion that 
an increase of the widow's pension is fully warranted. In all human 
probability the great debility and total disability resulting from the 
disease contracted in service and for which the soldier was pensioned 
were factors in the causation of his fatal paralysis. An increase to $20 
per month is recommended, that being the rate she would have received 
had her general-law claim been allowed at the Bureau. According to the 
evidence claimant is in feeble health and unable to earn a living. 

The bill is reported back favorably with a recommendation that it 
pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and pased. 


JOHN M’GOWAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6446) granting an 
increase of pension to John McGowan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John McGowan, late of Company I, Second Regiment United States 
Infantry, and pay him a.pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6446) 
granting an increase of pension to John McGowan, have examined the 


|; same and report: 


This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the pension 
of John McGowan, late of Company I, Second Regiment U. 8S. Infantry. 

According to the records of the War Department John McGowan, 
the claimant under this bill, first enlisted in the Regular Army Decem- 
ber 28, 1854, and was assigned to Company I, Second U. 8. Infantry, 
in which he served as a private until December 28, 1859, when honor- 
ably discharged by reason of expiration of service. He again enlisted 
July 24, 1860, in Company E, Second U. 8S. Infantry; was transferred 
to Company I, same regiment, December 27, 1861, and served asa private 
and as a noncommissioned oflicer until July 24, 1865, when honorably 
discharged as sergeant by expiration of service. He again enlisted 
October 14, 1875, and served as private in Companies I, B, and D, Sev- 
enteenth U. S. Infantry, and was honorably discharged October 15, 
1880, his whole period of service being fifteen years, part of which 
covered the whole period of the war of the rebellion. at 

Claimant filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, 
and is now in receipt of a pension of $12 per month under said act for 
total incapacity for manual labor, resulting from physical disabilities 
and the infirmities of age. 

He filed a claim under the general law August 27, 1898, alleging that 
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in December, 1862, at Fredericksburg, Va., he incurred rheumatism and 
weak back, but he is wholly unable to satisfy the requirements of the 
Bureau in respect to evidence of service origin, and has long ago aban- 
doned his claim, and it might now very properly be rejected. 


Claimant is over 70 years of age. It appears by the last report of 
the board of examining surgeons that he is wholly incapacitated for 
manual labor. The conclusions of the examining surgeons are as fol- 
lows : 

“This claimant is incapacitated to perform manual labor by reason 
of his infirm heart mainly, also his age, and is unable to earn his sup- 
port.” 

_ Claimant is a poor man; he has little or no resources, and is prac- 
tically dependent upon his pension for support. 


In view of his advanced age, his long and honorable service, his ex- | 


treme poverty, and total inability to earn a support by his own manual 
labor, your committee are of opinion that he can properly be given the 
rate to which he would be entitled under the general law if his condi- 
tion were proved to have resulted from disabilities of service origin. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably, with a recommenda- 
tion that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, 
and passed. 


read the third time, 


ELLA M. ROBERTS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4214) granting an 
increase of pension to Ella M. Roberts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ella 
M. Roberts, widow of Cyrus M. Roberts, late first lieutenant Company 
EK, and captain Company F, Seventy-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Iitunrrr) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4214) 
granting an increase of pension to Ella M. Roberts, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $8 to $17 per month the pension 
of Ella M. Roberts, widow of Cyrus M. Roberts, late first lieutenant 
Company E, and captain Company F, Seventy-eighth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The records of the War Department show that Cyrus M. Roberts 
enlisted October 31, 1861, as a private in Company E, Seventy-eighth 
Ohio Infantry; he was promoted second lieutenant December 23, 1861, 
and first lieutenant March 16, 1863. January 1, 1865, he was pro- 
moted captain Company F, same regiment, and was honorably dis- 
charged and mustered out July 31. 1865. 

Soldier filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, 
and he was allowed pension under that law at $8 per month from 
July 14, 1890, for disease of respiratory organs and disease of heart. 
He applied under the general law March 8, 1894, alleging that at 
Vicksburg, Miss., July 20, 1863, he contracted malaria and fever and 
ague, continuing until discharge and after, resulting in disease of 
throat and heart. This claim was allowed in March, 1896, at $6 per 
month for malarial poisoning, disease of throat and heart not being 
accepted as results, but no general-law certificate was then issued for 
the reason that soldier was then receiving a highe? rate ($8) under 
the act of June 27, 1890. He died December 15, 1900, the cause of 
his death being disease of heart and lungs. 

Ella M. Roberts is the widow of the soldier, and is now receiving the 
pension of $8 per month provided by the act of June 27, 1890. She 
has made no claim under the general law. She was married to the 
soldier March 30, 1867, and is now 56 years of age. 

The evidence on file in the Bureau shows that claimant was possessed 
of a farm of 100 acres of land in Lucking County, Ohio, worth about 
$4,000, and live stock, etc., worth about $450, against which there were 
incumbrances, principal and interest included, of $3,200, and that her 
income in the year following the soldier's death was $109. 

That claimant is poor is evidenced by the fact that she is pensioned 
under the act of June 27, 1890. It is also shown that she is in im- 
yaired health. In her own behalf she states that her husband was an 
invalid for a number of years before his death and unable to perform 
manual labor or attend to his business, and that when his estate was 
settled there was but very little left for her, and that little has since 
been used up in living expenses. She further states that she now has 
only her pension of $8 per month and, aside from such pension, is de- 
pendent upon her friends for support. 

Captain Roberts might have obtained arrears of pension for the dis- 
ability proved to have been contracted in service, but he refused to ask 
aid from the Government until compelled by necessity to do so. His 
disability of service origin, and for which his general-law claim was 
admitted, was contracted in the summer of 1863 while holding the rank 
of first lieutenant. An increase of the widow's pension to $17 per 
month is therefore recommended, that being the rate she would receive 
if she could prove that soldier's death resulted from the disability 
shown to be of service origin. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. SHEPPARD, 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 6346) granti 
increase of pension to Benjamin F. Sheppard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benja- 
min F. Sheppard, late of Company A, First Regiment Delaware Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 6346) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Sheppard, 
have examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and 
recommend that the bill do pass, 
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{Senate Report No. 3246, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Sheppard, 
ined the same and report: 
This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the pension 
of Benjamin F. Sheppard, late of Company A, First Regiment Delaware 
Volunteer Infantry, who served from September 6, 1861, to September 
30, 1864, and was honorably discharged. 


(Ss 
have 


6346) 
exam 


Claimant filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 
1890, and is now in receipt of a pension under said act at the rate of 
$12 per month for gunshot wound of right side and left leg and dis 


ease of heart, lungs, and kidneys. He was originally pensioned under 
general law for gunshot wound of left leg, received in battle at Spott 
sylvania, Va., May 12, 1864, and for gunshot wound of right side, re 
ceived in battle at Cold Harbor, Va., June 1, 1864, at $2 per month 
from discharge, which rate was increased to $6 per month from April 
16, 1890. 


It appears from the last report of an examining surgeon for the 
Bureau, dated May 18, 1901, that claimant is afflicted with rheuma 
tism, disease of eyes, disease of heart and lungs, and Bright's disease 
of kidneys, and is wholly incapacitated for the performance of manual 
labor. The fact that he was allowed the maximum rate under the act 
of June 27, 1890, fully establishes his total disability for labo 

Claimant is 60 years of age, and the papers on file in the Pension 
3ureau show that he is desperately poor and needy, and entirely de 
pendent upon his pension for support. Your committee are reliably 
informed that his condition is deplorable in every way, both physical 
and financial. 

Soldier’s extreme poverty and helpless condition, coupled with his 
faithful service of three years and wounds received in batt! warrant 


the increase proposed in the bill, the passage of which is recommended. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


and it was accord- 


SIMEON VY. SHERWOOD, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 
increase of pension to Simeon V. Sherwood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Simeon 
V. Sherwood, late of Eighth Independent Battery, Wisconsin Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 

The 


6605) granting an 


he is 


Committee 


on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
6605) granting an increase of pension to Simeon V. Sherwood, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom 
mend that the bill do pass. 
[Senate Report No. 3098, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the biil (S 
G€05) granting an increase of pension to Simeon V. Sherwood, have 
examined the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $24 per month the pen 
sion of Simeon V. Sherwood, late of Eighth Independent Battery, Wis- 
consin Volunteer Light Artillery. 

Claimant is shown by the records of the War Department to have 
enlisted February 29, 1864, as private in above organization, and to 


have served until August 10, 1865, when he was 1onorably discharged. 
The hospital records furnish no evidence of his disability or treatment 
during service. 

He filed and established a claim, however, under the general law, and 





was originally pensioned for chronic diarrhea and disease of eyes of 
service origin at $4 per month from April 15, 1884, which rate was 
increased to $6 per month from May 25, 18! He also filed and es 
tablished a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, and is now in 
receipt of a pension under said act at the rate of $12 per month on 
account of total inability to earn a support by manual labor, resulting 


from age and physical disabilities. 

It appears by the last report of the board of examining surgeons 
that claimant is practically unable to perform manual labor, by reason 
of chronic diarrhea, disease of eyes, and general and senile debility, 
and the evidence of his neighbors on file is that he has done no manual 
labor for three years. 

He is 71 years of age, and medical evidence filed with this committee 
shows that he is so afflicted with disease of heart that he can not 
active exercise and is incapacitated for performing manual labor It is 
also shown that he is a poor man, the little property he has being 
mortgaged and yielding him but $6 per month, which, with his pension, 
is his only means of support for himself and invalid wife 

In such cases this committee has usually recommended a 
increase by doubling the pension, and this is a 
requires similar action. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


take 


substantial 
where ji 


case istice 


recommendation 


and was accordingly 


ANNA M. BENNY. 


Ss. 


The next pension business was the bill ( 
an increase of pension to Anna M. Benny. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


6224) granting 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna 
M. Benny, widow of William B. Benny, late of Company C, Fourth Reg 
iment Iowa-Volunteer Infantry. and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 

The report (by Mr. Hopkins) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 6224) granting an increase of pension to Anna M. Benny, have ex- 


amined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 
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[Senate Report No. 2982, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6224) 
as increase of pension to Anna M. Benny, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $8 to $12 per month the pension 
of Anna M. Benny, widow of William B. Benny, late of Company C, 
Fourth Regiment lowa Volunteer Infantry. 

rhe records of the War Department show that William B. Benny 
enlisted August 7, 1861, as a private in Company C, Fourth Iowa In- 
fantry, for three years, and that he was honorably discharged June 24, 
1862, by reason of protracted illness and absence. 

Soldier filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, 
and was pensioned under said act at $6 per month for injury of left 


leg Hie also filed a claim under the general law May 27, 1879, alleging 
injury of left testicle and left leg as due to service, but the same was 
rejected November 14, 1892, on the ground of no record and soldier's 
inability to prove service origin. He died January 24, 1893, the cause 


of his death being erysipelatous inflammation of the head. 


_ The widow has not filed a claim under the general law for the reason 
that she is unable to prove that soldier’s death was due to his military 






\ _ She filed a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, established 
if, and is now in receipt of a pension of $8 per month under said act. 
‘he widow was married to the soldier July 27, 1863, and is now 64 


years of age. It appears from the evidence on file in her claim that 
} s no property and no income aside from her small pension. It 
ears at she is in poor health and unable to earn her support 


I t aay iapor, 


in view of claimant’s advanced age and necessitous circumstances, 
J committee are of opinion that she can properly be given the small 
increase to $12 per month proposed in the bill, to aid in her support. 

rhe hill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass 


ihe bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM BARKIS. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 2986) granting an 
increise of pension to William Barkis. 
‘he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
] y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Barkis, late of Company E, Fiftieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
f y, § nd pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he Ils now recelving. 


The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 
fhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 





(Ss an increase of pension to William Barkis, have 
nined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3090, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2986) 
cranting an increase of pension to William Barkis, have examined the 
same and report: 

The bill proposes to increase from $12 to $24 per month the pension 
of William Barkis, of Hillsdale, Kans., late of Company E, Fiftieth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, who served from October 4, 1861, 
to August 27, 1863, when honorably discharged. 

Claimant filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, 
and is now in receipt of a pension under said act at the rate of $12 per 
month on account of total disabilty from chronic diarrhea, enlarged 
yrostate gland, disease of heart, and senile debility. When last ex- 

mined, March 4, 1903, at Paola, Kans., the examining surgeons re 

ported that they found claimant afflicted with disease of heart, catarrh, 
varicose veins, loss of teeth, and the infirmities of age generally, and 
was not able to perform any manual labor. 











Claimant is 79 years of age, and it is shown that he is a very poor 
man, without property or other means of support except his pension. 
Medical ey e tiled with your committee shows that he is suffering 


onic ulceration of the rectum, with possibly a cancerous con- 
ition developing, and also sclerosis of the veins and arteries, and that 
he is almost helpless. Many of his neighbors petition for his relief. 

In such cases as this your committee has usually granted a substan- 
tial increase by doubling the pension, and justice demands similar re- 
lief for this claimant. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM W. ROLLINS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 2291) granting an 
increase of pension to William W. Rollins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
W Rollins, late of Company B, Fifty-fourth Regiment Kentucky 
Mounted Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Hortipay) is as follows: 


Y 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2291) granting an increase of pension to William W. Rollins, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 





[Senate Report No. 3059, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2291) 
granting an increase of pension to William W. Rollins, have examined 
the same and report: , 

This bill proposes to increase from $17 to $30 per month the pension 
of William W. Rollins, late of Company B, Fifty-fourth Regiment Ken- 
tucky Mounted Volunteer Infantry. ‘ 

Claimant is a resident of Moores Hill, Ind., and served as a private 


in above organization from September 26, 1864, to September 1, 1865, 
when honorably discharged. ‘The hospital records show that he was 
treated in service for remittent fever and diarrhea. 

He filed and established a claim under the general law, and Is now 
pensioned at the rate of $17 per month for disease of eyes, chronic 
diarrhea, and resulting disease of rectum, contracted during his military 
service. He applied for increase March 4, 1904, but his application was 
rejected June 1, 1904, on the ground that his pension of $17 per month 
was commensurate with the disability from pensioned causes. 

It appears from the evidence on file that claimant is totally blind in 
both eyes and has been so for about five years. He claims that his 
blindness is due to his disease of eyes incurred in the service and for 
which he is pensioned, but the medical authorities of the Bureau hold 
that it is due to recent glaucoma, not connected with the disease of 
eyes of service origin. : 

When claimant was last examined, April 26, 1904, he was rated $72 
for blindness, and was also reported to be suffering from chronic diar- 
rhea, disease of rectum, disease of left lung, and hernia of left side. 
He is 65 years of age and very poor, haying no other means of support 
than his pension of $17 per month. 

When we add total blindness to other physical disabilities admittedly 
of service origin entitling soldier to $17 per month, it must be con- 
—_ that an increase to $30 per month is reasonable and fully jus- 
tifiable. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommenda- 
tion that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW J. LARRABEE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2977) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew J. Larrabee. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
J. Larrabee, late musician, band, Third Brigade, Fourth Division, Fif- 
teenth United States Army Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Hotiipay) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2977) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Larrabee, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 





[Senate Report No. 2990, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 2977) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Larrabee, have examined 
the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $24 per month the pension 
of Andrew J. Larrabee, of Stevens Point, Wis., late musician, band, 
Third Brigade, Fourth Division, Fifteenth Army Corps. 

The records of the War Department show that Andrew J. Larrabee 
enlisted July 22, 1861, as a private in the band of the Fourth Iowa In- 
fantry, and was honorably discharged January 27, 1862. He again en- 
listed February 1, 1864, as musician in the band of the Third Brigade, 
Fourth Division, Fifteenth Army Corps, and was honorably discharged 
July 7, 1865. 

Soldier has never made claim under the general law. He filed and 
established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, and is now in re- 
ceipt of a pension under said act at the rate of $12 per month for 
rheumatism, disease of heart, and left hernia. 

Claimant is 71 years of age. When he was last examined by surgeons 
for the Bureau, February 10, 1892, he was rated $10 for disease of 
heart, $8 for rheumatism, and $6 for rupture. Hts present condition is 
fully set forth in the following aflidavits : 

STATE OF WISCONSIN, County of Portage, ss: 

In the matter of Senate bill No. 1977 to increase pension of Andrew 
J. Larrabee, late musician, band, Third Brigade, Fourth Division, Fit- 
teenth Army Corps. 

On this 4th day of January, A. D. 1905, personally came before the 
undersigned, an officer duly authorized to administer oaths, W. F. At- 
well, M. D., who, being by me first duly sworn, on his oath says: 

That he is 55 years of age and a regular graduate of the Cincinnati 
College of Medicine and Surgery, class of 1873, and since said date has 
been in the constant and active practice of medicine and surgery, and 
for twelve years past has been located in city of Stevens Point. 

That for twelve years past deponent has been acquainted with said 
soldier, Andrew J. Larrabee, and has treated him occasionally for his 
disabilities during said time; that to affiant’s knowledge said soldier 
has been for the past four or five years unable to work on account of 
infirmities; that affiant on the 3d of January, 1905, made an examina- 
tion of said soldier and finds him to be a sufferer from rheumatism, 
heart disease, and rupture; that his disabilities are such that he, said 
soldier, is wholly incapacitated from the performance of any kind of 
labor; that by reason of said soldier's adyanced age said disabilities 
are constantly increasing. 

That this affiant is in no way concerned in said soldier's pension maf- 
ters, and makes this affidavit solely from knowledge gained by treating 
said soldier and from an examination made. ; 

That affiant’s residence and post-office address is Stevens Point, 


Portage County, Wis. 
W. F. ATWELL, M. D. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 4th day of January, A. D. 
1905, and I do hereby certify that affiant is to me known to be a cred- 
ible person, and that said affidavit was by me reduced to writing from 
affiant’s oral statements to me made and then subscribed by him. 

[ SEAL. ] C. H. CASHIN, 

Notary Public, Portage County, Wis. 

STATE OF WISCONSIN, County of Portage, 8s: 

In the matter of bill No. 2977, in Senate of United States, to increase 
pension of Andrew J. Larrabee, late musician, band Third Brigade, 
Fourth Division, Fifteenth Army Corps. 

On this 30th day of December, A. D. 1904, personally came before 
me, a notary public within and for said county and State, James R. 
Sawtell, aged 59 years, a resident of and whose post-office address is 
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1905. 
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No. 107 McCulloch street, Stevens Point, Wis., who being by me first 
duly sworn, on his oath says: : 

That he has been personally acquainted with said soldier, Andrew J. 
Larrabee, for twelve years last past, and during all of said time has 
lived a near neighbor to him and been intimately acquainted with him, 
seeing and visiting with him weekly during said years. 

That affiant, by reason of his acquaintance with said soldier, knows 
of said soldier's physical condition; that for seven years last past the 
said soldier, by reason of his physical infirmities, has been unable to 
perform any kind of work; that he suffers severely from rheumatism 
and heart trouble, being very lame, and it is very difficult for him to 
leave his home; that his said ailments prevent him from moving about 
or exerting himself in any way, and he is most of the time confined to 
his room. 

That the only means of livelihood the said soldier now has is the $12 
per month pension he receives, he having no property or means of any 
kind; that while at work he saved some money, which has become ex- 
hausted, and said soldier has been aided by others in securing a liveli- 
hood; that had said soldier money or property at this time this affiant, 
by reason of his acquaintance with, said soldier, would know of such 
fact, but the only means of livelihood that said soldier has is his said 
yension. 

: That affiant is not related to said claimant and is not in any wise 
concerned in his pension matters. 
JAMES R. SAWTELL. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 30th day of December, A. D. 
1904. 


[SEAL, ] F. J. CARPENTER, _ 
Notary Public, Wisconsin. 
It appears that the claimant is in destitute circumstances, without 


property or means of support aside from his pension. 
he is getting the maximum rate under the act of June 
lishes his total disability for manual labor. 

In such cases this committee has usually recommended a substantial 
rn by doubling the pension, and justice requires similar action in 
this case. 
aan bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. . 


The 
Sts 


fact that 
1890, estab 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly | 


read the third time, and passed. 


GABRIEL H. ADAMS, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3897) granting an 
increase of pension to Gabriel H. Adams. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Gabriel H. Adams, late of Company C, Fifty-first Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3897) granting an increase of pension to Gabriel H. Adams, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom 
mend that the bill do pass. 
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[Senate 35, 


Report No. 3 Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3897) 
granting an inerease of pension to G. H. Adams, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $17 to $30 per month the pension 

of Gabriel H. Adams, of Junction City, Kans., late of Company C, 
Fifty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer lecantry. 
Claimant is shown by the records of the War Department to have 
enlisted in Company C, Fifty-first Indiana Infantry, October 15, 1861, 
and to have served therein as a private and as a noncommissioned 
officer until May 9, 1865, when promoted second lieutenant same com- 
pany and regiment. He was promoted to the rank of first lieutenant 
June 8, 1865, and was mustered out and honorably discharged as such 
December 13, 1865, thus showing over four years of continuous service. 
He was wounded in right hand by a piece of shell at Duck River. 
‘Tennessee, November 1, 1864, and also received gunshot wound of 
left elbow in battle at Nashville, Tenn., December 16, 1864. 

He filed and established a claim under the general law and was 
pensioned at $2 per month from discharge for gunshot wound of left 
elbow, which was increased to $4 per month April 18, 1881, for gun 
shot wound of left elbow and shell wound of right hand; to $6 per 
month November 11, 1885; to $8 per month June 13, 1888; to $12 per 
month April 30, 1890, and to $17 per month August 6, 1902. His last 
claim for increase, filed June 19, 1903, was rejected December 19, 
1903, on the ground that his rate was adequate for the disability from 
pensioned causes. 

Claimant is 63 years of age. A medical examination, dated August 
6, 1902, rated him $24 for gunshot wound of left elbow and. shell 
wound of right hand, the examining surgeons reporting that he was 
unable to dress and undress on account of his crippled condition, and 
was compelled to have help to adjust and button his clothing, and was 
incapacitated in a degree equivalent to the loss of a hand or foot for 
the purposes of manual labor. His last examination, dated September 
2, 1903, rated him $24 for gunshot wound of right hand and $18 for 
gunshot wound of left elbow. This latter board reported as follows: 

“The disability here amounts to total disability, and is equivalent 
to loss of hand or foot.” 

Medical certificates accompanying the bill show that by reason of his 
disabilities claimant is totally incapacitated for manual labor. 

Your committee believe that claimant is entitled to a pension of $30 
per month, which is the rate named in the bill. His service was long 
and distinguished (he being promoted from a private to the rank of 
first lieutenant), and he is-incapacitated for earning a support by his 
own manual labor and is in need of relief. 


The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
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GEORGE SIMMS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4 
increase of pension to George Simms. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


23) granting an 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Geors 
Simms, late of U. 8S. 8. Sassacus, United States Navy, and pay him 


a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now re 
ceiving. 


The report (by Mr. Hotty) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the ll 
(S. 4123) granting an increase of pension to George Simms, h exal 
ined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that 
the bill do pass. 





[Senate Report No. 3201, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 
The Committee on Pinsions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4125) 
granting an increase of pension to George Simms, have examined the 
same and report: 
This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $20 per month the pension 
of George Simms, late U. 8. 8S. Sassacus. 


The records of the Navy Department show that George Simms, the 
claimant, enlisted in the Navy April 2, 1845, and served in the Mexicar 
war, as landsman and wardroom steward on the St. Marys, until June 
10, 1847, when discharged. He reenlisted January 10, 1548, at Was! 


ington Navy-Yard as ordinary seaman, and was discharged October 7 


1848. He again enlisted May 23, 1857, and served as landsman and 
wardroom steward on the Allegheny and Roanoke, until September 15, 
1857, when discharged. He again enlisted September 22, 1863, and 
served as landsman and captain’s steward on the Ohio and Sass 
and was discharged July 29, 1864. 

Soldier while serving in the powder division of the Sassacus was 
wounded in arm in an engagement with the ram Albemarle in Albemarle 
Sound, North Carolina, May 5, 1864. 

He was originally pensioned under the general law for incomplete 


paralysis of left arm, from splinter wound, at $4 per month from dis 
charge, and $8 per month from October 13, 1874. He is now pensioned 
at $12 per month under the act of June 27, 1890, for incomplete paral- 
ysis of left arm from splinter wound and disease of heart. 

On December 9, 1902, he filed a claim for renewal and increase under 
general law, alleging service disability and resulting rheumatism and 
disease of heart. His claim was rejected October 28, 1903, on the 
ground that he was not entitled to a rate under general law for incom- 
plete paralysis of left arm from splinter wound equal to that he was 
receiving under the act of June 27, 1890, rheumatism and disease of 
heart not being accepted as results. 

The board of examining surgeons before whom claimant was lasi 
examined in this city, March 17, 1903, rated him for incomplete paraly 
sis of left arm at $4 per month, for heart disease at $4 per month, and 
for rheumatism at $6 per month. A prior examination, dated March 
18, 1902, rated him $17 for partial paralysis of left side 


Dr. William T. Gill testifies, In affidavit filed with this committee, 
that claimant is incapacitated for manual labor by reason of disabil 
ities consisting of an incomplete paralysis of left arm, heart diss 


rheumatism, and general debility. 

Claimant is about 75 years of age. He has no property or other r« 
sources and is entirely dependent upon his pension for support Ile 
made profert of himself in the committee room, and though seemingly 
well preserved for his years it is evident that his physical powers are 
greatly diminished and that by reason of his advanced e and its at 
tendant infirmities he is wholly incapacitated for earning a support by 
manual labor. 





Claimant’s service in the Mexican war entitles him to a pension of 
$12 per month, the ship on which he served having been in Mexican 
waters and taking part in the battle of Tampico, June 8, 1846. Such 
pension he can not receive, however, as he is already pensioned at the 


same rate under the act of June 27, 1890, and the law forbids the pay- 
ment of two pensions to the same person. ; 
In view of all the facts, your committee are of opinion that a rea- 
sonable increase of his pension may very properly be provided to aid 
in his support. 
The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY BERKSTRESSER. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4215) grantine an 
increase of pension to Henry Berkstresser. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he js 
hereby, authorized. and directed to place on the pension roll, su t 
to the previsions and limitations of the pension laws, the name < 
Henry Berkstresser, late first lieutenant Company I, Eighteenth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Hotimay) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4215) granting an increase of pension to Henry Berkstresser, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom 
mend that the bill do pass. 

[Senate Report No. 2987, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4215) 


granting an increase of pension to Henry Berkstresser, have examined 
the same and report: 

This bill proposes to Increase from $12 to $20 per month the px 
of Henry Berkstresser, of Westerville, Ohio, late first lieutenant Co 
pany I, Eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, who served 
from September 24, 1861, to March 16, 1862, and honorably re¢ 


assigned 
Claimant, who is 74 years of age, is now pen sioned under he act 
of June 27, 1890, at the rate of $12 per month, for disease of liver 
and stomach. He has never made claim under the general law for 
the reason that he is unable to prove that his disabilities are the 


result of his military service. 
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It appears from the last report of the board of examining surgeons 
that claimant is parctically unable to perform manual labor by reason 


of his disabilities. He was rated $6 for neuralgia and $12 for disease 
of liver. His advanced age unfits him for any occupation by which he 
might earn his support, and it appears that he has no property of 
any kind and no income aside from his small pension, which is wholly 
insufficient to pay rent and furnish the actual necessaries of life for 
himself and wife. 

A reasonable increase of pension is recommended, to aid in claim- 
ant’s support, and the bill is therefore reported back favorably with a 
recommendation that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN AYLERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2464) granting an 
increase of pension to John Aylers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Aylers, late of Company H, Eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantfy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Hottimay) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2464) granting an increase of pension to John Aylers, have exam- 
ined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 

[Senate Report No. 3199, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2464) 
granting an increase of pension to John Aylers, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $24 per month the pen- 
sion of John Aylers, late private, Company H, Eighteenth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, who served from March 11, 1865, to Oc- 
tober 9, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

Cisimant is now receiving the maximum pension of $12 per month 
provided by the act of June 27, 1890, for rheumatism and senility. 
Ile is over 83 years old and is broken down by age and disease and 
utterly incapable of doing anything toward earning a support for him- 
self and family. It is in evidence that he is a physical wreck, requir- 
ing almost constant attendance by reason of his disabilities. He is 
without property or resources and is entirely dependent upon his pen- 
sion of $12 per month for support. 

There are numerous precedents for increasing the pensions of the 
aged, totally disabled, and destitute survivors of the war, in view of 
which your committee report the bill back favorably with a recom 
mendation that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


SANFORD 8S. HENDERSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3023) granting an 
increase of pension to Sanford 8. Henderson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sanford 
S. Henderson, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Hotiipar) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3023) granting an increase of pension to Sanford 8S. Henderson, 
have examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and rec- 
ommend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3102, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] . 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 3023) 

granting an increase of pension to Sanford S. Henderson, have exam- 
ined the same and report: 

It is proposed by this bill to increase from $17 to $30 per month the 
pension of Sanford 8S. Henderson, late of Company D, Bleventh Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

Soldier is now pensioned at $17 per month under the general law for 
gunshot wound of face received in battle at Shiloh, Tenn., April 7, 
1862, and his claim for increase filed at the Bureau March 7, 1903, 
was rejected September 26, 1903, on the ground that his rate was com- 
mensurate with the disability caused by his wound. His original rate 
was $4 per month from discharge, which was increased to $8 per 
month June 7, 1882; to $14 per month December 18, 1859, and to i7 
per month June 28, 1899. 

The papers on file in the Pension Bureau show that claimant was a 
good soldier with a highly honorable record of four years’ service. He 
enlisted August 9, 1861, in Company D, Eleventh Indiana Infantry, and 
served as private, corporal, and sergeant until July 26, 1865, when hon- 
orably mustered out with is company. The wound he received at 
Shiloh in April, 1862, was a very severe one, resulting in neuralgic pain 
and great suffering. The ball entered the left side of face, passing 
directly through the mouth to opposite side of face; both tonsils were 
earried away, as also was the uvula; hard palate grooved and articula- 
tion and mastication greatly impaired. He also suffers from deafness, 
undoubtedly a result of his wound. His last medical examination, dated 
June 10, 1903, rated him $17 for wound of face, and a medical exam- 
ination, dated June 28, 1889, rated him also $6 for deafness, but there 
is other evidence on file, medical and lay, showing that he is not able 
to perform manual labor. 

Claimant is 66 years of age, and the papers accompanying the Dill 
show that by reason of his severe wound and other disabilities he is un- 
able to earn a suport by manual labor. It is also shown that he is as 
good a citizen as he was a soldier, and that he is in greatly straitened 
circumstances and much in need of relief. If any soldiers deserve to be 
specially recognized, claimant is one of them. Considering his long and 


faithful service, his desperate wound received in battle, and his ardent 
pen which pene him to return to the front notwithstand- 
ng his serious disability, your committee are of opinion that an increase 
of his pension to $30 per month, the rate named in the bill, is eminently 
just and proper. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB H. HECK. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3378) granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob H. Heck. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
H. Heck, late of Company F, One hundred and Fifteenth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Horxiipay) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3378) granting an increase of pension to Jacob H. Heck, have ex- 
amined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3088, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3378) 
granting an increase of pension to Jacob H. Heck, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $24 per month the pension 
of Jacob H. Heck, of Farmersburg, Ind., late private, Company F, One 
hundred and fifteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, who 
served aan June 24, 1863, to February 25, 1864, when honorably dis- 
charged. 

Soldier was originally pensioned under the general law for injury of 
left side and resulting disease of spleen, of service origin, at the rate 
of $4 per month from March 22, 1888, which rate was increased to $8 
per month from October 1, 1890. He is now pensioned at $12 under 
the act of June 27, 1890, for total disability for manual labor from in- 
jury of left side, disease of spleen, partial paralysis of right side, and 
varicose veins of right leg. 

On April 12, 1903, he applied for renewal and increase, under general 
law, alleging injury of left side and resulting disease of spleen and re- 
sulting paralysis of right side and leg. His application was rejected, 
November 7, 1903, by the medical referee on the ground of no increase 
in disability from pensioned causes, and paralysis of right side and leg 
not accepted as a result. 

It appears from the evidence on file that claimant suffered a stroke 
of paralysis (hemiplegia) on January 5, 1901, from which he has been 
totally disabled ever since, requiring an attendant each day. When he 
was last medically examined, July 8, 1903, he was reported by the ex- 
amining surgeons to be totally and permanently helpless from paralysis, 
requiring the regular personal aid and attendance of another person, 
and entitled to $72 per month. For the past four years he has been 
continuously confined to his room and wheeled chair. 

Claimant is 64 years of age and in destitute circumstances finan- 
cially, being dependent upon his present pension of $12 per montb. 

Your committee are of opinion that claimant's helpless physical con- 
dition and extreme poverty warrant an increase of his pension to $24 
per month. His condition is not shown to be due to his military 
service of less than one year, and no higher rate is warranted. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS CONROY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6489) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Conroy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ‘Thomas 
Conroy, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
—— and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is*now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(S. 6439) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Conroy, have ex- 
amined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3087, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6439) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas Conroy, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $20 per month the 
of Thomas Conroy, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment 
Volunteer Infantry. 

Claimant is shown by the records of the War Department to have 
enlisted April 18, 1861, as a private in the above organization and to 
have been honorably discharged August 4, 1861. ‘The hospital records 
furnish no evidence of his disability or treatment during service. 

He filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, and 
since August 11, 1890, has been in receipt of a pension under said act 
at the rate of $12 per month for rheumatism and malarial poisoning. 
Ile oN under the general law June 28, 1889, alleging that at Cairo, 
Ill., in April or May, 1861, he contracted fever and ague, and in June, 
1861, was taken with rheumatism. 


ension 
ndiana 


His claim was rejected December 6, 


1900, on the ground of “no record or other competent evidence of ex- 
istence in service or at discharge or thereafter for many years.” 

The board of surgeons before whom claimant was last examined, at 
Bismarck, N. Dak., February 19, 1890, described his condition as fol- 
lows: 

“Tongue large, with heavy, moist, yellowish, dirty coating, skin dry 
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and sallow, sclerotica yellow, fauces and throat congested, uvula elon 
gated, liver torpid, spleen enlarged, circulation poor, heart beats ir- 
regular, two or three beats fast and then very slow, tenderness over 
lumbar vertebrm and sacrum. Several of the finger joints are enlarged, 
otherwise no inflammation of any joint, muscle, or tissue; his shoulders 
are quite stiff and he walks with a stiff, shuffling gait; some tender 
ness over stomach; he is a good deal constipated most of the time, so 
Doctor Coe says, who has treated him several years; he has a haggard 
look, and is a victim of malarial poisoning undoubtedly; his disability 
is equa! to loss of hand or foot. Rating, third grade ($24) for malaria! 
poisoning and resulting rheumatism.” 

A special examiner of the Pension Bureau in July, 1900, reported 
claimant as broken down physically, with memats impaired, and evi 
dence of physicians and neighbors on file confirm this report and shows 
claimant practically unable to earn a support by his own manual labor 
by reason of physical disabilities. 

Claimant is well advanced in years. He is a poor man, without 
property, and is entirely dependent _— his pension of $12 ng month. 
A reasonable increase of his pension is recommended to aid in his sup- 
pert, and your committee report the bill back favorably with a recom- 
mendation that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


NATHANIEL SALG. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6718) granting an 
increase of pension to Nathaniel Salg. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Na 
thaniel Salg, late of Company G, Second Regiment New York Volun 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is nof receiving 

The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! 
(S. 6718) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel Salg, have ex 
amined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3104, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6718) 
granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel Salg, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $24 per month the pension 
of Nathaniel Salg, late of Company G, Second Regiment New York 
Volunteer ‘Cavalry. 

Claimant is shown by the military records to have enlisted Septem 
ber 3, 1864, as private in Company G, Second New York Cavalry, and 
to have been honorably discharged June 5, 1865. The hospital records 
furnish no evidence of his disability or treatment during service. 

He is now pensioned at $12 per month under the act of June 27, 1890 
for total disability for manual labor, resulting from rheumatism and 
disease of heart, having been raised at different times from $6 per 
month, at which rate-he was originally pensioned, from November 7, 
184. 

While claimant is totally disabled and in destitute circumstances, he 
can obtain no further relief from the Pension Bureau, his disabilities 
not being directly traceable to his military service, for which reason 
he has made no claim under the general law. His grieyous physical 
infirmities and extreme poverty clearly appear from the =e on file 
in the Pension Bureau. It appears from the last report of the board 
of examining surgeons, dated January 7, 1903, that he is broken down 
and decrepit, and so afflicted with chronic rheumatism as to be wholly 
incapacitated for the performance of manual labor. The fact that the 
Pension Bureau in 1903 allowed him the maximum rate under the act 
of June 27, 1890, shows that he is totally disabled for earning a sup 
port by manual labor. It further appears that he is destitute of ., 
ery, and is entirely dependent upon his pension for support. He is 
about 60 years of age. 

In such cases this committee has usually recommended a substantial 
increase by doubling the pension, and this is a case where justice re 
quires similar action. . 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with the recommenda 
tion that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

LIZZIE A. HOLDEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6445) granting an 
increase of pension to Lizzie A. Holden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lizzie 
A. Holden, widow of Frank B. Holden, late of Company C, Seventh Reg- 
iment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, First Regiment Vet 
eran Reserve Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 6445) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie A. Holden, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom 
mend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3096, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6445) 
granting an increase of pension to Lizzie A. Holden, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to Increase from $8 to $12 per month the pension 
of Lizzie A. Holden, widow of Frank B. Holden, late of Company C. 
Seventh Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, First 
Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps. 

The records of the War Department show that Frank B. Holden en- 
listed August 26, 1861, as sergeant in Company C, Seventh Maine In- 
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fantry ; that he was wounded in right arm at Mechanicsville, Va., M 
27, 1862, and also wounded in right hand in battle at Fredericks! a 
Va., May 4, 1863; that he was transferred to the Veteran Reserve 
Corps by reason of wounds July 16, 1863, and that he was honorably 
discharged and mustered out May 15, 1865 

Soldier died October 31, 1904, being at the time of his death a pen 
sioner under the general law at $14 per month for amputation of little 


finger of right hand, gunshot wound of right arm, and disease of eyes. 
The cause of his death is not shown. 

Lizzie A. Holden, the widow of the soldier, filed a claim under the act 
of June 27, 1890, established it, and is now in receipt of a pension 
under said act at the rate of $8 per month. She has made no im 
under the general law, for the reason that she is unable to prove that 
her husband’s death was the result of his military service. 

Claimant was married to the soldier August 8, 1864, and Is now 61 
years of age. It is established that she has no property, real, personal 


or mixed, and no income aside from her small pension of $8 per mont! 
Claimant is a war widow, in necessitous circumstances, and her 

husband served faithfully and well for nearly four years, and was twice 

wounded in battle. An increase of the widow's pension to the general- 


law rate of $12 per month is fully warranted, and the bill is therefo 
reported back favorably with a recommendation that it pass 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM A. WILKINS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3662) granting an 
increase of pension to William A. Wilkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enucted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nan 
William A. Wilkins, late of Company F, One hundred and thirty-third 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at t 


rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The report (by Mr. Hoxripay) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the 1 
(S. 5662) granting an increase of pension to William A. Wilkins, have 
exumined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 

[Senate Report No. 3091, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3662) 
granting an increase of pension to William A. Wilkins, have examined 
the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $20 per mor tl pe n 
of William A. Wilkins, of Lafayette, Ind., late of Company F, 0 
hundred and thirty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, who 
served from May 6, 1864, to September 5, 1864, and was honorably 
discharged. 





Claimant is now pensioned at $12 per month under tl! act of J , 
27, 1890, for paralysis agituns: but while he is totally disabled i 
partially helpless and in destitute circumstances, he can o n no 
further relief at the Bureau, his disability not being directly t 
to his military service He has made no claim under the ¢ 

Claimant's total disavility and grievous infirmity and extreme OV 
erty clearly appear from the papers on file in the Pension | 
where his claim was made special. His last medical ¢ n 
dated September 21, 1898, shows that he suffers from d 
heart and marked paralysis agitans, affecting left side, his left ; 
hand, leg, and foot being in a state of constant agitation: his left m 
and hand so tremulous that conveyance of a glass of water to meuth 
without spilling contents is impossible, and ip of hand is very 
feeble, and he can not perform manual labor 

ie is 58 years of age, and it is shown that he has no property of 
any kind and is entirely dependent upon his pension for suppo 


An increase of his pension to $20 per month is recommended on the 
ground of his present condition; it is not shown to be due to |} 
service, which was comparatively short, and no higher rate is yw 
ranted. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was aceord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

MELKERT H. BURTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 6444) granting an 
increase of pension to Melkert H. Burton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and } 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension 1 i . 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 1 : iA 
kert H. Burton, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment Mi 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
lieu of that he is now receiving 


The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 6444) granting an increase of pension to Melkert H. B 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report t eon and i 


that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3101, Fifty-eighth Congress, third sé 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill tt4 
granting an increase of pension to Melkert H. Burton, have ex ] 


the same and report: 

This bill proposes to Increase from $14 to 
of Melkert H. Burton, late of Company D, Eleventh Ri: ‘ M iri 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The papers on file in the Pension Bureau show that Melkert, H. B 


S30 per rt mth the 1 1 


ton was a good soldier, with an honorable record of four a f 
years’ service, having enlisted July 8, 1861, and being dis ed Jan 
uary 15, 1866. 

He is now in receipt of a pension of $14 per month, having been 
raised at different times from $4 per month on account of increased 


disability from partial loss of sight of right eye and slight deafness of 
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right ear, resulting in nearly total deafness of same, for which he was 
originally pensioned. He applied for further increase December 31, 
1897, but his application was rejected November 21, 1904. 

The board of surgeons before whom claimant was last examined, at 
Bismarck, N. Dak., July 6, 1904, reported his condition as follows: 

** Disease of eyes: The palpebral fissure is diminished in both eyes, 
and claimant lifts his head, or turns it to one side, in looking at an 
object; the edge of the eyelids are inflamed and there is an increased 
secretion which requires to be wiped away; on the right eye there is a 
thickening of the ocular conjunctiva, pterygium over inner half and 
extending half over pupil, and the pupil is dull and does not readily 
respond to light. Vision when corrected by glasses: Right, five-for- 
tieths; left, twenty-fortieths. 

‘Deafness: No evidence of injury or disease of external auditory 
canals, but claimant can not hear ordinary conversation at any dis- 
tance; with right ear he can hear loud conversation at 3 feet, and with 
left ear at 6 feet. 

“Claimant looks ten years older than age given, and is easily fa- 
tigued after slight exercise. Rating: Disease of eyes, $12; deafness, 
$20.” 

It appears that claimant is 62 years of age and is very poor, without 
property, and dependent upon his pension for support. He is unable to 
earn a2 support by manual labor, by reason of his disabilities, which ap- 
pear to have had their origin during his military service. 

Your committee are of opinion that his long and faithful service, his 
poverty, and inability to earn a support merit the increase proposed in 
the bill, the passage of which is recommended. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 

ingly read the third time, and passed. 
CHITTLE CHITTLESON, 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 6174) granting an 
increase of pension to Chittle Chittleson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., 'That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ihe provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Chittle 
Chittleson, late of Company G, Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 6174) granting an increase of pension to Chittle Chittleson, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 2988, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6174) 
granting an increase of pension to Chittle Chittleson, have examined 
the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the pension 
of Chittle Chittleson, late of Company G, Second Regiment Minnesota 
Volunteer Cavalry. 

Claimant is shown by the records of the War Department to have 
enlisted December 22, 1863, as a private in above organization and to 
have been honorably discharged December 29, 1865. 

lie filed and established a claim under the general law and was pen- 
sioned for rheumatism and resulting disease of heart and disease of 
nervous system of service origin at the rate of $6 per month from May 
20, 1890, date of filing claim, and $12 per month from August 5, 1896. 
Ile also applied under the general law for pension on account of in- 
jury to head, which he alleged he incurred by a fall from his horse 
about August, 1864. This claim was rejected July 1, 1896, on the 
cround of *‘no record and claimant's declared inability to furnish com- 


petent evidence to prove his claim.” 

rhe report of claimant's last medical examination, dated August 5, 
1896, is as follows: 

Chronic articular rheumatism of hip and knee joints ; general weak- 
ened condition of nerves; absolute inability to write with right hand 
on account of tremor; inability to rotate or entirely extend right fore- 


rm, due to a dislocation sustained one year ago. 
“A sear on right side of scalp showing location of fracture of skull; 
is subject to epilepsy ; pupils are unequal in size, the left being larger 


than normal. Heart is weak and evidence of enlargement. None of 
the foregoing due to vicious habits. 
“The claimant is so disabled from general weakness, rheumatism, 


and nervousness as to be incapacitated for manual labor to a degree 
equivalent to the loss of a hand or foot.” 

It appears that claimant is now 64 years of age and that he is to- 
tally abled for manual labor. It further appears that he is in very 
destitute circumstances, being without property and entirely dependent 
upon his pension and relatives for support. 

In view of his faithful service of two years, his extreme poverty, and 
total disability, your committee are of opinion that an increase of his 
pension to $30 per month is eminetly just and proper. 

The bill is reported back favorably with a recommendation that it 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
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ORLANDO KENNEDY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6553) granting an 
increase of pension to Orlando Kennedy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

te it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Orlando 
Kennedy, late of Company A, Eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(S. 6553) granting an increase of pension to Orlando Kennedy, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass, 


[Senate Report No. 3217, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 6553) 
granting an increase of pension to Orlando Kennedy, have examined the 
Same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the pension 
of Orlando Kennedy, of Sorrento, Fla., late of Company A, Eighth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, who served from September 3, 
1861, to September 22, 1864, and was honorably discharged. 

Claimant is now in receipt of a pension of $12 per month under the 
act of June 27, 1890, for disease of heart and locomotor ataxia; but 
while he is totally disabled and partially helpless and in destitute cir- 
cumstances, he is unable to obtain further relief at the Pension Bureau, 
his disabilities not being directly traceable to his military service, for 
which reason he has never made claim under the general law. 

Claimant's total disability and extreme poverty are fully proven_by 
the papers filed at the Pension Bureau ant with this committee. His 
last medical examination, dated October 25, 1902, shows that he suffers 
from disease of heart, disease of brain, and paralysis, and is totally 
disabled, the concluding paragraph of the examining surgeon’s report 
being as follows: 

“He is entirely incapacitated from earning a support by manual 
labor, and needs to be constantly watched and much of the time to 
be helped and cared for by some one.” 

Claimant is 62 years of age. It appears that the only support he 
and his wife have is his small pension of $12 per month. 

In view of soldier's faithful service of three years, his deplorable 
condition, and extreme poverty your committee are of opinion that an 
increase of his pension to $30 per month may very properly be pro- 
vided to aid in his support. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. , 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

PATRICK DUFFY. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5903) granting an 
increase of pension to Patrick Duffy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick 
Duffy, late of Battery L, Fourth Regiment United States Artillery, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
‘S. 5903) granting an increase of pension to Patrick Duffy, have ex- 


amined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 





[Senate Report No. 3242, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 5903) 
granting an increase of pension to Patrick Duffy, have examined the 
same and report: 

The bill proposes to increase from $12 to $24 per month the pen- 
sion of Patrick Duffy, late of Battery L, Fourth Regiment United 
States Artillery. 

Claimant is shown by the records of the War Department to have 
enlisted June 10, 1861, as a private in above organization; to have re- 
enlisted February 3, 1864, and to have been honorably discharged Feb- 
ruary 3, 1867, thus showing nearly six years of continuous service. 

Hie filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, and 
is now in receipt of a pension under said act at the rate of $12 per 
month for total inability to earn a support by manual labor, the result 
of disease of prostate gland, rheumatism, and general (senile) debility. 
Iie has never made claim under the general law. 

Claimant is upward of 75 years old. It appears from the last report 
of the board of examining surgeons, dated April 24, 1896, that he is 
afflicted with disease of prostate gland, general rheumatism, deafness, 
and the infirmities of age generally, and is wholly incapacitated for 
the performance of manual labor. The fact that he was allowed the 
maximum rate under the act of June 27, 1890, establishes his total 
disability for manual labor. 

It further appears that he is a poor man and in needy circumstances. 

In view of claimant's long and faithful service, his advanced age 
and poverty, and total inability to earn a support by his own manual 
labor, your committee are of opinion that an increase of pension to $24 
per month, as proposed in the bill, is fully warranted. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


COMFORT W. WATSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4073) granting an 
increase of pension to Comfort W. Watson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Com- 
fort W. Watson, widow of Robert 8. Watson, late of Company BE, First 
Kegiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4073) granting an increase of pension to Comfort W. Watson, have 


examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3240, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4073) 
granting an increase of pension to Comfort W. Watson, have examined 
the same and report: 
This bill proposes to increase from $8 to $12 per month the pension 
of Comfort W. Watson, widow of Robert S. Watson, late of Company B, 
First Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry. 
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Soldier enlisted September 17, 1861, and was honorably discharged 
and mustered out July 12, 1865, after nearly four years of faithful and 
honorable service. During service he bore the rank of private. 

lle filed and established a claim under the general law for injury to 
breast and resulting disease of heart as of service origin, and was pen- 
sioned at $2 per month from discharge and $4 per month from July 1, 
1885. On June 14, 1892, he filed a claim under the act of June 27, 
1890, which was adjudicated February 1, 1895, some months after his 
death, at the rate of $12 per month, and paid to his widow, the claim- 
ant under this bill. The date of his death was September 27, 1894, and 
the cause of his death was subclavin aneurism (right side). : 

Claimant is now receiving the pension of $8 per month provided by 
the act of June 27, 1890, she having established her marriage to the 
soldier on September 9, 1864, and that she is without other means of 
support than her daily labor. She filed a claim under the general law 
October 18, 1894, which was rejected January 29, 1895, on the ground 
that soldier's death was not due to his pensioned disability of service 
origin. , 

Claimant is 58 years of age. It is shown by evidence filed with your 
committee that she has no property and no income but her small pen- 
sion of $8 per month, and that she is in very delicate and feeble health 
and can earn very little by her own manual labor. 3 

She was the wife of the soldier during his service, and while it is not 
proved that his death was due to his service, yet it is probable it was 
indirectly caused by the disability for which he was pensioned under 
the general law and which was incurred in line of duty in the Army. 
An increase of claimant’s pension to $12 per month is justified, that 
being the rate she would have received had her claim under the general 
law been allowed at the Bureau. 


The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. CHAMBERLAIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4025) granting a 
pension to Mary E. Chamberlain. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Mary I. Chamberlain, widow of Jabez Chamberlain, late of Thirteenth 
Battery Michigan Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $8 per month, with $2 per month additional on account of 


the minor child of said Jabez Chamberlain until she reaches the age 
of 16 years. 


The report (by Mr. Gipson) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4025) granting a pension to Mary HB. Chamberlain, have examined 


the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that the 
bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3020, Fifty-elghth Congress, third session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4025) 


granting a pension to Mary E. Chamberlain, haye examined the same 
and report: 

This bill paegee to grant a pension of $8 per month to Mary BP. 
Chamberlain, of Gravette, Ark., widow of Jabez Chamberlain, late of 
Thirteenth Battery Michigan Volunteer Light Artillery. 

The records of the War Department show that Jabez Chamberlain 
enlisted August 13, 1864, and was honorably discharged July 1, 1865. 
During service he bore the rank of Zo He filed and established a 
claim under the act of June 27, 1890, and was pensioned under said 
act at the rate of $12 per month. He died March 12, 1901. 

On April 20, 1901, Mary BE. Chamberlain, the claimant under this 
bill, filed a claim as soldier’s widow under the act of June 27, 1890, 
which was rejected November 21, 1901, and said rejection affirmed on 
appeal October 31, 1903, by Assistant Secretary M. W. Miller. The 
decision on the appeal, which contains all the facts, is as follows: 


‘““The COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 


“Sir: Mary BE. Chamberlain filed a claim for pension, No. 739376, 
under the act of June 27, 1890, April 20, 1901, as the widow of Jabez 
Chamberlain, Thirteenth Battery Michigan Volunteer Light Artillery. 
The claim was rejected November 21, 1901, on the ground that claimant 
is not the legal widow of the soldier, it being shown that at the time 
of the alleged marriage to this claimant he had a living wife, Eliza, 
from whom he was not divorced. 

“The recognized attorneys filed an appeal from this action April 23, 
1902, contending generally that the rejection of the claim is erroneous 
in that there is no proof that the marriage of the former wife of the 
seldier was legal and valid; and that there is no sufficient evidence 
that the soldier was not divorced from her; that in view of the claim- 
ant’s living with the soldier twenty-seven years, every presumption 
should favor the validity of the marriage. 

“The soldier was a pensioner under certificate No. 636651, act of 
June 27, 1890. He died March 12, 1901. It is shown by the copy 
of the record that he was married to this claimant July 2, 1874, at 
which time he had a former wife living and undivorced. 

“The following sgresannt between the soldier and his former wife, 
Eliza, is filed with the papers in the case: 


“OHIO TOWNSHIP, FRANKLIN County, KANs., 
“April 22, 187}. 

“TI hereby_pledge myself that I, the former wife of Jabez Chamber- 
lain, whose maiden name was Elizabeth Ashby, through my own will 
do renounce, disannul our marriage contract, and pledge myself that I 
renounce all claims on the said Jabez Chamberlain from this date. 
Considering that there was causes that we could not live together, and 
I hereby certify that this is a free act of my own will. 


“ ELIZA CHAMBERLAIN. 
: “ JABEZ CHAMBERLAIN. 
“ Witnessed: JAMES A, VAN SCHOTEN. 

“This agreement the claimant appears to have relied upon as suffi- 
cient to annul the soldier’s former marriage. It is true, no doubt, that 
by virtue of this contract the soldier and his former wife agreed to, and 
in fact did, separate and live apart; but this.agreement and actual 
separation was not sufficient to constitute a divorce, there being no 
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decree by a properly constituted judicial tribunal, 
that can grant a divorce. 

“The claimant in her own behalf stated in an affidavit filed in the 
Bureau November 13, 1901, that the foregoing contract ‘is all the 
divorce that was ever got,’ and that the so-called wife, Eliza, had not 


lived with the soldier for more than a year and a half prior to that 
time; that she had strayed first to one place and then another with 
another man, and has actually married several other men; that she 


(claimant) had been told by the minister who married her to the sol- 
dier that her marriage was legal, and that, under the circumstances, 
‘being legally married to him’ and living with him twenty-seven years, 
the last fifteen years an invalid to be waited on as a child, she thinks 
the Department should grant her claim. 

“At the time the claimant was married to the soldier his former wife 
was known to be alive, and she could not under any existing laws have 
become his lawful wife. Moreover, inasmuch as she knew of the sol 
dier’s previous marriage it was incumbent on her to establish the dis 
solution of said marriage by either death or divorce, in order to estab 
lish the fact that she was his lawful widow and entitled to pension 
such under the act of June 27, 1890. 

*“ Questions of marriage and divorce can only be determined by proof, 
and the Department can not presume either one or the other The 
facts in this case present simply an instance of failure of proof to es 
tablish the claim for pension. 

“The action appealed from was proper, and the same is hereby 
affirmed. 

“ While the facts in the case would not warrant the allowance of the 
claim by the Department under existing pension laws, the circumstances 
are sock as to warrant the suggestion that the case would be a proper 
one for the consideration of Congress for special act.” 

Your committee concur in the opinion of Assistant Secretary Miller 
that this is a case in which relief may properly be granted by special 
legislation. Having married the soldier in good faith and living with 
him as his wife for twenty-seven years—caring for him in his sickness 
and death—the equities are on her side and she should be regarded for 
pensionable purposes as his widow. 

Claimant fs about 54 years of age. It is shown that she is depend- 
ent on her daily labor for support. She has one child by the soldier, 
born October 6, 1889, under the age of 16 years. An allowance of $8 
per month under the act of June 27, 1890, with an additional $2 per 
month for her minor child, Mary J. Chamberlain, is recommended. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL A. M’NEII. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5072) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel A. McNeil. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
A. McNeil, late of Company F, Thirty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer In 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Grsson) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 5072) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. McNeil, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


as 





[Senate Report No. 2985, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5072) 
granting an increase of pension to 8S. A. McNeil, have examined the 
same and report: 

The bill proposes to increase from $12 to $20 per month the pension 
of Samuel A. McNeil, of Richwood, Ohio, late of Company F, Thirty- 
first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The military records show that Samuel A. McNeil enlisted August 
17, 1861, in Company F, Thirty-first Ohio Infantry; that he reenlisted 
as a veteran volunteer February 1, 1864, and that he was honorably 
discharged and mustered out July 20, 1865. The records further show 
that he was wounded in neck in battle at Mission Ridge, Tenn., Novem 
ber 25, 1865, and that he was treated in hospital for said wound and 
also for debility. During service he bore the rank of private 
sergeant. 

Claimant filed and established a claim under the general law and 
was originally pensioned for gunshot wound of neck at $2 per month 
from discharge, which was increased to $8 per month from January 26, 
1887. On April 1, 1891, his pension was increased to $12 per month 
for gunshot wound of neck and disease of bowels and resulting disease 
of rectum, all of service origin. His last claim for increase, filed 
November 27, 1903, was rejected February 27, 1904. 

Claimant is 60 years of age, and it appears from the last report of 
the board of examining surgeons, dated at Marysville, Ohio, January 
13, 1904, is practicably unable to perform manual labor by reason of 
his disabilities. His condition is described as follows: 

“* Muscles are flabby, hands soft; they indicate no manual labor. 

“A small adherent flesh-colored scar on left side of neck just above 
the hyoid bone; ball passed directly to the right and had its exit 14 
inches below the angle of the inferior maxilla, right side, between hvoid 
and thyroid cartilage. There was temporary loss of power of degluti- 
tion and movements of the tongue were impaired; evidently the glosso- 
hyoid muscle was injured. Was not ab}. to articulate weil for a long 
time after the injury. Has pain in the injured region occasionally. 
Rated at six-eighteenths. : 

“ Tongue is red, skin pale, slight distention of bowels. Very frequent 
diarrheal attacks. Abdominal walls feel indurated. Area of hepatic 
dullness is not increased or diminished, spleen can not be palpitated, 
skin is sallow, nutrition defective, feet and hands cold. Rated at eight- 
eighteenths. 

“One external pile one-half by one-half inch. One well-organized 
internal pile one-half by two-thirds inch on right rectal wall 
hemorrhoids one-fourth by one-fourth inch. Mucous membrane bleeds 
easily. Redundant tissue easily everted by straining. Disease of re« 
tum rated at eight-eighteenths.”’ 

Soldier has a highly honorable record of four years’ continuous serv 
ice during the war. It is believed that his disabilities of service origin 
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entitle him to a reasonable increase of his pension, and the bill is there- 
fore reported back favorably with a recommendation that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANNA L. BARTLESON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4619) granting a 
pension to Anna L. Bartleson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna 
L.. Bartleson, widow of William Bartleson, late of Companies A and B, 
Eighteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $8 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4619) granting a pension to Anna L. Bartleson, have examined the 


same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that the bill 
do pass. 


2019 


Jelena, 


[Senate Report No. Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4619) 
granting an increase of pension to Anna L. Bartleson, haye examined 
the same and report: 

Anna L. Bartleson, whose post-office address is Grand Chain, IIL, is 
the widow of William Bartleson, late of Companies A and B, Eighteenth 
tegiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

It appears from the records of the War Department that William 
Bartleson enlisted June 16, 1861, as corporal in Company H, EKighteenth 
Illinois Infantry, to serve three years; he was transferred to Company 
A, same regiment, in the spring of 1862 and to Company B in the spring 
of 1864, and was honorably discharged and mustered out July 1, 1864. 

Soldier was wounded in the right ear in battle at Fort Donelson, 
Tenn., february 15, 1862, the wound subsequently producing total deaf- 
ness of that ear. He was pensioned under the general law for gunshot 
wound of right ear at $2 per month from discharge, which was in- 
creased to $4 per month from May 7, 1884, for gunshot wound of right 
ear with resulting total deafness of same; to $6 per month from Novem- 
ber 15, 1887, and to $12 per month from August 27, 1888. He died of 
pneumonia April 18, 1901. 

Claimant applied under the general law May 21, 1903, but her claim 
was properly rejected January 18, 1904, on the ground that soldier’s 
death was not in any manner due to his military service, and inas- 


much as she was not married to soldier until October 31, 1897, she has 
no title to pension under the act of June 27, 1890. She is now 70 


years of age. 

Claimant was the former widow of Martin Welfley, who was also a 
soldier of the war, having served as captain Company B, First Missouri 
Volunteer Light Artillery, from September 25, 1861, to September 30, 
1864, when honorably discharged. 
Martin Welfley at $8 per month under the act of June 27, 1890, which 
pension she received until the date of her remarriage to William Bartle- 
son, her last soldier husband. 

Martin Welfley, it appears from the proof on file, committed suicide 
December 7, 1882, and the claim of his widow under the general law 
filed March 19, 1886, was rejected March 17, 1892, on the ground that 
soldier's death was not due to his military service. For the same rea- 
son a, ae no title to pension under the remarried-widows’ act 
of March 3, 1901. 

Claimant has,no property or other resources, and is In absolutely de- 


pendent circumstances. Her case is unique in that, being the widow of 
two soldiers of the war, she can not, under the law, obtain pension at 
the Bureau on account of service of either of them. Notwithstanding 
her marriage to her last husband at so recent a date and so long after | 


the act of June 27, 
is an exce 


Or 


at a rate of $8 per month under the act of June 27, 1890, that 
he pension she was formerly receiving on account of the service 
leath of her first husband. 


ance 





mat it p 
1 
time, and passed. 
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MARY A. MASSEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4886) granting : 
pension to Mary A. Massey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. 
Massey, widow of William T. Massey, late of Company G, Fifth Regi- 
ment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and Capt. Robert Milligan’s inde- 


She was pensioned as the widow of | 


1890, your committee are of opinion that her case | 
ptional one and the circumstances thereof warrant the allow- | 


bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation | discharge, a period of seventy-one days. 








‘he bill was ordered to a third reading, was read the third | 


former claim was rejected on the ground that he did not serve ninety 
days, and the latter claim, based on rheumatism, was rejected on the 
ground that he was unable to prove the service origin of his disability. 

It appears from the records of the War Department that soldier 
enlisted November 17, 1862, in Company G, Fifth Delaware Infantry, 
and was honorably discharged August 10, 1863. It further appears 
that this regiment was organized for special duty in the State of 
Delaware on condition that the officers and enlisted men were to be 
credited with and paid only for the actual service rendered by them. 
They were called into active service June 21, 1863, and soldier was 
credited on the muster-out rolls of the company with service from that 
date to August 10, 1863, date of discharge, a period of fifty-one days. 

Soldier, however, also enlisted and was mustered into service July 
13, 1864, as a private in Captain Milligan’s independent company, 
Delaware Cavalry, and was honorably discharged August 15, 1864, 
after a service of thirty-four days. His total active service in both 
commands was eighty-five days. 

Soldier died March 30, 1902. Claimant was married to him Novem- 
ber 11, 1888, and is now 58 years of age. In her own behalf she 
states that she lived with soldier as his wife and nursed him to the 
time of his death and paid all bills for his sickness and burial, and 
that she has not remarried and has no one obliged to contribute to 
her support, and, further, that she is unable to work. Other papers 
on file indicate that she is in needy circumstances. 

In view of her advanced age and needy circumstances, and the fact 
that soldier’s service was but a few days short of the period required 
to give her title to pension under the act of June 27, 1890, your com- 
mittee are of opinion that she can properly be granted the pension of 
$8 = month provided by that law. 

“ = te is therefore reported back favorably, with a recommendation 
1a pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 

read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN W. VICTOR. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3722 
pension to John W. Victor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


John W. Victor, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment Delaware Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Greson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3722) granting a pension to John W. Victor, have examined the 
same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that the Dill 
do pass. 


) granting a 





[Senate Report No. 3243, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 3722) 
granting a pension to John W. Victor, have examined the same and 
report: 

It is proposed by this bill to grant a pension of $12 per month to 
John W. Victor, of Milford, Del., who served as private in Company I, 
Sixth Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry. 

Claimant applied at the Bureau July 5, 1890, under the act of June 
27, 1890, and was allowed pension under that law December 18, 1890, 
at the rate of $12 per month. In October, 1891, his name was dropped 
from the pension roll on the ground that he did not serve ninety days. 

It appears from the records of the War Department that claimant 
was enrolled November 11, 1862, in Company I, Sixth Delaware In- 
fantry, and mustered into service December 18, 1862, for the period of 
nine months, and that he was mustered out and honorably discharged 
with his company September 5, 1863. 

It further appears, however, that this regiment was organized for 
special duty in the State of Delaware, with the condition that the offi- 
cers and men were to receive pay 7 for the time they were actually 
on duty. In the emergency of 1863 claimant’s company was called into 
active service, and he was credited with and 


id for service from June 
27, 1863, the date he was called for duty, to 


a 
Reotember 5, 1863, date of 
This was solely and entirely 
the ground on which his name was dropped from the pension roll. 
Claimant also filed a claim under the general law December 14, 1889, 


| alleging that he incurred disease of head and eyes and right side, re- 
| sult of sunstroke, and disease of liver and kidneys in the service, but 


he has no hospital record showing treatment for any of these disabili- 
ties, and he was unable to satisfy the requirements of the Pension 
Bureau in respect to evidence of service origin, for which reasons his 


| claim was rejected February 25, 1903. 


pendent company Delaware Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension | 


at the rate of $8 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Greson) is as follows: 

The on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. granting a pension to Mary A. Massey, have examined the 


same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that the bill 
do pass. 


Committee 
$SS6) 


[Senate Report No. 3241, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4886) 
granting a pension to Mary A. Massey, have examined the same and 
report: 

This bill proposes to grant a pension of $8 per month to Mary A. 
Massey, widow of William T. Massey, late of Company G, Fifth Regi- 
ment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and Captain Milligan’s independent 
company, Delaware Volunteer Cavalry. 

Claimant has never made claim for pension at the Bureau, there 
being no law to cover her case. Soldier did not render actual sery- 
ice for ninety days, which bars her right to pension under the act of 
June 27, 1890, and his death can not be proved to have resulted from 
his military service as required by the general law. Soldier made claim 
under the act of June 27, 1890, and also under the general law. The 


Claimant is 72 years old, and the papers on file show him to be 
afflicted with rheumatism, heart disease, and the infirmities of age, and 
totally incapacitated for earning a support by manual labor. It is 
also shown by the evidence on file that he is in a very needy and desti- 
tute condition. 

It is true that claimant performed active service for seventy-one 
days only, yet he was as a fact in the service for nine months, and was 
bound for that period to perform service for the Government and also 
to hold himself in readiness for any cmemncy that might arise. He 
was subject to orders and required to drill at least once a week before 
being called into active service, and was uniformed and equipped for 
such service. 

In consideration of all the facts, his advanced age and total disabil- 
ity and extreme aes and because other members of his regiment 
with the same length of service have been pensioned by special act, it 
is believed to be proper to restore to him his former pension of $12 per 
month under the act of June 27, 1890. 


The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
PERLEY B. DICKERSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5322) granting an 
increase of pension to Perley B. Dickerson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


3e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Perley 
B. Dickerson, late first lieutenant Company H, Thirteenth Re iment 
United States Colored Volanteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Grsson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 5822) granting an increase of pension to Perley B. Dickerson, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3198, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5322) 
granting an increase of pension to Perley B. Dickerson, have examined 
the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $55 to $72 per month the pension 
of Perley B. Dickerson, late first lieutenant Company H, Thirteenth 
Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry. 

Perley B. Dickerson enlisted August 11, 1862, as private in Company 
D, Ninety-seventh Ohio Infantry, for three years; he was promoted 
first lieutenant Company H, Thirteenth United States Colored Infantry, 
October 20, 1863, and was honorably discharged January 10, 1866. 

Soldier was wounded in left leg at kneejoint in battle at Nashville, 
Tenn., December 16, 1864, which resulted in amputation of left thigh 
about 10 inches below the hip joint. He was pensioned at $17 per 
month from discharge, which rate was increased to $24 June 4, 1872; 
to $37.50 March 3, 1879; to $45 per month August 4, 1886, and to $55 
per month March 2, 1903, this last being his present rating. He can 


obtain no further relief at the Pension Bureau, as he is now receiving 


the highest rate allowable under existing laws for loss of limb. 


| 
Soldier’s present condition is one of helplessness and total disability 


and dependence upon his pension for support. ‘This is clearly shown 
by the following certificates which accompany the Dill: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 8, 1904. 


Dear Srr: I have the honor to inform you that Capt. Perley B. 
Dickerson, Company D, Ninety-seventh Ohio Volunteers, has been under 
my constant professional care since November 22, 1903, suffering from 
hemiplegia, resulting from cerebral hemorrhage. He is in a helpless 
condition, requiring the care of a nurse at all times. While it can 
not be claimed that his illness is the direct result of the loss of his leg, 
which occurred in line of duty during the late civil war, it is possible 
that increased blood pressure caused by the loss of limb may be an 
indirect cause of the cerebral hemorrhage. 


In this connection it is well to bear in mind that for the past thirty- 


nine years Captain Dickerson has suffered intensely from “stump 
neuralgia,” which has done much to undermine his nervous system. 
He will be 4 chronic invalid as long as he lives, and it is reasonable to 
believe that he can not live a great while longer—in fact, he is liable 
to meet sudden death at any time. 





In my opinion Captain Dickerson is entitled to a full disability pen- | 
sion, and I trust that Congress, in its wisdom, may see fit to give to | 


him the relief deserved, as he is without means, save the small pension 
that he is now receiving, to provide for the actual necessaries of life. 
Very respectfully, ‘ 
RICHARD KINGSMAN, M. D. 
Senator J. B. Foraker, United States Senate. 





This is to certify that Capt. Perley B. Dickerson is now in a helpless 
condition; that he has been in his present condition since about No- 
vember 20, 1903, and that he requires the constant attendance of a 
nurse. I know his condition because I live near him and have seen 
him as often as once a week since he was stricken. 

THOMAS B. Crisp, 
Post Commander George H. Thomas Post, No. 15, 
G. A. R., Department of Potomac. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 10, 190}. 

This is to certify that Capt. Perley B. Dickerson is in a helpless con- 
dition, and has been confined to his bed since the 20th of November, 
1903, requiring the constant aid and attendance of a nurse during all 
that period. 

I know of his condition from intimate acquaintance with him, seeing 
him at least three times each week ever since he had the attack of ill- 
ness, November 20, 1903. 

Jos. E. Hart, 
Chief, Army Division, Pension Bureau. 

We, the undersigned, hereby certify the above to be the true condi- 
tion of Capt. P. B. Dickerson from our own knowledge and observation, 
he being a member of our Grand Army of the Republic post, and we hay- 
ing visited him frequently during the past year. 

B. P. ENTRIKIN, 
Past Commander, George H. Thomas Post, No. 15, 
Department of the Potomac, G. A. R. 
ISRAEL W. STONE, 
Past Commander, Department of the Potomac, G. A. R. 





WASHINGTON, D. C., December 10, 1904. 
I am personally acquainted with Capt. Pearl Dickerson and have 
been for many years. He is a member of the post to which I belong 
(George H. Thomas Post, No. 15, Department of the Potomac, Grand 
Army of the Republic). I am the chaplain of the post. I know that 
he has been in a helpless condition for over a year. I visit him often 
and know by personal observation that this is his present condition. He 
suffers greatly from neuralgia in the stump of his leg. This affects his 
heart, causing heart failure. 
WILLIAM H. Hann, 
Elder M. EB. Church, 1118 Twelfth street NE., 

Washington, D. C. 
There are several affidavits on file with this committee showing con- 
clusively that soldier is entirely helpless from paralysis and loss of 

limb, and requires the constant attendance of a nurse day and night. 
While it is not established beyond doubt that soldier's condition is 
the result of loss of left leg for which he is pensioned, yet in all human 
probability such is the case. It has been frequently noted and com- 
mented on in this committee how often, in cases of amputation of a 
limb, the impaired circulation and increased blood pressure produce 
many ills, notably organic disease of heart, and that heart disease will 
cause cerebral lesion and its attendant paralysis is beyond question. 





It is a fair conclusion, then, that soldier's helplessness from paralysis 
is in a measure a result of the disability for which he is pensioned 
While it has been the earnest endeavor of your committee in recent 
years to prevent the passage of bills carrying large rates of pension, 
yet it is believed, in view of all the facts, that this case is exceptional 


and that Congress is fully justified in allowing a reasonable increase 
of pensioa to aid in soldier's support. 
The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 


that it pass. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN SPRIGGS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2256) granting an 
increase of pension to John Spriggs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
« Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Spriggs, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment lowa Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(S. 2256) granting an increase of pension to John Spriggs, have exam- 
ined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon, and recommend 


that the bill do pass. 
[Senate Report No. 3089, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2256) 
granting an increase of pension to John Spriggs, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $20 per month the pension 
of John Spriggs, of Cokedale, Kans., late of Company A, Fourth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, who served from October 5, 1864, to 
July 24, 1865, when honorably discharged 

Claimant filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, 
and is now in receipt of a pension under said act at the rate of $12 
per month on account of chronic diarrhea and disease of eyes and heart. 
He filed claims under the general law July 19, 1879, and January 14, 
1892, based on injury to left ear and left eye and chronic diarrhea, 
which were rejected January 2, 1900, on the ground of his inability to 
furnish the necessary evidence showing that his disabilities were due to 
his military service. 

It appears by the report of the last board of examining surgeons, 
dated December 14, 1897, that claimant is practically unable to per 
form manual labor by reason of his disabilities. He was then rated 
$4 for deafness, $8 for impaired sight, $3 for chronic diarrhea, $3 for 
disease of rectum, $2 for enlarged prostate gland, and $3 for diseas 
heart. The evidence of his family physician, Dr. T. B. Allison, of 
Labette, Kans., on file in the Bureau, shows that claimant is now 
afflicted with chronic diarrhea and heart trouble, and is also nearly 
blind, and is a confirmed wreck physically, unable to perform manual 
labor. He is over 72 years of age and in destitute circumstances, be 
ing without property and entirely dependent upon his small pension for 
support. 

In view of claimant’s advanced age and extreme poverty, and in the 
light of numerous precedents, your committee are of opinion that a 
reasonable increase of pension may very properly be provided to aid 
in his support. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 






SAMUEL B. MANN. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 2240) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel B. Mann. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


| the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
| B. Mann, late of Company I, Twentieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 


(S. 2240) granting an increase of pension to Samuel B. Mann, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3003, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2240) 

granting an increase of pension to Samuel B. Mann, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $24 per month the pension 
of Samuel B. Mann, of Hutchinson, Kans., late of Company I, Twentieth 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 

The military records show that Samuel B. Mann enlisted August 9, 
1862, as corporal in Company I, Twentieth Iowa Infantry, and was 
honorably discharged February 22, 1863, because of “a sprain in the 
ligaments of the pelvis and lower part of the spinal column, so that 
he can not assume the erect posture or walk without great lameness.” 

He filed and established a claim under the general law and was pen 
sioned for injury of pelvic ligaments and lower part of spine at the 
rate of $2 per month from discharge, which was increased to $12 per 
month December 14, 1887. He filed several subsequent claims for in 
crease, all of which were rejected on the ground that his rate was 
adequate for the disability from pensioned cause, no other disability 
being shown to have been couned by his military service. His last 
claim for increase was filed August 4, 1902, and it was rejected Feb 
ruary 2, 1903, and such rejection was affirmed on appeal October 26, 
1903, by Assistant Secretary M. W. Miller. 

Claimant is 75 years of age, and it is shown by his last medical 
examination, dated June 20, 1903, and by other evidence on file, that 
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he is totally and permanently helpless fron. paralysis, and requires 
the regular personal aid and attendance of another person. He has 
been confined to his bed for over two years, unable to move, and his 
condition is distressing and deplorable in the extreme. It is also 
shown that he has no property and no resources but his small pension, 
and that he and his wife are largely supported by public and private 
aa: His last medical examination rated his paralysis at $72 per 
month. 

An increase of soldier's pension to $24 per month is recommended 
on the ground of his present condition; it is not shown to be due to his 
military service, which was comparatively short, and no greater in- 
crease is warranted. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. BRANCH, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3914) granting an 
increase of pension to John W. Branch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, oot to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. Branch, late captain Comnony G, Fifty-ninth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Hotitpay) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3914) pene an Increase of pension to John W. Branch, have 
1 


examined the same, and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 





{Senate Report No. 3133, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3914) 
granting an increase of pension to John W. Branch, have examined 
the same and report: 

This bill proposes to Increase from $20 to $30 per month the pension 
of John W. Branch, late captain Company G, Fifty-ninth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry. 


It appears from the records of the War Department that John W. 
Branch was enrolled December 18, 1861, and mustered in February 11, 
1862, as captain Company G, Fifty-ninth Indiana Infantry, and was 
honorably discharged August 31, 1862, because of general debility and 
hemorrhoids incurred in service. He reentered the service February 
12, 1863, as first lieutenant and adjutant same regiment and was 


honorably discharged and mustered out April 1, 1865. 

Captain Branch filed and established a claim under the general law 
and was pensioned for right inguinal hernia at $10 from discharge, 
$15 from March 29, 1882, and $20 from April 3, 1884, which rate he 
is now receiving. 

On March 9, 1896, he filed a claim for chronic diarrhea, disease of 
rectum, rheumatism, and resulting disease of heart, and established it 
and it was legally admitted, pension therefor to commence at date of 
filing, and was rated by the medical branch of the Bureau at $15 per 
month; but in view of the fact that he was already receiving $20 per 
month, total of rank, and it ne held that by reason of the combined 
disability from right inguinal hernia, chronic diarrhea, disease of 
rectum, rheumatism, and resulting disease of heart he did not appear 
to be disabled In a degree equivalent to the loss of hand or foot for 
purposes of manual labor, he was not allowed any additional pension 
on account of his additional disabilities. The action of the medical 
referee is as follows: 

“Approved for right Inguinal hernia, total of rank; chronic diar- 


rhea and disease of rectum and rheumatism and resulting disense of 
heart, three-fourths total; rate for combined disabilities not to ex- 
ceed total of rank.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGIANNA EUBANKS. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5651) granting a 
pension to Georgianna Eubanks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 1s 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, py to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Georgi- 
anna Eubanks, widow of Joseph W. Eubanks, late captain Company K, 


Second Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $8 per month. 


The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) {fs as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill | 


(S. 5651) granting a pension to Georgianna Eubanks, have examined 
the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that 
the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3002, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 5651) 
granting a pension to Georgianna Bubanks, have examined the same 
and report: 

The claimant under this bill is the widow of Joseph W. Eubanks, 
captain Company K, Second Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Infantry, 


who was pensioned by special act at the rate of $20 per month during 
the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, the report from the Senate 
Committee on Pensions being as follows: 

“On March 15, 1886, Joseph W. Eubanks made application for pen- 
sion, alleging in his declaration that while serving with Company K, 
Second Regiment Arkansas Volunteers, in the line of eat at Clarks- 
ville, in the State of Arkansas, on or about December 15, 1863, he was 
wounded in the right leg below the knee, fracturing and breaking the 


large bone, in a battle with guerrilla forces of the rebellion; that he 
was treated by the regimental surgeon at Clarksville, Ark., at a private 
house. Under date of September 20, 1886, the Adjutant-General, U. 8. 


Army, reports to the Commissioner of Pensions ‘that the name of 
Joseph W. Eubanks is not borne on the rolls of Company K, Second 
Arkavsas Infantry.’ 


“ William Cheerman, private in Company K, Second Arkansas In- 
fantry, in affidavit filed —— the papers in the case, swears that 
Joseph W. Eubanks volunteered as a captain in Company K, Second 
Arkansas Infantry, and was discharged at Clarksville, Ark., on or 
about June 1, 1864, by reason of wound in right leg below the knee; 
that he was disabled while in the service and line of duty in action 
with the enemy—he was shot in the right leg below the knee; that 
affiant was present at the time he was eauéel. 

“Dr. John 8. Horner, now of Cassville, Mo., who was second lleu- 
tenant of Company K, Second Infantry, in an affidavit under date of 
March 30, 1886, swears that he is acquainted with Joseph W. Eubanks, 
and knows him to be the identical Joseph W. Eubanks, of Company K, 
Second Arkansas Infantry, who was discharged at Clarksville, Ark., 
a reason of wound in right leg below the knee; that he incurred his 
disability in December, 1863, about 8 miles from Clarksville, Ark. ; 
the news came that he was wounded and some others killed; and 
that he saw him, Joseph W. Eubanks, leave Clarksville the day before 
in command of a company; and when we heard of it at Clarksville, he 
(the affiant), in command of a port of a company, went out with 
spring wagon and brought the said Joseph W. Eubanks to Clarksville, 
and found him badly wounded at the place above mentioned; that he 
helped — Eubanks in the wagon, and saw his wound then and then 
again the next day. Bubanks was acting at this time as captain of 
Company K, and was moperes some time in June, 1864. 

“Under date of aay 7, 1886, the board of examining surgeons at 
ee. Kans., exam ned Eubanks, found the wound as above set 
forth, and rated him for total ant for wound in right leg. 

“In petition accompanying the bill the claimant states that he was 
copeates a recruiting officer by Colonel Waugh, of the Second Arkansas 
In yh that he acted as such, and was placed in command of Com- 


pany Second Arkansas Infantry; that on December 15, 1863, at 
a figh near Red Lick, was wounded as set forth in his application, 
anc 1 


at in consequence he was discharged by the hospital surgeon. 
“Your committee have no doubt, from the a of comrades, 
eyewitness, one of them, that Pubanks incurred his disability in the 
service and line of duty; that he was wounded as set forth, and dis- 
charged from the service before he had an es of being regu- 
larly and formally mustered into the Army of the United States.’ 

Soldier died February 5, 1896, and claimant applied at the Bureau 
May 26, 1896, under the act of June 27, 1890, but her application was 
rejected October 27, 1896, because the War Department has no record 
of soldier's service. 

Claimant was married to the soldier November 11, 1889, and Is now 
62 years of age. It appears from the evidence on file in the Bureau 
that she is In very ne y circumstances and dependent upon her daily 
labor for support. She has a little property, but it is not worth much 
and produces no income. It is believed that the service rendered by 
the soldier was such as to warrant your committee in recommending 
that his widow be allowed the pension of $8 per month provided by 
the act of June 27, 1890, she being now in dependent circumstances. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM GEYSER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5323) granting an 
increase of pension to William Geyser. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Its 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Geyser, late of Company I, Fourteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Grsson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(S. 5323) granting an increase of nsion to William Geyser, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 2981, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 5323) 
granting an increase of pension to William Geyser, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $24 to $30 per month the pension 
of William Geyser, of Swanton, Ohio, late of Company I, Fourteenth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

Claimant is shown by the records of the War Department to have en- 
listed September 5, 1861, as private in above organization, to serve 
three years. He reenlisted as a veteran volunteer December 15, 1863, 
and was honorably discharged and mustered out with his company July 
14, 1865, thus showing nearly four years of continuous service. 

Claimant filed and established a claim under the general law and is 
now in receipt of a pension of $24 per month for complicated left 
scrotal hernia, having n increased through various rates from $4 per 
month, at which rate he was originally pensioned from the date of his 
discharge. 

He is 63 years of age, The board of examining surgeons before whom 
he was last examined, January 7, 1903, at Toledo, Ohio, describes his 
condition as follows: 

“ Claimant has a left direct inguinal hernia, scrotal; it is 104 inches 
long and 18 inches in horizontal circumference; comes through external 
ring which is 8 inches in diameter, as it could not be retained by a 
truss; adhesions have formed in the scrotum, so that now it can not be 
replaced. This condition totally incapacites him for the performance 
of any manual labor. Claimant is aport fat, and plethoric, and owing 
to this condition the hernia chafes inside of thighs, making him very 
uncomfortable. Claimant is by reason of left direct irreducible in- 
guinal scrotal hernia totally incapacitated for the performance of any 
manual labor, and is entitled to a rating of $30 per month; condition 
permanent and incurable.” 

It appears conclusive from the report of the examining surgeons that 
claimant is totally disabled for manual labor by reason of his pensioned 
ceestPy: and it is believed that the rate of $30 per month which the 

eneral law provides for that degree of disability should have been al- 
owed him at the Bureau. The bill proposes an Increase of pension to 
$50 per month, but there fs no evidence showing that he requires any 
aid or attendance, and such rate seems excessive. ‘he evidence fairly 
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establishes his right to $30 per month, and the bill is therefore re- 
ported back favorably with a recommendation that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
RILEY W. CAVINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1562) granting an 
increase of pension to Riley W. Cavins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to — on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Riley 
W. Cavins, late musician, band, Fourteenth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CarpeRHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. 1562) granting an increase of nsion to Riley W. Cavins, have 
examined the same and adopt the nate report thereon and recom 
mend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3008, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5. 1562) 
granting an increase of pension to Riley W. Cavins, have examined the 
sume and report: 

This bill proposes to tnecrease from $14 to $24 per month the pen- 
sion of Riley W. Cavins, of Sterling, Kamns., late musician, band, Four- 
teenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

Riley W. Cavins, the claimant under this bill, is shown by the 
records of the War Department to have enlisted June 7, 1861, as musi- 
cian in the band of the Fourteenth Indiana Infantry, and to have been 
honorably discharged and mustered out August 9, 1862. He reenlisted 
September 2, 1864, as a private in Company B, Fourth Michigan In- 
fantry, was appointed principal musician November 2, 1864, and trans- | 
fered to noncommissioned staff, and was honorably discharged May 26, 
1866. The hospital records furnish no evidence of soldier's treatment 
or disability during service. 

Soldier, however, filed and established a claim under the general law, 
end was originally pensioned for disease of lungs of service origin at 
$2 per month, from December 2, 1886, date of filimg claim, which was 
increased to $8 per month from July 1, 1889, for disease of lungs and 
chronic diarrhea, also of service origin; to $10 per month from Octo- | 
ber 1, 1890, and to $14 per month from May 27, 1903, for disease of 
lungs and chronic diarrhea and resulting disease of rectum. 

It appears from the last report of the board of examining surgeons, 
dated at Hutchinson, Kans., May 27, 1903, that claimant is practically 
unable to perform manual labor by reason of his disabilities. He was 
then rated $6 for disease of lungs, $12 for chronic diarrhea and re- 
sulting disease of rectum, and $15 fer disease of urinary organs. 

Claimant is 59 years of age. In his own behalf he states that he is 
wholly incapacitated for earning a support by manual labor by reason 
of his disabilities; that his only preperty is a small house valued at 
$600, and that he is dependent — his ‘pension for support. 

In view of his long and faithful service, his poverty, and inability 
to earn a support by his own manual labor by reason of physical dis- | 
abilities, your committee are of opinion that an increase of his pension 
to $24 per month, as proposed in the bill, may very properly be pro- 
vided in his case. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommenda- 
tion that it pass. | 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL N. ROCK HOLD. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1565) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel N. Reckhold. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject ‘to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
N. Rockhold, late of Company F, One hundred and third Regiment Iilli- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per | 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1565) granting an increase of pension to Samuel N. Rockhold, have | 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 





[Senate Report No. 3004, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] | 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1565) 
granting an increase of pension to 8. N. Rockhold, have examined the 
same and report: : 

This bill eee to increase from $12 to $24 per month the m- | 
sion of Samuel N. Rockhold, late of Company F, Qne hundred and thira 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The records of the War Department show that soldier enlisted Au- 
gust 22, 1862, and served as private, corporal, and sergeant until June 
21, 1865, when honorably discharged. The hospital records show that 
he was treated during service for diarrhea, slight shell wound of left 
forearm, and gunshot fracture of little finger of left hand. 

Claimant is now in receipt of a pension of $12 per month under the 


Or 


act of June 27, 1890, on account of total disability for manual labor, | 


due to rheumatism and disease of heart, fracture of right arm, vari- 
cose veins of left leg, and disease of kidneys. He was formerly pen- 
sioned under the general law at the rate of $3 per month from dis- 
charge, on account of loss of little finger of left hand from gunshot 
wound received in battle at Dallas, Ga.. May 28, 1864. 

On April 8, 1883, claimant filed a claim under the general law for 
additional disability—rheumatism and resulting disease of the heart— 
which he alleged he contracted while with Sherman’s army in North 
Carolina, in February, 1865. This claim was rejected May 9. 1900, on 
the ground of no record or other satisfactory evidence of service origin 
or existence at discharge, and ‘such rejection was affirmed on appeal, 
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October 31, 1902, by Assistant Secretary F. L. Campbell. 
This claim was specially examined, and im the reports of the special 
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examiners much testimony is found showing that claimant did contract 
rheumatism in the service as he alleges. Severn! comrades testified that 
he was hauled in an ambulance while the regiment was on the march 
through the Carolinas to Washington, D. C., in 1865, and that he com- 
plained of rheumatism. These witnesses are of good repute and seem 
positive in their statements. There is also found medical testimony 
showing treatment for rheumatism for about ten years, commencing 
in 1866, or about a year or so after discharge, and other witnesses 
testify to the continuance of rheumatism from time to time since the 
close of the war. Claimant’s heart disease did not come on until after 
discharge, but the evidence shows it to be a result of rheumatism. The 
medical examinations are conclusive in this respect. 

Claimant is now 66 years of age. That he is wholly incapacitated for 
earning a support by manual labor is evidenced by the fact that he is 
pensioned at the maximum rate under the act of June 27, 1890 His 
last medical examination, dated September 18, 190i, shows his condi 
tion to be due to loss of left little finger, rheumatism, disease of heart, 
varicose veins of left leg, disease of kidneys, and catarrh. 

Evidence accompanying the bill shows that claimant is in a bad con- 
dition physically and financially, and that he has an invalid wife de- 
pendent upon him for support. 

Your committee are of opinion that it is reasonnbly well established 
that claimant's rheumatism and resulting heart disease originated in 
the service and that he is entitled to an increase of his pension, and 
the bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
LAURA E. CAMPBELL. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 6586) granting an 
increase of pension to Laura B. Campbell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Laura 
E. Campbell, widow of William H. Campbell, late of Company A, Sec- 
ond Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $16 per month in lieu of ‘that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6586) 
granting an increase of pension to Laura E. Campbell, have examined 
the same and report : 

Laura EB. Campbell, whose post-office address is 407 North Church 
street, Charlotte, N. C., is the widow of William H. Campbell, who en- 
listed June 13, 1861, as a private in Company A, Second Regiment Mary- 
land Volunteer Infantry, and who died in hospital at Newbern, N. C,, 


| September 15, 1862, of disease contracted tn the line of duty. 


Mrs. Campbell was originally allowed a general-law pension of $8 
per month from the date of the soldier’s death; and her pension was in 
creased to $12 per month under the act of March 19, 1886, this latter 
being her present rating. 

She was married to the soldier April 21, 1848, and is now over 75 
years of age. 

It appears that Mrs. Campbell is poor and needy and afflicted, and 
unable to live on her pension of $12 per month. She is tn very feeble 
health, and is almost deprived of sight, and suffers from rheumatism, 
and is wholly unable to work or support herself, and is all alone, with- 
out relatives or kindred to assist her. 

Your committee are of opinion that a grateful Government can not 
afford to allow the widows of its common soldiers to live in penury 
and want, and therefore recommend a reasonable increase of her pen- 


sion. 
The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARTIN GILLETT. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 6554) granting an 
increase of pension to Martin Gillett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject te 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin 
Gillett, late of Company L, Fifty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Greson) is as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6554) 


| granting an increase of pension to Martin Gillett, have examined the 


same and report: 

It is proposed by this bill to increase from $12 to $20 per month the 
pension of Martin Gillett, of Mount Dora, Fla., late of Company L, 
Fifty-sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry. . 

The records of the War Department show that Martin Gillett enlisted 
December 10, 1861, as private in Company L, Fifty-sixth New York 
Infantry, and was honorably discharged May 8, 1862, upon surgeon's 
certificate of disability in consequence of chronic bronchitis. 

Soldier filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, 
and is now in receipt of a pension under said act at the rate of $12 
per thonth for total disability for manual labor, the result of disease of 
respiratory organs, disease of heart, affection of knee joint, and senile 
debility. He has never made claim under the genera! law. 

The board of surgeons before whom claimant was last examined, at 
Orlando, Fla., April 1, 1908, describes his condition as follows 

“On examination of heart by auscultation a bruit is heard, with sec 


ond sound at third intercostal aenen, right side; apex beat located 
2 inches below and one-half inch within nipple; area of dullness 24 
inches in diameter; there is hypertrophy of heart; no @dema or cyano 


sis; dyspnea marked; no respiratory or digestive disturbance but from 
the heart. : 

“There is arcus senilis and ossification of coating of arteries, and 
other evidences of effects of age. 

“There is a bony enlargement of head of tibia on Interior aspect 
which is quite tender, and interferes considerably with use of limb; the 
right knee is affected.” 
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It appears that claimant is 75 years of age, and that he has no other 
means of support for himself and wife than his pension. Evidence of 
several neighbors flled with this committee shows that he is physically 
unable to perform manual labor. The fact that in 1903 he was allowed 
= maximum rate under the act of June 27, 1890, establishes this 
point 

Your committee are of opinion that the small increase to $20 per 
month proposed in the bill may very properly be provided to aid in his 
support, and the bill is therefore repented back favorably with a recom- 
mendation that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. : 


ALEXANDER HAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5669) granting an 
increase of pension to Alexander Hay. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alex- 
ander Hay, late of Company A, Ninety-fourth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Mrers of Indiana) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(8S. 5669) granting an increase of pension to Alexander Hay, have ex- 


amined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 





[Senate Report No. 2992, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5669) 
granting an increase of pension to Alexander Hay, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the pension 
of Alexander Hay, of Wahpeton, N. Dak., late of Company A, Ninety. 
fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry. 

Claimant is shown by the records of the War Department to have 
enlisted October 9, 1861, as a corporal in Company A, Ninety-fourth 
New York Infantry; to have reenlisted as a veteran volunteer Febru- 
ary 14, 1864, and to have been honorably discharged as sergeant June 
15, 1865, after nearly four years of faithful and continuous service. 

During his service soldier took part with his company and regiment 
in the battles at second Bull Run, Fredericksburg, Antietam, Gettysburg, 
Wilderness, Spottsylvania, Cold Harbor, Petersburg, and Weldon Rail- 
road. He was taken prisoner in battle at Weldon Railroad August 19, 
1864, and was confined at Libby, Belle Isle, and Salisbury prisons, and 
escaped January 25, 1865, rejoining the Union Army, after much pri- 
vation, February 25, 1865. 

Soldier filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, 
and is now in seoety of a pension under said act at the rate of $12 per 
month for injury of right arm. Though wounded in right arm in battle 
at Weldon Railroad, Virginia, August 19, 1864, he has never made 
claim under the general law. 

In 1876, while repairing wheel of a locomotive, claimant had his 
right arm again injured, requiring operation and removal of a portion 
of the bones, leaving the arm and hand stiff and practically useless. It 
appears by the last report of the board of examining surgeons that he is 
practically unable to perform manual labor by reason of his disability. 
A description of his disability, as furnished by the examining surgeons, 
is as follows: 

‘Tipon examination we find muscles of right arm very much atro- 
phied; enlargement of elbow joint. Scar in radial side of arm 38 
inches in length, absence of 2 inches of radius at upper third, showing 
evidence of former injury; radius is solidly united with ulna at seat 
of injury Movement of elbow joint is limited; can only be extended 
to form obtuse angle; arm is weak and could not be used in manual 
labor.”’ 

It also appears that claimant suffers from stomach trouble, doubt 
less a result of the hardships and privations endured while a prisoner 
of war and while escaping from prison. He is now wholly incapaci 
tated for any kind of manual labor or for earning a livelihood. It 
further appears that he is in needy circumstances, his income not ex- 
ceeding $200 yearly. 

In view of the soldier's long and faithful service, his poverty, and 
total inability to earn a support by his own manual labor by reason of 
physical disabilities, your committee are of opinion that he can prop- 
erly be given the rate to which he would be entitled under the general 
law if his disabilities were established as of service origin. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES T. WEST. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6549) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles T. West. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Its 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Charles 
T West, late of Company H. Fourth Regiment Delaware Volunteer In 
fantry, and second lieutenant, Company C, Third Regiment United 
States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Grsson) is as follows: 


[Senate Report No. 3215, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6549) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles T. West, have examined the 
same and report: 
This bill proposes to Increase from $14 to $24 per month the pension 
of Charles T. West, of 915 Bast Duval street, Jacksonville, Fla., late of 


Company H, Fourth Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and sec- 
ond lieutenant Company C, Third Regiment United States Colored Vol- 
unteer Infantry. 

Claimant is shown by the records of the War Department to have en- 
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listed August 11, 1862, in Company H, Fourth Delaware Infantry, and 
to have served as a private and as a noncommissioned officer until 
August 24, 1864, when honorably discharged to accept promotion. He 
was mustered in September 20, 1864, as second lieutenant, with Com- 
pany C, Third United States Colored Infantry, and was finally and hon- 
orably discharged October 31, 1865. 

Soldier filed and established a claim under the general law for dis- 
ease of eyes, of service origin, and was originally pensioned at $8 per 
month from July 26, 1889, date of filing claim, which was increased to 
$10 per month from October 19, 1898, and to $14 per month from 
August 28, 1901. 

Claimant is 67 years of age. When he was last examined by a board 
of surgeons for the Bureau, October 19, 1898, he was rated $10 for dis- 
ease of eyes, $8 for rheumatism, and $4 for right hydrocele. An exam- 
ination by an expert oculist for the Bureau, August 28, 1901, rated him 
$12 for disease of eyes and impairment of sight. 

Evidence filed with this committee shows that claimant is now al- 
most blind, and at times can scarcely tell a white person from a colored 
10 feet oe; that he is badly ruptured, and by reason of erysipelas 
has almost lost the use of his right leg, and is wholly incapable of 
earning a living. It is also shown that he is in indigent circumstances, 
without resources or means of support aside from his pension. 

In view of his faithful service of three years, his advanced age, total 
disability, and extreme poverty, your committee are of opinion that an 
increase of his pension to $24 per month may very properly be provided 
to aid in his support. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


LEVINCY WALKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6548) granting an 
increase of pension to Levincy Walker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Levincy Walker, widow of Allen T. Walker, late of Company A, Second 
Regiment Florida Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 6548) 
granting an increase of pension to Levincy Walker, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $8 to $12 per month the pension 
of Levincy Walker, widow of Allen T. Walker, late of Company A, Sec- 
ond Regiment Florida Volunteer Cavalry. 

The records of the War Department show that Allen T. Walker was 
a soldier in the Seminole Indian war, and served as a peivere in Cap- 
tain Stephen's company, First Regiment Florida Mounted Volunteers, 
from July 27, 1857, to January 28, 1858, when honorably discharged. 
He again enlisted March 18, 1864, in Company A, Second Florida Cav- 
alry, and was honorably discharged November 29, 1865. 

Soldier died of pneumonia January 8, 1902, and claimant filed a 
claim under the general law April 28, 1902, which was rejected June 
19, 1903, because she was unable to prove that her husband's death was 
the result of his military service. he also filed a claim under the act 
of June 27, 1890, and has been pensioned under said act at $8 per month 
from July 15, 1902. 

Claimant was married to the soldier in July, 1867, and is now 65 
years of age. That she is poor is evidenced by the fact that she is pen- 
sioned under the act of June 27, 1890. The evidence filed with this 
committee shows that she is in destitute circumstances and is entirely 
dependent upon her small pension of $8 per month for her support. It 
further appears from the evidence of Dr. A. B. Cannon, of Sarasota, 
Fla., that she is very infirm and unable to wait on herself, suffering 
from general debility, with defective sight and hearing, and utterly 
unable to earn her own living or to contribute thereto. 

Claimant is entitled to pension on account of the service of the sol- 
dier in the Seminole Indian war, but she can not receive the same, inas- 
much as she is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, on 
account of soldier's service in the war of the rebellion. There are nu- 
merous precedents for increasing the pension of the aged and destitute 
widows of veterans of two wars, in view of which your committee report 
the bill back favorably with a recommendation that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW R. M’CURDY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2107) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew R. McCurdy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
R. McCurdy, late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Hotiipay) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2107) 
granting an increase of pension to A. R. McCurdy, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $24 r month the pension 
of Andrew R. ree late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, who served from April 27, 1861, to May 19, 1862, 
and was honorably discharged. 

Claimant filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, 
and is now receiving a pension under said act at the rate of $12 per 
month for total inability to earn a tg manual labor, the result 
of right inguinal .dhernia and rheumatism, e has never made claim 
under the general law, his disabilities not being tracesble to his mill- 
tony service. 

fhen claimant was last examined, March 13, 1902, he was found to 
be totally disabled by reason of rheumatism and resulting disease of 
circulatory system, digestive system, and respiratory system, and also 
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right inguinal hernia. The examining surgeon further reported as 
follows: 

“T found this claimant propped up im a reclining chair. I was itm- 
yressed by his emaciated eondition and sallow color. After examining 
1im in the chair, his wife and daughter pulled the rocker into the 
arlor, where his wife picked him up like a baby and put him into 
fed, getting hot-water bags to his feet and back to keep him warm. 
His wife says that she frequently picks him up two or three times a 
night and changes his position, trying to make him rest. He is con- 
fined to his home because of his general anmmic condition, brought 
about by rheumatism and sciatica. It is my opinion that his dis- 
ability is necessarily permanent in present degree.” 

Evidence filed with this committee shows that claimant is very 
much crippled by chronic articular rheumatism, ss nearly all 
the joints, but particularly the knees and hands, and it is very diffi- 
cult for him to get about even with crutches. He is 68 years of age, 
and it is further shown that he is in very needy circumstances and 
dependent upon his pension for support. 
condition and extreme poverty warrant an increase of his pension to 
$24 per month, and the bill is therefore reported back favorably with 
a recommendation that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SABAH E. GILLETTE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 41) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah B. Gillette. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
E. Gillette, widow of Fidelio B. Gillette, late assistant surgeon and sur- 
geon Ninth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
ro at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The report (by Mr. Deemer) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 41) 


His deplorable and helpless | 
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granting an increase of pension to Sarah BH. Gillette, have examined | 


the same and report: 

This bill proposes to Increase from $8 to $17 per month the pension 
of Sarah B. Gillette, widow of Fidelio B. Gillette, late assistant sur- 
geon and surgeon, Ninth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry. 

The records of the War Department show that Fidelio B. Gillette 
was mustered into service August 20, 1862, as assistant surgeon Ninth 
New Jersey Infantry; that he was promoted surgeon same regiment 
February 8, 1865, and that he was honorably discharged and mustered 
out July 12, 1865. The records further show that he served as acting 
assistant surgeon, United States Army, under several contracts, from 
November 6, 1865, to May 31, 1872. 


Doctor Gillette’ filed a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, which | 


was allowed at $8 r month for disease of rectum. He died of 
Bright's disease of kidneys July 1, 1895. 

The widow filed a claim under the general law January 6, 1896, 
which was rejected December 17, 1896, on the ground of “ claimant's 
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for injury to spine and resulting paralysis, but payment has ever since 
been withheld to recover the amount paid in his general-law claim from 
March 9, 1889, to November 3, 1897. At the present rate of p 
soldier would have to live to be about 115 years of age before he 
receive anything more from the Government. 

It appears from the evidence on file that claimant received a slight 
injury to back while en route with his regiment from Annapolis, Md., 
to Hiltonhead, S. C., in November, 1861. There is no evidence to show 
that this slight injury resulted in any serious disability, or that it dis- 
abled him at all after his discharge. It further appears that he was 
injured again while working at his trade as a machinist in 1S87, since 
which date he bas been paralyzed and wholly disabled. His present 
condition is one of helplessness, requiring the aid and attendance of 
another person. 

Your committee can find no error on the part of the Pension Bureau 
in the adjudication of this claim. It appears, however, that sold 
served over three years, and the act of June 27, 1890, under whi he 
is now pensioned, but under which he is receiving no pension, as 
passed for the purpose of providing for disabled soldiers in their old 
age to keep them from being supported by charity. Soldier is about 64 
years of age, and will not live a enough to get any help from the 
Government unless relief is afforded by special act of Congress. He ts 
very poor. 

Your committee are of opinion that claimant Is entitled to his pen- 
sion under the act of June 27, 1890, and to the benefits of it, and there- 
fore report the bill back favorably with a recommendation that it pass 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
EMMORY A. .WOOD. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 3467) granting an 
increase of pension to Emmory A. Wood. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emmory 
A. Wood, late of Company F, Second Regiment Michigan Volunteer In 
fantry, and Company C, Fourteenth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Deemer) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3467) 
granting an increase of pension to Emmory A. Wood, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $14 to $30 per month the pension 
of Emmory A. Wood, of Barryton, Mich., late of Company F, Second 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and Company C, Fourteenth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery. 

The records of the War Department show that Emmory A. Wood, the 








| claimant, enlisted May 25, 15861, as private in Company F, Second 
| Michigan Infantry, and was honorably discharged August 5, 1862, \ 
account of gunshot wound of right arm, received in battle at Fairoaks, 


alleged inability to connect soldier's death with the service.” This | 


action, which was undoubtedly correct, was affirmed on appeal March 
13, 1897, by Assistant Secretary John M. Reynolds. 


She also filed a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, established it, | 
and since December 5, 1900, has been in receipt of a pension under | 


said act at the rate of $8 per month. 

It appears that claimant was married to soldier November 6, 1856, 
and is now over 72 years of age. It further appears that the only 
property she has is about $500 in savings bank, the interest on which, 
together with her penston of $8 per month, is her only means of sup 
sort. She has no other property and is incapable, by reason of the 
nfirmities of age, from carning her support. 

A reasonable increase of claimant’s pension ts recommended to aid 
in her support. She is a war widow, her husband served long and 
faithfully, and she is now in destitute circumstances. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably, with a recommendation 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM PENN MACK, 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 2193) granting a 
pension to William Penn Mack. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


Venn Mack, late of Company BE, Fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month, the 
same to be paid him without deduction on account of former alleged 
overpayments or erroneous payments of pension. 


The report (by Mr. Deemer) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2193) 
granting a pension to William Penn Mack, have examined the same and 
report : 

This bill proposes to grant a pension of $12 per month to William 
Penn Mack, late of Company B, Fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and directs payment of such pension without any deduc- 
tion on account of any alleged former overpayments or erroneous pay- 
ments of pension. 

It appears from the records of the War Department that William Penn 
Mack first enlisted April 16, 1861, as a private in Company C, Twenty- 
fifth Pennsylvania Infantry, and served until July 23, 1861, when hon- 
erably discharged. He again enlisted August 22, 1861, as sergeant in 
Company E, Fiftieth Pennsylvania Infantry, for three years, and was 
honorably discharged September 29, 1864. P ’ 
no evidence of soldier's treatment or disability during service. 


he hospital records furnish | 


Soldier filed a claim under the general law and was pensioned for in- | 


jury of spine and resulting partial paralysis at $50 per month March 
9, 1889, and $72 per month from March 4, 1890. His name was 
dropped from the pension roll December 17, 1897, on the ground that 
his disability was not incurred in the military service, but was due to 
an injury received some years after his discharge. 

Claimant filed a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, and the same 
was admitted at $12 per month from November 29, 1901, date of filing, 





Va., May 31, 1862. He reenlisted July 24, 1863, as private in Com 
pany C, Fourteenth New York Heavy Artillery, and was honorably dis 
eharged to date August 10, 1865. During his second service he was 
taken prison at Gaines Mills, Va., June 2, 1864, and confined in prisons 
at Andersonville and Millen, Ga., until November 26, 1864, when 
paroled. 

Claimant filed and established a claim under the general law and is 
now in receipt of a pension at the rate of $14 per month for gunshot 
wound of right forearm received in battle. He applied for increase on 
account of his pensioned disability November 3, 1902, but his applica- 
tion was rejected July 18, i908. He also filed a claim under the gen- 
eral law for additional disabilities—rheumatism and resulting disease 
of heart, piles, and kidney trouble—which he alleged he contracted in 





the summer of 1864, while in prison at Andersonville, Ga. This claim 
was rejected April 24, 1897, and July 18, 1903, on the ground of no 
hospital record showing treatment for alleged additional disabilities, 
and claimant has deciared his inability to furnish any evidence show- 
ing service origin, and on the ground of no ratable degree of disability ~ 
from kidney trouble. F 
Claimant is 68 years of age, and his last medical examination, dated 
April 29, 1903, shows that he is wholly unable to perform manual 
labor by reason of gunshot wound of right arm, rheumatism, heart 


disease, and enlarged prostete gland, which is the disability claimant 
calls kidney trouble. He \ 3 rated $14 for gunshot wound, $S for 
rheumatism and weak heart, and $4 for enlarged prostate. The exam 
ining surgeons report as follows: 

“There has been considerable loss of bone from wound and the cra 
ing power of hand is lessened one-half; the body is emaciated, skin n: 
good color, dry and wrinkled; palms soft, not calloused; movement 


uu | slow and tremulous; feeble; hands tremble and mind weakened ; has all 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 


the appearance of an old man, aged and decrepit.” 

Claimant, according to the papers on file in the Pension Bure 
needy. He is without means or income and is dependent on his pen 
sion for support. He served faithfully for over three years and was 
confined in prison for six months, and in all human probability his 
disabilities were due to the exposures and hardships he then endured. 
An increase of his pension to $30 per month is justified 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recon 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ARTHUR F. M’NALLY, 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3731) granting an 
increase of pension to Arthur F. McNally. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


imendation 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | ig 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll ubject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name f 
Arthur F. McNally, late of Company bk, Twelfth Regiment West \ 
ginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The report (by Mr. Deemer) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3731) 
granting an increase of pension to Arthur F. McNally, have examined 
the same and report : 

This bill proposes to Increase from $12 to $17 per month the pension 
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of Arthur F. McNally, late private, Company K, Twelfth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry. 

The military records show that Arthur F. McNally was a good sol- 
dier with an honorable record of nearly three years’ service. He en- 
listed August 19, 1862, and was honorably discharged June 3, 1865. 
The records further show that he was severely wounded in battle at 
Newmarket, Va., May 15, 1864, and was treated in hospital until dis- 
charged for gunshot wound of right shoulder and right arm. 

Soldier filed a claim under the general law and was pensioned for 
his wound at $6 per month from discharge, which was increased to $10 
per month from July 9, 1890, and to $12 per month from May 4, 1898. 
He applied for increase July 15, 1899, and January 2, 1902, but his 
applications were rejected November 8, 1900, and December 18, 1902, 
respectively, on the ground that his rate was commensurate with the 
disability resulting from his gunshot wound. 

Soldier also filed a claim under the general law June 14, 1890, alleg- 
ing rheumatism and disease of stomach as resulting from typhoid fever 
contracted in service. This claim was rejected April 12, 1594, on the 
ground of no record of typhoid fever or alleged results, and claimant 
declared his inability to prove service origin thereof. This action was 
proper, as there is no evidence on file connecting typhoid fever, rheu- 
matism, or disease of stomach with the military service. 

It appears from the last report of the board of examining surgeons, 
dated June 25, 1902, that claimant’s wound was a very severe one and 
practically renders his arm useless for purposes of manual labor. The 
report of his examination is as follows: 

“Gunshot wound right arm: Point of entrance, 24 inches below 
point of shoulder on outer side; ball passed backward and downward and 
came out on right side of back 24 inches below and 2 inches back of 
posterior border of axillary space. Scars are each three-fourths inch 
in diameter and dragging, but tender or adherent. Ball passed through 
deltoid muscle, struck head of humerus, and passed through back part of 
axillary space and through muscles of back. Limitation of motion in 
right shoulder, two-fifths, due to contraction of tendons. Complains 
of rheumatism in right shoulder; this is due to gunshot wound. Mus- 
cles of right arm are soft and flabby ; rating, seventeen-eighteenths.” 

The examining surgeons also report that claimant suffers from weak 
heart, catarrh, and stomach trouble, with considerable emaciation, but 
no ratings in figures are stated. 

Claimant is 60 years of age, and the papers on file in the Pension 
Bureau show him to be in needy circumstances financially. Your com- 
mittee are of opinion that his gunshot wound received in battle en- 
titles him to the rating of $17, as recommended by the examining sur- 
geons, and therefore report the bill back favorably with a recommenda- 
tion that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARTHA J. PATTERSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4749) granting an 
increase of pension to Martha J. Patterson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
J. Pattersen, widow of William H. Patterson, late captain Company A, 
First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4749) 
granting a pension to Martha J. Patterson, have examined the same 
and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $8 to $20 per month the pension 
of Martha J. Patterson, widow of William H. Patterson, late captain 
Company A, First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry. 

It appears from the records of the War Department that William 
If. Patterson was mustered into service August 16, 1861, as second lieu- 
tenant with Company A, First Pennsylvania Cavalry; that he was pro- 
moted first lieutenant, same company and regiment, March 28, 1862, and 

ain March 16, 1863, and that he was honorably discharged and 
tered out September 19, 1864. The official records further show 
that he was appointed captain and provost-marshal Fourteenth Con- 
gressional district of Pennsylvania December 9, 1864, and was honor- 

ly discharged December 31, 1865 

Soldier filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, 
and was pensioned under that law at the rate of $12 per month on ac- 
count of rheumatism, disease of heart and rectum, and varicose veins 
of left leg. He died October 19, 1902, the cause of his death being 
Bright's disease of the kidneys. 

Martha J. Patterson, the widow of the soldier, is now receiving the 
pension of $8 per month provided by the act of June 27, 1890. She has 
no status at the Bureau under the general law, for the reason that she 
is unable to prove that the soldier’s death was the result of his military 
service. 

Claimant was married to the soldier August 16, 1861, and is now 64 
years of age. The evidence shows that she was left with no property 
or other resources and that she is entirely dependent on her small pen- 
sion of $8 per month. The evidence further shows that she is very 
feeble in health, scarcely able to do anything toward her maintenance. 

Captain Patterson is shown to have been a good soldier, and it is 
highly probable that his health suffered in consequence of his active 
service of over four years. However this may be, his widow is well 
advanced in years, in feeble health, and in destitute circumstances. 














She was his wife during the whole period of his service, and your 
committee recommend an increase of her pension to $20 per month, 
which is the rate she would receive if she could prove that her husband's 


death was the result of his military service. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably, with a recommendation 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

GARETTA L, HODGKINS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4775) granting a 
pension to Garetta L. Hodgkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be wt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Garetta 








L. Hodgkins, widow of Samuel P. Hodgkins, late of Company H, Thirty- 
second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $8 per month. 


The report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4775) 
granting a pension to Garetta L. Hodgkins, have examined the same 
and report : 

This bill proposes to grant a pension of $8 per month to Garetta L. 
Hodgkins as the widow of Samuel P. Hodgkins, late of Company H, 
Thirty-second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry. 

Soldier enlisted July 19, 1862, as private in above organization, and 
was honorably discharged November 13, 1862, upon surgeon’s certifi- 
cate, in consequence of disability from gunshot wound of left arm and 
chronic rheumatism. 

He filed and established a claim under the general law and was pen- 
sioned for gunshot wound of left forearm at $4 per month from dis- 
charge, which rating was increased to $6 per month March 2, 1895. 
He died May 11, 1898. 

On May 24, 1898, Garetta L. Hodgkins, the claimant under this bill, 
filed a claim at the Bureau under the act of June 27, 1890, which was 
rejected August 10, 1900, on the ground that she was not the legal 
widow of the soldier. 

It appears from the evidence on file in the case that claimant and 
soldier were married by ceremony in New Jersey, November 27, 1873, 
and that they lived and cohabitated as husband and wife from that date 
until a short time prior to his death, when they a by reason of 
his inability to contribute to her support. Four children were born of 
this marriage. 

Claimant had never been previously married, but at date of soldier's 
marriage to her he had a former wife living, who was subsequently 
divorced from him in Massachusetts April 3, 1875. It further appears 
from the evidence the claimant supposed soldier to be single when she 
married him and did not know anything of his former marriage until 
after she had applied for pension. Her innocence in respect to this 
former mariage during the period of her cohabitation with soldier and 
until after his death seems conclusively established by the evidence. 

Claimant was recognized in the community in which she lived as sol- 
dier’s wife and the papers on file in his claim at the Bureau show 
that he recognized her as such, and they joined in at least one property 
transfer as husband and wife. Soldier died in a charity hospital, and 
was visited by claimant during his illness. There was no divorce or 
estrangement between them, their separation having been due to sol- 
dier’s inability to support the claimant. 

The following is a part of the report of the special examiner of the 
Pension Bureau, who took nearly all the evidence in the case relating 
to claimant’s marriage to soldier : 

“Her reputation is very good and her statement in her deposition 
can be entirely relied upon. There is no question but that a marriage 
ceremony was performed November 27, 1873, between the soldier and 
this claimant. Nor is there any question but that she and all her 
family believed it to be legal until informed by the Pension Office, after 
this claim had been filed, that the soldier had a former marriage, thus 
making the marriage of November 27, 1873, illegal. Claimant and all 
her relatives were more than surprised when ve this information. 
From her marriage this claimant and the soldier lived together, and 
were known and recognized as husband and wife up to about four years 
before his death, when she left him on account of his not supporting 
her, and she went to live with her mother and with whom she has 
been ever since. She visited him in the hospital in his final sickness. 
jon gave birth to two children to him subsequent to the date of the 

vorce.”’ 

It conclusively appears that claimant married the soldier in good 
faith, believing that he was then single. She lived with him for over 
twenty years as a faithful wife and is the mother of his children. 
These are the facts as shown by the evidence. It also appears that 
claimant is 55 years of age and is in dependent circumstances, without 
property or income of any sort. 

Your committee are of opinion that claimant should be recognized 
as the widow of the soldier and should be allowed a pension of $8 per 
month, as proposed in the bill, the passage of which is recommended. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH V. MATLACK, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4850) granting an 
increase of pension to Sarah V. Matlack. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
V. Matlack, widow of William H. Matlack, late surgeon Thirteenth 
Regiment ‘Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4850) granting an increase of pension to Sarah V.: Matlack, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3027, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4850) 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah V. Matlack, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $8 to $30 per month the pension 
of Sarah V. Matlack, widow of William H. Matlack, late surgeon Thir- 
teenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry. 

The military records show that William H. Matlack was mustered 
in December 10, 1861, as assistant surgeon One hundred and ninth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry, and was honorably discharged May 
27, 1862, upon tender of resignation on account of continued ill health, 
the cause of which is not shown. He reentered the service September 
27, 1864, as surgeon Thirteenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, 
and was honorably discharged September 5, 1865. 

Doctor Matlack filed and established a claim under the general law 
on account of disease of left jaw, of service origin, and was pensioned 
at $6.25 per month from discharge, and $12.50 per month from April 
22, 1891. He died July 12, 1896, the cause of his death, as shown a 
— public records, being “immediate exhaustion, predisposing paral- 
ysis.” 
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Sarah V. Matlack filed a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, 
established it, and since December 3, 1896, has been in receipt of a 
pension under said act at $8 per month. On March 23, 1903, she 
filed a claim under the general law, which was rejected February 8, 
1904, on the ground “that soldier’s death from locomotor ataxia was 
not a result of disease of left jaw, for which pensioned, nor otherwise 
due to his military service.” 

The claimant was married to the soldier August 1, 1876, and is now 
51 years of age. 
left a one-third interest in her husband’s estate, the whole value of 
which was $6,000, the claimant’s share of the income being approxi- 
mately $100 yearly. This, with her pension, is her only means of 
able to earn a living by her own labor. 

Dr. L. T. Bremerman was soldier’s attending physician during his 
last illness, and he testified December 1, 1903, that he attended soldier 
almost daily for thirty-three months prior to his death; that he com- 
plained of sharp shooting pains through his arms and legs, severe pains 
in the lumbar region, a feeling as if a rope were tied tightly around 


his body; that he complained constantly of pain in his left jaw and | 


the left side of his face, the result of an abscess of the antrum, the 
latter disease appearing to give him more trouble than any of the other 
ailments; that there was gradually increasing locomotor ataxia, until 
at the last he was unable to walk and was confined to his bed for a 
period of about two weeks prior to his death, and that his death was 
caused by exhaustion from prolonged suffering. 

Your committee can find no error in the rejection of the widow's 
claim under the general law, yet it is believed that the soldier's faith- 


It appears from the evidence on file that she was | 


wuppert. It is further shown that she is in poor health and is not ! 





ful service and the widow's necessitous circumstances will warrant a | 


reasonable increase of her pension. 


The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


URSULA BAYARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6029) granting a 
pension to Ursula Bayard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ursula 
Bayard, helpless and dependent daughter of George A. Bayard. late 
captain Company H and major One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 6029) granting a pension to Ursula Bayard, have examined the 
same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that the Dill 
do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3030, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6029) 
granting a pension to Ursula Bayard, have examined the same and 
report : 

‘Orsula Bayard, whose post-office address is Bellefonte, Pa., is the 
daughter of George A. Bayard, who was a good soldier with an honor- 
able record of three years’ military service. 

Soldier first enlisted in Company H, Second Pennsylvania Infantry, 
April 17, 1861, at the first call for troops, and was honorably dis- 
charged July 26, 1861. He was mustered into service August 22, 1862, 
as first lieutenant Company H, One hundred and forty-eighth Pennsyl- 
vania Infantry, promoted to the rank of captain September 8, 1862, 
and to major May 11, 1865, and was honorably discharged and mus- 
tered out June 1, 1865. 

Soldier was wounded in lower jaw in battle at Chancellorsville, Va., 
May 3, 1863, and was taken prisoner before Petersburg in the summer 
of 1864, and confined at Columbia, 8. C., until March-1, 1865, when 
paroled. He filed and established a claim under the general law and 
was pensioned for hepatitis and resulting dyspepsia and total deafness 
of right ear, his last rate being $20 per month. 

Soldier died July 7, 1903, from injuries received in a railroad acci- 
dent, and his widow, Martha H. Bayard, was allowed pension yinder 
the act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month, upon proof showing that 
she was poor and in dependent circumstances and that she was mar- 
ried to soldier October 8, 1858. This pension she continued to receive 
until her death, on May 23, 1904. She also filed a claim under the 
general law, which was rejected, and properly so, on the ground that 
soldier’s death had no connection with his miNtary service. There is 
= - now receiving any pension on account of soldier’s service and 

eath. 

Ursula Bayard, —— of the soldier, was born March 2, 1866, and 
being over 16 years of age at her father’s death has no title under ex- 
isting iaws. She is crippled and helpless, and has been so since she 
was 3 years of age. It also appears that she is in dependent circum- 
stances and Is totally unable to support and maintain herself. As she 
was helpless from a period antedating the age of 16 years, and is now 
dependent, her case comes within rule 4 of this committee, as follows: 

* Bills proposing to pension sons or daughters of soldiers will not be 
entertained except in cases where it is shown by satisfactory evidence 
that the proposed beneficiary has been idiotic, deformed, or otherwise 
permanently helpless from a period antedating the age of 16 years, 
and then only in case of destitution. In such cases the rate allowed 
shall not exceed $12 per month.” 

Your committee report the bill back favorably with a recommenda- 
tion that it be passed. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SALMON 8S. MATHEWS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6087) granting an 
increase of pension to Salmon S. Mathews. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Salmon 
&S. Mathews, late captain Company D and major Fifth Regiment Mich- 





igan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 6087) granting an increase of pension to Salmon 8S. Mathews, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom 
mend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 2984, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6087) 
granting an increase of pension to Salmon 8. Mathews, have examined 
the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $25 to $50 per month the pension 
of Salmon 8S. Mathews, late captain Company D and major Fifth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry. 

The military history of Colonel Mathews, as it appears in the files 
of the Pension Bureau, shows that he was enrolled June 19, 1861, and 
mustered into service August 26, 1861, as first lieutenant Company D, 
Fifth Michigan Infantry, to serve three years. He was promoted to 
the rank of captain October 11, 1861, to major May 3, 1863, and to 
lieutenant-colonel July 2, 1864, and was honorably discharged Decem 
ber 21, 1864, on tender of resignation in consequence of pbysical disa 
bility from wounds and chronic diarrhea. 

Colonel Mathews was severely wounded in left leg in battle at 
Charles City Cross Roads, Virginia, June 30, 1862, and was again 
wounded in right shoulder in battle at Wilderness, Va., May 5 
1864. He is now receiving a pension of $25 per month under the gen 
eral law for gunshot wound of left leg and gunshot wound of right 
shoulder received in battle. 

It appears that soldier is 67 years of age, and that he is now totally 
disabled and in a deplorable condition as the result of his wounds. A 
description of his wounds, as furnished by the last board of examining 
surgeons, dated April 17, 1901, is as follows: 

* Gunshot wound of left leg: Entrance of bullet at junction of 
middle and upper third on inner and posterior surface, taking an out 
ward and forward course, making exit nearly opposite of entrance; 
bullet passed posterior to tibia, injuring bone; cicatrix 14 inches in 
diameter (entrance), depressed one-half inch; skin and tissue adherent 
to tibia bone for 4 inches along inner anterior surface; cicatrix of 
exit 1 inch long, one-half inch wide, adherent, and slightly depressed ; 
muscles of calf of leg stiffened and tender. 

“Gunshot wound of right shoulder: Entrance of bullet directed at 


’ 


| top of right scapula, passing through spine of scapula, making its exit 


4 inches below entrance, passing through deep muscles; marked adhe- 
sion to deep tissue; cicatrix of entrance 1 inch in diameter, markedly 
depressed three-fourths inch, adherent, and tender; cicatrix of exit 
three-fourths inch in diameter, one-half inch depressed, adherent, and 
tender; scapular muscles tender and stiff. This claimant is seriously 
injured, and these gunshot wounds produce much pain and lameness.”’ 

The following letter, addressed to Senator ALGER, who introduced the 
bill in claimant's behalf, by Hon. SAMUEL W. SMITH, of the House of 
Representatives, who has personal knowledge of the facts, is of interest 
in the case and indicates the soldier’s deplorable condition: 

House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 4, 1905. 

My Dear Senator: I am sending you a brief statement in the case 
of Col. S. S. Mathews, of Pontiac, for whom you so kindly introduced 
a bill. He knows nothing of what you are trying to do for him. 

He is now in California to escape the cold weather of another Michi- 
gan winter, in the hope of prolonging his life for a year or so more. 
I wrote him since you introduced the bill, asking him some questions, 
and he has replied as follows, not knowing what use I desired to make 
of his reply: 

“My friend, I judge from your inquiries that you are still trying 
to do something in my behalf. Have you not spent time and labor 
enough already? Do not feel that vou must spend any more. I shall 
always remember with kindness your efforts. I will give you some 
data that you ask for, that in case you are ‘ Mistaken in your version’ 
you may offer an amendment. 

“I was just recovering from a severe illness when the army entered 
into the last seven days of fighting on the peninsula in 1862, and just 
at dark, June 30, at the battle of Charles City crossroads (Confederates 
call it Glendale) was wounded in the left leg below the knee, shat- 
tering a bone badly. During the night the army moved in retreat 
and some hundred of us were left on the field near the Nelson House, 
our wounds having been hastily examined and bandaged, and on the 
morning of July 1, Jackson’s corps took us prisoners, an easy matter, as 
none of us could walk. That day as our gunboats opened fire on the 
James River in the battle of Malvern Hill their first shells faced us, 
bursting uncomfortably near until the range was changed. The wound 
ed received scant attention, and after fourteen days of intense suffering 
and lack of food those who were yet alive were taken to Libby Prison 

“My own wound, for want of treatment, became very painful, mag 
gots breeding in it, and the leg becoming very much discolored. and I 
shall always believe that but for the kindness of a Confederate soldier, 
who filled my canteen daily with water, amputation would have been 
necessary. 

“TIT might tell you much of the two days’ work upon the field, but 
will leave that for a heart-to-heart talk with you. After some eight 
or ten days in Libby I was included in the number as paroled prison 
ers who were sent to the transport and taken to Baltimore, and re 
mained in hospital there under treatment until September, 1862, when 
I went to Detroit, and there was operated on by Dr. Moses Gunn, he 
removing a quantity of shattered bone and also a half of the minie 
that had caused the trouble, the other half having passed through the 
leg and dropped out of the leg of my pants as the surgeon was examin 
ing the wound the night I was wounded. 


“TI rejoined my regiment at Stonemans Switch, near Fredericksburg, 
Va., in December, 1862, the wound yet unhealed. In the summer of 


1863, while the regiment went to Troy, N. Y., to assist in enforcing 
the draft, I returned to Detroit to have a second operation for the old 
wound, but owing to my condition Doctor Gunn refused to perform It, 
and sent me to Mackinaw for two weeks, and I returned so much i 
proved that an operation removing more bone was performed, and after 
waiting a time I again laid aside my crutches and joined my regiment 
as they returned to the field. 

“The wound did not yet heal and was dressed each day for some 
months while on the march or in camp, but I was able to continue with 
the regiment, doing full duty, until December, 1864, when because of 
wound I was mustered out of service, and Doctor LeBaron operated on 
the same leg because of the wound some years after I returned home 

“You ask me about Gettysburg. I carried into that battle the un- 
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healed wound of which I have written. My part in that engagement 
was only like that of others who tried to do their duty. The wound 
received there was trivial, being from a spent ball, and the hurt did 
not take me from the field, and when the battle was ended I took an 
inventory and counted myself very lucky. It was a few weeks after 
Gettysburg that I went to Detroit for the second interview with Doctor 


Gupn. At the battle of the Wilderness, May 5, 1864, I was again a 

mark for a sharpshooter. A ball through the left shoulder sent me off 

the firing line for some weeks, when I was again able to rejoin my 
. regiment and remain on active duty until December, 1864.” 


Colonel Mathews is a neighbor of mine. I have known him inti- 
mately for years. I would not have him know it, but I believe he is 
suffering from bloed poisoning caused from the wound in his leg in 
1862. I regret to say that I can seen each time I meet him, after a 
short absence, of his failing and growing weaker and weaker. I be- 
lieve if the truth were known he expends each year every penny of his 
pone pension in doctors’ bills, medicine, and other means to get 
relief. 

I believe he is well worthy of a pension at the hands of Congress at 
the rate of not less than $50 per month. 

If he should live, I believe it will be but a short time at best before 
he will be a wreck, requiring the constant care and attention of some 


one, 
Sincerely, yours, S. W. SmirTH. 


There can be no doubt that soldier is in a lamentable physical con- 
dition as the result of the wounds received in battle. His service was 
honorable and distinguished (he being promoted from the rank of first 
lieutenant to that of colonel), and your committee are of opinion that 
he is eminently worthy of an increase of pension. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ADAM E. KING. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 6218) granting an 
increase of pension to Adam E. King. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adam 
i. King, late captain and major and assistant adjutant-general and 
brevet brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. DeEMER) is as follows: 

‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 6218) granting an increase of pension to Adam BE. King, have exam- 
ined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that 
the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3026, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6218) 
granting an increase of pension to Adam E. King, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $30 to $50 per month the pension 
of Adam E. King, late captain and major and assistant adjutant-general 
and brevet brigadier-general United States Volunteers. 

Gen. Adam B. King entered the service January 2, 1862, as second 
lieutenant with Company BE, Thirty-first New York Infantry, and was 
promoted first lieutenant Company D, same regiment, on the field at 
Westpoint, Va., May 9, 1862. He served with his regiment through 
the seven days’ battle from Gaines Mill to Harrisons Landing, and com- 
manded his company in the action at South Mountain, Maryland, in 


September, 1862, and after this battle was appointed aid-de-camp to 
the late Gen. Calvin B. Pratt. He was later promoted captain in his 
regiment, but was never mustered as such, having been appointed cap- 
tain and assistant adjutant-general of volunteers, to date from March 
11, 1863. He served in the many battles and skirmishes in which the 


Sixth Corps was engaged at Fredericksburg, Chancellorsville, Maryes 
Heights, Salem Church, and Banks Ford; also at Gettysburg, and 
crossed the Rapidan May 4, 1864, and was in all the battles from that 
time until the Sixth Corps attacked Petersburg, Wilderness, Spottsyl- 
vania, and Cold Harbor. 

On July 9, 1864, while adjutant-general Third Division, Sixth Corps, 
he was twice wounded in the arm and through abdomen in the battle 
at Monocacy, Md., and was left for dead on the field. He was ap- 
pointed major and assistant adjutant-general of volunteers July 15, 
1864, and was subsequently brevetted lieutenant-colonel for gallantry 
in action. He was assigned to duty June 10, 1865, with rank and pa 
of lieutenant-colonel, and served as assistant adjutant-general wit 
Maj. Gen. W. 8. Hancock. He was relieved from such assignment July 
11, 1866, and was mustered out and honorably discharged as major and 
assistant adjutant-general of volunteers to date October 31, 1866, hay- 
ing served four years and ten months. 

General King was brevetted colonel for gallantry in sundry actions, 
and was also brevetted brigadier-general of volunteers for “ special 
acts of gallantry during campaign of 1864 and distinguished go con- 
duct during the war.” 

After the war General King, upon the recommendation of many 
general officers, including Wright, Meade, Hancock, and Grant, was 
offered a commission in the Regular Army, but declined the same. In 
civil life he became distinguished and was twice nominated by his party 
for Representative in Congress. 

In 1896 he headed the Republican electoral ticket and was made 
president of the Maryland electoral college, and again in 1900, being 
the only man in Maryland who ever enjoyed the honor of having been 
twice president of the electoral college. 

General King served nearly five years as appraiser of the port of 
Baltimore, and was naval officer of that port for four years. In July, 
1890, he was appointed by President Harrison as consul-general of the 
United States at Paris, France, and served as such until June, 1893. 

General King is now receiving a pension of $30 per month for gun- 
shot wound of right arm and abdomen received in battle. His wounds 
were of a most severe character, and have always incapacitated him 
for any manual labor, and, indeed, have frequently necessitated assist- 
ance frem another person in many of the minor affairs of life. As to 
his present condition, the following statement of Dr. Albert K. Hadel, 
of Baltimore, Md., is of interest: 

“The patient is now suffering from the effect of disabilities, the re- 
sult of an old fracture of the right elbow, received by him as a soldier 


of the United States Army during the civil war, and by a second frac- 
ture, from a recent fall, which has disabled him. To add to his dis- 
abilities he has suffered for a number of years from iritis, and at 
times has become totally blind in both eyes; also suffering during these 
periods from the wound in his left leg. But the most distressing and 
troublesome wound received in the war is the abdominal wound, from 
which he has been suffering since its infliction during the civil war, and 
which at this time has made him so helpless that he requires constant 
assistance in his daily life. 

“It is my opinion that the patient is certainly entitled to the highest 
pension under the law.” 

seneral King is in greatly reduced circumstances, having no prop- 
erty and no means of support except his pension of $30 per month. 

While this committee of late years have been earnestly endeavoring 
to prevent the passage of bills carrying large rates of pension, this 
particular case appeals so strongly to Congress as to make it one of 
exceptional merit. The long and arduous services of General King 
during the late civil war and the wounds he received in battle fully 
justify Congress in voting him a liberal pension. 


Your committee report the bill back favorably with a recommenda- 
tion that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


STEPHEN A. COX. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6526) granting an 
increase of pension to Stephen A. Cox. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen 
A. Cox, late first lieutenant Company H, Fifth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Deemer) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(S. 6526) granting an increase of pension to Stephen A. Cox, have ex- 
amined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3195, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6526) 
granting an increase of pension to Stephen A. Cox, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $20 per month the pension 
of Stephen A. Cox, late first lieutenant Company H, Fifth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Heavy —o 

Claimant is shown by the records of the War Department to have 
enlisted August 30, 1862, in omaeny H, Fifth New York Heavy Ar- 
tillery, and to have served as a private and as a noncommissioned 
officer until May 29, 1863, when promoted second lieutenant, same com- 
pany and regiment. He was promoted first lieutenant February 13, 
1865, and was honorably discharged and mustered out with that rank 
July 19, 1865, after nearly three years of continuous service. 

Claimant filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 
1£90, and is now in receipt of a pension under said act at the rate of 
$12 per month for total ym | to earn a support by manual labor, 
the result of nervous debility and right inguinal hernia. He has never 
ruade claim under the general law. 

Claimant is 70 years of age. It appears by the last report of the 
board of examing surgeons, dated June 10, 1897, that he is totally dis- 
abled for manual labor. He was then rated $6 for disease of heart, 
$4 for rheumatism, $10 for right inguinal hernia, and $30 for disease 
of neryous system. The fact that in 1897 he was allowed the maxi- 
mum pension under the act of June 27, 1890, establishes his total dis- 
ability for manual labor. 

Evidence filed with this committee shows that claimant is disabled 
by rupture, piles, mental and nervous debility, and is wholly incapaci- 
tated for manual labor. It is further shown that he has no property, 
= or personal, and is entirely dependent upon his pension for sup- 
port. 

There are numerous precedents for increasing pension in cases of 
this character, in view of which your committee report the bill back 
favorably with a recommendation that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL T. DICKSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4680) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel T. Dickson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Samuel T. Dickson, late of Company F, Forty-seventh Regiment Wiscon- 
sin Volunteer Infantry, and pay h a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Mrers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(S. 4680) granting an increase of pension to Samuel T. Dickson, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3136, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! (S. 4680) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel T. Dickson, have examined 
the same and report: 

This bill pene to increase from $12 to $24 per month the pension 
of Samuel T. Dickson, of Huron, 8. Dak., late of Company F, Forty- 
seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. 

Claimant is shown by the records of the War Department to have 
enlisted May 5, 1864, as private in Company A, Forty-first Wisconsin 
Infantry, and to have been honorably discharged September 23, 1864. 
He reenlisted January 31, 1865, and served as private, corporal, and 
sergeant in Company F, Forty-seventh Wisconsin Infantry, and was 
honorably discharged September 14, 1865. 
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He never applied for pension under the general law, but he filed and 
established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, and is now pen- 
sioned under said act at the rate of $12 per month on account of rheu- 
matism, disease of heart and lungs, and loss of right hand. It appears 
by the evidence on file in his case, including the last report of the 
board of examining surgeons, dated March 7, 1894, that claimant is 
wholly unable to perform manual labor by reason of his physical disa- 
bilities. The loss of his right hand occurred May 31, 1892, and was 
caused by an attack of phlegmonous erysipelas. 

Claimant is 67 years of age, and evidence filed with your committee 
shows that he is in destitute circumstances, without property, and en- 
tirely dependent on his pension of $12 per month for the support of 
himself and wife. 

An increase of his pension to $24 per month is recommended on _ the 

round of his present condition. It is not due to his service and he 
Sees not require aid and attendance and no greater increase is war- 
ranted. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably, with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. STUBBS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4681) granting an 
increase of pension to John H. Stubbs. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John H. Stubbs, late of Company C, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(S. 4681) granting an increase of pension to John H. Stubbs, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
ment that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3094, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4681) 
granting an increase of pension to John H. Stubbs, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to Increase from $12 to $24 per month the pension 
of John H. Stubbs, of Yankton, 8S. Dak., late of Company C, Second 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, who served from April 22, 
1861, to June 28, 1864, when honorably discharged. 

The claimant originally — for pension under the general law 
February 3, 1882, alleging disease of heart causing partial paralysis, 
but he could furnish no evidence in suport of this claim, for which 
reason it was rejected December 24, 1887. He is now in receipt of a 
pension under the act of June 27, 1890, at the rate of $12 per month for 
total disability due to rheumatism, disease of heart, and senile debility. 

It appears by the last report of the beard of examining surgeons 
dated April 1, 1903, that claimant is wholly unable to perform manual 
labor. lis afflictions are rheumatism, disease of heart, catarrh, partial 
deafness, and general debility, 
noe diminution of physical strength, also some failure of mental 

aciulties.” 

Claimant is 72 
income or means of support except his pension. 

It appears by the evidence that claimant was a brave and faithful 
soldier and took part in many battles and skirmishes during the war; 


the examining surgeons reporting 


years of age and in needy circumstances, having no 
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his claim was allowed to his widow, Lucretia Johnson, the clair 





der this bill, at the rate of $4 per month from discharge, vid 
fever resulting in nervous prostration. 

Claimant was married to the soldier December 30, 1856, and is now 
65 years of age. Her claim under the general law, filed September 4, 
1880, was rejected February 28, 1882, on the ground that soldier's 
death was not due to his military service. She is now pensioned under 
the act of June 27, 1890, at the rate of $8 per month. 

The theory on which the widow's claim under the general law was 
based was that soldier had heart disease as a result of typhoid fever 
contracted in service and for which his claim was allowed, and that 


he suffered from dizzy or fainting spells, during one of which he fell 
overboard from a small boat in which he was rowing and was drowned. 
It may be that this was so, but the evidence on file is not sufficient 
to bear out this contention, and no error can be imputed to the Pensioz 
Bureau in rejecting the general-law claim. 

Claimant, however, is well advanced in years, and it is shown by 
evidence filed with your committee that she has no property and no in 
come except her pension, and is dependent upon others for her means 
of livelihood. She was the wife of the soldier during his service, and 
is therefore a war widow and entitled to favorable consideration, and 
your committee are of opinion that the small increase to the general- 
law rate of $12 per month may very properly be provided to aid in 
her support. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bili was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W. WILLIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 
increase of pension to William W. Willis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
W. Willis, late second lieutenant Company A, Seventh Regiment Minne- 
sota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


2 
Dor 


2) granting an 


to whom was referred the bill 





(S. 5392) granting an increase of pension to William W. Willis, have 
| examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
| mend that the bill do pass. 

[Senate Report No. 2995, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5392) 


granting an increase of pension to William W. Willis, have examined 
the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $15 to $24 per month the pension 

of William W. Willis, of Clinton, La., late second lieutenant Company 
A, Seventh Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry. 
The military records show that William W. Willis enlisted August 9, 
1862, as a sergeant in Company A, Seventh Minnesota Infantry; was 
promoted second lieutenant same company and regiment June 8, 1863, 
and was honorably discharged December 5, 1864. He was mustered in 
January 8, 1865, as captain Company B, Sixty-ninth United States Col- 
ored Infantry, and served as such until July 3, 1865, when honorably 
discharged. e 

Captain Willis is now pensioned at $15 per month on account of injury 
of left ankle incurred in service. He is 74 years of age, and is wholly 
incapacitated for earning a support by manual labor. 





a Several years 
his regiment was a part of the organization known as the “Iron | ago he fell and sustained a fracture of left femur, which has ‘since 
Brigade” in the Army of the Potomac. He is now aged, poor, and | crippled him to such an extent as to necessitate the use of a cane and 
wholly unable to earn a support by his own manual labor. In such | 


cases this committee has granted a substantial increase by doubling 


the pension, and this is a case where justice demands similar action. 


The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation | 


that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 


read the third time, and passed. 


LUCRETIA JOHNSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5891) granting an 


increase of pension to Lucretia Johnson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 


of | 
Lucretia Johnson, widow of George P. Johnson, late of Company M, 


er a pension | 


to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 


Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, and pay h 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil 
(S. 5391) granting an increase of pension to Lucretia Johnson, have 


examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 


that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 2994, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5 


" 
. 


the same and report: 


This bill proposes to Increase from $8 to $12 per month the pension 
of Lucretia Johnson, widow of George P. Johnson, late of Company M, 


Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry. 


The War Department records show that George P. Johnson enlisted 


December 25, 1863, and was mustered in January 5, 1864, as quarter 


master-sergeant in Company M, Second Minnesota Cavalry, to serve 
The 
hospital records show that he was treated from September 9, 1865, to 


three years, and was honorably discharged December 4, 1865. 
October 12, 1865, and from November 9, 1865, to 
for typhiod fever. 

Soldier filed a claim under the 
of typhoid fever, alleging that it 
and a broken-down constitution. 
had resulted in debility and nervous weakness. 


or 


ovember 25, 1865 


eneral law August 1, 1877, on accoun 


391) 
granting an increase of pension to Lucretia Johnson, have examined 


ad resulted in a difficulty of his lungs 
He further alleged that typhoid fever 
ie died May 29, 1878, 
a few months after applying, having been accidentally drowned, and 


crutch in walking. ‘This fall was seemingly induced by the weakness 
or injury of left ankle, incurred in service, and for which he is pen- 
sioned. He also suffers from hernia and rheumatism, and when 
examined, November 12, 1902, was rated $20 for injuries of left lee and 
hernia. A prior medical examination, dated December 24, 1901, rated 
him $36 for all disabilities, including fracture and total disability of 
left leg. ‘ 

Evidence accompanying the bill shows that claimant is poor and 
needy, his means of support being practically limited to the small pen 
sion he now receives. n view of his advanced age, his total disability 
and great poverty, and his faithful service of nearly three years, your 
committee are of opinion that a reasonable increase of his pension may 
very properly be provided to aid in his support. : 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendati 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


last 


yn 


JOHN M. C. SOWERS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5463) granting an 
increase of pension to John M. C. Sowers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 


l 


» 


and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John M. C. Sowers, late of Company D, Seventy-seventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, Fifth Regiment 


United States Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Mters of Indiana) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred t bill 
(S. 5463) granting an increase of pension to John M. C. Sowers, have 


examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


he 
he 





[Senate Report No. 2997, Fifty-eighth Congress, third sesston.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5463) 
granting an increase of pension to John M. C. Sowers, have examined 
the sume and report : ° 
This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the pension 
of John M. C. Sowers, late of Company D, Seventy-seventh Regiment 
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Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, Fifth Regiment 
United States Veteran Volunteer Infantry. 

Claimant is shown by the records of the War Department to have en- 
listed September 3, 1861, and to have served as private in Company D, 
Seventy-seventh Pennsylvania Infantry, until October 13, 1864, when 
honorably discharged. He reenlisted April 3, 1865, as private in Com- 
pany G, Fifth United States Veteran Infantry, and was honorably dis- 
charged April 3, 1866. His total length of service was four years. 

He filed a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, established it, and 
since August 7, 1890, has been in receipt of a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month for rheumatism, disease of heart, varicose veins of right 
leg, and disease of eyes. He filed a claim under the general law 





March 27, 1897, alleging rheumatism and disease of eyes and ears, but 
this claim was rejected January 2, 1900, on the ground of no record or 
other proof of service origin. 

Claimant is now totally blind and requires the constant aid and at- 
tendance of another person. This is shown by the last report of the 
board of examining surgeons, his disability from blindness ing rated 
at $72. In addition to total blindness he suffers from a weak heart, 
varicose veins, and rheumatism. His blindness is caused by atrophy of 
the optic nerve, for which there is no cure, and has existed for several 


years. 

_ Claimant is 64 years of age. His post-office address is No. 1002 
South Eighth street, La Crosse, Wis. e is in destitute circumstances, 
having no property or other resources, and is wholly dependent upon his 
pension for his support. 

In view of claimant's faithful and honorable service of four years, his 
total disability and blindness, and his extreme poverty, your committee 
are of opinion that an increase of his pension to $30 per month is emi- 
nently just and proper. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed, 

LA FAYETTE SMITH, 

The next pension business was the bill (8. 5577) granting an 
increase of pension to La Fayette Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby. authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of La 
Fayette Smith, late of Seventh Independent Battery Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 5577) granting an increase of pension to La Fayette Smith, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


{Senate Report No. 3006, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5577) 
granting an increase of pension to La Fayette Smith, have examined 
the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the pension 
of La Fayette Smith, late of Seventh Independent Battery Wisconsin 
Volunteer Light Artillery. 

The military records show that La Fayette Smith first enlisted April 
18, 1861, as private in Company A, First Wisconsin Infantry, and 
served four months, being honorably discharged and mustered out with 
his company August 21, 1861. He reenlisted October 21, 1861, as 
sergeant in the Seventh Independent Battery Wisconsin Light Artil- 
ey, and was honorably discharged by expiration of service October 
=4, 1864. 

He is now in receipt of a pension under the act of June 27, 1890, at 
the rate of 312 per month for total disability resulting from loss of use 
of legs and feet. He was formerly pensioned under the general law at 
the rate of $8 per month for shell wound of right shoulder received in 
battle at Red Mound, Tenn., December 30, 1862, and his claim for in- 
crease filed March 22, 1899, was rejected October 30, 1902. 

On March 22, 1899, claimant made claim under the general law for 
additional disabilities—rheumatism and paralysis—but the same was 
rejected October 28, 1902, on the ground of no record and claimant's 
inability to furnish the necessary evidence connecting his disabilities 
with his military service. 

It appears from the evidence on file, including the reports of medical 
examinations, that claimant is wholly incapacitated for the performance 
of manual labor. When he was examined in July, 1890, the examining 
surgeon reported him as utterly helpless, requiring the constant at- 
tendance of a second person. In July, 1894, an examining surgeon re- 
ported him as needing the periodical aid and attention of another per- 
son, and it appears from the last report of the board of examining 
surgeons at Waupaca, Wis., December 13, 1899, that he is wholly un- 
able to perform manual labor by reason of shell wound of the right 
shoulder, rheumatism, heart disease, and paralysis of both legs. 

The following medical affidavit showing claimant's condition is filed 
with your committee: 

STATE OF WISCONSIN, County of Waupaca, 88: 

On this — day of April, 1904, personally appeared before me, a notary 
public in and for the county and State aforesaid, T. W. Trimble, aged 
54 years, a resident of the city of Waupaca, in the State of Wisconsin, 
who being duly sworn according to law, declares that he is a physician 
and surgeon, duly licensed to practice as such as required by law. 

That he knows La Fayette Smith, who makes the petition hereto 
attached. That he made an examination of said La Fayette Smith on 
the 4th day of April, 1904. That he finds kim suffering from the 
effects of a shell wound on right shoulder which carried away a part 
of clavicle and part of shoulder blade, leaving the right arm disabled 


three-fourths or more for usefulness. ‘That he is also suffering from 
rheumatism in both feet and ankles, the toes of both feet being so that 
he can not wear an ordinary shoe, and his ankles having but little 


motion on account of anchylosis; that the muscles of his legs below 
the knees are atrophied fully two-thirds; that he is unable to walk 
without a cane, and then very slowly. 

That from these disabilities he is unable to perform any manual labor, 
and that there are no prospects of his ever being better than he is 


to-day. 
T. W. TRIMBLE, M. D. 
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Sworn to and subscribed before, me this 11th day of April, 1904, and 
I hereby certify that the contents of the above affidavit were fully made 
known and explained to affiant before making oath, and that I have no 
interest, direct or indirect, in the claim of Fayette Smith, referred 
to in said affidavit. 

[SBAL.] Wm. DRESSEN, 
Notary Public for Wisconsin, 


My commission expires August 13, 1905. 


Claimant is 69 years of age and is in destitute circumstances, having 
no property or other resources and being entirely dependent on his small 

nsion for his support. His post-office address is Wisconsin Veteran 
Home, Waupaca, Wis. 

In view of claimant’s advanced age, his long and faithful service, his 
extreme poverty, and inability to earn a support by his own manual 
labor, your committee are of opinion that an increase of his pension to 
$30 per month is fully warranted. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. WHITE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5999) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. White. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. ite, late of Company C, Highty-fifth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 5999) granting an increase of pension to William H. White, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
ment that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 2993, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5999) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. White, have examined 
the same and report: 

William H. White, the beneficiary under this bill, is hopelessly in- 
sane and confined to the Eau Claire, Wis., County Asylum. He was a 
soldier of the war of the rebellion, serving as a private in Company C, 
Eighty-fifth New York Volunteer Infantry, from January 13, 1864, to 
June 6, 1865, when pee discharged. He was a prisoner of war, 
having been captured in battle at Plymouth, N. C., April 20, 1864, and 
was confined in prisons at Andersonville, Ga., and Florence, 8. C., until 
February 27, 1865, when paroled. 

Soldier contracted chronic diarrhea and scurvy in prison, and made 
claim at the Bureau under the general law and was pensioned for 
chronie diarrhea and resultin pile , and disease of mouth, result of 
scurvy, at $8 from May 2, 1887, date of filing claim, which was in- 
creased to $10 per month from December 9, 1891. His last claim for 
increase, filed September 10, 1902, was rejected May 18, 1903, on the 
ground that his rate was commensurate with the disability from pen- 
sioned causes. 

Soldier could have obtained arrears <7 had he apgites before 
July 1, 1880, but he was self-reliant and refused to ask aid from the 
Government until his necessities compelled him to do so. In the spring 
of 1903 he developed symptoms of mental derangement, and in June, 
1903, he was declared insane and has since been confined to the county 
asylum for permanent care and treatment. His case is pronounced by 
the medical men to be hopeless and incurable. 

Claimant’s wife depended upon him for support. They have no 
property and no resources aside from his small pension, and have been 
— aided by charity. 

Soldier’s deplorable condition and extreme poverty, coupled with his 
faithful service and long imprisonment, warrant the increase proposed 
in the bill, the passage of which is recommended. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SOLOMON KNIGHT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 139) granting an 
increase of pension to Solomon Knight. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Solo- 
mon Knight, late of Case BY, First Regiment Nebraska Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Crow trey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 189) granting an increase of pension to Solomon Knight, have ex- 
amined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 2970, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 139) 
granting an increase of pension to Solomon Knight, have examined 
the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $24 — month the pension 
of Solomon Knight, of Bellevue, Nebr., late private in Company F, 
First Regiment Nebraska Volunteer ae who served from June 24, 
1861, to November 10, 1864, when honorably discharged. 

Claimant is now pensioned at $12 oe month under the act of June 
27, 1890, for rheumatism. This disability originated about fifteen years 
ago, and is not due to his military service. When he was last exam- 
ined, April 29, 1891, he was found to be totally disabled for manual 
labor by reason of rheumatism, and was rated at $30 per month. 

Evidence filed with your committee shows that claimant is a con- 
firmed invalid from chronic rheumatism, unable to labor, and unable to 
move about without the aid of crutches. He is over 65 years of age 
and is in necessitous circumstances, without property, and dependent 
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upon his pension for support. Ue is shown to be a man of good habits. 
is petition, which is fully corroborated by evidence of his physician 
and neighbors, is as follows: 


Srare or NEBRASKA, County of Douglas, ss: 


Solomon Knight, being first duly sworn, in the matter of his applica- 
tion for a special pension bill in Congregs for the increase of his pen- 
sion, declares as follows: 

I am at the present time in receipt of a pension of $12 per month 
under the act of June 27, 1890, that being the highest rate obtainable 
under said pension law. I am in necessitous circumstances, owning no 
real estate and no personal property, except a span of horses, no cattle, 
and five head of hogs, and am at present living on the Missouri River 
bottoms, but have no title. My family consists of five children. The 
oldest is a daughter 15 years old, and my youngest child is a daughter 5 
years old. My wife died three years ago, and my said daughter, aged 15, 


s in very poor health with inflammatory rheumatism and needs hospital | 


treatment. I have not the means to provide her with needed treatment. 
I served nearly three and one-half years in ee F, of the First 
Regiment Nebraska Cavalry Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion. I 
have been during the past ten years a confirmed invalid with chronic 
rheumatism, and have not been during this period at any time able to 
move about unless with the aid of crutches, and utterly unable to do 
manual labor. The number of my certificate is No. 650637. Since I 
have no other recourse, I ask of Congress an increase of my rate of 
pension to an appropriate amount. My address is Bellevue, Sarpy 
County, Nebr. 
SoLoMON (his x mark) KNIGHT. 
Witnesses : 
HrraM A. STURGES. 
W. B. JOHNSON. 

Subscribed in my presence and sworn to before me on this 6th day 
of Jfnuary, 1903. 

[SEAL] HiraAM A. STURGES, 

Notary Public. 

Your committee are of opinion that the soldier’s almost helpless con- 
dition and extreme poverty, coupled with his service of over three years, 
warrant an increase of his pension to $14 per month as proposed in the 
bill, the passage of which is recommended. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
WILLIAM SWEET. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1560) grating an 
increase of pension to William Sweet. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wiliam 
Sweet, late of Company B, Ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and Company F, One hundred and seventy-sixth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. CrowLey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the hill 


(S. 1560) granting an increase of pension to William Sweet, have exam- 


ined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that 
the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3134, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referre] the bill (S. 1560) 
granting an increase of pension to William Sweet, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $24 per month the pension 
of William Sweet, of Hill City, Kans., late of Company B, Ninth Rezi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Company F, One hundred and 
seventy-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

Claimant is shown by the records of the War Department to have en- 
listed September 5, 1861, and to have served as private in Company B, 
Ninth Indiana Infantry, until December 28, 1863, when honorably dis- 
charged. He is further shown to have reenlisted September 5, 1864, as 
private in Company F, One hundred and seventy-sixth Ohio Infantry, 
and to have been honorably discharged June 14, 1865. 

He filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, and 
is now in receipt of a pension under said act at the rate of $12 per 
month for total disability for manual labor due to gunshot wound of 
left arm, diarrhea, lumbago, fracture of right hip, and senility. He 
was formerly pensioned under the general law for gunshot wound of 
left arm received in battle at Buffalo Mountain, Virginia, December 13, 
1861. 


It appears from the last report of the board of examining surgeons, | 


dated April 25, 1900, that claimant is totally disabled for the perform- 
ance of labor of any kind. He was rated $4 for gunshot wound, $15 
for chronic diarrhea, $17 for heart disease, $17 for general debility, 
and $30 for injury to right hip. ‘The examining surgeons reported that 
claimaut walked with crutches, was unable to do any manual labor, and 
needed assistance in dressing and undressing. 

Claimant is 77 years of age and in destitute circumstances, having 
no property or other resources and being entirely dependent upon his 
pension for support. 

In view of his advanced age, his total disability and extreme poverty, 
and his faithful service of three years, your committee are of opinion 
that an increase of his pension to $24 per month may very properly be 
provided to aid in his support. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably, with the recommenda- 
tion that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; read the third time, 
and passed. 

SAMUEL A. THOMAS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 2538) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel A. Thomas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
A. Thomas, late of Company H, First Regiment Maine Volunteer 


Hieavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The report (by Mr. Crowtey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2538) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. Thomas, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 2971, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2538) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. Thomas, have examined 
the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the pension 
of Samuel A. Thomas, late of Company H, First Regiment Maine Vol- 
unteer Heavy Artillery. 

The military records show that Samuel A. Thomas enlisted November 
30, 1863, as private in above organization, and was honorably dis- 
charged June 2, 1865, upon surgeon's certificate of disability, in conse- 
quence of anchylosis of left elbow joint, from gunshot wound received 
in battle before Petersburg, Va., June 18, 1864. The hospital records 
show that he was treated for gunshot wound of left elbow from June 
18, 1864, to discharge. 

Soldier was originally pensioned under the general law for gunshot 
wound of left elbow at $6 per month from discharge, which rate was 
reduced to $2.66 per month from March 4, 1869, and then increased to 
$4 per month from February 24, 1876; to $6 per month from December 
26, 1884, and to $8 per month from October 15, 1890. He is now 
pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month for total 
inability to earn a support by manual labor, resulting from gunshot 
wound of left elbow, rheumatism, and left inguinal hernia. 

On April 15, 1904, claimant filed a claim for renewal and increase, 
under the general law, alleging entire loss of use of left arm by reason 
of gunshot wound of left elbow and rheumatism. His claim was re- 
jected December 2, 1904, by the medical referee, on the ground that he 
was not entitled to a rate for gunshot wound of left elbow equal to 
that he was receiving under the act of June 27, 1890, his condition 
being due in part to other than pensioned cause. 

May 14, 1884, claimant made claim under the general law for hernia 
of left side, alleged to have been incurred by jumping a ditch before 
Petersburg, Va., in June, 1864. This claim was rejected April 3, 1885, 
upon the ground of “ claimant’s inability to furnish any testimony.” 

The examining surgeon by whom claimant was examined at Hailey, 
Idaho, June 16, 1904, described his condition as follows: 

There are several scars 34 inches below elbow on left arm, two on 
anterior and one at junction of posterior and external surfaces, each 
one 13 inches in diameter. Those on anterior surface slightly reddened 
but not adherent or dragging, that on outer surface is not reddened but 
is adherent and dragging. All scars are tender on touch. The an- 
terior scars represent wound of entrance and subsequent sinus froia 
sloughing and necrosis; external scar represents wound of exit. The 
flexor muscles of forearm are wasted and tendons contracted. Motion 
limited one-fourth degree. Elbow and shoulder joints not enlarged, 
but are quite tender on pressure. Forcible extension causes excessive 
pain. The forearm at middle and just below scars is swollen and very 
tender. The skin of arm and hand Its cool, moist; and cyanosed. There 
is feebleness of heart's action. There is calcareous degeneration of 
arteries evidenced by hardening of arteries, arcus senilis,” ete. 

A prior medical examination, dated March 7, 1903, reported claim- 
— disability from wound and rheumatism as equal to loss of hand 
or foot. 

The following is a copy of medical affidavit on file in his case: 

HAILey, IDAHO, December 2, 1908. 

We find upon careful examination of Samuel A. Thomas, whose name 
is inscribed upon pension certificate No. 57578, date, October 20, 1897, 
the following conditions: (1) The left arm permanently useless and 
carries same in a sling all of the *time—result of wound in war and 
rheumatism. The arm is atrophied, muscles soft and flabby; condition 
of scar adhered and tender, and shows loss of considerable bone and 
tissue, rendering the arm totally useless. (2) The left leg, from wound 
at hip, is also atrophied, muscles soft and flabby, the ankle weak, caus- 
ing great difficulty for applicant to get around. (3) Spasmodic at- 
tacks of asthma, so the applicant can not sleep except in a chair 

F. D. FARRER, M. D. 
J. J. PLUMMER, M. D. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 4th day of December, 1903. 

GEO. A. McLEop, 
Clerk of District Court, Blaine County, Idaho. 

It appears that claimant is over 70 years of age and in very destitute 
circumstances, being entirely dependent upon his pension of $12 per 
month for his support. The fact that he was allowed the maximum 


rate under the act of June 27, 1890, establishes his total disability for 
manual labor. His advanced age, total disability, and extreme poverty, 
coupled with his faithful service and wound received in battle, war 
rant the increase proposed in the bill, the passage of which is recom 


mended. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
ELLEN ORR. 


The next pension business was the bill (8. 
pension to Ellen Orr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and h: 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bilen 
Orr, widow of Thomas J. Orr, late of Company A, Fifty-seventh Regi 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $8 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Hotiipay) is as follows: 


2674) granting a 





The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the 
(S. 2674) granting a pension to Ellen Orr, have examined the same 
and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that the bill do 


pass. 
[Senate Report No. 3093, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2674) 
granting a pension to Ellen Orr, have examined the same and report: 
This bill proposes to grant a pension of $8 per month to Elien Orr, 
of Greenfield, Ind., widow of Thomas J. Orr, who served as private and 
corporal in Company A, Fifty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
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Rneaatey — October 18, 1861, to December 14, 1865, when honor- 
ably discharged. 

Soldier filed and established a claim under the general law and was 
pensioned for disease of eyes, the result of typhoid fever, of service 
origin, at the rate of $50 per month from October 6, 1884. He died 
September 2, 1902, of gastro-intestinal catarrh. 

Claimant, who is 52 years of age, was married to the soldier Novem- 
ber 10, 1892. ‘There is no existing law under which she can obtain 
pension at the Bureau. She can not prove that her husband’s death 
was due to his military service, and her marriage to the soldier subse- 
ent to June 1890, bars her right to pension under the law of 
that date. 

It appears from the evidence on file that claimant is in very de- 
pendent circumstances. The little property she possesses is worth not 
more than $1,000 or $1,200, and is mortgaged for $500, and she is 








threatened with its loss. The only income or source of revenue she 
has is the small rental value of a part of her home. It further ap- 
pears that she is an invalid from rheumatism and almost helpless and 
l » to walk without assistance; she is wholly unable to maintain 
herself by her own labor. 


Ir view of the soldier's faithful service of over four years, the desti- 
tution and helplessness of his widow, and the fact that her marriage 
to him occurred so short a while after the passage of the act of June 
“7, 1890, your committee are of opinion that she can properly be 
granted the pension of $8 per month provided by that law. 

‘ The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and passed. 


read the third time, 


EDWARD DONNELLY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17130) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward Donnelly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ed- 
ward Donnelly, late of Company F, Fifth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SuLLowAy) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 17130) granting an increase of pension to Edward Donnelly, 
submit the following report: 

: An increase of pension from $12 to $40 per month is sought in the 
vill. 

Mr. Donnelly, now 63 years of age, served as a private in Company 

G, Sixty-ninth New York Volunteers, from May 26, 1862, 





ber 3, 1862, when honorably discharged with his company, and again 
as a corporal in Com F, Fifth New York Heavy Artillery, from | 
January 19, 1863, to J 10, 1865, when honorably discharged, and 





was a prisoner of war from October 19, 1864, to February 28, 1865, 
when paroled. 5 : 
He is now pensioned under the act of June 2 1890, at $12 per 


month for total disability, the result of disease of liver, piles, pharyn- | r 
| bill. 


gitis, and total deafness of both ears. 

He never applied for pension under the general law, but stated that 
he contracted a fever, stomach trouble, piles, catarrh, and resulting 
deafness while in Libby and Salisbury prisons. 

He states in papers filed with your committee that he is unable to 
file proof to prosecute a claim under the general law, for the reason 
that the men who were in prison with him were either dead or had 
gone to parts unknown; that the fact, however, of his having been in 
the Saulsbury stockade and the suffering endured there and the 
effects and suffering caused by his confinement should be evidence con- 
clusive that he was entitled to an increase of pension. 


When last examined, in October, 1896, the board of surgeons at New | 
and | 


found the soldier to be suffering from disease of the liver 
catarrh, pharyngitis, piles, disease of rectum, total deafness of 
and general debility, and stated that there was a marked gen- 
the soldier was so weak at times that he 


York 
spleen, 
both ears, 
eral debility, and that 


-unable to walk, and at those times must have the assistance of another 
person to dress and undress himself. 

It is more than probable that the soldier's present disabilities are 
the result of the hardships and suffering endured by him during his 
service and as a prisoner of war, and inasmuch as he is now shown to 
be well-nigh helpless an increase of his pension from $12 to $24 per 


month is in line with numerous precedents. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty” 
word ‘“ twenty-four.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 


reading: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
ANNIE CREAGH,. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5623) granting 
a pension to-Annie Creagh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie 
Creagh, widow of James Creagh, deceased, late of Company A, Tenth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5623) granting a pension to Annie Creagh, submit the following 
report : ; Q 

An increase of pension from $8 to $12 per month is sought in the 
bill. 


The beneficiary named in the bill, now 54 years of age, is the widow | 
of James Creagh, who served as a private in Company A, Tenth Ken- 
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tucky mntuetey, from November 28, 1861, to December 6, 1864, and 
who was pensioned under the general law at $14 per month on account 
of a gunshot wound of the left shoulder received in action at Jones- 
boro, Ga., in September, 1864, and on account of a right inguinal hernia 
also incurred in the service. 

He died July 20, 1900, from disease of the kidneys. 

The beneficiary. who married the soldier on May 16, 1870, is now 
pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month upon proof 
that she had not remarried since the soldier’s death and was dependent 
upon her daily labor, etc., within the meaning of said act as amended 
by the act of May 9, 1900. 

Her claim to pension tinder the general laws was rejected in August, 
1901, upon the ground that her husband’s fatal disease had no connec- 
tion with the gunshot wound of left shoulder and hernia for which he 
was pensioned under the general law and was not otherwise shown to 
have been a result of his military service. 

Medical examinations in the soldier’s case show that as late as 1885 
there was a fistulous opening over the anterior margin of the deltoid 
muscle of the left arm as a result of the wound of the shoulder, and it 
is quite probable that the soldier’s fatal disease was to some degree de- 
pendent upon this suppurating wound of the shoulder. 

Under these circumstances the relief sought in the bill is justified, 
and the passage of the same is recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ deceased.” 

In line 9, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Annie Creagh.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CATHARINE LOXLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18488) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Catherine Loxley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to _ on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Catherine Loxley, widow of Josiah Loxley, late of Company B, Thirty- 
seventh Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: 
Provided, That in the event of the death of the helpless child, Mary 
Loxley, on whose account the pension of said Catherine Loxley is in- 
creased, the pension of said Catherine Loxley shall continue only at 
the rate of $8 per month from and after the date of the death of said 
helpless child. 


The report (by Mr. DreMeER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18438) granting an increase of pension to Catherine Loxley, 
submit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $8 to $20 per month is sought in the 


Catharine Loxley, the beneficiary named in the bill, now 53 years of 
age, is the widow of Josiah Loxley, late of Company Bb, Thirty-seventh 
New Jersey Volunteers, who died May 23, 1884. 

She is pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month 
upon proof that she had not remarried since the soldier’s death and 
was dependent upon her daily labor and had the care and maintenance 
of a child of the soldier, Mary, born December 28, 1870, who was help- 
less, having no use of her lower limbs. 

She could not receive a pension in the Pension Bureau on account 
of said helpless child, as it was over 16 years of age at the time of the 
passage of the act of June 27, 1890. 

Proof filed with your committee shows that this child Mary is a 
daughter of the soldier; that she was born deformed, never having the 
use of her limbs; that she is also a hunchback; and that she is cared 
for and maintained by her mother, who is compelled to go out washing 


mts 


Following the rules of the Senate and House, the child Mary having 
been shown to have been helpless prior to and since her arrival at the 
age of 16 years, an increase of the widow's pension to $20 per month 
to aid her in the care and maintenance of said child is justified, and 
the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Catherine” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Catharine.” 

Strike out all of lines 10, 11, 12, 13, and 14 and insert in lieu thereof 


| the following: 


“That in the event of the death of Mary Loxley, helpless and de- 
pendent child of said Josiah Loxley, the additional pension herein 
granted shall cease and determine: And provided further, That in the 
event of the death of Catharine Loxley the name of said Mary Loxley 
shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month from and 
after the date of death of said Catharine Loxley.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Catharine Loxley.” 


EPHRAIM F. HAYS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18391) granting 
an increase of pension to E. F. Hays. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to _— on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of E. F. 
Hays, late adjutant Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, 
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and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that | 
he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 18391) granting an increase of pension to E. F. Hays, submit 
wo bese ot gandtal from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 


Ephraim F. Hays, the officer named in the bill, and now 65 years of 
age, served as first lieutenant of Company A and as adjutant of the 
Twelfth Kentucky Infantry from September 20, 1861, to September 25, 
1864, when honorably discharged. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of diarrhea, disease of rectum, 
and partial paralysis. 

When last examined, in November, 1894, the board of surgeons at 
Somerset, Ky., stated that the officer had, on an average, two dis- 
charges per day from the bowels; suffered from muscular rheumatism 
affecting the muscles about the shoulders; that he had paralysis of the 
seventh pair of nerves, or Bell's paralysis of the left side of face; that 
some affection of speech could then be seen; that he bore the appear- 
ance of premature old age, complained of insomnia, and gave every 
evidence of a broken-down constitution, had prolapsus of the rectum, 
and ulcers, and was unable to do manual labor. 

The statement of Hon. W. G. HuntTER, the Member who introduced 
the bill, filed with your committee, shows that the officer is in a very 
helpless condition by reason of injuries recently received and requires 
the assistance of another person, and that he has no means of support 
whatever aside from his pension. 

Considering the officer’s service of three years, his present helpless- 
ness and destitution, an increase of his pension to the amount sought 
in the bill is justified, and its passage is therefore recommended when 
amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the 
word “ Ephraim.” , 

In same line, after the word “ late,” insert the words “ first lieuten- 
ant Company A, and.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ephraim F. Hays.” 

NANCY BEDFORD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17362) granting 
a pension to Nancy Bedford. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directsd to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitat.ons of the pension laws, the name of | 
Nancy Bedford, widow of Thomas Bedford, late of Company A, Third 
Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 17362) granting an increase of pension to Nancy Bedford, sub- 
mit the following report: 

A pension of $12 per month is sought in the bill. 

Thomas Bedford, the soldier named in the bill, served as a fifer in 
Company A, Third Rhode Island Heavy Artillery, from August 21, 1861, 
to August 31, 1864, when honorably discharged. 

He was pensioned under the general law at $24 per month on account 
of disease of lungs and resulting disease of heart, and died May 9, 1904, 
of valvular heart disease and bronchitis. 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 78 years of age, is shown to 
have been ceremonially married to the soldier at Stonington, Conn., on 
September 13, 1855, and to have lived with the soldier as his wife for 
the period of forty-nine years, or until the soldier’s death; that there 
was no bar to her marriage with the soldier; that according to the bene- 
ficiary’s statements, however, the soldier had been previously married 


letter “FE.” and insert in lieu thereof the 


in England and separated from his first wife by mutual agreetaent, | 


— that such first wife was living at the date of her marriage with the 
soldier. 

The beneficiary was unable to furnish any proof of the death or di- 
vorce of the soldier's first wife, hence her claim to pension under the 
general law was rejected in December, 1904, upon the ground that at 


the time of her marriage to the soldier he had a wife living from whom | 
| fett, the name of said Ermina L. Moffett shall be placed on the pens 


he was not divorced and who appeared to have survived the soldier. t 
The beneficiary alleged that she was told by the soldier that he had 


| tenant in 


been previously married in England; that he and his wife separated | 


there by mutual agreement and that she had gone to live with another 
man, and that owing to the large expense they did not have any writ- 
ing to show for it; and that about forty years ago a cousin of the sol- 
dier, now dead, informed her that the soldier’s first wife was then liy- 
ing with another man as his wife. 

The beneficiary and soldier were always recognized as husband and 
wife and raised a very respectable family of children. 

No other person has applied for pension as the widow of the soldier. 

The beneficiary married the soldier in good faith, believing that he 


had legal capacity to marry, his first wife having remarried, and it | 


being shown that he died of a disease contracted in the service and 

that the beneficiary is poor and quite aged, the relief sought in the bill 

is believed to be proper and the passage of the same is recommended. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


CATHARINE CONWAY. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17090) granting 


an increase of pension to Catharine Conway. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the i je 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, ura 


Catharine Conway, widow of John Conway, late first lieutenant C 
pany K, Sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 


her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is n 
receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 


(H. R. 17090) granting an increase of pension to Catharine Conway, 
submit the following report: ; 

An increase of pension from $17 to $50 per month is sought in the 
bill 


Mrs. Conway is the widow of John Conway, who served as first lis 
Company K, Sixty-ninth New York Infantry, from Oct 
25, 1861, to September 17, 1862, when he was killed at the bat 
Antietam. 

The beneficiary was married to him on January 7, 1846, ar 
and has been since the death of her husband a pensioner under the 
general law at $17 per month. 

Proof filed with your committee shows that the 





beneficiary 


about 83 years of age, and for the past two years has been physically 
incapacitated, and that she has no means of support or resources e) 
cept the pension which she is now receiving and a small house in which 


she resides, salable perhaps for $500, and that she has been depen t 
for the past two years upon the contributions of others in order to 
secure the comfort and support necessary at her great age. 

Following the rules of the Senate and House in like cases, the ben 
ficiary being shown to be an invalid and wholly dependent -upon her 
pension, an increase of her pension to $25 per month is justified, and 
the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ 
word “ twenty-five.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a d 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 





and insert in lieu thereof the 





SARAH T. MOFFETT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15873) grantin 
an increase of pension to Sarah P. Moffett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
P. Moffett, widow of Henry C. Moffett, late of the First Battalion, Dis 
trict of Columbia Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, That 
in the event of the death of Ermina L. Moffett, helpless and dependent 
child of said Henry C. Moffett, the additional pension herein granted 
shall cease and determine. 

The report (by Mr. Deemer) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensi to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 15873) granting an increase of pension to Sarah P. Moffett, sub 
mit the following report : 

The bill proposes to increase the pension of 
therein from $8 to $20 per month. 

Sarah I. Moffett is the widow of Henry C. Moffett, who served as a 
private in Capt. Robert Boyd’s company, First Battalion District of 
Columbia Infantry, from April 18, 1861, to July 18, 1861, when hon- 
orably discharged, and who died June 17, 1891. 

She is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month 
upon proof that she was married to the soldier February 20, 1879, had 
not remarried since his death, and was dependent upon her daily labor. 

She has also received an additional pension of $2 per month on 
account of a helpless child of the soldier, Ermina L., born on September 
16, 1888, the helplessness of such child being due to congenital paral- 
ysis. 

The child is shown to be cared for and maintained by 
widow, having no means of support of its own. 


ns, 


the beneficiary named 


its mother, the 


Following the rules of the Senate and House in like cases, the child 
having been helpless prior to its arrival at the age of 16 years and 
since, an increase of the widow’s pension from $8 to $20 per month 
recommended in order to aid the mother in the care and maintenance 
of said child, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended 
when amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “P.”’ and insert in lieu thereof t 
letter “ T.” 

In same line strike out the word “the” and insert in lieu tl 
the words “ Robert Boyd's company.” 

In line 12, after the word “ determine,” insert the words 

And provided further, That in the event of the death of Sarah T. Mo 


roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws 
the rate of $12 per month from and after the date of death of said 
Sarah T. Moffett. 

Amend the title so as to read: 
to Sarah T. Moffett.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


“A bill granting an increase of pet 


CLARA G. BACON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
ing a pension to Clara G. Bacon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clara 
G. Bacon, widow of Francis H. Bacon, late of Company , Twenty 
second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Linpsay) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 15149) granting a pension to Clara G. Bacon, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

A pension of $12 per month Is sought In the bill. 


15149) grant- 
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The beneficiary named in the bill, now 47 years of age, is the widow 
of Francis H, Bacon, who served as a private in Company A, Twenty- 
second Massachusetts Volunteers, from September 2, 1861, to Septem- 
ber 26, 1862, when discharged on surgeon’s certificate of disability by 
reason . a gunshot wound of the pelvis, received at Gaines Mills 
June 27, 1862. 

lie died January 21, 1898, of apoplexy and resulting paralysis while 
a pensioner under the general law at $12 per month on account of said 
wound. 

The beneficiary was married to the soldier on January 4, 1893, and 
hence is barred from pension under the act of June 27, 1890. 

Her general-law claim was rejected in November, 1898, upon the 


ground that her husband’s death had no connection with the wound | 


for which he was pensioned. 

She filed medical testimony in the Pension Bureau tending to show 
that the soldier’s long-continued suffering from the wound brought on 
great nervous and physical exhaustion, ending in cerebral hemorrhage 
and paralysis. 

Proof filed with your committee shows that the beneficiary has no 
property or means of support except her daily labor, and that she has 
cared for herself since her husband’s death by teaching, which means 
is liable to be cut off at any time on account of her advancing age. 

While your committee is not satisfied that the soldier’s death was a 
direct result of his wound, it is of the opinion that the doubts in the 
case should be resolved in favor of the beneficiary to the extent of 
granting her relief at the rate of $8 per month. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the woru “ Twenty-second,” insert the letter “A.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “‘ twelve ”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ eight.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ISRAEL N. GREEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18779) granting 
an increase of pension to Israel N. Green. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Israel N. Green, late of Company L, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Grgson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18779) granting an increase of pension to Israel N. Green, sub- 
mit the foilowing report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $50 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The War Department records show that the soldier named in the bill, 
now 78 years of age, served as a private in Company L, Third Iowa 
Cavalry, from August 13, 1861, to August 9, 1865, when honorably 
discharged, and that he is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 
1890, at $12 per month for total disability—the result of varicose veins 
of the right leg, disease of heart, rheumatism, and impaired sight. 

When last examined, in October, 1898, the board of surgeons rated 
him $6 for varicose veins, $6 for impaired sight, and $6 for rheumatism. 

The statements of Drs. J. Dyall and T. K. Proctor, of Sulphur 
Springs, Tex., filed with your committee, set forth that the soldier is 
now practically blind, being merely able to distinguish light from dark- 
ness, that he can not discern objects of any kind, and that he is unable 
to do any labor; and other proof filed shows that the soldier has no 
income except the pension which he is now receiving. 

The soldier having rendered four years of faithful service and being 
now practically blind and destitute, an inerease of his pension to $30 
per month is in line with numerous precedents. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word ‘“ fifty ”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE ARTHUR ROWE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18629) grant- 
ing a pension to George Arthur Rowe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
Arthur Rowe, a son of Charles Rowe, late of Company G, Eighty-ninth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Mrezs of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18629) granting a pension to George Arthur Rowe, submit the 
following report: 

The bill proposes to pension the beneficiary named therein as the son 
of Charles Rowe, late of Company G, Highty-ninth Illinois Infantry, 
at $12 per month. 

Whe soldier named in the bill served as a private in Company G, 
Bighty-ninth Illinois Infantry, from August 9, 1862, to June 10, 1865, 
when honorably discharged, and died May 23, 1889, of softening of the 
brain. 

His widow, now 65 years of age, who married him on April 4, 1858, 
is now and has been since July 16, 1890, a pensioner under the act of 
June 27, 1890, at $8 per month upon proof that she had not remarried 
since the soldier’s death and was dependent within the meaning of said 
act. 

Proof filed in the Pension Bureau in 1894 shows that the beneficiary 
then had the care of an invalid and helpless son of the soldier and had 
so cared for him for sixteen years prior thereto. 
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Proof filed with your committee shows that George A. Rowe, the ben- 
eficiary named in the bill, and now 38 years of age, is a son of the sol- 
dier; that when of the age of about 6 years he was taken ill with 
brain fever and spinal meningitis; that from the time of said illness he 
did not appear to develop either mentally or physically but very 
Pe ge 8 for a number of years; that his mental condition had always 
been since said illness such that he was practically incapable of caring 
for himself without being looked after and attended to by some mem- 
ber of the family; that he could not seem to learn much at school and 
seemed to have little 6r no memory, and although physically able to 
perform some kinds of manual labor he can not be trusted or depended 
upon to do anything —— under the immediate direction of some one 
else, and that he is entirely dependent upon some member of the family 
to look after his needs and wants and to be with him and direct him 
in almost everything that he does. 

Yollowing the rules of the Senate and House in similar cases, the 
beneficiary being shown to have been feeble-minded and practically 
helpless prior to his arrival at the age of 16 years and since, an in- 
crease of the widow's pension from $8 to $20 per month, to aid her in 
the support and maintenance of said child, is warranted, and the pas- 
sage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: “of Sarah A. Rowe, widow of Charles Rowe, late of Com- 
pany G, Eighty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of George Arthur 
Rowe, helpless and dependent child of said Charles Rowe, the addi- 
tional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And provided 
further, That in the event of the death of Sarah A. Rowe the name of 
said George Arthur Rowe shall be wet on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of 
sa5 per month from and after the date of death of said Sarah A. 
towe.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sarah A. Rowe.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

: BARON PROCTOR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18806) granting 
a pension to Baron Proctor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Baron 
Proctor, late acting assistant paymaster, on the United States gunboat 
Cincinnati, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18806) granting a pension to Baron Proctor, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

This bill proposes to pension the beneficiary named therein at $12 
per month. 

The officer named in the bill, now 71 years of age, applied for pen- 
sion under the provisions of the act of June 27, 1890, alleging that he 
served as acting paymaster on the United States gunboat Cincinnati 
from about August 10, 1861, to January 10, 1863, when he was honor- 
ably discharged, and that he was disabled from earning a support by 
reason of general debility, resulting from rheumatism, hernia, ete. 

His claim was rejected in May, 1903, upon the ground that his serv- 
ice was that of a civilian employee of the Quartermaster’s Department 
and not such services as was contemplated by the act of June 27, 1890. 

It appears from the records of the Auditor for the Navy Department 
that the beneficiary served as acting paymaster on the United States 
gunboat Cincinnati from September 18, 1861, to September 30, 1862, 
when he was detached for the purpose of settling accounts with Captain 
Wise, assistant quartermaster, and that said officer paid him to and in- 
cluding December 31, 1862. 

A statement from the Secretary of the Navy, filed with your com- 
mittee, sets forth that the name of the officer appeared on the rolls of 
the United States gunboat Cincinnati, of the Western Gunboat Flotilla, 
under date of September 20, 1862, and that an entry appeared on these 
rolls to the effect that he was appointed an acting assistant paymaster 
on October 3, 1861, that this appeared to be the only record of the officer 
on file in the Navy Department, and neither his appointment as acting 
assistant paymaster nor his resignation as such could be found in the 
records, that the Western Gunboat Fiotilla, to which the gunboat Cin- 
cinnati was attached at the time of the officer’s service, however, was 
under the jurisdiction of the War Department and not the Navy De- 
partment. 

The statement of the officer, filed with your committee, sets forth 
that while a resident of St. Louis, Mo., in August, 1861, he was ap- 
pointed an acting ‘_paymaster by Flag-Officer Foote, commanding the 
gunboat flotilla, at the time being built for operations on the Missis- 
sippi River; that he was on duty in the office of Flag-Officer Foote in 
St. Louis and in Cairo, Ill, until January, 1862; that the gunboat 
Cincinnati being then completed, he was assigned to her for duty and 
so remained until the close of the year 1862; that during the time of 
affiant’s service on said gunboat she was in action at Fort Henry, 
Island No. 10, Fort Pillow, and at Vicksburg, such gunboat being sunk 
at Fort Pillow during an attack by the Confederate fleet, and that the 
health of affiant having become greatly impaired, he resigned from the 
service at Vicksburg about the end of the year 1862, upon advice of 
Flag-Officer Davis; that he is now 71 years of age, is without prop- 
erty or income of any kind, and owing to his advanced age and im- 
paired health is unable to secure employment, etc. 

The services of the beneficiary come within the second paragraph of 
section 4693, Revised Statutes, and while entitling him to a pension 
under the general law for disability contracted during the service, 
they do not, however, entitled him to relief under the act of June 27, 
1890, for the reason that he was not mustered either into the military 
or naval service of the United States. 

It has, however, been repeatedly held by the Senate and House that 
it was the intention of Congress to include in the provisions of the act 
of June 27, 1890, all those persons for whom the first, second, and 
fourth paragraphs of section 4693, Revised Statutes, had made pro- 
vision under the general law; hence your committee believe that, fol- 
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lowing precedents, the officer should be entitled to a pension under the 


act of June 27, 1890, at the maximum rating, he being shown to be 
over 70 years of age. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ on the. a 

In line 7, after the word “ Cincinnati,” insert the words “ United 
States Navy.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


” 


WILLIAM BOTTENBERG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18113) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Bottenberg. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Bottenberg, late of Company ———, Regiment Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 18113) granting an increase of pension to William Bottenberg, 
submit the following report: 

a increase of pension from $12 to $25 per month is sought in the 
) ‘ 


The files of the Pension Bureau show that the soldier named in the | 


bill, now 67 years of age, served as a private, quartermaster-sergeant, 
and first lieutenant of Company G, Thirteenth Indiana. Cavalry, from 
Iebruary 10, 1864, to November 18, 1865, when honorably discharged, 


and that he was under treatment while in the service for chronic 
diarrhea. 
He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 


month for total disability, the result of nasopharyngeal catarrh, chronic 
diarrhea, disease of rectum, urinary organs, and heart. 

He was formerly pensioned under the general law at $10 per month 
on account of catarrh and chronic diarrhea and disease of the urinary 
organs. 

When last examined, in June, 1901, the board of surgeons at Dan- 
ville, Ill., rated him $2 for catarrh, $8 for disease of the bladder and 
urethra, and $6 for piles and disease of rectum. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee shows that the soldier 
is suffering now from incontinence of urine, internal and external 
hemorrhoids, with chronic constipation, impaired sight, post nasal 
catarrh, attacks of otitis, and aiso complaining of frequent attacks of 
vertigo. 

Other proof filed shows that he is totally disabled for labor of any 


kind, that he has no visible means of support except his pension, and 


in fact is very needy for want of winter clothing, etc. 

An increase of the officer's pension to $20 per month appears to be 
warranted, it being evident, in view of the findings of the examining 
surgeons, that he is fully entitled to a rating in excess of that now 


granted to him by the Pension Bureau under the law for the disabili- | 


ties of accepted service origin. 
‘ — passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
OLLOWS =: 

In line 6, before the word “Company,” strike out the word “of” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 

In same line, after the word “ Company,” insert the letter “G.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Regiment,” insert the word “ Thir- 
teenth.” 

In same line, after the word “‘ Regiment,” insert the word “ Indiana.” 

In same line strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Cavalry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word 
thereof the word “ twenty.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


” 


“ twenty-five” and insert in lieu 


WILLIAM F. ROBERTSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16688) granting 
an increase of pension to William EF. Robertson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
William F. Robertson, late of Company I, Twenty-second Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 16688) granting an increase of pension to William IF. Robertson, 
submit the following report : 
out increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 

Mr. Robertson, now 67 years of age, served as a corporal In Com- 

any I, Twenty-second Indiana Infantry, from July 10, 1861, to August 
22, 1864, when hororably discharged. 

He is now pensioned under the general law at $12 per month on ac- 
count of piles, the result of chronic diarrhea, and resulting disease of 
rectum. 

The soldier alleged that he was also a sufferer from disease of the 
stomach and bowels, but the Pension Bureau, however, declined to 
— these disabilities as results of the pensioned causes. 

When last examined, by the Bedford, Ind., board of surgeons, April 
6, 1904, the board rated him $10 for piles and disease of the rectum, 
and $12 for diarrhea, and also found and rated him $12 for rheuma- 
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tism and $17 for disease of heart, and stated that there was one-third 


impairment of motion in the left shoulder, phosphoric deposits in all 
the finger joints, fingers fixed, the lumbar region stiffened and sore, 
motion in each knee impaired one-third, and ankles stiffened, and 


hamstring tendons contracted. 

The statement of Hon. Ropert W. Miers, the Member who introduced 
the bill, filed with your committee, sets forth that he personally knows 
the soldier, knows him to be in poor health, unable to labor, and that 
he is a man of very moderate means. 

In view of the soldier's faithful and honorable service of three years, 
the fact that the examining surgeons rated him $22 for the disabilities 
of accepted service origin, and that he is also shown to be severe 
sufferer from rheumatism and heart trouble—disabilities which may 
well be considered as having had their origin during his military serv- 
ice—an increase of his pension to $24 per month is believed to be just 
and proper, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when 
amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


” and insert in lieu thereof the 


JOHN C. TINKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14271) granting 
an increase of pension to John C. Tinker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


T 
Jobn 


C. Tinker, late a sergeant in Company E, First Regiment of Provisional 
Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 


(H. R. 14271) granting an increase of pension to John C. Tinker, sub- 


| mit the following report: 


An increase of pension from $12 to $24 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

Mr. Tinker, now 72 years of age, served as a private in Company G, 
Pike County (Mo.) Home Guards, from July 14, 1861, to September 3, 
1861, when honorably discharged, and during that period, according to 
the report of the Hawkins-Taylor Commission, rendered one month of 
actual military service to the United States, and again served as a ser- 
geant in Company E, First Provisional Enrolled Missouri Militia, from 
17, 1863, to November 14, 1863, when honorably discharged, 
and is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month 
for total disability, the result of rheumatism, disease of heart, respira- 
tory and digestive organs, disease of eyes, and senile debility. 

When last examined by the Louisiana (Mo.) board of surgeons, on 
September 9, 1903, that board found a general muscular atrophy, or- 
ganic disease of the heart, bronchitis, disease of the digestive organs, 
and impaired vision of both eyes. 

The examining surgeons then further stated as follows: 

“The claimant is greatly emaciated; is nothing but skin and bone, 
and his appearance indicates that he is unable to perform manual 
labor, and states that he is under a physician’s care almost all 
time.”’ 

The statement of Dr. H. P. Lewis, of Curryville, Mo., filed with 
your committee, sets forth that the soldier has become very feeble 
this fall and winter, and is now confined to his room almost all the 
time with chronic bronchitis and the infirmities of old age, and that 
he is totally disabled for manual labor, and the soldier's statement, 
addressed to the Member who introduced the bill and by him referred 
to this committee, sets forth that he is not able to meet his bills and 
has to do without things to eat and wear, etc. 

The facts above set forth lead your committee to the belief that 
the soldier’s case is one worthy of relief by Congress, and that an 
increase of his pension to $24 per month to aid in his support, he 
being practically a physical wreck, is just and proper. 

‘ Fe passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended ag 
OllLOWS : 


the 


In line 6 strike out the words “a sergeant in” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ of.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ of.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 


agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JAMES M. HARPER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5701) granting 
a pension to James M. Harper. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Its 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
M. Harper, late private Company A, One hundred and thirty-seventh 
Indiana Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5701) granting a pension to James M. Harper, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 is sought in this bill. 

This soldier, now 58 years of age, who served as a private in Com- 
pany A, One hundred and thirty-seventh Indiana Infantry, from May 
6, 1864, to September 21, 1864, is now pensioned under the act of June 
27, 1890, at $12 per month for total disability, the result of injury to 
right hip and back, and impaired vision. 

When last examined, on December 6, 1900, 
surgeon described his condition as follows: 

“This claimant’s vision is very poor, and in my opinion it will never 


the pension-examining 
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be any better and_ will likely grow gradually worse to almost or quite 
total blindness. His blindness was sudden, coming on him over a year 
ago, caused no doubt by thrombosis producing aneuro-retinitis. Prog- 
nosis is unfavorable. 

“This claimant insists that he has no heart trouble, but by auscul- 
tation I detect a very irregular heart, with some regurgitation. He is 
wholly incapacitated from doing any kind of labor.” 


Medical testimony filed with your committee shows that the bene- 
ficiary is a man of good moral character, and that by reason of the 
loss of his eyesight he is wholly incapacitated for the performance of 
any labor 


The statement of Hon. CHARLES B. LANpIs, the Member who Intro- 
duced the bill, also filed with your committee, sets forth that the sol- 
dier is now suffering from disease of eyes to such an extent that it is 
difficult for him to get about; that during the last summer when calling 
upon him at his home it was impossible for him to get off his veranda 
without assistance; that he owns a modest little home, and depends 
wholly upon a little garden in connection with the small pension which 
he receives from the Government. 

The soldier being shown to be well-nigh blind and destitute, an in- 
crease of his pension to $24 per month, to aid in his support, is in line 
with many precedents. 

‘ The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
OLLOWS : 

In — 6 strike out the word “ private” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ of.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Indiana,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In same line strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

In same line strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James M. Harper.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARIA W. SHAUT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17914) grant- 
ing a pension to Maria W. Shaul. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria 
W. Shaul, widow of Warren H. Shaul, late of Company 
ment, Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $8 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hi. R. 17914) granting a pension to Maria W. Shaul, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

A pension of $8 per month is sought in the bill. 

Warren H. Shaul, the soldier named in the bill, is shown by the 
records of the War Department to have served as a private in Com- 
pany F, Fifth Wisconsin Infantry, from June 3, 1861, to November 5, 
i861, when discharged on surgeon’s certificate of disability by reason 
of chronic rheumatism, and to have again served as a private in Com- 


pany A, First Wisconsin Infantry, from November 12, 1863, to July 18, 
1865, when discharged as of Company A, Third Wisconsin Infantry, 


to which transferred from Company A, Twenty-first Wisconsin Vol- 
unteers, to which transferred from Company A, First Wisconsin Vql- 


unteers. 

He was pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, and died July 25, 
1901, while an inmate of the Northwestern Branch of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, at Milwaukee, of cerebral soft- 
ening 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 79 years of age, applied for a 
pension as the soldier's widow, and furnished proof of a ceremonial 
marriage to him on July 27, 1865. 

Her claim, however, was rejected In January, 1905, on the ground of 
the claimant’s declared inability to furnish evidence necessary to estab- 
lish her legal widowhood, viz, the death or divorce of the soldier's 
former wife, and that she, the claimant, or soldier were never divorced 
from each other. 

The soldier, in 
transmitted to him in January, 
under date of July 5, 1898, that he was first married at Urbana, Ohio, 
in 1850, and that his wife died at Springfield, Ohio, in 1852; that he 
was again married to Maria W. Shaul, the beneficiary named in the 
bill, at Milwaukee in July, 1865; that he, however, bad not seen his 
present wife for seventeen years prior thereto. 

From testimony filed in the Pension Bureau it appears that the 
claimant, by reason of her age, feebleness, and helplessness, and the 
time which has elapsed since the alleged death of the soldier's first wife, 
has been unable te furnish any proof as to the fact of such death, and 
that she was also unable to furnish proof that no divorce had been 
obtained by the soldier, for the reason that for many years immediately 
preceding his death he was incapacitated for self-support and was an 
inmate of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, during 
which time she, however, supported herself by washing clothing and 
doing other manual labor 

Proof shows that she is in very needy circumstances, and has for 
some time received aid from the city in the shape of fuel and provisions 
to enable her to live. 

Proof filed with your committee shows that the beneficiary for the 
vast twenty-five years and upward has lived at Waukesha, Wis., and 
1as been reputed and understood during said period to be the wife of 
Warren H. Shaul; that the soldier made his home with her for several 
years until it appeared necessary, for financial reasons, that he should 
earn money, by employment on the vessels of the Great Lakes; that he 
afterwards spent his winters at the National Home, but never, to depo- 
nent’s knowledge, caused it to be understood that he and the claimant 
were not man and wife; that a daughter was born to them, who is now 
in respectable standing as the wife of a citizen of Waukesha; that after 
the death of the soldier friends tried to assist the claimant in obtaining 
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a pension, but found it an impossibility to secure positive evidence as 
to the martial relations of the soldier previous to his intermarriage to 
the claimant in 1865; that it was believed, however, that said inter- 
marriage had been legal in all respects, and that no facts had ever come 
to the knowledge of the affiants indicating anything to the contrary. 

Further proof filed with the committee shows the beneficiary to be 
without means of support, confined to the bed with serious illness, and 
perccpeting in the relief for indigent soldiers and sailors and their 
amilies of the county of Waukesha, Wis. 

It is evident that the soldier up to 1898 acknowledged the bene- 
ficiary to be his wife, as shown by his statement in answer to the Pen- 
sion Bureau inquiry of January, 1898, and from the proof filed it can 
also be safely accepted that there was no divorce between the claimant 
and the soldier at any time succeeding the year 1898, and that the 
claimant and the soldier having entered into a ceremonial marriage in 
1865, the burden of proof that such marriage was not a legal one rests 
upon the Government and not the ——— In fact, if the Pension 
Bureau accepts the soldier’s statement as true that there had been a 
prior marriage, it should also accept as true that such marriage had 
been dissolved by death. 

The relief sought in the bill Is, in the opinion of your committee 
fully justified in view of the facts set forth above, and the passage of 
the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Third,” insert the words “ First Regi- 
ment, Company A, Twenty-first Regiment, and Company A.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JACOB KOONSMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18077) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Koonsman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
Koonsman, late of Company D, Ninety-third Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hi. R. 18077) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Koonsman, 
submit the following report: 

to increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 


The files of the Pension Bureau show that Mr. Koonsman, now 69 
years of age, who served as a private in Company D, Ninety-third 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, from November 18, 1864, to June 27, 1865, 
when honorably discharged, is pensioned under the act of June 27 
1890, at $12 = month for total inability to labor by reason of partial 
paralysis of the left side. 

This pension was allowed upon a certificate of medical examination 
of June 24, 1896, which found the soldier suffering from derangement 
of the motor nerves, hemiplegia of left side, and paralysis of both arms 
and hands, with unsteady gait, disabling him to such an extent as to 
require the regular and constant aid and attendance of another person. 

The soldier’s statement, filed with your committee and corroborated 
by the statement of Mr. GILLESPIE, who introduced the bill, sets forth 
that he is a helpless invalid and — aid and attendance in dressing, 
undressing, feeding, etc., and that his pension of $12 per month affords 
him but a secant living. 

The soldier being shown to be helpless and utterly destitute, an in- 
crease of pension to $24 per month, the highest that can be allowed 
under the circumstances, to aid in his support, is in line with many 
precedents. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows : 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


” 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


JOHN BROWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18082) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ee on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Brown, late of Company K, Third Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 18082) granting an increase of pension to John Brown, submit 
the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $24 per month is sought in the 
bill 


The soldier named itn the bill, now 64 years of age, served as a pri- 
vate in Company K, Third West Virginia Cavalry, from September 18, 
1863, to June 30, 1865, when honorably discharged; was formerly pen- 
sioned under the general law at $2 per month on account of dyspepsia, 
and is now a pensioner under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of disease of the digestive organs 
and rectum, lumbago, and varicose veins of the left leg. 

This pension, under the act of June 27, 1890, was allowed upon a 
certificate of medical examination of November 17, 1891, which found 
and rated him $4 for lumbago, $4 for dyspepsia, $6 for diarrhea and 
disease of rectum, and $2 for varicose veins. 

The affidavit of Dr. William Victor Wallum, of Providence, R. I., filed 
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with your committee, sets forth that the soldier has been under his pro- 
fessional care for quite a long time, without any improvement worth 
mentioning, on account of an enlarged liver. 

The statement of Hon. W. 8S. GREEN, the Member who introduced the 
bill, also filed with your committee, sets forth that he is personally ac- 
quainted with the soldier; that formerly, although in poor health, he 
was employed as a street sweeper in New Bedford; that his health, 
however, failed so much that he and his wife are now dependent upon 
the pension of $12 per month, and that he is in constant need of the 
attendance of a physician. 

In view of the above an increase of the soldier’s pension from $12 to 
$20 per month is believed to be warranted, and the passage of the Dill 
is recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-four ”’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. LYBE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18194) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Leib. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam H. Leib, late of Company BH, Fourteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in Heu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 18194) granting an increase of pension to William H. Leib, sub- 
mit the following report: 

= increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 


William H. Lybe, now 64 years of age, served as a private in Com- 
pany HB, Fourteenth Iowa Volunteers, from October 16, 1861, to March 
25, 1863, when discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability by 
reason of chronic conjunctivitis and granulated lids. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month on account of total disability—the result of disease of kidneys 
and chest. 

His claim under the general law, filed in May, 1904, and based upon 
a disease of the chest and weakness of the eyes, was rejected in June, 
1904, upon the ground of no record in the War Department as to treat- 
ment for disease of chest, no medical evidence of its existence in 
service or at discharge, and claimant's declared inability to furnish 
the proofs necessary to connect the same with his military service or 
to show continuance of disease of eyes since discharge. 

The action of the Pension Bureau was in accordance with law. 

The soldier did file, however, medical testimony as to treatment for 
disease of lungs (bronchitis and asthma) from the time of his dis- 
charge to 1874 and from 1886 to the present time. 

When last examined, in December, 1892, the board of surgeons 
rated him $12 for disease of kidneys, $8 for impaired vision, and $8 
for disease of chest. 

The soldier is shown, by medical and other proof filed with your 
committee, to be wholly incapacitated for manual labor, his chief 
trouble being chronic asthma and emphysema, and that he is also suf- 
fering from presenility in all of his organs and tissues, and to have no 
means of support aside from his pension and what little he can earn as 
a teacher of music. 

Your committee is satisfied that the soldier's disease of the lungs ts 
a result of his military service and hence that he is entitled to relief 
to the extent of an increase of his pension from $12 to $24 per month, 
and the passage of the bill is recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Leib” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Lybe.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William H. Lybe.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY LEICHTY. 


The next pension business was the bill (I. R. 14456) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Lichty. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Lichty, late of Company W, Fourteenth Regiment, and Company D, 
Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 41456) granting an increase of pension to Henry Lichty, sub- 
mit the following report: 


oT increase of pension from $10 to $24 per month is sought in the 


Henry a. the soldier named in the bill, now 57 years of age, 
served as a vate in comgeny B, Fourteenth Ohio Infantry, from 
April 23, 1861, to August 13, 1861, when honorably discharged with 
his company, and again as corporal and sergeant in Company D, 
Thirty-eighth Ohio Infantry, from August 15, 1861, to July 12, 1865 
when honorably dischar, » ; 

He is now pension under the general law at $10 per month on 
account of dyspepsia and disease of rectum. 

claim on account of rheumatism, filed September, 1901, was 
rejected in November, 1903, upon the ground of no record or medical 
evidence of treatment in the service or at discharge and claimant's 
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apparent inability to furnish the necessary satisfactory evidence to 
establish origin of the same in the service 

Increase of pension on account of the pensioned causes was also 
denied in November, 1903, upon the ground that the rating of $10 per 
month was commensurate with the degree of disability arising from 


the same. 

The soldier filed the affidavit of his captain and of an enlisted man 
of his company as to the origin of rheumatism in the service, and lay 
testimony that he still suffered from that disability at the date 
discharge from the service and thereafter, but could file mo medical 
testimony as to treatment in or since the service or prior to 1887 

When last examined, on June 11, 1902, the board of surgeons rated 
him $6 for dyspepsia and diarrhea, $4 for disease of rectum, $10 for 
rheumatism, and $2 for hydrocele, and the surgeons then stated that 
he was crippled in his back and feet, walked feebly and unsteadily, and 
that he used a cane constantly from necessity. 

Proof filed with your committee shows that the soldier has been run 
down physically for many years past and that he is now emaciated and 
feeble, is stooped and bent with rheumatism, totally disabled for the 
yerformance of any labor, and at times in need of an assistant in dress 
ng and undressing himself, and that he owns no property except a 
homestead worth from $400 to $500, the title being in his wife, and a 
small supply of household goods. 

The evidence indicating that the soldier's rheumatism is of probable 
service origin, an increase of his pension to $24 per month to aid in his 
support is warranted. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Lichty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Leichty.” 

In the same line strike out the words “‘ Company B, Fourteenth Regi 
ment.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ and.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Henry Leichty.”’ 


ft his 





The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOEL V. GREEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15018) granting 
an increase of pension to Joel V. Green. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joel V. 
Green, late of Company B, Sixtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 15018) granting an increase of pension to Joel V. Green, sub 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $17 to $40 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The records of the War Department show that the soldier named in 
the bill, now 70 years of age, served as a private in Company Bb, Six 
tieth Ohio Infantry, from March 22, 1864, to September 23, 1864, when 
discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability by reason of a gunshot 
wound of both thighs received in action at Spottsylvania May 138, 1864, 
and on account of an irreducible inguinal hernia. 

The soldier is now pensioned under the general law at $17 per month 
on account of this wound of both thighs and complete hernia. 

Claims for increase of pension were rejected, the last one in Novem 
ber, 1903, upon the ground that the degree of disability arising from 
the pensioned causes did not warrant a higher rating. 

The soldier filed in the Pension Bureau in 1903 medical testimony 
tending to show that the hernia often becomes strangulated; that his 
left leg is impaired on account of varicose veins—the result of the 
wound—and that he is unable to perform manual labor by which to 
support himself. 

When last examined, by the Carrollton, Ohio, board of surgeons, on 
July 22, 1903, the board of surgeons stated that the soldier, by reason 
of the gunshot wounds and hernia, was entitled to a rating of $24 per 
month, and the surgeons then stated that there was a recent scar 24 
inches long as the result of an operation for hernia; that there was a 
bulging at the upper end of the cicatrix which seemed to show that the 
hernia would bréak out again; that he was wearing a support, ete 

Medical testimony filed with your committee shows that the ball 
passed through the fleshy part of both thighs, inflicting a wound which 
necessarily would conflict with his performing manual labor; that there 
is also an inguinal hernia of the right side, causing a good deal of 
trouble; that the same had been operated upon, but without success, 
and that by reason of his disabilities the soldier was wholly disabled 
for manual labor. 

Other proof filed shows that for several years past the soldier had 
been unable to do anything more than to get about from one part of 
the town to the other by the aid of a cane; that he has no property of 
any kind, except only an undivided one-half of a house and lot where 
he lives, the whole of it not worth more than $500 or $600, and that 
he frequently requires special attention from the members of his family 
and others to reduce the hernia, etc. 

It is the opinion of your committee that the soldier by reason of the 
disabilities of accepted service origin—a wound of both thighs and a 
complete irreducible hernia—must be wholly disabled for manual labor, 
and that hence relief to the extent of increasing his pension to $30 per 
month, the rate allowed under the general pension laws for that degree 
of disability, is justified. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
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reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
HENRY HOVEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13486) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Hovey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Henry Hovey, late of Company A, Fifty-fourth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 13486) granting an increase of pension to Henry Hovey, submit 
the following report: 
on increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
LL. 

Mr. Hovey, now 61 years of age, served as a private in Company A, 
Yifty-fourth Illinois Infantry, from September 28, 1862, to August 21, 
1865, when honorably discharged. 

The medical records of the War Department show that he was under 
treatment at various dates during his service on account of acute dys- 
entery, chronic conjunctivitis, and intermittent fever. 

Hie is now pensioned under the general law at $12 per month on 
account of disease of the right hip and disease of liver and spleen. 

Medical examinations show that the soldier suffers from atrophy of 
the gluteal muscles about the hip joint, with tenderness on motion and 
limitation of motion, and that he has chronic sciatica of the right leg; 
and when examined by the Jacksonville, [J1., board of surgeons, on 
November 16, 1904, that board rated him $17 for sciatica. A prior 
examination rated him $6 for disease of the alimentary canal, includin 
the liver and spleen, and $12 for disease of rectum, but the last medica 
examination did not reveal any disease of liver and spleen. 

The statement of Hon. B. F. CALDWELL, the Member who introduced 
the bill, filed with your committee, sets forth that he personally knows 
-_ soldier; that he is very feeble, and that his pension is his only 
neome, 

The testimony of Doctor Gardner, filed in the Pension Bureau in 
July, 1904, states that the soldier was then wholly unable to labor by 
reason of an enlarged liver and spleen; and the examining surgeons 
then stated that by reason of the condition of the right hip (sciatica) 
the soldier walked lame, and that there was slight atrophy of the 
muscles of the hip and thigh. 

In the opinion of your committee, the soldier’s disabilities of ac- 
eepted service origin are such as to entitle him to a rating in excess of 
that now received by him, and the passage of the bill is therefore 
recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ; 
EPHRAIM E. LAKE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13541) granting 
an increase of pension to Ephraim E. Lake. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eph- 
raim BE. Lake, late of Company C, Fifteenth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. CrowLey) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 13541) granting an increase of pension to Ephraim E. Lake, sub- 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill 

The War Department records show that the soldier named in the bill, 

now 67 years of age, served as a corporal in Company C, Fifteenth IIli- 
nois Infantry, from May 24, 1861, to December 4, 1862, when dis- 
charged on surgeon's certificate of disability by reason of a gunshot 
wound of the left thigh received in battle at Shiloh, April 6, 1862, by 
which the usefulness and strength of the limb was impaired one-half. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of this wound of the left thigh 
and disease of the spine. 

He was formerly pensioned under the general law on account of the 
wound at $4 per month from November 7, 1881. 

A claim for increase of pension under the general law in which the 
soldier alleged stiffness and a paralytic condition of the left limb as a 
result of the gunshot wound was rejected in 1899 upon the ground that 
such condition could not be accepted as having a pathological relation 
with the wound; and a claim on account of piles, the result of chronic 
diarrhea, was also rejected at the same time upon the ground of no 
record of same in the War Department, no medical evidence showing 
existence in the service or since, and claimant's inability to furnish 
satisfactory evidence showing the origin of the same in service or its 
continuance. 


When last examined, by the Fairfield, Nebr., board of surgeons, on 





December 6, 1899, the board of surgeons rated him $12 for disease of 
the rectum, $6 for lumbago, and $17 for spinal sclerosis, and the sur 
geons then stated as follows: 

“This man is a wreck, not from any of his claimed disabilities, but 
from spinal trouble, which affects the whole system. He is nervous and 


has no control of his muscles; is positively unable to do any work what 
ever, and not only is he permanently disabled, but the condition is 
rogressive.” 

Medical and lay testimony filed with your committee shows that the 
soldier has been a sufferer from locomotor ataxia for some twenty 
years: that in December, 1900, he was stricken with paralysis of the 
eft side: that he has had several slight strokes since, which have ren 
éered the left arm and leg perfectly helpless and useless; that while 
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he can sit up in a chair without help he can not get out of the chair or 
dress or undress himself; that the strokes of paralysis have been fol- 
lowed by occasional epileptic fits, which are greatly injuring his mind; 
that he requires all the care that his family can give him, but often 
the neighbors have to be called in to assist, and that he has no means 
of agreert except the pension of $12 per month and the charity of the 
people. 

Following precedents in like cases, the soldier having served over 
one year and being now helpless and destitute, an increase of his pen- 
sion to the amount sought in the bill is in line with numerous prece- 
dents, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM NEASE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12670) granting 
an increase of pension to William Nease. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Nease, late of Company A, Third Regiment Provisional Enrolled Mis- 
souri Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 12670) granting an increase of pension to William Nease, 
submit the following report: 
wa increase of pension from $12 to $36 per month is sought in the 
ill. 

Mr. Nease, now 71 years of age, served as “os in Company A, 
Third Provisional Enrolled Missouri Militia, from May 2, 1863, to 
October 24, 1863, when honorably discharged, and is now nsioned 
under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month for total disability, 
the result of rheumatism, right inguinal hernia, and impaired sight of 
both eyes. 

When last examined, on July 3, 1901, the board of surgeons stated 
that the soldier could not, from partial anchylosis, either forcibly 
extend or flex the right or left elbow, and that the right knee from 
the same cause could not be forcibly extended ; that there was a hernia, 
the tumor descending into the scrotum; that with the right eye there 
was perception of light only and some with the left, the right having a 
mature and the left an immature cataract; that there was anchylosis of 
the thumb and index finger of the right hand, the result of gangrene, 
due to a cut, and that there was loss of all teeth. 

The statement of Hon. J. J. McCanruy, the Membe rwho introduced 
the bill, sets forth that he is personally acquainted with the soldier 
and knows his physical and financial condition; that he is all crippled 
up and has practically no use of his right arm and hand, and some 
trouble with his left arm, and very nearly blind and unable to recog- 
nize his nearest neighbors; that he has a small home worth about $500, 
but no other ee. 

It being shown that the soldier is well-nigh blind and otherwise 
seriously disabled, and destitute, an increase of his pension to $24 per 
month is warranted, and the passage of the bill is therefore recom- 
mended when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty four.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROSA ROSSITER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8626) granting 
an increase of pension to Rose Rossiter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to nen on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rose 
Rossiter, widow of Capt. Lemuel Rossiter, late of Company C, Sixth 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer papeotez. and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CaLpERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 8626) granting an increase of pension to Rose Rossiter, submit 
the following report: 

An increase of pension from $8 to $25 per month is sought In the bill. 

Lemuel Rossiter, the officer named in the bill, served as private, 
corporal, sergeant, first sergeant, and second lieutenant in Company 
B, Fifth Wisconsin Infantry, from June 26, 1861, to July 28, 1864, 
when honorably discharged, and again as second lieutenant, first lieu- 
tenant, and captain of Company C, Sixth United States Veteran Vol- 
unteers, oe January 15, 1865, to April 23, 1866, when honorably 
discharged. 

While second lieutenant of Company B, of the Fifth Wisconsin, he 
received a gunshot wound of the right shoulder in action at Spottsyl- 
vania, Va., May 10, 1864, and he was pensioned under the general law 
on account of said wound at $3.75 per month from discharge, and was 
subsequently pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of said wound and paralysis. 

He died February 13, 1902, of cerebral hemorrhage. 

tosa Rossiter, the beneficiary named in the bill, now 55 years of ace, 
who married the officer on December 26, 1868, is now pensioned under 
the act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month upon proof that she had not 
remarried since her husband's death and was dependent upon her daily 
labor within the meaning of said act as amended by the act of May 9, 
1900, 

It appears that the officer received a stroke of paralysis in April, 
1895, and thereafter was so disabled therefrom as to require the aid 
and attendance of another person. 

Considering the faithful and meritorious services of the husband of 
the beneficiary, covering a period of over four years, and also the fact 
that the beneficiary is dependent upon the small pension of $5 yer 
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month, an increase of her pension to $17 per month to aid in her sup- 
port is just and proper. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “‘ Rose” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Rosa.” 

In same line strike out the word “ captain.” 


In same line, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “second lieutenant Company B, 
Fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and captain.’ 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Wisconsin” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ United States Veteran.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ seventeen.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Rosa Rossiter.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES T. COLLIER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9367) granting 
an increase of pension to James T. Collier. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
James T. Collier, late of Company H, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 9367) granting an increase of pension to James T. Collier, sub- 
mit the following report: 

A pension of $30 is sought in the Dill. 

The records of the War Department show that the soldier named in 
the bill, now 61 years of age, served as a private in Company H, Ninth 
Illinois Infantry, from May 28, 1861, to July 26, 1861, when honor- 
ably discharged with his company. 

The files of the Pension Bureau show that the soldier applied for 
pension under the act of June 27, 1890, alleging that he was suffering 
from deafness and nervous debility; that said claim, however, was 
rejected in January, 1892, upon the ground that he did not serve ninety 
days, as required by said act. 

In September, 1903, he filed a claim to pension under the general 
law, alleging that he contracted chronic diarrhea, catarrh, and deafness 
about June, 1861, while in the service. 

This claim was also rejected, in January, 1905, upon the ground of 
no record, medical, or other competent evidence of the origin of said 
disabilities in the service or of existence of the same at date of dis 
charge and claimant’s declared inability to furnish the requisite evi- 

ence. 

The soldier filed the testimony of three comrades tending to show 
that while in the service and stationed at or near Cairo, in June, 1861, 
he had diarrhea, or complained of diarrhea; that he also contracted 
some species of a fever and was treated in hospital. 

He alleged his ——- to furnish further evidence, being unable to 
find the persons who had knowledge of his condition in and since the 
service. 

The rejection of the claim by the Pension Bureau was in accordance 
with law, the evidence being insufficient to connect his present disa- 
bilities with his service. 

When last examined, in October, 1903, the board of surgeons rated 
him $12 for chronic diarrhea, $8 for catarrh, and $22 for deafness. 

The statement of Hon. D. A. Dp ARMOND, the Member who intro- 
duced the bill, filed with your committee, sets forth that he had known 
the soldier for a long time—for over — years—and that during 
the entire period of his acquaintance with him he had suffered from 

artial deafness, steadily growing worse and now very bad, and that 

is means were small. 

The probabilities are that the soldier’s deafness is a result of his mil- 
itary service. However that may be, in view of his extreme disabili- 
ties and straitened financial condition your committee believes that the 
requirement of the act of June 27, 1890, may well be waived in the 
_. = that he be granted the maximum rating under the act of June 

, 1890. 

. — passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
ollows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu therof the 
word “ twelve.” 

: In same line strike out the words “in lieu of that he is now receiv- 
ng. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to James 
T. Collier.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


CHARLES H. M’GEE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7593) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles H. McGee. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, anthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the eee and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
H. McGee, a private in Company A, One hundred and twenty-third 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 








































































The report (by Mr. Crow Ley) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7593) 
submit the following report: 
wn increase of pension from $12 to $24 per month is sought in the 

The War Department records show that the soldier named in the bill, 
now 75 years of age, served as a private in Company A, One hundred 


and twenty-third Illinois Infantry, from August 1, 1862, to June 28 
1865, when honorably discharged, and the files of the Pension Burea 
show that he is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1800, at $12 


per month for total disability, the result of an injury to the left elbow, 
rhenmatism, and complete left inguinal hernia. 

The soldier was formerly pensioned under the general law at $4 per 
month from discharge on account of an injury to the left arm by a fall 
from a mule in the latter part of June or first part of July, 1863, and 
at $6 per month from September 4, 1873. 

His claims under the general law, based upon a hernia and rheuma 
tism, were rejected in 1884 and: 1902, respectively, upon the ground 
of no record, no evidence showing medical treatment for the same 
either while in the service or since discharge until recent years, and 
claimant’s declared inability to furnish the evidence necessary to sh 
origin of said disability in the service. 

Proof on file in the Pension Bureau shows that the soldier has heen 
a sufferer from rheumatism since about 1888, and aiso shows that h« 
oOWDS no property and that he has been to a considerable extent a charge 
and a burden upon his comrades and friends, he being totally unable 
to labor. 

When last examined, in October, 1900, the surgeons rated him $5 
for an injury to the left arm, $10 for a left hernia, $6 for rheumatism 
$6 for hypertrophy of the prostate gland, and $4 for an ulcer of the 
left leg midway between the knee and ankle. 

Medical and other testimony filed with your committee shows that 
the soldier is totally incapacitated for the performance of manual labor 
by reason of rheumatism, complete inguinal hernia of left side, and 
incomplete hernia of the right side; that he is confined to his house 
nearly all of the time and is becoming very feeble, and that if his dis- 
abilities continue to increase as they have in the past it would not be 
long before he would require the attendance of another person, and 
that he has no means of support except the pension which he is now 
receiving. : 

It is quite probable that the soldier's rheumatism is the result of his 
long service, covering a period of three years. 

However that may be, his long service, well-nigh helplessness, and 
destitution entitle him to some measure of relief, hence the passage of 
the bill is recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “a private in” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ late of.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN SALSBURY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8352) granting 
an increase of pension to John Salsbury. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Salsbury, late of Company A, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment In 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 8352) granting an increase of pension to John Salsbury, submit 
the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $50 per month is sought in the 
bill. , 
Mr. Salsbury, now 77 years of age, is pensioned under the act of 


I 


June 27, 1890, at $12 per month for total disability, the result of dis 


ease of heart, lungs, digestive and urinary organs, and cheumation 

He served as a private in Company A, One hundred and fifty-first 
Indiana Volunteers, from July 7, 1865, to September 19, 1865, 
honorably discharged. ; 

When last examined, in July 1892, the examining surgeon at Neills- 
ville, Wis., rated him $30 for the disabilities named above. 

Proof filed with the committee shows him to be suffering with puru- 
lent bronchitis, chronic emphysema, and heart disease, totally unable 
to labor by reason of the same and the infirmaties of age. able to be 
about only in his room with the aid of two canes, and frequently 
requiring the care and assistance of neighbors, with a wife 74 years of 
age dependent upon him, and without property except a home worth 
perhaps $500, and a little money from which they get less than $35 
per year. 

Some measure of relief for this very aged, well-nigh helpless, and 
destitute soldier, to aid in his support, is justified, and the passage of 
the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment recommended by 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


when 


the committee was agreed 


ANDREW F. KRANER. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4454) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew Krauer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
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Krauer, late of Company K, Eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Mrers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 4454) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Krauer, sub- 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $25 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

Andrew F. Kraner, the soldier named in this bill and now 68 years 
of age, served as a bugler in Company K, Eighth Indiana Infantry, 
from September 5, 1861, to August 28, 1865, when honorably dis- 
charged. 

He is now pensioned at $25 per month under the general law on 
account of total deafness of the right ear and severe deafness of the 
left ear. 

A claim for increase of pension was filed in February, 1890, in which 
the soldier alleged that he was suffering from impairment of vision 
arising from an injury of the optic>nerve occasioned by a sunstroke 
alleged to have been received while stationed in Georgia on July 12, 
1865. 

That claim was rejected in October, 1893, upon the ground that the 
rating of $25 per month was fully commensurate with the degree of 
his deafness, and that there was no pensionable degree of disability 
from sunstroke or its results since the filing of the claim. 

The soldier filed the testimony of comrades as to the incurrence of 
a sunstroke at the time and place alleged by him, and that thereafter 
he complained of pain in his head while in the service, and he also filed 
medical testimony as to treatment in 1884 and 1886 for a severe pain 
in the head as a result of the sunstroke. 

A medical éxamination of the soldier made on July 2, 1890, found 
slight opacity of the lens of both eyes, for which the surgeons rated 
him $10. A subsequent examination, made on May 17, 1893, rated 
him $25 for deafness and $4 for the results of sunstroke, and the sur- 
geons then stated that the soldier gave a history of vertigo, nausea, 
and pain in the back of neck and head, and that with eyes closed he 
could not maintain an equilibrium on either foot. 

The statement of Hon. JAMES E. Watson, the Member who introduced 
the bill, filed with your committee, sets forth that he is intimately 
acquainted with the claimant; that he is very nearly blind and can not 
possibly get around without assistance; that he is almost deaf, being 
entirely so in one ear, and can only hear conversation by the means of a 
speaking tube; that in truth the man is a physical wreck and has come 
to that condition where he requires the attendance of some one nearly 
all the time, and that the Knights of Pythias lodge to which he belongs 
furnishes an attendant for him practically all the time. 

In view of the above the relief sought in the bill is clearly justified 
and the passage of the same is recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “Andrew,” strike out the word “ Krauer”’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ F. Kraner.”’ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Andrew F. Kraner.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. i 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HAMPTON L. MAXFIELD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5297) granting 
an increase of pension to H. L. Maxfield. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of H. L. 
Maxfield, late of Company H, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteers, 
and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 


The report (by Mr. SutLtoway) is as follows: 





The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(ll. R. 5297) granting an increase of pension to H. L. Maxfield, submit 
the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

An examination of the files of the Pension Bureau shows that Hamp- 
ton L. Maxfield, who is now 69 years of age, served for over four years 
as a private and sergeant in Company H, Second Vermont Infantry, 
having enlisted on May 25, 1861, and being discharged July 15, 1865; 
that he received a gunshot wound of the left thumb in action at the 
battle of the Wilderness, Virginia, May 5, 1864, and that he was under 
treatment on account of said wound and also at various dates on ac- 
count of measles, coatarrh, and diarrhea, and that he is now pensioned 
under the general law at $12 per month on account of the wound of the 
left thumb and neck, and measles and resulting total deafness of left 
ear, the wound of the neck having been received in action near Fred- 
ericksburg, Va., May 3, 1863. 

He applied for increase in July, 1902. The Pension Bureau, how- 
ever, rejected his claim in April, 1903, upon the ground that the disa- 
bilities of accepted service origin did not warrant a higher rating. 

In 1888 and 1891 he filed clams on account of additional disabilities, 
namely, rheumatism and varicose veins of the left leg. This claim was 
rejected in January, 1901, upon the ground of no record of treatment 
for said disabilities in the service and the claimant's inability, aided by 
a special examination, to furnish reliable and satisfactory evidence of 
incurrence of said disabilities in the service. 

The soldier was very candid in his statements to the special exam- 
iner of the Pension Bureau when his deposition was taken in Septem- 
ber, 1900, stating then that he did not recollect of having had an attack 
of rheumatism in the service; that he was taken with a rheumatic 
attack, however, soon after his discharge, and that in his opinion said 
attack was dependent upon the exposures, etc., of his four years’ 
service. 

He filed medical testimony as to treatment for rheumatism since 
about 1868, and also furnished upon special examination the testimony 
of several witnesses as to the incurrence of varicose veins in the 
service. 

There is no doubt in the minds of your committee that the rheuma- 
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tism from which the soldier is now suffering is dependent upon the 
hardships of a four-years’ campaign, and that hence the soldier is 
entitled to Congressional relief. 

When last examined, on November 12, 1902, the board of surgeons 
rated him $2 for the wound of the thumb, $2 for the wound of the 
neck, $10 for deafness of left ear, $6 for varicose veins of the left leg, 
and $12 for rheumatism and resulting disease of the heart. 

In a letter to this committee, Hon. D. J. Fosrmer, the Member who 
introduced the bill, states that the soldier, who saw practically the 
whole of the war, is now destitute, having nothing but his small 
pension. 

In view of the above an increase of the soldier’s pension to $24 per 
month is fully justified, and the passage of the bill is therefore 1ecom- 
mended when amended as follows: 

In line 4 strike out the word “upon” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ on.” 

In line 6 strike out the letter “H.” and insert in liew thereof the 
word ** Hampton.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

im anes line, after the word “ pension,” insert the words “at the 
rate. 

In same line strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Hampton L. Maxfield.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES M’ENTIRE. 


=o 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5730) granting 
an increase of pension to James McEntire. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
James McEntire, late a member of Company B, Fifth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Crow.Ley) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5730) granting an increase of pension to James McEntire, sub- 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

Mr. McEntire, now 74 years of age, served as a private in Company 
I, Twenty-second Ohio Infantry, from April 23, 1861, to August 19, 
1861, when honorably discharged, and again as a private in Company 
B, Fifth Ohio Cavalry, from September 18, 1861, to June 24, 1865, 
when honorably discharged, and was a prisoner of war from November 
21, 1864, to April 28, 1565, when paroled. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1899, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of the loss of the sight of the 
right eye, partial loss of the sight of the left eye, and rheumatism. 

His claim to pension under the general law, based upon an injury to 
the left arm by his horse falling on him, chronic diarrhea, rheumatism, 
disease of eyes, and partial loss of hearing, was rejected in July, 1892, 
upon the ground of no record, and that although given the benefit of a 
special examination he had been unable to addvce competent and satis- 
factory evidence connecting his alleged disabilities with his military 
service. 

An examination of the evidence obtained upon special examination 
in the general-law claim shows that the question as to the origin of the 
disabilities in the service is very much in doubt. 

The evidence, however, shows that upon the soldier's return from the 
service he had bowel trouble and complained of his legs and feet and 
trouble with his eyes, and continued to complain thereafter. 

The rejection of the claim, however, was in accordance with law. 

When last examined, in January, 1899, the board of surgeons rated 
him $3 for diarrhea, $4 for rheumatism, $6 for slight deafness, $5 for 
injury to left hand, $12 for loss of sight of che !eft eye, $4 for impaired 
vision of the right eye, and $7 for general debility. 

Proof filed with your committee shows that the soldier is paralyzed 
in both arms and legs and needs the constant aid and attendance of 
another person; that he is the head of a family consisting of himself 
and an invalid wife; has no means of support aside from the pen- 
sion of $12 per month and depends upon the charitably inclined people 
of the community. 

The soldier having rendered long and faithful service and being now 
extremely helpless and utterly destitute, an increase of his pension to 
the amount sought in the bill is fully justified and is in line with 
numerous precedents. 

. ane passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
ollows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “a member.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
LANDER ROBINSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2479) granting 
an increase of pension to Lander Robinson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lander 
Robinson, late of Company E, Sixth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 








& 
es 
og 
ee 
4 


me 


ae 






































1S Ser - 


. 

















1905. 





The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 2479) granting an increase of pension to Lander Robinson, 
submit the following report: ~ 

An increase of pension from $17 to $50 per month is sought In the 
bill. 

This soldier, now 62 years of age, served as a private in Company EF, 
Sixth Kansas Cavalry, from September 2, 1861, to Januar » 1865, 
when honorably discharged, and is now pensioned under the general 
law at $17 per month on account of chronic diarrhea and resulting 
dyspepsia and disease of rectum. 

A claim on account of an injury to the spine was rejected in Sep- 
tember, 1899, upon the ground of no disability therefrom since the 
filing of the claim, the condition of his nervous system not being 
accepted as a result of the alleged injury; and claims for increase of 
pension in which nervous prostration and paralysis were alleged as 
results of the pensioned causes were likewise see. the last one in 
Mareh, 1904, upon the ground that such alleged prostration and 
paralysis could not be accepted as results. 

The soldier alleged that he was thrown from his horse in Benton 
County, Ark., in the spring of 1864, while in line of duty, injuring his 
spine, but there is no record in the War Department of any treatment 
during the whole of his service. 

The soldier filed some proof tending to show that at the time and 
place alleged by him he fell from his horse; that when picked up he 
was in an unconscious condition and was disabled for duty for some 
two months or upward, and that thereafter he complained of his back 
and spine; also medical ee that he was treated at home in 1864 
for pain in his back and side and for dizziness and fainting spells, and 
medical testimony as to treatment soon after discharge for inju of 
the spine and fainting spells, and other testimony showing that he 
complained of pain in the back and dizziness and fainting spells ever 
since his discharge. 

When last examined, in January, 1904, the board of surgeons at Law- 
rence, Kans., rated him $30 by reason of diarrhea, dyspepsia, disease 
of the rectum, disease of the spine, and paralysis agitans, and the sur- 
geons then stated that there was a constant paralysis agitans over the 
whole body, so much so that it was difficult to count the Ee at the 
wrist; that he could not hold a glass to take a drink or feed himself, 
and that he walked feebly and with a cane, with hands soft and muscles 
abby. 

Medical and other testimony filed with your committee sets forth 
that the soldier is an absolute physical wreck, the result of paralysis 
agitans in its advanced stage, and that he is all of the time unable to 
dress or feed himself; that his wife has to care for him just as if he 
was a young child, and that the financial condition of the family is 
—_ that the woman undertakes to do outside work to enable her to 
ive. 

The soldier rendered over three years of honorable service, and is 
now helpless from palsy and dependent wholly upon his pension and 
the earnings of his wife. 

_An increase of his pension to $30 per month is warranted under the 
circumstances, and the passage of the bill is recommended when 
amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
MARY H. WALKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3526) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary H. Walker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ectc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to = on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
H. Walker, widow of Moses B. Walker, late colonel Twelfth Regiment 
United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Greson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 3526) granting an increase of pension to Mary H. Walker, sub- 
mit the following report: 

a increase of pension from $30 to $50 per month is sought in the 
ilk 

The officer named in the bill served as colonel of the Thirty-first 
Ohio Infantry from August 10, 1861, to July 20, 1865, and as enotaie 
in the Twelfth United States Infantry until February 19, 1888, when he 
was retired with the rank of colonel from July 28, 1866. 

The War moqper tment records show that the officer recelved a shell 
wound of the left shoulder and back, injuring the spine, in action at 
Chickamauga, Ga., September 20, 1863, and that he was also shown 
to nave been under treatment for chronic diarrhea, debility, and rheu- 
matism. 

The War Department records show that the officer, while h 
leave from December, 1865, to February, 1866, was found to yo 
fering from general debility and nervous prostration, with occasional 
attacks of rheumatism and neuralgia, spinal tenderness, and general 
disturbance of the nervous system, all resulting, as the army surgeons 
then stated, from a contused wound over the Tort shoulder and spine 

The officer died December 17, 1895, of paralysis. ; 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 70 years of age, wh 
the officer on May 1, 1855, is now pensioned’ under the peel Eno 
$30 pet — = pe ge Bureau a held that the paralysis of 
which her husbanc ed was a result of the shell w 
ane ae, etc., of service origin. . an oo eee 

Medical testimony filed with your committee show - 
ficiary has suffered with articular rheumatism for re ae in 
calcareous deposits and contraction of the tendons; that owls to these 
deformities she fell, sustaining an intracapsular fracture of the neck 
of the femur, since which time she has been practically helpless and 
reqelees, he sa030" one pee; that the only property she has 
sv »930, an argely vacant lan rece 
but a email Income. ery d, from which she ives 

n view of the extreme physical disability of the bene 
her straitened financial circumstances an increase of her vane 
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$40 per month Is In line with precedents, and the passage of the bill is 
therefore recommended when amended as follows 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Twelfth” and insert in lieu thers 
the word “ Thirty-first.” 


In same line strike out the words “ United States’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “‘ Ohio Volunteer.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ forty.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHRISTOPHER C. CASH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2695) granting 
an increase of pension to Rey. Christopher C. Cash. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to increase the pension of Rey. Christo 
pher C. Cash, late of Company D, Eighteenth Regiment Missouri Vol 
unteer Infantry, in the war of the rebellion, from $8 to $72 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Crow ey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 2695) granting an increase of pension to Rey. Ciristopher C. 
Cash, submit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $72 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The soldier named in the bill, now 60 years of age, served as a 
private in Company D, Eighteenth Missouri Infantry, from December 
29, 1864, to June 29, 1865, when discharged on surgeon's certificate of 
disability by reason of “amputation of the second and third pha- 
langes of the index finger of the left hand on account of gunshot 
wound received at the battle of River Bridge, S. C., February 3, 1865, 
the motions of the other fingers of the affected hand also being very 
much impaired.” 

The soldier was formerly pensioned under the general law on account 
of said wound at $2 per month from discharge, at $4 from January <5, 
1881, and at $8 from February 27, 1889. 

He is now msioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of the loss of a part of the index 
finger of the left hand and resulting gangrene and impaired use of the 
hand, disease of heart, and dyspepsia. 

It appears that the soldier had a stroke of paralysis on July 28, 1891, 
and that when last examined, on October 28, 1891, the board of sur- 
geons at Marion, Ill., found him to be suffering from complete hemi- 
plegia of the right side with almost complete aphasia due to hemor- 
rhagic apoplexy, and requiring the constant aid and attendance of 
another person. 

The statement of Hon. Gsorce W. Smiru, the Member who intro 
duced the bill, filed with your committee, sets forth that the soldier is 
still suffering from the disabilities above named and still requires the 
aid and attendance of another person; that he has no real estate or 
any personal property except houschold goods; and that he ts wholly 
dependent upon his pension for the support of himself and wife, who 
is also quite old and who not only is compelled to wait on him a gre: 
deal, but also is required to do such labor as washing, etc., in order 
earn 2 meager support for herself and husband. 

Following precedents in like cases, the soldier being shown to be 









| helpless and requiring the aid of another person and to be practically 

destitute, an increase of his pension to $30 per month is justified, and 
the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 





Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 1s hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Christopher C. Cash, late 
of Company D, Eighteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he Is 
now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Christopher C. Cash.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

AUSTIN P. HEMPHILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9478) granting 
an increase of pension to Austin P. Hemphill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Austin 
P. Hemphill, late of Company G, Eighty-first Regiment Indiana Volun 
teers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Mrers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 9478) granting an increase of pension to Austin P. Hemphill, 
submit the following report: 
ow increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought ir the 

Mr. Hemphill, now 62 years of age, who served as a corporal in 
Company G, Eighty-first Indiana Infantry, from August 22, 1862, to 
June 13, 1865, when honorably discharged, is now pensioned under 
the general law at $12 per month on account of chronic diarrhea and 
resulting disease of the rectum and liver. 

Claims for increase of pension in which the soldier alleged paralysis 
as a result of the pensioned causes were rejected, the last one la Octo- 
ber, 1904, upon the ground that such paralysis could not be accepted 
as a pathological result of the pensioned cause. 
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When last examined, in August, 1904, the board of surgeons rated 
him $17 for the disabilities of accepted service origin and $12 for dis- 
ease of heart, and further stated as follows: 

“Claimant is suffering from hemiplegia. It is with the greatest 
difficulty and under the most favorable circumstances, with the aid 
of a cane and attendant, that he is able to walk, hand and arm bein 
entirely useless, nerves of motion and sensation both being affected. 
He requires the aid of an attendant in dressing and undremsitg and in 
answering the calls of nature.” 

Proof filed with your committee shows that the soldier is still in the 
helpless condition set forth above, and that he has no means of support 
except his pension of $12 per month, which is not even sufficient to pay 
his attendant and for medical treatment. 

Following precedents in like cases, the soldier having rendered three 
years of faithful service and being now helpless and destitute, the re- 
lief sought in the bill, which is fully justified, should be granted. 

‘ ao passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
OLLOWS: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers ” and insert in lieu thereof 

the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
LUCIUS HARRINGTON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10649) granting 
a pension to Lucius Harrington. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Lucius Harrington, late of Company G, Seventh Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 10649) granting a pension to Lucius Harrington, submit the 
following report: 
ae” increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
il. 

_ The files of the Pension Bureau show that the soldier named in the 
bill, now 66 years of age, served as a private in Company G, Seventh 
Iowa Infantry, from July 12, 1861, to July 23, 1864, when honorably 
discharged ; that he was a prisoner of war from October 3, 1862, to 
October 18, 1862, when paroled, and that he was treated at different 
dates during the period of his service on account of remittent fever, 
typhoid fever, bronchitis, diarrhea, pleuritis, and a gunshot wound of 
the left hand received at the battle of Pittsburg, Tenn., in April, 1862. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of this gunshot wound of left 
hand, nervous debility, right hemiplegia, and paralysis agitans. 

He was formerly pensioned under the general law on account of the 
gunshot pa of left hand, with partial loss of the little finger, at $6 
per month. 

His claim under the general law, based upon chronic diarrhea, an 
affection of the head—the result of sunstroke—and deafness of both 
ears, was rejected in 1895 upon the ground that a ratable degree of 
ety from these causes had not existed since the filing of the 
ciaim., 

When last examined, by the Marengo, Iowa, board of surgeons, on 
July 2, 1902, that board found partial paralysis of motion and sensa- 
tion of the whole of the right side, more marked in the arm than in 
the leg; partial loss of words for expressing a thought, and some dis- 
turbance of articulation ; marked paralysis agitans of both sides, making 
it difficult for him to dress and undress himself, and that his general 
physical and mental condition was poor. 

Medical and other testimony filed in the Pension Bureau in Decem- 
ber, 1903, sets forth that the soldier, now 82 years of age, had several 
paralytic strokes, from which he had only recovered in part, and that 
his mental and physical condition was such as to prevent him entirely 
from earning any part of a living; that he has been obliged to dispose 
of everything he had to live on except his small home, and that he is 
entirely unable now to make a living for himself and family. 

The relief sought in the bill is fully justified in the light of numer- 
ous precedents, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended 
when amended as follows: 

In line 8, after the word “‘ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Lucius Harrington.”’ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
rezding; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH D. WALSER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12411) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph D. Walser. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
D. Walser, late of Company D, Seventeenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 12411) granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. Walser, 
submit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

Mr. Walser, now 74 years of age, served as a private in Company D, 
Seventeenth Ohio Infantry, from April 25, 1861, to August 15, 1861, 
when honorably discharged with his company, and again as a private 
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in Company H, Fifth Ohio Cavalry, from February 4, 1865, to October 
30, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

The medical records of the War Department furnish no information 
as to any treatment of the soldier while in the service. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of rheumatism, disease of heart, 
dyspepsia, disease of right testicle (the result of mumps), chronic 
diarrhea, and general debility. 

He was formerly pensioned under the general law for a disease of 
the right testicle (the result of mumps) contracted by him in his first 
service, at the rate of $2’ per month from discharge and at $4 per 
month from February 25, 1885. 

His claim on account of chronic diarrhea, rheumatism, and result- 
ing disease of heart, also filed under the general law in February, 
1890, was rejected in May, 1899, upon the ground of no record and 
inability of the claimant to furnish competent and satisfactory testi- 
mony to show that said disabilities originated in the service, and this 
rejection was affirmed by Assistant Secretary Campbell under date of 
March 11, 1902, and the rejection was in accordance with law. 

While, as stated above, the evidence submitted by the claimant and 
that obtained upon special examination was wholly insufficient to show 
that the soldier suffered from the disabilities named in the service, it 
is fairly well shown, however, by lay testimony that upon his return 
from the Army he was afflicted with diarrhea and rheumatism, and 
there is medical testimony as to treatment sincé about June, 1878. 

When last examined, in June, 1899, the surgeons rated him $6 for 
the disease of the testicle, $8 for rheumatism, $10 for disease of heart, 
$6 for chronic diarrhea, and $6 for piles. 

In view of the above, and considering the rating recommended by 
the board of surgeons for the disability from rheumatism and disease 
of heart, an increase of the soldier’s pension to $24 per month is be- 
lieved to be justified. 

4 The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
ollows : 

In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words “and Com- 
pany H, Fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
CHAPMAN MANN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18372) granting 
an increase of pension to Chapman Mann. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Chapman Mann, late of Company H, Thirty-fourth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Ree and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 18372) granting an increase of pension to Chapman Mann, sub- 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $17 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The soldier named in the bill, now 78 years of age, served as a pri- 
vate in Company H, Thirty-fourth Illinois eeage from September 7, 
1861, to July 12, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

The records of the War Department show that he was a prisoner of 
war from December 31, 1862, to February 3, 1863, when paroled, and 
that he was under treatment while in the service at different dates for 
typhoid fever, malarial fever, erysipelas, sciatica, and conjunctivitis. 

He is now pensioned under the general law at $17 per month on ac- 
count of an injury of the right hip received in service and line of vg 

His claim to pension on account of disease of eyes was rejected in 
December, 1898, upon the ground of his declared inability to furnish 
any evidence whatever showing the existence of the same at discharge 
or its continuance to 1875, and a claim on account of deafness was like- 
wise rejected upon the ground of no disability therefrom in a ratable 
degree since the filing of the claim. 

When last examined, on February 17, 1904, the board of surgeons at 
Abilene, Kans., rated him $24 per month for the injury to right hip, 
and stated that he had opacities covering the cornea of each eye; that 
pupils did not respond to light; that he could read éone of the test 
type and could barely see light, and that his eyesight was nen 
gone; that he was very lame and could not walk at all without artifi- 
cial aid, and was compelled to have a constant attendant to attend to 
the calls of nature and dress and undress, etc., and that he was also 
very feeble from age. 

The statement of Hon. W. A. CALDERHEAD, the Member who intro- 
duced the bill, filed in the Pension Bureau, sets forth that the soldier 
is totally blind and wholly “ee upon his pension, and that the 
soldier also served during the Mexican war. 

The soldier’s physical and financial condition is one vor of sym- 
pathetic consideration by Congress, and, —e recedents in like 
cases, an increase of his ror to $30 per month is justified. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
LOVINA STOKES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18556) grant- 
ing a pension to Lovina Stokes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he !s 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lovina 
Stokes, mother of Carter Phillips, late of Company D, Forty-fourth 
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension st 
the rate of $12 per month. 
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The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18556) granting a pension to Lovina Stokes, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

The bill proposes to pension the beneficiary as the dependent mot her 
of Carter Phillips, late of Company D, Forty-fourth United States | 
Colored Troops, at $12 per month. 

The records of the War Department show that Carter Phillips, the 
soldier named in the bill, served as a private in Company D, Forty- 
fourth United States Colored Troops, from April 16, 1864, to July 25, 
1865, when discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability by reason 
of the loss of the use of the left arm, caused by a gunshot wound 
received in action at block house No. 2, Washington and Chattanooga 
Railroad, on December 2, 1864; and the files of the Pension Bureau 
show that the soldier was pensioned under the general law by reason 
of said wound at $4 per month from discharge, and that he died Decem- 
ber 30, 1900, from dropsy and paralysis. 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 89 years of age, ee for 
pension as the dependent mother of the soldier and furnished proof 
that the soldier died unmarried, that he was her son, and that she had 
been dependent upon him for a support. 

The Pension Bureau rejected her claim in October, 1903, upon the 
ground that the soldier’s death from dropsy and paralysis was in no 
way due to the gunshot wound for which he had been pensioned, and 
was not otherwise shown to have been a result of his military service. 

The beneficiary alleged that the soldier, her son, was her only sup- 
port; that he had but little medical attendance during his last illness, 
for the reason that he had not been able to work for several years, and 
had no money to pay for a physician, and that his pension was small. 

While the action of the Pension Bureau was undoubtedly correct, 
there being no proof that the soldier’s death was a result of the wound 
for which he had been pensioned, your committee, however, does not 
believe that this old mother should be allowed to suffer want, she 
being entirely beyond all labor, and destitute; hence the passage of the 
bill is recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ mother,” insert the word “ dependent.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Volunteer,” insert the word “ Colored.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALFRED M. CONNOR, ALIAS ALFRED C. MORRIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18730) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alfred M. Connor, alias Alfred C. 
Morris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


The report (by Mr. Grsson) is as follows: | 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred 
M. Connor, alias Alfred C. Morris, late captain Company I, Eleventh 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18730) granting an increase of pension to Alfred M. Connor, 
alias Alfred C. Morris, submit the following report: 

_An increase of pension from $12 to $40 per month is sought in the 


bill. 
Alfred M. Connor, the net named in the bill, now 67 years 
of age, served under the name of Alfred C. Morris as second lieutenant 
of Company A, Ninth Kentucky Cavalry, from August 10, 1862, to 
August 21, 1863, when honorably discharged, and was a prisoner of 
war from October 4 to October 7, 1862. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 


rheumatism, obesity, and senile debilit 


month for total disability, the result of disease of rectum and heart, | 


When last examined, on February 3. 1904, by the Chehalis, Wash., 
board of surgeons, that board stated that there was an extensive vari- 
cose condition of the saphenous veins of both legs; rheumatism, with 
one-half loss of motion in the shoulders; fatty degeneration of the 
heart, and extensive varicocele of both sides, tumor 14 by 4 inches, dis- 
ease of rectum followed by profuse bleeding after examination, en- 
larged prostate gland, and disease of eyes. 

The board further stated that there was marked @dema around the 
eyes and the face; also abdominal ascites, with some swelling of the 
legs from the ankle to the knees and slight swelling of the hands. 

The statement of Hon. I’. W. CUSHMAN, the Member who introduced 


the bill, filed with your committee, shows that the soldier is without | 


property or means of support except the pension of $12 per month, 
and that he is both deserving and needy. 

The officer being shown to be 7 from disabilities of an ex- 
treme nature and being also destitute, an increase of his pension to $24 
per month is deemed proper, and the passage of the bill is therefore 
recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “captain” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ second lieutenant.” 

‘ on a 7 strike out the letter “I” and insert in lieu thereof the let- 
or. “A. 


In same line strike out the word “Eleventh” and insert in lieu | 


thereof the word “ Ninth.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty ”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 





JORDAN FREEMAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18697) granting 
an increase of pension to Jordan Freeman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jordan 
Freeman, late of Company K, One hundred and eighteenth Regiment 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18697) granting an increase of pension to Jordan Freeman, sub- 
mit the following report: 
oat increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
J ° 

Jordan Garrett, now known as Jordan Freeman, 64 years of age, 
served as a private in Company K, One hundred and eighteenth United 
States Colored Troops, from October 3, 1864, to October 2, 1865, when 
honorably discharged, and is shown by the records of the War Depart 
ment to have been under treatment at different dates during his service* 
for dysentery, boil, paroditis, etc. 

He never applied for pension under the general law, but is now pen- 
sioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month for total disa 
bility, the result of impaired sight of both eyes 

When last examined, on February 8, 1904, the Lafayette, Ind., 
board of surgeons stated that there was practically total blindness in 
both eyes, due to complete atrophy of both optic disks, and that he was 
disabled to the extent of requiring the constant aid and attendance of 
another person. 

The statement of Hon. Rosperr W. Miers, the Member who intro 
duced the bill, filed with your committee, sets forth that he knows the 
soldier to be totally blind and requiring the aid of a third person, and 
that he has no income except the pension which he is now receiving 

The soldier being shown to be totally blind and to have rendered one 
year of faithful service and to be destitute, an increase of his pension 
to the amount sought in the bill is proper and its passage is therefore 
recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Jordan,” insert the words “ Garrett, now 
known as Jordan.” 

In line 7, before the word “Infantry,” insert the words ‘“ Colored 
Volunteer.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jordan Garrett, now known as Jordan Freeman.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LOUVENIA CLARK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18396) granting 
an increase of pension to Louvenia Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lou- 
venia Clark, widow of Andrew H. Clark, late colonel Forty-seyenth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. HunrTER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 18396) granting an increase of pension to Louvenia Clark, sub- 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $8 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 57 years of age, is the widow 
of Andrew H. Clark, who served as captain of Company D, Seventh 
Kentucky Infantry, from September 22, 1861, to February 22, 1862 
when his resignation was accepted, and again as lieutenant-colonel and 
cclonel of the Forty-seventh Kentucky Infantry from October 20, 1863, 
to December 24, 1864, when honorably discharged. 

He was a pensioner under the general law at $20 per month on 
account of disease of throat and chest, said disease having been in 
curred by him while captain of Company D of the Seventh Kentucky 
Infantry. 

He died April 28, 1898, from paralysis. 

His widow, the beneficiary named in the bill, who married him on 
December 25, 1867, is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, 
at $8 per month upon proof that she had not remarried since her hus 
band’s death and that she was dependent upon her daily labor, having 
no means of support and no property except a life interest in a house 
and lot in the town of Barboursville, Ky., valued at about $2,000. 

Her claim under the general law was rejected in 1899 upon the 
ground that her husband’s fatal paralysis was not the result of the 
disease of throat and chest for which he had been pensioned. 

She filed medical testimony that her husband died on April 12, 1898, 
from a stroke of paralysis, caused by the rupture of a blood vessel in 
the brain, probably caused by a severe paroxysm of coughing, the 
officer having been a sufferer from a bronchial affection causing fre 
quent paroxysms of coughing. 

Your committee has no reason to doubt the medical evidence filed 
by the beneficiary to the effect that the officer's diseases of accepted 
service origin produced either directly or indirectly the embolism 
which caused his death, and hence believe that the beneficiary is entitled 
to a pension as a captain’s widow, the officer having held that rank 
when he contracted the disease of chest. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ late, 
D, Seventh Regiment, and.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


” 


insert the words “ captain Company 


| to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN SCHNEIDER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18685) granting 
an increase of pension to John Schneider. 






























































2346 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., | That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Schneider, late of Company B, Second Regiment Missouri Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Mrers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18683) granting an increase of pension to John Schneider, sub- 
mit the following report: 
wit” increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 

Mr. Schneider, now 58 years of age, served as a drummer in Com- 
pany BE, Second Missouri Infantry, from December 10, 1863, to Decem- 
ber 25, 1865, when honorably discharged, and is shown by the records 
of the War Department to have been under treatment in March, 1864, 
for chronic bronchitis. 

He is now pensioned under the general law at $12 per month on ac- 
count of disease of the lungs. 

A claim for increase of pension, filed in August, 1902, was rejected 
in May, 1903, upon the ground that the degree of disability arising 
from the pensioned cause did not warrant a higher rating. 

Medical testimony filed in the Pension Office in August, 1902, sets 
forth that the soldier has been under treatment more or less constantly 
for catarrhal affections of the nose, throat, bronchial tubes, and lungs ; 
that the least exposure, frequently owing to a change in the weather, 
brings on a catarrh of the nose and throat, which passes down into the 
bronchial tubes and the lungs; that this condition usually weakens him 
and incapacitates him for his work; that he was then having an attack 
of hemorrhage from the lungs, which was always obstinate and lasted 
a long time, and that his condition was such that he could not earn a 
livelihood by manual labor. 

When last examined by the St. Louis, Mo., board of surgeons on 
December 3, 1902, that ard found subcrepitant rales all over the 
upper lobe of the left lung, with relative dullness, this condition sug- 
gesting eerennenes of the lungs. That board then rated him at $12 
per month. 

The testimony of Dr. Gustave S. Schuricht, of St. Louis, Mo., filed 
with your committee in February, 1902, sets forth that in February, 
1892, the soldier met with an aecident in a cutting machine, losing the 
first, second, and third fingers of his left hand; that he is now totally 
disabled from manual labor in his line of business, and that, in con- 
nection with the disease of his lungs, his condition was such as to dis- 
able him from making a living by manual labor. 

There has also been filed with your committee the affidavit of Samuel 
Hymer, late captain Company D, One hundred and fifteenth Dlinois 
Infantry, setting forth that on October 13, 1864, while he was in com- 
mand of a blockhouse near Dalton, Ga., and while being attacked by 
General Hood’s army, a large force of the enemy, after night, formed 
on all sides of his fort and prepared to take the same by assault; that 
after everything was ready the drummer boy, John Schneider, then a 
prisoner in the hands of the Confederate army, asked permission to 
carry a flag of truce to the fort; that he succeeded in doing this by 
as under cover of a railroad grade, which was about 3 feet 
high and ran near the fort; that the flag was seen, but the bearer could 
not be seen; that affiant went out to meet it, and when he approached 
the flag Capt. Theodore Carter, of General Bates’s staff, came out to 
meet him; that affiant called some of his men out and Captain Carter 
called up a few of his and they agreed upon terms of surrender; that 
it was many years before affiant learned that the 16-year-old drummer 
boy of the Second Missouri Infantry, then a prisoner, carried the flag 
of truce to him; that the least mistake in his approach to the fort 
would have caused him his life; that he is satisfied had the fort been 
charged by the enemy there would have been few, if any, of the men 
living to-day; that affiant was awarded a Congressional medal of honor 
and a special pension for the defense of that fort and believes that 
John Schneider should also receive special recognition and pension. 

The soldier is shown to be in dependent financial circumstances. 

The soldier rendered honorable service for two years and is now 
suffering from an incurable disease—tuberculosis—of accepted service 
origin, and is shown to be wholly disabled for manual labor and in 
dependent circumstances. 

llis condition, as above described, together with his meritorious 
services, leads your committee to the conclusion that an increase of 
his pension to $24 per month is warranted, and the passage of the bill 
is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPHINE DRINKWATER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18322) granting 
a pension to Josephine Drinkwater. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior he, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jo- 
sephine Drinkwater, widow of Edward Drinkwater, late an acting 


ensign, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

The report (by Mr. Grsson) is as fellows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18322) granting a pension to Josephine Drinkwater, submit the 
following report : 

A pension of $12 per month is sought in the bill. 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 57 years of age, is the widow 
of Edward Drinkwater, whom the Navy Department records show to 
have served as a pilot on the U. 8. S. Glance, Baiziey, and Martin, from 


July 22, 1864, to May 17, 1865, by appointment, and as acting ensign 
in the Navy on the U. 8. 8. Martin and Princeton from the last-named 
date to July 19, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

He died Mareh 24, 1897. 

The beneficiary, who married him on November 15, 1866, ts barred 


from pension under the aet of June 27, 1890, for the reason that her 
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husband's service, prior to May 17, 1865, did not give her title under 
said act, for the reason that pilots in the Navy were not sogutatiy en- 
listed, but appointed men only, and that his service as an officer in the 
ar after May 17, 1865, did not cover the period of ninety days. 

The beneficiary is shown to be dependent within the meaning of the 
act of June 27, 1890, as amended by the act of May 9, 1900. 

Pilots in the naval service of the United States are entitled to — 
sion under the general law under the second paragraph of section 4693, 
Revised Statutes, but are held by the Interior Department not to have 
title under the act of June 27, 1890, for the reason that their appoint- 
ments were made by commanding officers of the squadron, subject to 
ere by the Navy Department, and held only “during the 
of the appointing officer, and hence could not be regarded as officers or 
enlisted men in the Navy, but were regarded as civilians employed 
under the authority of the Navy Department. 

Congress, however, hav repeatedly held that this class of men 
were intended to be included in the provisions of the act of June 27, 
1890, relief to the extent of granting her a pension at $8 per month is 
justified, and the passage of the 1 is therefore recommended when 
amended as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “an” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ pilot and.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ eight.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 


easure 


ANTHONY WEAVER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18628) granting 
an increase of pension to Anthony Weaver. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Anthony Weaver, late of Company C, Sixtieth Regiment New York 
Volunfeer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. Te granting an increase of pension to Anthony Weaver, 
submit the following report : 

i increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
Jil. 

Mr. Weaver, now 68 years of age, rendered nearly four years of faith- 
ful service, having served as corporal and sergeant in Cuspeas ©: Six- 
tieth New York Infantry, from October 5, 1861, to July 17, 1 , when 
honorably discharged. 

He was under treatment while In the service at various dates on 
account of intermittent fever and acute dysentery. 

He never applied for pension under the general law, but is now pen- 
sioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month for total disa- 
bility, the result of rheumatism, partial paralysis of right side, and 
senile debility. 

This pension of $12 tn month was allowed upon a certificate of 
medical examination made by the Detroit City, Minn., board of surgeons 
on July 6, 1904, which showed that the soldier had a stroke of apoplexy 
on January 1, 1904, and that as a result he has — paralysis of 
the right side, with loss of power most marked in right arm and hand ; 
that while he was able to grasp any small object with the hand he 
eould do so only with great difficulty and had little strength to retain 
the object; that he has rheumatism, causing occasional swelling of the 
left knee, and that he was also suffering from an enlarged prostate. 

Medical testimony filed in the Pension Bureau in April, 1904, shows 
that the soldier’s sight and hearing are also greatly impaired on the 
right side; that he is totally unable to earn his own living and will 
never be able to do so; that he can move about only with great difii- 
culty, and depends upon friends to help him even at that. 

The soldier is shown to be in poor financial circumstances. 

The soldier had nearly four years of honorable service and is now 
practically helpless and destitute. An increase of his pension to $30 
per manth is therefore justified, and such relief is in line with many 
precedents in like cases. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS SELLERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18460) granting 
an inerease of pension to Thomas Sellers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the a laws, the name of Thomas 
Sellers, late of First Regiment Florida Volunteer Cavalry, civii war, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Grsson) Is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18460) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Sellers, sub- 
mit the following report : 
wn” increase of pension from $12 to $25 per month ts sought tn the 


Mr. Sellers, now 72 = of age, who served as a private in Com- 
ye B, First Florida Cavalry, from September 25, 1864, to November 
qs 1865, when honorably discharged, is now pensioned under the act 
of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month for total disability, the result of the 
loss of sight of the left eye, piles, and senile debility. 

When last examined, an Andalusia, Ala., examining surgeon on 
July 30, 1901, the soldier was found to be suffering from prolapsus of 
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the rectum, loss of sight of the left eye, and impaired sight of the right 
eye, with inability to perform any manual labor. 

The petition of the soldier filed with your committee sets forth that 
he is now suffering from total blindness, sciatica, and deafness; that 
the pension of $12 is inadequate for his support, he being totally dis- 
abled for labor; that he owns no property except 80 acres of land 
valued at $160, etc. 

An increase of the soldier's pension from $12 to $30 per month is 
justified by reason of his helplessness from blindness and his destitution. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ First,” insert the words “ Company B.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “ civil war.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MARGARET L. HANCE, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18684) granting 
an increase of pension to Margaret L. Hance. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar- 


garet L. Hance, widow of William Hance, late of Companies D and I, | 
pay her a pen- | 


Fifty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, an 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SuLLoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 18684) granting an increase of pension to Margaret L. Hance, 
submit the following report: 
ee increase of pension from $8 to $12 per month is sought in the 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 60 years of age, is the widow 
of William Hance, who served as a private in Companies D and I, 
Fifty-sixth New York Infantry, from August 1, 1861, to October 17, 
1865, when honorably discharged, and who was under treatment in 
June, 1862, for rheumatism. 

She was married to him on May 19, 1864, and is now pensioned under 
the act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month upon proof that he died 
December 5, 1883; that she had not remarried since his death, and was 
dependent upon her daily labor for a support. 

Proof filed in the Pension Bureau in 1892 shows that the beneficiary 
was then wretchedly poor, being relieved by the Grand Army post to 
the extent of $2 per week and by the charity of strangers. 

Medical and other testimony filed with your committee shows that 
the beneficiary is a sufferer from chronic bronchitis, Bright's disease, 
and rheumatism, old and unable to do any work to support herself; 
that she is very poor, having no property except clothing and a little 
household furniture and has no one upon whom to depend for a support, 
and often suffers from lack of suitable food, medicines, and medical 
attendance. 


The beneficiary having been the wife of the soldier during his serv- | 


ice and being now an invalid and utterly destitute, the relief sought 
in = is fully justified, and the passage of the same is recom- 
mended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 


GEORGE N. WARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18357) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to George N. Ward. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
N. Ward, late of Company C, Forty-second Regiment Massachusetts 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per | 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The report (by Mr. Brapiey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18357) granting an increase of pension to George N. Ward, sub- 
mit the following report: 
wi increase of -pension from $14 to $50 per month is sought in the 
The soldier named in the bill, now 60 years of age, served as a pri- 
vate in Company G, Second Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, from 
December 2, 1862, to August 13, 1865, when honorably discharged on 
surgeon's certificate of disability by reason of debility resulting from 
confinement in southern prisons. 

He was p pias of war from April 20, 1864, to December 11, 1864 
when paroled. 

After his release from prison he was under treatment for pleuro- 
pneumonia, scurvy, and debility. 

While in Andersonville prison he contracted malarial poisoning with 
ae disease of heart, and disease of mouth as a result of scurvy, 
and he is now pensioned under the general law at $14 per month on 
——— be og - ss ' toe 

‘aims for increase of pension were rejected, the last one on Febru- 
ary 27, 1903, upon the ground that a higher rating was not warranted. 

A medical examination of March 6, 1904, rated him $10 for malarial 

isoning, $8 for heart disease, and $6 for disease of mouth, and his 
ast examination, on September 3, 1902, recommended a rating of $12 
for malaria and heart disease and $4 for disease of mouth. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee shows that the soldier, 
by reason of the pensioned causes, is unable to perform hard, manual 
~~ or any oa = — = =— exertion. 

our committee is o e opinion that the soldier by reason of his 
pensioned disabilities, all contracted during his confinement asa prisoner 
of war for the period of eight months, is entitled to a rating in excess 





ee 


of $14 per month, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended 
when amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “C.” 
letter ‘‘ G.” 

In same line strike out the word “ Forty-second” and insert in Meu 
thereof the word “ Second.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Infantry” 
the words “‘ Heavy Artillery.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty ”’ 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


and insert in lieu thereof 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


GEORGE HAYES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17680) granting 
an increase of pension to George Hayes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
Hayes, late of Company C, Thirteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 17680) granting an increase of pension to George Hayes, sub 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension to $30 per month is sought in the bill 

Mr. Hayes, now 79 years of age, served as a private in Company C, 
Thirteenth Wisconsin Volunteers, from September 6, 1864, to Septem 
ber 6, 1865, when honorably discharged as of the Veteran Reserve 
Corps, to which transferred by reason of conjunctivitis. 

He was under treatment for this disability from October 22, 1864, to 
December 15, 1864. 

He is now pensioned under the general law at $30 per month on 


| account of a complete right inguinal hernia‘and disease of eyes. 


Hiis claims for increase of pension were rejected, the last one on 


| November 13, 1900, upon the ground that he did not by reason of the 
| pensioned causes require the frequent 


and periodical aid and attend- 
ance of another person as contemplated in the statutes. 

Medical testimony on file in the Pension Bureau shows that the sol 
dier can scarcely see at all; that the hernia is 10 inches long and 22 
inches in circumference, not reducible, tender, and painful, and very 
greatly interferes with walking; that he also suffers from a very seri 
ous affection of the heart, is nervous and shaky, on several occasions 
has fallen on the street and had to be hauled home, and required the 
attention of some one nearly all the time to guide him about. 





When last examined, in 1900, the board of surgeons rated him $10 
for the hernia, $18 for disease of eyes, and $10 for disease of heart, 
and the surgeons then stated that there was loss of sight of the left 


eye and impaired sight of the right eye. 
The statement of Hon. JAMes T. LLOYD, the Member who introduced 


the bill, sets forth that he knows personally that the soldier has no 
property of any consequence and that he is wholly dependent upon his 
pension. 

It is the opinion of your committee that while the soldier may not 
have shown himself to be entitled to the next higher rating, namely $50 
per month, that he is, however, in such a condition as to recuire at 


times the periodical aid of another person. 

In view of this an increase of his pension to $40 per month is justi- 
fied, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when 
amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” 
word “ forty.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


ARTHUR E. STRIMFLE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17061) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to BE. A. Strimple. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of BE. A. 
Strimple, late of Company F, Fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Crowrey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 17061) granting an increase of pension to E. A. Strimple, sub- 
mit the following report : 

Arthur E. Strimple, the soldier named in the bill, now 74 years of 
age, served as a private in Company F, Fifth Iinois Cavalry, from 
September 14, 1861, to October 14, 1864, when honorably discharged. 
He was under treatment while in the service for intermittent 
varicocele, and diarrhea. 

He is now a pensioner under the general law at $30 per month on 
account of total inability to perform manual labor, the result of ventral 
hernia, chronic diarrhea and resulting diseases of the rectum, injury 
left leg and resulting varicose veins of same. : 

He claimed that he incurred a hernia of the right side as a result of 
straining at stool due to the diarrhea of army origin. The Pension 
Bureau, however, held that this was not susceptible of proof. 

His claim to increase of pension was rejected in October, 19023 
the ground that a higher rating was not warranted. 

When last examined the surgeons at Eldorado, Kans., on June 10, 
1903, stated that while the soldier could dress, undress, and feed him- 
self, and did not require the assistance of another person, and hence 
was not entitled to $50 per month, he was, however, in their opinion 
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fairly entitled to more than a second-grade rating, but that there was 
no law authorizing an intermediate rate. 
A medical examination in 1902 showed the soldier to be suffering 





= a cataract of right eye, with symptoms of one coming in the 
other eye. 

Proof filed with your committee shows him to be now absolutely 
blind and requiring the aid of another person, and to have no means 


of support except his pension, and no property except a home worth 
$600 occupied by him as a homestead. 

In view of the soldier’s age, destitution, his honorable service of 
three years, and his helplessness from blindness, an increase of his pen- 
sion from $30 to $40 per month is eminently just and proper. 

‘ ue passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
Ollows: 

In line 6 strike out the letters “ BE.” “A.,” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “Arthur E.” 

- oe 8 strike out the word “ thirty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ forty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Arthur E. Strimple.”’ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM A. FORBES. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17045) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Forbes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam A. Forbes, late of Company C, Thirtieth Regiment New Jersey 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SuLttoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on InvaJid Pension§8, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 17045) granting an increase of pension to William A. Forbes, 
submit the following report: 
on” increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 


Mr. Forbes, now 65 years of age, served as a private in Company C, 
Thirtieth New Jersey Infantry, from September 5, 1862, to June 27, 
1863, when honorably discharged. 

The medical records of the War Department show him to have been 
treated for diarrhea in May, 1863. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of disease of bones. 

His general-law claim, filed in July, 1891, and based upon rheuma- 
tism and resulting disease and dislocation of the bones alleged to have 
been contracted at Fort Baker, D. C., in the fall of 1862, was ore 
in June, 1898, upon the ground of no record or medical evidence in the 


o7 


service and a special examination having failed to connect the present | 


disability with his service. 

og rejection of the claim under the general law was in accordance 
with law. 

There is some proof tending to show that the soldier complained of 
rheumatism while in the service, but even that was extremely weak. 

It is shown that the soldier has suffered from a destruction of the 
bones since about 1882, and that for years he has been suffering from 


osteitis deformans; that the disease is progressive in character, and 
that he is unable to walk without the aid of two canes, the limbs now 
being markedly bowed and over each thigh there being, on the upper 
and outer aspect, a mass that seems like a fibrous tumor. 

When last examined, in 1894, the board of surgeons stated that there 
was crepitation in every joint of the body, with enlargement and stiff- 


ness; that the legs were very much bowed, and that he walked with 


difliculty with the assistance of a cane, and that he was physically in- 
capacitated for the performance of any manual labor, all the bones that 
had been subject to weight and pressure being bent. 

The soldier is shown to be dependent upon his daily labor. 

A photograph of the soldier, showing his present condition and fully 
exhibiting the deformed condition of his legs, has been filed with your 
committee. 

The soldier being shown to be well-nigh helpless and dependent 
wholly upon his pension, and it being probable that his serious affliction 
is a result of his military service, an increase of his pension to $24 per 
month is believed to be justified, and the passage of the bill is therefore 
recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH RUMELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16660) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph Rumell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Rumell, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in Hieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Crow ey) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 16660) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Rumell, sub- 
mit the owing report: 

An increase of pension from $14 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The files of the Pension Bureau show that the soldier named in the 


bill, now 76 years of age, served as a private in Company H, Eighth 


Illinois Infantry, from August 21, 1861, to June 24, 1864, when hon- | word “ twenty-four.” 
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orably Gcharens, and that he was under treatment in August end 
September, 1862, for chronic diarrhea and that he is now pensioned 
under the general law at $14 per month on account of*chronic diarrhea 
and resulting piles and disease of rectum. 

His claims for increase of pension were rejected, the last one in 
Seer 1903, upon the ground that the rating of $14 per month 
was fully commensurate with the degree of disability arising from the 
pensioned causes. 

When last examined, by the Greenville, Ill., board of surgeons, on 
October 1, 1902, that board rated him $8 for chronic diarrhea, $4 for 
piles, and $4 for disease of rectum, and then stated that he was emaci- 
ated, the rectum inflamed and eereee. bleeding, and ulcerated, with 
three pile tumors one-fourth to 1 inch in diameter, and that there was 
tenderness and tympanitis of the stomach. 

Medical testimony filed in the Pension Bureau in June, 1902, sets 
forth that aside from the disabilities of accepted service origin the sol- 
dier was also suffering from rheumatism and heart disease and that 
he was then suffering from a subacute attack affecting the back, hips, 
and legs; that he was unable to follow his occupation as a plasterer, 
and had nothing to live on but his small pension, which was insufficient 
to support him and his wife. 

The soldier rendered long service and incurred disabilities therein 
for which the examining surgeons recommended a rating in excess of 
that allowed by the Pension Bureau. 

Aside from this he is shown to be suffering from rheumatism and 
heart disease, which disabilities quite likely are also dependent upon 
his military service. 

In view of this an increase of his pension to $24 per month is deemed 
proper, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when 
amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. ‘ 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHURCH FORTNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16035) granting 
an increase of pension to Church Fortner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Church 
Fortner, late of First Battery Iowa Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay 
a e pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 16035) granting an increase of pension to Church-Fortner, sub- 
mit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $50 per month In sought In the 


bill. 

The soldier named in the bill, now 65 years of age, is shown by the 
records of the War Department to have served as a private in the 
First Independent Battery Iowa Light Artillery from February 4, 1864, 
to July 5, 1865, when honorably discharged, and to have been severely 
wounded in the back before Atlanta, Ga., on July 22, 1864. 

The Pension Bureau files show that he is now pensioned under the 
a at $12 per month on account of this gunshot wound of 
the back. 

The Pension Bureau held in March, 1864, that the rate of $12 per 
month included any and all disability from the resulting injury to 
— plexus and partial paralysis of sensation and motion of the 
right limb. 

A medical examination of the soldier made z 
board of surgeons, on April 15, 1903, stated that by reason of the 
gunshot wound of back the soldier's right leg was 1 inch shorter 
and one-half to 2 inches smaller than the left leg; that motion of the 
leg was almost lost; that he can not walk without artificial aid, and 
that the leg is almost like a wooden one, and the surgeons then rated 
him $17 for that condition. 

When last examined, on February 3, 1904, by the Hamilton (Iowa) 
board of surgeons, that board stated that it was not improbable that 
the bullet injured that part of the sacral plexus which supplies the ex- 
tensor aspect of the limb; that claimant was unable to bring his right 
leg forward without special effort or without the assistance of the 
hands; that he has a decided limp and drags the right foot; that 
there is considerable atrophy of the right limb, hip, and buttock, and 
that in climbing stairs the claimant always advanced the left foot and 
dragged the right. 

The surgeons then recommended a rating of $12 per month. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee shows that the soldier 
on December 14, 1904, was in hospital under treatment for a fracture 
of the right leg; that for the past six years he had been a cripple 
from what appeared to be a gunshot wound of the right leg, causing 
partial paralysis of the right leg, and that, in affiilant’s opinion, the 
wound and paralysis were believed to be the indirect cause of the frac- 
ture, the soldier having pees on account of his inability to use his 
right leg in consequence of said wound, and that he is wholly unabie 
to perform any manual labor. 

Other proof filed shows that the soldier has no property and no 
means or income aside from the pension of $12 et month. 

In the minds of your committee the disability from the wound 
received in battle is believed to have caused such a serious disability, 
as shown by the certificates of medical examination, as to warrant a 
rating in excess of that for which the soldier is now pensioned, and it 
is also quite probable that the fracture of the leg is an indirect if not 
a direct result of the wound received in the service. 

Under these circumstances an increase of the soldier’s pension to 
$24 is justified, and the passage of the bill is recommended when 
amended as follows: 

6, before the word “ Battery,” insert the word “ Indepen- 


In line 7 strike ont the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 


the Waverly, Iowa, 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


FRANCIS A. HEATH, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16527) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis A. Heath. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Francis 
A. Heath, late of Company A, Thi Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CaLDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 16527) granting an increase of pension to Francis A. Heath, 
submit the following report: ; 
wale increase of pension from $12 to $50 per month is sought in the 


The soldier named in the bill, ndw 68 pears of age, served as a 
private in Company A, Third Indiana Cavairy, from uly 9, 1861, to 
August 31, 1864, when honorably disch with his company. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of disease of the face, loss of 
sight of the left eye, and senile debility. 

His claim under the general law, based upon malarial poisoning and 
disease of kidneys, was rejected in 1892 upon the ground that a dis- 
ne = these alleged diseases had not existed since the filing of 
the claim. 

It is shown that the soldier suffered from a cancer of the face since 
about 1884, and that he has lost the left side of the nose and sight of 
the left eve as a result, etc. 

= last examined, on July 5, 1904, the examining surgeon stated 
as follows: 

“‘Hias a cancerous ulcer of the face. Left eyeball is shrunken and 
sight lost, and the soft tissues are gone for the inner two-thirds of the 
left eyelid, over the entire nose well down into the upper lip. Nasal 
bones are gone, as is nasal cartila the nasal process of the superior 
maxillary lachrymal, and in fact all the inner lower floor of the orbit, 
leaving exposed the whole of the right nostril and floor of nasal cavity. 
There is a large ulcer, probably cancerous, on the lower lip, with a 
disagreeable sero-purulent — from both ulcers. Applicant has 
—_ — 50 pounds of flesh in the last twelve months and evidently 
suffers pain. 

“Applicant is able to be around the house, but was lying down when 
I arrived. He requires the attention of a third party to dress the face. 
Vision in right eye is low, but he can read with glasses.” 

The statement of Mr. Scort, the Member who introduced the bill, 
filed with your committee, shows that the soldier’s face is practically 
destroyed by reason of the cancer, not only renderi him unable to 
earn ae but requiring the constant attention of another person, 
and — he has no means of support aside from his pension of $12 per 
month. 

Followin peveeaeas in like cases, the soldier havi rendered three 
years of faithful service and being now helpless and destitute, an in- 
crease of his pension to $30 per month is justified and the passage of 
the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MARY E. BROWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17413) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary E. Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he its 
hereby, authorized and directed to oe on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar 
BE. Brown, widow of Campbell M. Brown, late a landsman on the U. 
8. S. North Carolina and Admiral, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CaALpDERHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 17413) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Brown, sub- 
mit the following report: 
ee increase of pension from $8 to $24 per month is sought In the 

The husband of the beneficiar 
Carolina and Admiral, United States Navy, from April 19, 1864, to 
December 16, 1864, when honorably discharged. 

He was under treatment while in the service for catarrh and incipi- 
ent phthisis, but not for rheumatism, for which disability he sought a 
pension, and said claim was. rejected in March, 1897, upon the ground 
of no record and sailor's inability, with the aid of a special examina- 
tion, to prove incurrence of same in the service. 

Proof obtained upon the special examination of the claim shows that 
the sailor suffered from recurrent attacks of rheumatism and heart 
disease from 1870 to the time of his death. 

He died March 16, 1894, from pleuro-pneumonia, the result of an 


accident. 

His widow, now 55 years of age, married him on December 8, 1370, 
and she is now poarenee under the act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per 
month upon proof of dependence. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee shows that the bene- 
ficiary is totally blind in one eye, and that with the other eye she can 


but dimly perceive the outlines of large objects; that she is also in a 


served as a landsman on the North | 





very enfeebled condition and is well worthy of the assistance that she 
seeks from the Government in the way of an increase of pension 

The beneficiary is shown to be almost blind and to be destitute, and 
an increase of her pension from $8 to $12 per month to aid in her sup- 
port, is believed to be proper, and the passage of the bill is therefore 
recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “a.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ landsman” 
the word “ of.” 
= In line 8, after the word “Admiral,” insert the words “ United States 

avy.” 

In same line strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert In lieu 
thereof the word “ twelve.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof 


JULIUS A. MAHURIN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17368) granting 
an increase of pension to Julius A. Mahurin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julius 
A. Mahurin, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Greson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 17368) granting an increase of pension to Julius A. Mahurin, 
submit the following report: 
we aa increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 

ll. 
Mr. Mahurin, now 65 years of age, served as a private in Company 
D, Fourth Vermont Infantry, from September 21, 1861, to November 
14, 1862, when honorably discharged on surgeon's certificate of disa- 
bility by reason of “ hypertrophy of the heart of six months’ duration.” 

Ile is now pension under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month fer total disability, the result of lumbago, disease of rectum, 
fractured ribs, and functional disease of the heart. 

When last examined, in June, 1891, the board of surgeons at Spring- 
dale, Ark., found “rectum inflamed and ulcerated, three internal hem- 
orrholdal tumors, fifth and sixth ribs of left side fractured and depressed, 
and heart’s action rapid and feeble, with inability to lie on left side 
without alarming dyspnea.” 

The affidavits of Drs. R. A. and N. M. Paul, of Center, Tex., filed 
with your committee, set forth that they examined the soldier and 
found him crippled and unable to do regular manual labor, and that 
his financial condition is such that he requires outside financial 
assistance. 

The heart disease from which the soldier is shown to be suffering is 
quite materially dependent upon the heart trouble by reason of which 
he was discharged the service. 

Inasmuch as he is now shown to be crippled and unable to perform 
regular manual labor and dependent upon outside aid, an increase of 
his pension to $24 oe month is believed to be warranted, and the pas- 
sage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows : 

n line 7, before the word “ Volunteer,” insert the word “ Vermont.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ORSON M. MARKCUM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18051) granting 
an increase of pension to O. M. Markeaim. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of O. M. 
Markcam, late of Company C, Eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Mters of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18051) granting an increase of pension to O. M. Markcam, sub- 
mit the following report: 
ae increase of pension from $17 to $50 per month is sought in the 

ill. 

Orson M. Markcum, the officer named itn the bill, and now 76 years 
of age, served as second lieutenant of Company C, Eighth Iowa Cav- 
alry, from July 3, 1863, to March 11, 1864, when discharged upon 
tender of resignation showing him to be suffering from femoral hernia. 

He is now pensioned under the general law at $17 per month on 
account of this hernia. 

A claim on account of rheumatism, which the officer alleged he con- 
tracted in Tennessee in the fall of 1863, was rejected in May, 1904, 
upon the ground of no record and claimant's declared inability to prove 
the incurrence of the same in tse seivice by medical or other satis- 
factory evidence. 

The officer filed some proof that he suffered from rheumatism and a 
lame back while in the service and continued to suffer therefrom ever 
since discharge, and the probabilities are that said disease is a result 
of his military service, although the beneficiary was unable to file any 
medical testimony as to treatment in the service or immediately upon 
his discharge therefrom. 

When last examined, on October 1, 1902, the board of surgeons 
rated him $6 for the injury to back, $10 for a scrotal hernia, $4 for 
disease of liver, $8 for disease of heart, $12 for rheumatism, $10 for 
impaired hearing, and $4 for general debility; and the surgeons teas 
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stated that the shoulder and all the other large joints were badly stiff- 
ened; that he could not raise his arms to a horizontal nor could he 
rotate them to any extent, the motion of each being impaired two- 
thirds ; that his wrists were stiffened very much and some of the finger 
joints enlarged and the fingers drawn a good deal; that his knees were 
drawn and badly stiffened, the ankles swollen and quite stiff; that he 
is a care upon the family and that his wife had to accompany him 
from his home to the place of examination, 18 miles away. 

The officer is seriously disabled from the hernia of service origin, 
and is also well-nigh helpless from rheumatism, ete. Under these cir- 
cumstances an increase of his pension to $30 per month is fully war- 
ranted, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when 
amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “O.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “Orson.” 

In same line strike out the word “ Markcam” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “‘ Markcum.”’ 

In same line, before the word “ Company,” strike out the word “ of” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ second lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Orson M. Markcum.” 

WILLIAM L. WATERMAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15045) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William L. Waterman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
L. Waterman, late acting third assistant engineer, United States Navy, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Linpsay) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 15045) granting an increase of pension to William L. Water- 
man, submit the following report: 
wn increase of pension from $12 to $40 per month is sought in the 

ill. 

The officer named in the bill, now 68 years of age, served as acting 
third assistant engineer on the Crusader and Commodore Perry, United 
States Navy, from September 19, 1862, to February 15, 1865, when 
honorably discharged, and is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 
1890, at $12 per month, for total disability, the result of disease of 
rectum and left varicocele. 

He was formerly pensioned under the general law on account of a 
left varicocele at $5 per month. 

A claim for additional disabilities under the general law, based upon 
malaria, disease of bowels, piles, etc., was rejected in January, 1900, 
upon the ground of no record or medical evidence in service or since 
within a few years, and claimant's inability, with the aid of a special 
examination, to connect his premes disabilities with his service. 

The medical records of the War Department show that the officer 
was under treatment in March, 1863, for colic, and that a medical sur- 
vey was held on him in January, 1865, showing him to be suffering 
from varicocele and general debility. 

There is evidence tending to show that the officer contracted the ad- 
ditional disabilities named above in the service and suffered therefrom 
ever since discharge, but the evidence is not of suck a character as to 
have warranted the Pension Bureau in admitting the claim, yet the 
probabilities are that his present disabilities are of service origin. 

When last eXamined, in March, 1899, the board of surgeons at New 
York City rated him at $24 for the combined disability from heart 
disease, liver trouble, malaria, piles, disease of rectum and stomach, etc. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee shows that the officer 
suffers from a double varicocele, dyspepsia, and piles, and that these 
disabilities, together with the infirmities due to age, totally disable him 
from doing work of any kind, and other proof filed shows that the 
cfficer is dependent upon his pension and owns no property. 

In view of the above your committee are of the opinion that relief 
to the extent recommended by the examining surgeons is fully justified, 
and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended 
as follows: . 

In line 6, after the word “engineer,” insert the words “U. S. S. 
Crusader and Commodore Perry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty 
word “twenty-four.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


, 


” 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


WILLIAM T. CHIPMAN., 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18745) granting 
a pension to William T. Chipman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
T. Chipman, helpless and dependent son of Philip Chipman, late first 
lieutenant Company A, Seventy-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Crow ey) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18745) granting a pension to William T. Chipman, submit the 
following report: 

Tbe bill proposes to pension the beneficiary named therein as the 
helpless and dependent son of Philip Chipman, etc., at $12 per month. 





No one has applied for pension in the Pension Bureau on account 
of the service or death of Philip Chipman, who is shown by a report 
of the War Department to have served as first lieutenant Company 
A, Seventy-eighth Illinois Volunteers, from September 1, 1862, to Feb- 
ruary 1, 1863, when his resignation, based upon a surgeon's certificate 
of disability showing him to be suffering from rheumatism with fre- 
a - severe attacks of cramps of the stomach and bowels, was 
accepted. 

From proof filed with your committee, it appears that the beneficiary 
named in the bill is a son of the officer; that both the mother and 
father of the beneficiary died in 1899; that in 1863, while then about 
7 years of age he was afflicted with spinal meningitis, which left him 
in a helpless condition, the tongue and facial muscles and both his arms 
being almost beyond his voluntary control and in a condition of tonic 
contraction ; that no one not very well accustomed to him could under- 
stand his speech; that he carries one arm part of the time flexed at the 
elbow, with the hand straight up in the air and part of the time 
extended to a straight line, but at all times with the fingers clinched 
tightly, and that the other arm is but little better; that he has been 
unable to perform any manual labor, but has trained his feet to do 
some things the hands should do, such as to pull weeds, write with a 
pen or pencil, etc.; that he was wholly dependent upon his parents and 
the small property left him, which does not furnish him enough to 
support himself; that he has no means of support and no property 
except 16 acres of bottom land, with a half acre and log house on the 
upland, and that his yearly income from this has never exceeded $65 per 
year. . 

The beneficiary’s post-office address is Brooklyn, III. 

The beneficiary having been helpless prior to and since his arrival 
at the age of 16 years, and being destitute, the relief sought in the bill 
is fully warranted under the rules of the Senate and House, and the 
passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

NIMROD W. WATSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18824) granting 
a pension to Nimrod W. Watson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the eres and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nimrod 
W. Watson, late first lieutenant Capt. John W. Dickey’s independent 
company, Alabama Scouts and Guides, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Gipson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18824) granting a pension to Nimrod W. Watson, submit the 
following report: 

A pension of $12 per month is sought in the Dill. 

The files of the Pension Bureau show that the beneficiary named in 
the bill, now 88 years of age, served as first lieutenant of Capt. John 
W. Dickey’s Independent Company of Alabama Scouts and Guides from 
July 1, 1864, to April 1, 1865; that his claim to pension under the 
act of June 27, 1890, however, was rejected in August, 1892, upon 
the ground that he was not in the United States military service, the 
War Department having reported that the company, which was one 
of the irregular commands raised and ees in service under or- 
ders of Brigadier-General Granger, commanding the district of northern 
Alabama, was not mustered into the military service of the United 
States, and that by virtue of an act of Congress approved March 3, 
1869, the members of said company received pay for their services. 

When last examined, in July, 1890, the surgeons rated him $6 for dis- 
ease of heart and $6 for old age. 

While the act referred to did not grant to the men of the organiza- 
tion title to pension, your committee believes, however, that inasmuch 
as it has been recognized by the War Department for pay title to pen- 
sion should also obtain under provisions of the act o une 27, 1890, 
and relief to the extent named in the bill is therefore recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

LEOCARDIA F. FLOWERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16137) granting 
a pension to Leocardia F. Flowers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Leocardia F. Flowers, widow of Dr. William C. Flowers, late an as- 
sistant surgeon, in the United States Army, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of — per month, 


The report (by Mr. SuLtowAy) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 16137) granting a pension to Leocardia F. Flowers, submit the 
following report: . 

A pension of $8 per month is sought in the Dill. 

The husband of the beneficiary, William C. Flowers, served as a 
contract surgeon, United States Army, from August 31, 1863, to August 
5, 1865, and again from August 26, 1866, to December 7, 1866, and 
from September 30, 1867, to October 9, 1873. 

He was denied a pension under the act of June 27, 1890, upon the 
ground that contract surgeons not being commissioned officers in the 
military establishment were not included in the provisions of said act. 

He became paralyzed and insane, and was committed to the Worces- 
ter, Mass., Asylum for the Insane, where he died last year. s 

He was pensioned by special act of Congress, approved March 28, 
1902, at $12 per month upon the holding that Congress intended to 
include in the provisions of the act of June 27, 1890, all those persons 
for whom section 4693, Revised Statutes, in sections 1, 2, and 4, made 
provision. 

The beneficiary has also no title under the act of June 27, 1890. 

She was married to the doctor on August 7, 1862. It was shown in 
the case of her husband that he was in very limited circumstances and 
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that his wife and daughter were dependent upon limited earnings for 
heir support. 
. Fatlontes precedents in like cases your committee believe that the 
beneficiary should likewise be granted relief under the act of June 27, 
1890. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Doctor.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “an” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ acting.” 

In same line strike out the words “in the.” Ls 

In line &, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “ eight. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ANDREW T. WELMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16261) granting 
a pension to Andrew T. Welman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
T. Welman, of Company B, Fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, in the war with Leexico, and Company A, Thirty-third Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Company D, One hundred and seven- 
teenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, in the war of the rebel- 
lion, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


The report (by Mr. CrowLey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 16261) granting a pension to Andrew T. Welman, submit the 
following report: 

a increase of pension from $20 to $50 per month is sought in the 

The officer named in the bill, now 77 years of age, is a veteran of 
two wars, having served as a private in Company B, Fourth Indiana 
Volunteers, in the war with pfexion, from May 15, 1847, to July 16, 
1848; as captain of Company A, Thirty-third Indiana Volunteers, in 
the civil war, from September 16, 1861, to January 1, 1863, when he 
resigned by reason of bronchitis and asthma; and again as captain of 
Company D, One hundred and seventeenth Indiana Volunteers, from 
August 11, 1863, to February 25, 1864, when honorably discharged. 

lie is now pensioned under the general law at $20 per month (total 
of rank of captain) on account of piles and total deafness of left ear, 
injury of left knee, and disease of stomach and bowels. 

Increase of pension was denied in June, 1904, upon the ground that 
the rating of $20 per month was fully commensurate with the degree 
of disability arising from the pensioned causes. 

When last summoned, in November, 1903, by the Sullivan, Ill., board 
of surgeons, that board rated him $6 for piles, $4 for the injury of 
left knee, $8 for disease of stomach and bowels, and $10 for total 
deafness of the left ear, a total of $28 for the disabilities of accepted 
service origin, and also found and rated him $10 for rheumatism and 
$4 for disease of heart. 

Testimony, both medical and lay, filed with your committee shows 
the soldier, by reason of the above-named disabilities and the infirma- 
ties of age, to be unable to perform any labor; to have no means of 
support aside from his pension, and no property except a small cottage 
worth from $700 to $800, and even this encumbered by a mortgage. 

This veteran of two wars in his advanced age is, of course, beyond 
all labor, and nearly all of his present disabilities are of accepted 
service origin. 

Under these circumstances an increase of his pension to the rate 
rovided under the general law for total inability to perform manual 
abor, to aid in his was is believed to be just and proper, and the 
passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words *“ of Company B, Fourth Regiment” 
and all of line 7, and insert in lieu thereof the words “late of.” 

In line 10 strike out the words “in the war of the rebellion.” 

In line 11 strike out the word “ fifty”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Andrew T. Welman.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


FRANCES KIRTLAND. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16056) granting 
a pension to Frances Kirtland. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Frances Kirtland, widow of George H. Kirtland, late of Captain Mike 
Gilbreth’s company of scouts and guides, Alabama Volunteers, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Greson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 16056) granting a pension to Frances Kirtland, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

A pension of $8 per month is sought in the bill. 

The sneer named in the bill, now 63 years of age, is the widow 
of George H. Kirtland, who served as sergeant in Captain Gilbreath’s 
company of Alabama Scouts and Guides from July 27, 1864, to May 
15, 1865, and who died October 9, 1894. 

She was married to him on December 4, 1859, and is shown not to 


have remarried since his death and to be dependent upon her dally 
labor for support. 


| to be proper, and the passage of the bill is therefore r commended 





Her claim to pension under the act of June 27, 1890, however, was 
rejected in March, 1898, upon the ground that the soldier had not been 
in the military service of the United States, but In a State organiza 
tion, which was not pensionable under the act of June 27, 1890. 

The records of the War Department show that the company in 
which the soldier served was not mustered fhto the military service of 
the United States, but was recognized for pay as a part of the military 
forces of the United States by the act of Congress approved March : 
1869, and that it appeared from said records that George H. Kirtland 
served in said company of scouts and guides as sergeant from July 27 
1864, to May 15, 1865, the date of the disbandment of the company 

The organization in which the husband of the beneficiary served hav 
ing been recognized by the War Department as a part of the United 
States military forces, it should follow, in the opinion of your commit- 
tee, that the members of said company and their widows should also 
be entitled to pension under the act of June 27, 1890, and, taking into 
consideration that the Senate and House have given relief in this Con- 
gress to several other members of that organization, like relief is rec 
ommended in this case, and the bill is reported back with the recom- 
mendation that it pass when amended as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “ Mike Gilbreath’s company of scouts 
and guides,” and in same line and in line 8 the words “Alabama Volun 
teers,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ Gilbreath’s company, Ala 
bama ScoutS and Guides.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

OCTAVIA J. TRULL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12810) granting 
a pension to Octavia J. Trull. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Octavia 
J. Trull, widow of George G. Trull, late of Second and Fourth Batteries 
Massachusetts Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $17 per month. 


The report (by Mr. SuLLoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bili 
(H. R. 12810) granting a pension to Octavia J. Trull, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

a increase of pension from $8 to $17 per month is sought in the 

George H. Trull, the officer named in the bill, served as second and 
first lieutenant in the Second Battery and as captain of the Fou 
Battery, Massachusetts Light Artillery, from July 31, 1861, to 0: 
ber 13, 1865, when honorably discharged, and is shown to have en 
under treatment for intermittent fever, a left inguinal hernia, debil 
ity (the result of malarial disease) and dyspepsia and nervous debility. 

He was pensioned under the general law at $20 per month on account 


th 


oO 


of a left inguinal hernia, which he incurred while captain of the Fourth 
Massachusetts Battery. 

. He died December 29, 1880, of general paralysis and exhaustion 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 62 years of age, who married 


the officer on January 11, 1859, is now pensioned under the act of 
7, 1890, at $8 per month, upon proof that she had not remarried s 


27 
her husband’s death, and was wholly dependent upon her daily labor. 
Medical testimony filed with your committee sets forth that the bene- 


ficiary is prevented from doing any severe labor or work owing to her 


nce 


| suffering from disease of the heart and swelling of the feet—the re- 


sults of rheumatism; that she has no income from any source except 


| the pension of $8 per month, and Is in necessitous circumstances, not 


being able by reason of her physical disabilities to earn a support 
manual labor. 

The beneficiary was the officer’s wife during his service, and is now 
shown to be an invalid and destitute. 

In view of this and her husband’s honorable service of four yea 
an increase of her pension to the amount sought in the bill is beli 


DY 





In line 6, before the word “ Second,” strike out the word “ 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 

In same line, after the word “ Second,” insert the word “ Batter 

In line 7, after the word “and,” insert the word “ captain.” 

In same line strike out the word “ Batteries” and insert in 
thereof the word “ Battery.” 

In line 6, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Octavia J. Trull.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


oe” 
UL 


MARGARET C. HECKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10039) granting 
a pension to Margaret C. Hecker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar 
garet C. Hecker, widow of Henry B. Hecker, late of Company H, Sev 
enth Missouri State Militia Cavairy, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Mrers of Indiana) Is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 10039) granting a pension to Margaret C. Hecker, submit the 
following report: 

a increase of pension from $8 to $12 per month is sought in the 
bill. 
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The beneficiary named in the bill, now 54 years of age, served as a 
private, corporal, and first sergeant in Company H, Seventh Missouri 
State Militia Cavalry, from February 3, 1862, to April 30, 1865, when 
honorably discharged. 

‘i ~ died March 5, 1894, of disease of the lungs and liver and chronic 
iarrhea. > 

He sought pension under the general law on account of dysentery, 
disease of liver, general debility, and lameness of the back, but was 
unable to prove the origin and continuance of said disabilities, and his 
claim was rejected in 1901 upon those grounds. 

The beneficiary, who married the soldier on November 17, 1868, is 
now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month, and 
$2 per month additional on account of a child which will become 16 
years of age on August 22, 1906, upon proof that she had not remar- 
ried since the soldier’s death and was dependent upon her daily labor, 
within the meaning of the act of May 9, 1900. 

Her claim under the general law was rejected in January, 1901, upon 
the ground of no record of treatment for any disease while in the 
service, and no medical or other satisfactory evidence of origin in the 
service, = the continuance of the disabilities which caused the sol- 
dier’s death. 

The beneficiary filed some proof of comrades tending to show that 
toward the latter part of the war the soldier was troubled a great deal 
with a bad cough which seemed to affect his lungs, and that he also 
complained of liver trouble; and the testimony of neighbors and ac- 
quaintances that he continued to suffer from said disabilities after his 
discharge from the Army; also medical testimony as to treatment in 
i887 for pneumonia of the right lung, and also from 1892 to 1894 for 
disease of the lungs associated with frequent and severe attacks of 
diarrhea. 

A petition filed with your committee, signed by a large number of 
residents of the counties of Henry, Bates, and St. Clair, Mo., sets forth 
that during the latter part of his life the soldier was known to be in 
poor health, and that it was the general impression that his ailments 
were due to the exposure and hardships incident to his army life, and 
that owing to the claimant’s inability to furnish the technical evidence 
that the Pension Bureau required her claim to pension under the gen- 
eral law had been rejected. 

A statement signed by a large number of members of the regiment in 
which the soldier served, also filed with your committee, sets forth that 
on various occasions while the beneficiary’s husband was first sergeant 
and calling the roll of the company he would be seized with a fit of 
coughing which for the time being would force him to stop calling the 
roll; that he, however, was one of those resolute boys who refused to 
go to the hospital when sick and therefore had no hospital record, and 
that in their opinion his death was the direct result of his army service, 
etc. 

The evidence indicates that the soldier’s fatal disease was a probable 
result of his military service; hence your committee is of the opinion 
that the relief sought in the bill is proper, and its passage is therefore 
recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Cavalry,’ insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
she is now receiving, and two dollars per month additional on account 
of the minor child of said Henry B. Hecker until it reaches the age of 
sixteen years.”’ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Margaret C. Hecker.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SIBBA MILLER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6846) granting 
a pension to Sibba Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sibba 
Miller, helpless child of Brice Miller, late of Company H, Third Regi- 
ment Missouri State Militia, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


Che Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hi. R. 6846) granting a pension to Sibba Miller, submit the following 
report: 

This bill proposes to pension the beneficiary named therein as the 
helpless child of Brice Miller at $12 per month. 

‘The soldier, Brice Miller, served as a private in Company H, Third 
and Seventh Missouri State Militia Cavalry, from April 8, 1862, to 
November 24, 1863, when honorably discharged, and was a pensioner 
under the general law at $30 per month on account of asthma and 
resulting disease of heart, and died of these disabilities on March il, 
1808 

iis widow, who married him on November 24, 1847, was pensioned 
in 1898 under the general law at $12 per month, which pension termi- 
nated by reason of her death on March 1, 1903. 

No one has applied for any pension on account of the services of the 
soldier since the death of the widow. 

roof filed with your committee shows that the beneficiary is a 
daughter of the soldier; that she was born February 3, 1852; that she 
went blind at the age of 15 years and has been and still is blind and 
unable to see anything whatever; that she has no means of support 
except what she receives from relatives and friends, and prior to his 
death had always depended upon her father for a support. 

It being shewn that the beneficiary has been blind prior to and ever 
since her arrival at the age of 16 years and dependent upon charity, 
relief to the extent of granting her a pension of $12 per month is in 
conformity with the rules of the Senate and House, and the passage 
of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ helpless,” insert the words “and depend- 
ent 

In line 7 strike out the word “‘ Regiment” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “and Seventh Regiments.” 

In same line, after the word “ Militia,” insert the words “ Volunteer 
Cavalry.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 








The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES F. BOWMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (I. R. 4984) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles F. Bowman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
F. Bowman, late of the United States Navy, and pay him a pension at 
the rate $30 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 4984) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. Bowman, 
submit the following report: 

a increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 


Mr. Bowman, now 74 years of age, served as second-class fireman on 
the U. 8. S. Bat, Mahopec, and Sangus from August 19, 1864, to June 
21, 1865, when honorably discharged, and was under treatment in Octo- 
ber, 1864, for pains in the precordial region simulating angina pectoris ; 
in March, 1865, for intermittent fever, and in meer 1865, for catarrh. 

He never applied for pension under the general law, but is now pen- 
sioned under the act of Sune 27, 1890, at $12 per month for total disa- 
bility, the result of rheumatism, disease of heart, senile debility, and 
ee to left leg, the latter disability having been incurred in Febru- 
ary, 1902. 

When last examined, by the Cambridge, Mass., board of surgeons, on 
September 30, 1903, that board stated as follows: 

“Claimant walks with a crutch and goes about with difficulty. He is 
bow-legged. With feet together the legs are 5 inches apart down to the 
ag of the legs, or 8 inches above the ankle, due to an injury of the 
eft leg. 

“He is stiffened up very much with rheumatism. Can not carry his 
arms back of the middle of the body or raise them above the head or 
above the level of his shoulders. Index finger of his left hand has been 
amputated in the second joint.” 

Medical testimony filed with your committee sets forth that the 
sailor is totally disabled for any form of labor as the result of a thigh 
and leg fracture with faulty position. 

oo is shown to be wholly dependent upon his pension of $12 per 
month. 

The sailor is shown to be badly afflicted and totally unable to labor, 
and wholly dependent upon his pension. 

Under these circumstances an increase of his pension to $24 per 
month appears warranted, and the passage of the bill is therefore 
recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “the” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ U. 8. 8. Bat, Mahopac, and Sangus.”’ 

In line 7 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 


The amendments as recommended by the committee were 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MOSES FROST. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6699) granting an 
increase of pension to Moses Frost. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Moses 
Frost, late of Company D, Fourteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. HuNTER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(S. 6699) granting an increase of pension to Moses Frost, have exam- 
ined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3099, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6699) 
granting an increase of pension to Moses Frost, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $17 to $50 per month the pension 
of Moses Frost, late of Company D, Fourteenth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry. 

Claimant is shown by the records of the War Department to have 
enlisted in above organization October 12, 1861, and to have served as 
a private and as a noncommissioned officer until October 9, 1865, when 
honorably discharged, thus showing four years of continuous service. 

Claimant is now in receipt of a pension of $17 per month under the 
general law, having been raised at different times from $4 per month 
on account of increased disability from rheumatism and resulting dis- 
ease of heart of service origin. is last claim for increuse, filed Febru- 
ary 27, 1904, in which he alleged paralysis as a result of pensioned 
disability, was rejected on 23, 1904, on the ground that $17 was a 
proper rate for the disability caused by rheumatism and resulting dis- 
— + heart, and that paralysis could not be accepted as a result 
thereof. 

All the evidence on file, including several reports of examining sur- 
geons, shows that claimant is now totally disabled and helpless. His 
last examination, dated April 9, 1904, shows that he is confined to his 
bed by reason of paralysis, can not get up or sit up without help, and 
requires the constant attention of a nurse. He is, in fact, absolutely 
helpless, and if it were proved that his condition was the result of his 
military service he would be entitled to a rating of $72 per month. 

He is over 79 years of age, and it is shown by evidence filed with this 
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committee that he has no property and is entirely dependent upon his 
pension for support. 

In view of his extreme old age and poverty, his long and faithful 
service, his helplessness, and the probability that his condition is in 
some measure attributable to his army disabilities, your committee 
are of opinion that he may very properly be allowed an increase of 
pension to $40 per month. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

HERBERT E. FARNSWORTH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5813) granting an 
increase of pension to Herbert E. Farnsworth. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Herbert E. Farnsworth, late captain Company B, Tenth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Peper t and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(S. 5813) granting an increase of pension to Herbert E. Farnsworth, 
have examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and 
recommend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3148, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5813) 
granting an increase of pension to Herbert E. Farnsworth, have exam- 
ined the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $24 per month the pension 
of Herbert E. Farnsworth, late captain Company B, Tenth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Cavalry. 

Claimant is shown by the records of the War Department to have en- 
listed September 17, 1861, in Company D, Tenth New York Cavalry, and 
to have served as a private and as a noncommissioned officer until his 
transfer to Company B of the same regiment. He was promoted to the 
rank of first lieutenant of Company B September 19, 1864, and to that 
of captain June 26, 1865, and was mustered out and honorably dis- 
aa June 26, 1865, thus showing nearly four years of continuous 
service. 

He filed and established a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, and 
is now in receipt of a pension under said act at the rate of $12 per 
month for injury of left side and senility. He also filed a claim under 
the general law for injury of left side, fracturing ribs, of service origin, 
and was pensioned at $2 per month from October 23, 1890, and $6 per 
month from March 2, 1895. He filed a claim under the general law, 
October 23, 1890, for disease of mouth, causing loss of teeth, but said 
claim was rejected September 11, 1901, on the ground of no record or 
other evidence of origin in service and existence at discharge. 

It appears from claimant’s last medical examination, dated May 13, 
1903, that he is wholly incapacitated for manual labor by reason of 
injury to left side and general and senile debility. The examining 
surgeon described his general condition as follows: 

“There is marked senile debility, his physical powers are almost ex- 
hausted by reason of age, and by a general debility caused by imperfect 
nutrition of the tissues; digestion and assimilation are impaired, meas- 
urably, due to defective mastication and insalivation. There is anemia, 
the circulation is feeble, the skin dry and wrinkled, the muscles small, 
not firm, but soft and lax. He is nearly 69 years of age [now over 
70], of slight physique, tires readily on exertion; there is but slight 
recuperative power or reserve force of vitality.” 

It appears that claimant is entirely dependent upon his pension for 
support. He is a medal-of-honor soldier, who served faithfully for 
nearly four years and is now needy and unable to earn a support by 
his own manual labor. 

In such cases this committee have usually recommended a substan- 
tial increase by doubling the pension, and this is a case where justice 
requires similar action. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL K. LONG. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5819) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel K. Long. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
K. Long, late of Company C, One hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Deemer) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 5819) granting an increase of pension to Samuel K. Long, have 


examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3150, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5819) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel K. Long, haye examined 
or = report: a t $12 

This proposes to increase from to $24 per mont - 
sion of Samuel K. —— of Los Angeles, Cal., late a Com ae Dae 
hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, who 
served from February 11, 1865, to September 18, 1865, and who {is now 
pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month for loss 
of sight of both eyes. 


Soldier has never filed a claim under the general law, his grievous 
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disability not being a result of his military service. On November 6, 


1872, through an accident, he was rendered totally and permanently 
blind, and since then has required an attendant at all times. He and 
his wife sold newspapers on a street corner in San Francisco, Cal., up 


to a few years ago, since which time neither of them have been able 
to do anything on account of old age and rheumatism. 

Soldier is about 55 years old, and has no resources or means of sup- 
port except his pension of $12 per month. 

An increase of his pension to $24 per month is recommended on the 
ground of his present condition; it is not due to his service, which 
was less than a year, and no higher rate is warranted. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS M. CLARK, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6097) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas M. Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Thomas M. Clark, late of Company G, Forty-fourth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, Highth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. DEEMER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 6097) granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. Clark, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3092, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6097) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. Clark, have examined the 
same and report: : 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the pension 
of Thomas M. Clark, late of Company G, Forty-fourth Regiment Ohio 
a Infantry, and Company G, Eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Cavalry. 

The military records show that Thomas M. Clark enlisted September 
9, 1861, as a private in Company G, Forty-fourth Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, which subsequently was known as Company G, Bighth Ohio Cav- 
alry; that he reenlisted as a veteran volunteer January 5, 1864, and 
that he was honorably discharged as corporal July 30, 1865, thus show- 
ing nearly four years of continuous service. The hospital records show 
that he was treated during service for intermittent fever, neuralgia, and 
as a convalescent. 

Claimant is now in receipt of a pension under the act of June 27, 
1890, at $12 per month, for total disability for earning a support by 
manual labor, the result of total deafness of both ears. He was originally 
pensioned under the general law for nearly total deafness of right ear, 
following catarrh of service origin, at the rate of $2 per month from 
May 10, 1884, $4 per month from November 15, 1887, and $10 per month 
from August 27, 1888. His last claim for increase under general law, 
filed January 24, 1900, was rejected November 26, 1902, on the ground 
that his rate was commensurate with the disability from pensioned 
cause. 

Claimant also applied under the general law, January 24, 1900, for 
additional pension on account of deafness of left ear, which he alleged 
originated from the same cause as his deafness of right ear. This 
claim was rejected, November 19, 1902, on the ground of “ no record of 
same (deafness of left ear). and declared inability of claimant to fur- 
nish the required evidence to show the existence thereof in service.” 

Claimant alleges that his deafness of both ears is due to the same 
cause, namely, sickness and fever in service; that the deafness of left 
ear was slight at first, but in recent years has become total. It ap- 
pears from his last medical examinations, made in June, 1900, and 
March, 1904, and also from other evidence on file, that he is now totally 
deaf in both ears, so that at the present time he can only converse or 
communicate with others by reducing language to writing. He is now 
about 65 years of age. 

If claimant’s disability from deafness was admitted by the Bureau 
as the result of his service, he would be entitled to a general-law rating 
of $40 per month. It is not so established, however, but in all human 
probability his present condition is but merely an aggravated phase of 
his service disability, his disease manifesting itself first in one ear and 
then extending to the other, finally producing total deafness. 

Claimant is poor and has no property and must depend upon his 
labor for support, which he can not obtain, owing to his deafness. 
Senator Drerricn advises this committee that claimant has no source 
of revenue whatever except his pension and some little help he receives 
from relatives. 

In view of the soldier’s long and faithful service, the probability that 
his total disability resulted therefrom, and his destitute condition, your 
= report the bill back favorably with a recommendation tbat 

t pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


SETH LEWIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6098) granting an 
increase of pension to Seth Lewis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Seth 
Lewis, late of Company G, Thirteenth Regiment, and Company M, Sixth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Deemer) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(S. 6098) granting an increase of pension to Seth Lewis, have examined 
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the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that the 
bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3097, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6098) 
~ an increase of pension to Seth Lewis have examined the same 
and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the pen- 
sion of Seth Lewis, of Hastings, Nebr., late of Company G, Thirteenth 
Regiment, and Company M, Sixth Regiment, New York Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, who served from February 11, 1864, to August 24, 
1865, and was honorably discharged. 

Claimant is now in receipt of a pension of $12 r month under the 
act of June 27, 1890, for rheumatism, disease of heart, and partial 
paralysis of right side. He has never filed a claim at the Bureau under 
the general law. 

It appears that claimant Is 76 years of age, and it is shown by evi- 
dence filed with this committee that he is afflicted with paresis and 
chronic muscular rheumatism, and is wholly unable to perform manual 
labor, and a great portion of the time requires aid and assistance from 
another person. 

It is further shown that he is without income or means of support 
for himself and wife except his pension. He and his wife are the joint 
owners of a small house and lot worth about $1,000, which they occupy 
as a home, but which affords them a shelter and nothing more, and 
produces no income. 

Claimant’s advanced age and total disability and extreme verty 
warrant the increase proposed in the bill, the passage of which is 
recommended. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


EDMUND B. KANADA. 


The next pension business was the bill (8S. 6115) granting an 
increase of pension to Edmund B. Kanada. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ed- 
mund B. Kanada, late of Company D, Tenth Regiment Missouri Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and captain Company G, Second Regiment Missourl 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Deemer) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 6115) granting an increase of pension to Edmund B. Kanada, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 2969, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6115) 
granting an increase of pension to Edmund B. Kanada, have examined 
the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the pension 
of Edmund B. Kanada, of Moscow, Idaho, late of Company D, Tenth 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and captain Company G, Second 
Reciment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry. 

Claimant Is shown by the records of the War Department to have 
enlisted September 25, 1861, in Company D, Ninth Missouri Cavalry ; 
to have been transferred to Company D, Tenth Missouri Cavalry, in 
December, 1862, and to have served as a private and as a noncom- 
missioned officer until September 18, 1864. He was promoted first 
licutenant September 19, 1864, and captain November 29, 1864, and 
was transferred to Company G, Second Missouri Cavalry, from which 
he was honorably discharged September 19, 1865. 





Claimant is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month, but while he is practically blind, and also absolutely destitute, 
he is unable to obtain further relief from the Bureau, his disabilities 
not being traceable to his military service, for which reason he has 
made no claim under the general law. His grievous physical infirm- 
ities are clearly shown by the papers on file in the Bureau and with 
this committee. The report of an expert oculist, by whom he was ex- 
amined for the Bureau May 28, 1901, shows that he is totally blind in 
rizht eye and has just a mere fraction of vision in the left eye, which 
in a short while will also be totaHy blind. 

Claimant is 71 years of age. His neighbors petition for his relief, 


paying that he is almost entirely helpless, requiring an attendant at all 
times. It is shown that he is a poor man, without property, and is 
entirely dependent upon his pension for support. 

In view of his advanced age, the length and distinguished character 
of his services (he being promoted from a private to the rank of cap- 
tain), his extreme poverty, and total inability to earn a support by 
manual labor, by reason of physical disabilities, your committee are of 
opinion that an increase of his pension to $30 per month is fully war- 
ranted. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

STEPHEN GILBERT. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 3194) granting an 


increase of pension to Stephen Gilbert. 

rhe bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen 
Gilbert, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Deemer) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3194) granting an increase of pension to Stephen Gilbert, have 
examined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3051, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3194) 
granting an increase of pension to Stephen Gilbert, have examined the 
Same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $8 to $20 per month the pension 
of Stephen Gilbert, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volun- 
teer Infantry. 

Claimant is shown by the records of the War Department to have 
enlisted in Company D, Sixth Vermont Infantry, and to have served 
therein as private until October 16, 1864, when transferred to Com- 
pany I, same regiment, in which he is shown to have served until 
June 26, 1865, when honorably discharged and mustered out. The 
hospital records show that he was treated during service for chronic 
diarrhea and rheumatism. 

Claimant filed and established a claim under the neral law and 
was pensioned for chronic diarrhea of service origin at the rate of $6 
per month from May 24, 1887, which was increased to $8 per month 
April 27, 1892. He filed his last claim for increase April 12, 1893, and 
the same was rejected February 21, 1898, on the ground of no increase 
in disability from Pensioned cause. He has not been medically exam- 
ined since March 24, 1897, and it appears by the report of surgeons 
that he was then Pe. unable to perform manual labor by reason 
of disease of heart, chronic diarrhea, piles, irritable bladder, and senile 


debility. His present condition is shown by the following affidavit of 
his attending physician: 


JOHNSON, VT., December 21, 1908. 

This is to certify that 1 have been the family physician of Stephen 
Gilbert for the past nine years, and that during this time I have treated 
him on different occasions for chronic diarrhea and a heart trouble re- 
sulting from the weakness produced by this disease. During the time that 
I have attended Mr, Gilbert he has not been able to do any manual labor, 
and that from year to year his troubles have increased, so at the pres- 
ent time he is confined to the house a part of the time and absolutely 
unable to do any labor that requires any exertion. 

I certify the above to be in my own handwriting and at no person's 


dictation. 
R. G. Prentiss, M. D. 

STATE OF VERMONT, Lamoille County, ss: 

At Johnson, this 21st day of December, 1903, personally appeared 
before me, a notary — R. G. Prentiss, M. D., to me known, and 
made oath that the above by him signed to be the truth. 

Before me. 

[SBAL.] W. B. Tracy, Notary Public. 

Claimant is 73 years of age, and it appears from evidence accompany- 
ing the bill that his only means of support is his present pension of $8 
per month. In view of his advanced age, his faithful service of two 
years, his extreme poverty and inability to earn a support by his own 
manual labor on account of physical disabilities, your committee are of 
° — = a reasonable increase of pension may very properly be pro- 
vided in his case. 


The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH YEAGER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14526) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah Yeager. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to gpa on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
Yeager, widow of Jedediah a late of Battery D, organized with 
Eleventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, the beneficiary of this bill is 
dead, and therefore I move that the bill lie on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES H. GARDNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10506) granting 
a pension to Charles H. Gardner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Charles H. Gardner, late of Company D, Tenth Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month. 


The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! 
(H. R. 10506) granting a pension to Charles H. Gardner, submit the 
following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

The beneficiary named in the bill, now 64 years of age, served as 
second lieutenant of Company D, Tenth New Hampshire Infantry, from 
September 18, 1862, to March 17, 1863, when his resignation, accom- 
panied by a surgeon's certificate showing him to be suffering from 
chronic diarrhea, was accepted. 

He received a gunshot wound of the right forearm in action at Fred- 
ericksburg, Va., on December 138, 1861, and was treated while in the 
service both for the wound and diarrhea. 

He is now pensioned under the general law at $12 per month on ac- 
count of this gunshot wound of the right forearm. 

When last examined, on January 7, 1891, the board of surgeons at 
Manchester, N. H., rated him $15 for the wound of the arm, and stated 
that the scar of the wound was depressed and adherent to the muscles, 
with loss of muscular substance beneath; that there was inequality of 
feeling of ulna at the point of the injury, and slight bowing of the right 
forearm where the ulna was fractured, ete. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee shows that the soldier 
is a severe sufferer from rheumatism, and an enlarged prostate gland 
causing great difficulty in urinating, and that he is totally disabled for 
the performance of any labor. 
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Other proofs shows him to be in a bad state financially owing to his 
inability to work. : 

In the opinion of your committee the soldier's disability from the 
wound of accepted service origin in connection with that shown in the 
medical evidence is such as to entitle him to an increase of his rating 
to $24 per month, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended 
when amended as follows: Z 

In line 6, before the word “ Company,” strike out the word “ of 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ second lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 7 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles H. Gardner.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed | 


to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHESTER S. ROCKWELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10210) granting 
an increase of pension to Chester S. Rockwell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, anthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Chester 
S. Rockwell, late of Company G, Ninety-second Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Brapiey) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 





(H. R. 10210) granting an increase of pension to Chester 8S. Rockwell, | 


submit the following report: 

This bill proposes to increase the pension of the soldier named 
therein from $12 to $24 per month. 

The soldier named in the bill, now 68 years of age, served as a pri- 


vate and sergeant in Company G, and as sergeant-major of the Ninety- | 


second New York Infantry, 
when honorably discharged. 

Medical records of the War Department show that he was under 
treatment during the month of July, 1862, for dyspepsia. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month 
for _— disability, the result of lumbago, fistula in ano, and partial 
paralysis. 

; He has pending a claim under the general law on account of fever, 
ague, piles, rheumatism, lumbago, and fistula in ano, but was advised 
by the Pension Bureau that even if these disabilities were established 


rom October 10, 1861, to June 11, 1863, | 


as being due to his military service he would not be entitled to a rating | 


in excess of $6 per month. 


stated as follows: 

“Applicant has complete paralysis of sphincters. 
and waxy. Liver enlarged; spleen enlarged. 
a few small piles. 


Complexion sallow 
Incomplete fistula, and 


“Applicant is totally incapacitated from performing labor of any | 


kind. Is not confined to the house, as he rides out at times. 
he is unable to walk.” 


Of course | 


The statement of Hon. W. H. Fiacx, the Member who introduced | 
the bill, filed with your committee. sets forth that he knows the soldier 


to be dependent upon his pension for a support and very much in need 
of relief. 


The increase sought in the bill is believed to be just and proper in 
view of the soldier's well-nigh helpless condition and destitution. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 

Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by striking 
out the word “ twenty-four,” in line 8, and inserting the word 
“ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM M. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18796) granting 
a pension to William M. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
M. Smith, late of Company I, First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18796) granting a pension to William M. Smith, submit the fol- 
lowing Fas : 

— bill proposes to pension the soldier named therein at $20 per 
month. 

The soldier, now 62 years of age, served as a private in Company I, 
First Kentucky Cavalry, from August 20, 1861, to December 31, 1864, 
when honorably discharged. 

He was ori —. pensioned under the general law on account of 
gunshot wounds of left wrist, right shoulder and side, and right leg. 


He alleged in his original application that he received the gunshot | 


wound of the left wrist while in a skirmish with the enemy in Cum- 
berland County, Ky., on December 30, 1861. 

Complaint having been made that the wound of the wrist was in- 
flicted in a personal altercation while absent from his command, the 
case was placed in the hands of a special examiner, and upon such 
investigation the soldier abandoned the statement made in his original 
declaration as to the incurrence of that wound, and then stated that 
said wound was inflicted by one Tom Keeton, a noted guerilla whom 
he was detailed to arrest by the colonel of the Fifth Kentucky Cavalr 
and by Captain Owesley of Company I, First Kentucky Cavalry, both 





| hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t 
When last examined, on December 6, 1899, the examining surgeon 


of whom are dead, and placed the date of incurrence earlier than 
December, 1861. 

Inasmuch, however, as the claimant was reported on the records of 
the War Department to have been absent sick during November and 
December, 1861, and up to April 30, 1862, and as the records of the 
War Department show Keeton to have been a member of Company H, 
Thirteenth Kentucky Volunteers, from September 30, 1861, to June 
26, 1862, when discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability, and 
not a guerrilla at that time, the contention of the claimant was clearly 
disproved by the records and by other testimony tending to show that 
an order for the arrest of Keeton was never heard of 

That claimant was shot by Keeton is admitted, but it was not shown 
that such wound was received in line of duty, hence the Pension 
Bureau dropped his name from the rolls on account of said wound, 
and reduced his pension under the general law on account of the 
wounds of right shoulder and side and right leg from $24 to $6 per 
month. 

The soldier has since that time shown himself to be entitled to a 
rating of $8 per month for partial inability to earn a support. by 
manual labor by reason of the gunshot wound of left wrist and senile 
debility. The Government, however, is reimbursing itself ont of that 
pension for the pension erroneously allowed under the general law 

When last examined, on August 3, 1904, the surgeons at Burkesville, 
Ky., found anchylosis of the left wrist joint—the result of the wound 
and also the wounds of the shoulder and leg, and recommended a rating 
of $12 per month under the act of June 27, 1890. 

While the action of the Pension Bureau as to the wound of left wrist 


was no doubt in accordance with law, your committee believes, how 
ever, that the soldier, who is now wholly disabled for labor and utterly 
destitute, should not be longer debarred from the pension to which he 


I I 
ort 


is legally entitled under the act of June 27, 1890, to aid in his sup; . 
hence the passage of the bill is recommended when amended as follows 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ eight.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “and such 
higher rate of pension as he may hereafter show himself to be en 
titled to, the same to be paid to him under the rules of the Pension 
Bureau as to mode and times of payment without any deduction of rate 
on account of former alleged overpayments or erroneous payments of 
pension.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FRANCIS W. EDGERLY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17804) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis W. Edgerly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 


the cere and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis 
W. Edgerly, late of Company I, One hundred and thirty-second Regi 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month. 


The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 


(H. R. 17804) granting a pension to Francis W. Edgerly, submit the 
following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill. 


The soldier, now 65 years of age, served from May 26, 1864, to Octo- 


| ber 17, 1864, as a private in Company I, One hundred and thirty-sec- 
} ond Illinois Volunteers, and lost his right index finger from an acci- 








dental discharge of his gun at Paducah, Ky., in August, 1864, for which 
disability he was pensioned under the general law at $3 per month 
from discharge and at $4 from April 3, 1884. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of the aforesaid wound, disease 
of respiratory organs, and rheumatism, and this allowance was based 
upon the soldier's medical examination of September 9, 1891, which 
found and raised him $4 for the wound, $6 for asthma, and $6 for 
rheumatism. 

The soldier is now shown by medical testimony filed with your com- 
mittee to be suffering from paralysis of the lower extremities, unable 
to move lower limbs or turn in bed unassisted, and requires the aid and 
attendance of another person. 

The statement of Hon. P. P. CAMPBELL, the Member who introduced 
the bill, filed with your committee, sets forth that the soldier's physical 
condition is such that he has to be carried about in a wheel chair and 
is so paralyzed that he can not speak plainly, that he is without means 
of support outside of his small pension, and has no property except a 
house of four rooms which is encumbered. : f 

It being shown that the soldier is helpless and destitute, an increase 
of his pension from $12 to $24 per month, the highest that can be 
allowed under the circumstances, is justified, and the passage of the 
bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line $ strike out the word “thirty and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “ 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pensk 
to Francis W. Edgerly.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


in lieu of 


yn 


ABRAHAM ROBERTS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17329) granting 
an increase of pension to Abraham Roberts. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject te 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abra- 
ham Roberts, late of Company I, Ninety-fourth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Suntoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 17829) granting an increase of pension to Abraham Roberts, 
submit the following report : 
aa increase of pension from $12 to $50 per month is sought in the 
1 

Mr. Roberts, now 65 years of age, served as a private in Company 
I, Ninety-fourth New York Infantry, from January 21, 1865, to April 
25, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of loss of sight of the right eye 
and impaired sight of the left eye. 

His claim to pension under the general law, filed in June, 1889, and 
based upon an injury to the left arm, disease of eyes, and deafness, 
was rejected in June, 1890, upon the ground of no record of the alleged 
injury of the left arm, disease of eyes, or deafness in the service and 
that the claimant was unable to furnish any evidence as to the origin 
of the same in the service 

When last examined, in March, 1895, the oculist who then examined 
him found central opacity of the cornea in both eyes with total blind- 
ness of the right eye and impaired vision of the left eye to such an 
extent that he could not count fingers at a distance of 8 feet, total 
deafness of the right ear and partial of the left. 

The statement of Hon. H. O. Youne, the Member who introduced 
the bill, filed with your committee, sets forth that the soldier is almost 
totally blind, having entirely lost the sight of the right eye, and the 
sight of the left eye being seriously impaired; that in addition to this 
he is as deaf as a post and has no property and is dependent upon the 
kindness of his friends for a living. 

The soldier being shown to be practically blind and extremely poor, 
an increase of his pension from $12 to $24 per month, the highest that 
can be allowed under the circumstances, is warranted, and the passage 
of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert.in lieu thereof the 
word twenty-four.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
ANDREW J. WILDE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16959) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew J. Wilde. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 


J. Wilde, late of Battery F, First Regiment New York Volunteer Light | 


Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Brapiey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 16959) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Wilde, sub- 
mit the following report : 

An increase of pension from $30 to $50 per month is sought in the 
bill 

The soldier, now 61 years of age, served as a private in Company F, 
First New York Light Artillery, from January 26, 1864, to June 17, 
1865, when honorably discharged, and was treated during the period of 
his service at various dates for mumps, tonsilitis, and constipation. 

He is now pensioned under the general law at $30 per month on 
account of disease of the eyes. 

Claims for increase of pension were rejected, the last one in August, 
1898, upon the ground that while shown to have been totally blind 
since 1896, the blindness was due to glaucoma and not to the disease 
of the superficial structures of the eyes of accepted service origin. 

The action of the Pension Bureau was proper, it having been shown 
that the disease of the eyes from which the soldier suffered in service 
and after discharge and up to 1886 was an inflammatory disease of the 
superficial structures of the eyes (conjunctivitis) and not one of the 
deeper structures of the eyes 

As before stated, the soldier has been totally blind since 1896, re- 
quiring the aid and attendance of another person. 

The statement of Hon. 8S. B. Payne, the Member who introduced 
the bill, filed with your committee, sets forth that the soldier has no 
means of support aside from his peeee*. and no property except a 
small farm not to exceed in value $2,000. 

The soldier baving rendered over one year of faithful service, and 
being now totally biind, an increase of his pension to the amount sought 
in the bill is eminently just and proper, the probabilities being that the 
disease of the superficial structures of the eyes of accepted service origin 
may indirectly have produced the glaucoma which caused the total 
blindness 
The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 


follows 
In line 6 strike out the word “ Battery’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Company.” 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed 
JOSEPH FERGERSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18388) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Ferguson, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Ferguson, late of Company H, Thirtieth Regiment Kentucky Mounted 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 





The report (by Mr. Hunter) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18388) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Ferguson, 
submit the following report: 
nat increase of pension from $8 to $30 per month is sought in the 

Joseph Fergerson, the soldier named in the bill, now 60 years of age, 
served as a private in Com pay H, Thirtieth Kentucky Mounted on 
fantry, from October 22, 1863, to April 18, 1865, when honorably dis- 
charged, and the medical records of the War Department show that he 
was under treatment for mumps while in the service. 

He is now pensioned under the general law at $8 per month on ac- 
count of abscesses of left arm, side, and back, the results of vacci- 
nation with impure virus. 

Claims for increase of pension were rejected in October, 1897, and 
aooeeane 1902, upon the ground that a higher rating was not war- 
ranted. 

When last examined, tn August, 1902, the board of surgeons at 
Burkesville, Ky., found three large scars under the left arm about 2 
by 14 inches, adherent and tender, and a large scar 2 by 1 inches on the 
left side of the back, about 2 inches from the spinal column, over the 
ninth and tenth ribs, and one on the external portion of the left arm 
near the insertion of the deltoid muscle, the results of abscesses that 
he claims to be the result of impure vaccination, and rated him at $10 
for that condition. 

The surgeons then also found some heart trouble and some evidences 
of rheumatism, and rated him at $8 for that condition. 

In view of the above an increase of the soldier's pension to $24 per 
month is believed to be warranted, and the passage of the bill is there- 
fore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Ferguson” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Fergerson.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph Fergerson.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


WILLIAM W. CLIFT, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16131) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William W. Clift. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
W. Clift, late second lieutenant BKigin Battery, Illinois Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Il. R. 16131) granting an increase of pension to William W. Clift, 
submit the following report : 

An increase of pension from $12 to $40 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

Mr. Clift, now 65 years of age, served as corporal, quartermaster- 
sergeant, and second lieutenant in the Higin Battery, Illinois Light 


| Artillery, from August 1, 1862, to July 18, 1865, when honorably 


discharged. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of rheumatism, disease of heart, 
right inguinal hernia, paralysis of — side, and senile debility. 

When last examined, on January 17, 1905, the Rapid City, 8. Dak., 
board of surgeons found him to be suffering from the disabilities above 
named to such an extent as to require, by reason of the hemiplegia of 
the right side, the aid and attendance of another person. 

Proof filed with your committee shows that the soldier was taken 
with an apoplectic seizure on August 26, 1904, since which time he has 
been entirely helpless; that he has no property and depends entirely 
upon the small pension he is now receiving. 

His lamentable Pa condition and poverty appeal strongly for 
Congressional relief, and such relief to the extent of increasing his pen- 
sion to $30 per month is in line with many precedents. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows : 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN K. HUGHES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15904) granting 
an increase of pension to John K. Hughes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to _ on the pension roll, 7 g~ to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jobn 
K. Hughes, late of the United States Navy, and pay him a pension of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Brapiey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 15904) granting an increase of pension to John K. Hughes, 
submit the following report: 
increase of pension from $12 to $50 per month is sought in the 
Mr. Hughes, now 60 years of age, served as a landsman on the 
U. 8. 8. Kansas from August 27, 1864, to May 26, 1865, when honor- 
Ht discharged, and is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at 


per month for total inability to earn a - by manual labor. 
He incurred an injury to the left wrist while 


in the naval service 
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and was pensioned under the general Jaw on account of the same at $4 
per month from July 7, 1888, and at $— per month from October 16, 
1889. 

His claim for increase of pension under the last-named law, in which 
he alleged paralysis agitans as a result of the injury, was rejected In 
January, 1905, upon the ground that such paralysis could not be ac- 
cepted as a result. 

When last examined the examining surgeons at Buffalo, N. Y., found 
him so disabled from paralysis of the left side as to require the fre- 
quent and periodical aid and attendance of another person and rated 
him $50 for that condition, and stated that he was taken with paralysis 
in April, 1903; that he suffered from hemiplegia of the left side, in- 
volving the upper and lower extremities; that his whole muscular 
system was tremulous when standing, etc. 

From proof filed with your committee it appears that the sailor is 
entirely Sependent upon his pension of $12 per month. 

It being shown that the sailor is helpless and destitute, an increase 
of his pension to $24 per month, the highest that can be allowed under 
the circumstances in his case, is warranted, and the passage of the bill 
is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6, before the words “ United States,” insert the words “ U. 8. 
S. Kansas.” 

In line 7, after the word “ pension,” insert the words “at the rate.” 

In same line strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BELLE K. THEAKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6025) granting an 
increase of pension to Belle K. Theaker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Belle 
K. Theaker, widow of Hugh A. Theaker, late colonel Sixteenth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 6025) granting an increase of pension to Belle K. Theaker, have ex- 
amined the same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3197, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6025) 
granting an increase of pension to Belle K. Theaker, have examined the 
same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $20 to $— per month the pension 
of Belle K. Theaker, of Port Huron, Mich., widow of Hugh A. Theaker, | 
late colonel Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry. 

A brief statement of Colonel Theaker’s service as it appears upon the 
records of the War Department is as follows: 


“Statement of military service of Hugh A. Theaker, United States Army, 
compiled from the records of this office. 
“ War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
“Washington, May 2, 1899. 

“First lieutenant, Sixteenth Infantry, May 14, 1861; captain, July 
28, 1864; transferred to Thirty-fourth Infantry, September 21, 1866; 
transferred to Sixteenth Infantry, April 14, 1869; major Fifteenth In- 
fantry, September 6, 1886; lieutenant-colonel Fourteenth Infantry, 
July 10, 1891; colonel Sixteenth Infantry, March 10, 1896; retired, 
August 11, 1898. 

“ Breveted captain November 25, 1863, for gallant and meritorious 
service in the battle of Missionary Ridge, Tennessee. Participated in the 
battles of Hoovers Gap, Tennessee, June 25 and 26, 1863; Chickamauga, 
Ga., September 19 and 20, 1863; siege of Chattanooga, September 21 to 
November 24, 1863; Missionary Ridge, Tennessee, November 24 and 25, 
1863; demonstration on Dalton, Ga., February 22 to 27, 1864; Tunnel 
Hill, Georgia, February 23 and 24, 1864, and Buzzards Roost, Georgia, 
February 25 and 26, 1864; and in the campaign against Santiago, 
Cuba, to July, 1898, being in the command of the First Brigade, First 
Division of the Fifth Corps, June 6 to 8 and July 2 to 25, 1898, when, 
en account of ill health, he availed himself of sick leave, and on 
August 11, 1898, was, at his own a retired from active service. 
He participated in the siege of Santiago, Cuba, June 23 to July 17, 
and in the battle of San Juan, Cuba, July 1 to 3, 1898.” 

Colonel Theaker died August 28, 1903, of malarial poisoning in- 
eurred during his active service in the Army. His widow is now re- 
ceiving a general-law pension of $20 per month, it being held by the 
Bureau that the officer’s fatal disease originated while he held the 
rank of captain in the Sixteenth Infantry. 

It appears from the official medical records that Colonel Theaker | 
was treated at various intervals during his active service from 1870 
for malarial poisoning. His last record of treatment for that com 
plaint was in June, 1893, subsequent to which date he was physical! 
examined and — to rank of colonel and took part in the Santi- | 


ago campaign in the war with Spain. 

The medical evidence on file shows that the officer returned from 
Cuba suffering from malarial poisoning, and shortly thereafter was re- 
tired from active service. His death ensued five years after his retire- 
ment as_a result of chronic malarial affection. The holding of the 
Bureau, however, is that the inception of the fatal disease was as far 
back as 1870, although Colonel Theaker was twice promoted subsequent 
to that date. 

Mrs. Theaker was married to the officer December 21, 1875, and is 
now 54 years of age. 

Svidence filed with this committee shows that Mrs. Theaker’s finan- 
cial condition is such that she stands in need of an increase of her pen- 
sion in order to maintain herself and daughter, who is dependent upon 
her. The only real estate she.owns is worth not more than $1,000, 
and it is unimproved and brings her no income whatever. She has no 
home and no one upon whom she can depend, and has nothing aside | 
from her pension. 


In guch cases your committee, under their rule, have recommended 
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increase, graded according to the rank at which the pension was 
allowed at the Bureau. In this case, however, there is great doubt 
to whether the soldier’s fatal disease originated while he wa 
or when subsequently promoted to the rank of colonel. It seems so 
what farfetched to hold that his fatal disease originated so lone 
as 1870 when he was subsequently promoted on two different occasions, 
and at each promotion undoubtedly underwent a physical examination. 
It is a matter of history that the majority of the army at Santiago 
contracted-and suffered from malarial poisoning, due to the influences 
of that climate. 

In consideration of all the facts, your committee are of opinion that 
the rate in this case should be that allowable under their rules for the 
rank of colonel. The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a 
recommendation that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


$a captain 


EZRA WALKER ABBOTT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6799) granting an 
increase of pension to Ezra Walker Abbott. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ezra 
Walker Abbott, late contract nurse and volunteer surgeon, Medical L 
partment, United States Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $17 per month. 

The report (by Mr. SuttowAy) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 6799) granting a pension to Ezra Walker Abbott, have examined the 
same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that the Dill 
do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 3508, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6799) 
granting a pension to Ezra Walker Abbott, have examined the same and 
report : 


Dr. Ezra Walker Abbott, of Contoocook, N. H., was a contract nurse 
and also a volunteer surgeon, rendering service both in the field and in 
hospitals during the war. His service as nurse from October 21, 1862, 
to April 20, 1863, a period of six months, is shown by a report fur 
nished this committee by the War Department, and the other papers on 
file show his service as a volunteer surgeon In 1863 and 1864, attending 
to the sick and wounded at Gettysburg, Fredericksburg, and in hospital 
at City Point, Va. While at Gettysburg, working over wounded men 
by day and night, he contracted typhoid fever, and was under treatment 
in hospital for several weeks. 

Doctor Abbott has made no claim for pension at the Bureau, for the 
reason that existing laws do not cover his case. The act of August 5, 
1892, made provision for pensions for women nurses employed by con 
tract or otherwise who rendered actual service as nurse in attendance 
upon the sick or wounded for six months, but made no provision for 
male nurses who rendered exactly similar service, this being a case 
where the discrimination was altogether in favor of the women 

Doctor Abbott's service as a surgeon in the field and in hospital does 
not entitle him to pension under existing laws, as he was not mustered 
into the military service of the United States, but performed his duty 
wholly as a volunteer in the full sense of the term without pay from 
the Government. 

At the close of the war Doctor Abbott was practicing his profes 
sion in this city, and he was the physician who first reached President 
Lincoln after he had been shot and stood by him and kept a record of 
his condition until his death. 

Doctor Abbott is now over 80 years old. sy reason of his advanced 
age he has been compelied to retire from busiress and is now without 
property or other resources and is dependent upon an aged sister for 
support. 

Your committee are of opinion that a generous government can well 
afford to recognize the service of Doctor Abbott, rendered in the days 
of its trials and need, and to provide for him a measure of comfort 
and support for his few remaining years. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading: and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
FRANCIS GENTZSCH. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18778) granting 
a pension to Francis Gentzsch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary 


of the Interior be, and he ts 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, t t 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fran 
Gentzsch, late of Company G, First Regiment United States Veteran 


Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per mont! 
The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18778) granting a pension to Francis Gentzsch, submit the fol 
ing report: 

A pension of $24 per month is sought in the bill. 

It appears from the records of the War Department that the soldier 
named in the bill, now 69 years of age, was a private of Company G, 
First United States Reserve Corps (Cole County, Mo., Home (Guards) 
from July 16, 1861, to October 1, 1861, and that he was allowed by the 
Hawkins-Taylor Commission for two months and fifteen days of actual 
service rendered to the United States 

tle os for pension under the general law in November, 1890, 

i 


basing s claim upon pleurisy, heart disease, disease of chest, ete., 
alleged to have been contracted from a cold contracted in Augu 1861, 
while in the service and line of duty. This claim was rejected in 
March, 1899, upon the ground of no record or medical evidence as to 
treatment in the service or at discharge, and claimant’s inability to 
furnish satisfactory evidence on special examination showing that said 


diseases originated during his service. : : 
While the proof obtained upon special examination tends to show 





that the soldier had sinking spells due to heart disease while in the 
service, and that he suffered from that disease ever since his discharge, 
the evidence, however, was not of that definite and specific character, 
in the absence of medical evidence of treatment in the service, to 
have warranted the Pension Bureau in admitting the case, although 
the probabilities may be that his service was responsible for this 
trouble, and although some proof was obtained tending to show that he 
had sinking spells before enlistment. ; 

When last examined by the board of surgeons at Versailles, Mo., 
in December, 1904, that board found him to be seriously troubled 
with disease of the heart, partial anchylosis of the wrist joint of the 
left arm, varicose veins of the left leg, and varicocele. 

The beneficiary is now shown to be totally disabled for manual labor 
and to be in dependent circumstances. 

It is the opinion of your committee, In view of the testimony filed 
by the soldier, his total disability and destitution, that the require- 
ments of the act of June 27, 1890, as to length of service may well be 
waived in the case, and that he be granted the maximum pension under 
the act of June 27, 1890, namely, $12 per month. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Veteran.” 

In the same line, after the word “ Corps,” insert the words “ Cole 
County, Missouri, Home Guards.” 

In line & strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ twelve.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JEREMIAH CARBAUGH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18615) granting 
an increase of pension to Jeremiah Carbaugh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


te it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Jeremiah Carbaugh, late of Company A, HKighty-seventh Regiment Penn- 
yivania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Dermer) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18615) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah Carbaugh, 
submit the following report: 

An increase of pension from $12 to $30 per month is sought in the 
bill 

The soldier named in the bill, now 70 years of age, served as a pri 
vate in Company F, Sixteenth Pennsylvania Infantry (three months), 
from April 21 to July 27, 1861, when honorably discharged, and again 
as a corporal in Company A, Bighty-seventh Pennsylvania Infantry, 
from July 5, 1864, to June 29, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per 
month for total disability, the result of disease of heart, asthma, affec 
tion of legs, and catarrh 

This allowance was based upon a certificate of medical examination 
of December 9, 1896, which rated him $4 for heart disease, $8 for 
catarrh, $12 for asthma, and $17 for affection of the legs. 

The board of surgeons then stated that there was capillary engorge 
ment involving the surface of the left leg from instep to middle third 
of the leg, which was @dematous and painful on manipulation, com- 
plete anchylosis of the left ankle joint, inability to walk without the 
aid of crutches, indofent ulcer over the internal malleolus—size 2 by 
14 inches—with a constant discharge of a thin sinuous character mixed 
with blood, uleer foul and offensive, etc. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee shows the soldier to be 
unable to walk, even with the aid of crutches, owing to the chronic 
eczema of both legs and feet, and also to be a severe sufferer from pro- 
tracted attacks of asihma and heart trouble and totally disabled for 
labor 

Other proof filed shows that he has no means of support aside from 
his pension 

In view of the above, the soldier being well-nigh helpless, an in- 
crease of his pension to $24 per month is justified and the passage of 
the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
FRANK LANGDON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18102) granting 


a pension to Frank Langdon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank 
Langdon, late of Company K, Fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month, 


The report (by Mr. Deemer) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(1H. R. 18102) granting a pension to Frank Langdon, submit the fol 
lowing report 

An increase of pension from $14 to $30 per month is sought In the 

pill. 
' The War Department records show that the soldier named in the bill, 
now 82 years of age, served as a sergeant in Company K, Fourth Michi 
gan Cavalry, from August 1, 1862, to July 1, 1865, when honorably 
discharged, and that he was a p! isoner of war from May 18, 1864, to 
December 16, 1864, when parolet , 

He is now pensioned under the general law at $14 pet month on 
account of disease of skin, loss of teeth, and general debility—the re- 
sults of scurvy contracted while a prisoner of war, 
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A claim on account of rheumatism was rejected in 1902 upon the 
ground of no record, no medical or other satisfactory evidence of origin 
or existence in the service or continuance since discharge prior to about 
1875, and claimant's declared inability to furnish the proof necessary 
to establish the claim. 

A claim for increase of pension, filed in 1903, was nee in April, 
1904, upon the ground that the disabilities of accepted service origin 
did not entitle him to a higher rating and that his then existing condi- 
tion was due in part to other than the pensioned causes. 

When last examined, on January 6, 1904, the board of surgeons stated 
that the soldier's skin was covered with fine, glistening scales; that the 
continuity of the skin was broken in many places, presumably by the 
claimant in his efforts to relieve the irritation; that he claimed that it 
was very rare for him to procure any ~— at night on account of the 
burning and itching; that his teeth are all out except a few old snags, 
the gums swollen, {nilamed, and spongy; that there was a rather severe 
trachoma of both eyes, with a pterygium on each eye; that he was also 
suffering from a hernia, and that he was senile, feeble, and totally in- 
capacitated for the performance of any manual labor. 

The surgeons further stated that his eye trouble was a probable re- 
sult of scorbutic disease. 

The soldier's affidavit, filed with your committee, sets forth that he 
was a prisoner of war for over six months in Saulsbury and Anderson 
ville prisons, and that he was totally disabled as the result of scurvy 
and varicose veins; that these disabilities were the result of prison life 
and make his life one of misery and suffering; that he is past 82 years 
of age and his disabilities are of such a character and nature that he 
will soon need a rsonal aid and attendant all the time. 

Papers on file in the Pension Bureau show that the soldier has been 
dependent upon charity for some time. 

Considering the soldier’s great age, long service, his well-nigh a 
lessness and destitution an increase of his pension to $24 per month is 
fully justified, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended 
when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ 
word “ twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Frank Langdon.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. , 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


‘ 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


WILLIAM CARTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 17146) granting 
an increase of pension to William Carter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ia 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject ta 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Carter, late of Company B, Fifth Regiment Missouri State Militia 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Suttoway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
(Hi, R. 17146) granting an increase of pension to William Carter, sub- 
mit the aan report : 

An increase of pension from $12 to $72 per month is sought in the 
bill 

The Pension Bureau reports that the files of the soldier's case were 


| either lost or mislaid; that the records of the Bureau, however, show 


that the soldier, who is now 74 years of age, and who served as a ser- 
geant in Company B, Fifth Missouri State Militia Cavalry, from Feb- 
ruary 20, 1862, to June 22, 1863, when honorably discharged, is a 
pensioner under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month for total 
disability, the result of hypertrophy of the prostate gland und disease 
of bladder and heart. 

Medical and other testimony filed with your committee sets forth 
that the soldier is now suffering from cataract of both eyes, the right 
eye being practically sightless and the left eye about three-fourths 
blind; that he also suffers from heart disease and resulting vertigo, 
hemorrhoids, and muscular rheumatism, especially lumbago, the latter 
so bad at times that he can not raise himself from a stooping posture 
without the help of his hand, and from an advanced state of prosta- 
titis; that he is totally disabled for all labor, has no means of support 
except the pension of $12 per month, and has a wife 65 years of age, 
who is an invalid, due to fracture of her left leg and left wrist, depend- 
ent upon him for support. 

In view of the above, your committee believe that an incrense of the 
soldier's pension from $12 to $24 per month is fully justified, and the 
passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ seventy-two" and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
CHESTER HEINER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6381) granting 
a pension to Chester Heiner, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Chester 
Heiner, late of a , Bleventh Regiment, United States Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. McLatn) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6381) granting a pension to Chester Heiner, have considered the same 
and respectfully report as follows: 

Chester Heiner, of Clarksdale, Dekalb County, Mo., is shown by the 
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official records to have enlisted under the name of Justus Hahner at 
Lewiston, Pa., April 24, 1848, for the war with Mexico, and was as 
signed to the Bleventh Regiment, Wnited States Infantry. The muster 
roll of unassigned recruits stationed at Fort McHenry, Md., reports him 
discharged June 27, 1848, by expiration of service. On this record the 
claimant was allowed a pension of $8 per month under the Mexican war 
service pension act of January 20, 1887, and this was subsequently in- 
creased to $12 under the act of January 5, 1893, upon proof of desti- 
tute circumstances and inability to earn a support by manual labor. In 
1908 the case was taken up and his name was dropped from the rolls on 
the ground that inasmuch as his service did not fexta until April 21, 
1848, and the Mexican war having ended on May 30, 1548, he did not 
serve sixty days in said war. 

The papers show that claimant is now about 78 years of age and, as 
stated above, his needy circumstances have already been established at 
the Pension Bureau. 

This soldier is shown by the record to have enlisted in good faith for 
the war with Mexico, and your committee believe he is equitably 
entitled to the same allowance that is made other Mexican war soldiers, 
and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 6, after “ Heiner,” insert “alias Justus Hahner,” and in the 
same line strike out “ of Company" and insert “ unassigned recruit.” 

In line 7, after “Infantry,” insert “ war with Mexico,” and change 
the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Chester Heiner, 
alias Justus Hahner.”’ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN J. MACENTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8223) granting 
a pension to John J. MacEntee. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
J. MacEntee, late of Company F, Forty-first Regiment United States 
Mm Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month, 


The report (by Mr. Patrrrerson of Pennsylvania) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (Hi. R. 
R223) granting a —— to John H. MacWntee, have considered the 
same and respectfully report as follows: 

John H. MacEntee, of 1739 North Twenty-third street, Philadelphia, 
Pa., enlisted April 28, 1898, in Company F, First Regiment Pennsy!l- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and was honorably mustered out with the 
company October 26, 1898. He reenlisted at the age of 80 years, Octo- 
ber 19, 1899, as a private in Company F, Forty-first Regiment United 
States Volunteer infantry, and after service in the Philippines was dis- 
charged on certificate of disability June 30, 1901, because of amputa- 
tion of right leg in upper third, following a crush of the leg, caused by 
being thrown beneath the wheels of a wagon at San Isidro, P. L, 
December 9, 1900, the team he was driving having ran away. Both 
the hospital records and the certificate of disability for discharge state 
that the injury was incurred in line of duty, but inasmuch as the records 
also show that at the time the injury was received soldier was under- 
going punishment, under sentence of general court-martial, his claim 
at the Pension Bureau, based upon the alleged injury, was rejected on 
the ground that he was not in line of duty. It seems that he was tried 
for violation of an army regulation, and that his sentence was to be 
confined at hard labor for six months and to forfeit to the United States 
$10 per month of his pay for the same riod. 


There is no question that he was driving the team under orders at | 


the time of the injury, and it is only because he was undergoing pun 
ishment by sentence of court-martial that the claim was rejected 


Upon medical examination, October 18, 1901, by a Philadelphia | 
board, the claimant's leg was found to be amputated below the tubercle | 


of the tibla He also alleged in his pension application that the same 
accident resulted in an injury to right hand and shoulder and loss of 
three teeth on right side of the lower jaw, and these disabilities were 
also found by the examining surgeons. The total rating recommended 
by the board for all of these disabilities aggregated $48 per month, and 
the board added that no evidence of intemperance, venereal disease, 
or other vicious habits was apparent. 

The offense with which this soldier was charged, that of being drunk 
and resisting and disobeying a sentinel, was, it seems to your commit- 
tee, sufficiently punished when the sentence of general court-martial 
was carried out, and it would seem to be a severe hardship to enlarge 
the punishment by withholding from him a pension for disabilities 
actually incurred while on duty during the period under which he was 


undergoing sentence, and after very careful consideration it is believed | 


that in equity and justice the bill should pass. The following amend- 
ments are recommended : 


Change “ MacPntee,” where it appears in the title and the body of 
the bill, to “ Macentee.” 


In line 7, after “ Infantry,” insert “ war with Spain.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN H. PEPPER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8478) granting 
a pension to John H. Pepper. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etce., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 


H. Pepper, late of United States Navy, war with Spain, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $8 per month, : _— _ 


The report (by Mr. RicHarpson of Alabama) ts as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (iH. R. 


8478) granting a pension to John H. Pepper, have considered tlh: me 
and respectfully report as follows: 
John H. Pepper, of Albertville, Ala., enlisted February 4, 1902, as 
a landsman, United States Navy, and after servi it the Port Royal 
Naval Station was discharged April 21, 1902, because of d te 
On March 6, 1908, he filed a claim for pension, d ing that at Port 
Royal about March 1, 1902, he contracted Bright disease of the kid 
neys. The medical records show that he was admitted t 3] l 
March 25 with diabetes mellitus, and the hospital ticket stat it 
| there is no evidence that the disease originated in line of d 
fact being that it existed prior to enlistment His discha was 
based upon the report of a board of medical survey which tf i him 
unfit for service by reason of the disease above named, and 
ment was made in the report of the board that the disease ex ‘ rior 
to enlistment. The claim for pension was rejected May 1 n 
the ground that the alleged disease cr kidneys did not originate ir he 
service, but existed before the sailor entered the same 
This sailor was accepted for service in the Navy, and followin the 
precedent in many similar cases, your committee believes tha e Gov 
ernment should be estopped from claiming that the disabili vhich 
causes his discharge existed prior to enlistment The facts se t Q 





that claimant is suffering a serious disability from diabetes : 
small measure of relief te justified 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amet 
follows: 

In line 6, after “ late,”’ strike out 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out 


‘of and insert “ landsman 


‘war with Spain.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thir 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir 
time, and passed. 

REBECCA C. GOODSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15151) granting 
an increase of pension to Rebecca C. Goodson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Re 
becca C. Goodson, widow of J. P. Goodson, formeriy sergeant of Com 
pany G, First Kentucky Mounted Volunteers, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 

The report (by Mr. Brown of Pennsylvania) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
15151) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca C. Goodson, ha 
considered the same and respectfully report as follows 

Rebecca C. Goodson, of Slaughtersviile, Ky... is the widow of Jacob 


| Peck Goodson, late of Company G, First Regiment Kentucky Mounted 
Volunteers, from June 9, 1846, to June 7, 1847, in the war with Mex 
ico The soldier died July 28, 1895, and the claimant, who ried 


him October 10, 1854, is now a pensioner at $8 per month. 

The testimony accompanying the bill shows that claimant ts 77 vears 
old, utterly incapable of any kind of labor, without property, and 
dependent solely upon her pension for support 

There are precedents for allowing an increased rating in ca: f this 
character, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended when 
amended as follows 

In line 6 change the Initials “J. P.,” as appearing In the deceased 
soldier's name, to the Christian name “Jacob Peck.” 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out “formerly sergeant" and tnsert “ late.” 

In line 7, after “ First,” insert “ Regiment,” and after “ Volunteers,” 
in the same line, insert “ war with Mexico.” 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty ” and insert “ twelve.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HORACE G. ROBISON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15715) granting 
a pension to Horace G. Robison. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subj t 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of I 
G. Robison, who served in Troop F, Fifth Regiment United Stat 
Cavalry, under the name of Frank Cammel, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. Lonawortt) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (fl. R. 
15715) granting a pension to Horace G. Robison, alias Frank Cammel 
have considered the same and respectfully report as follows 








Horace G. Robison, of Nevada, lowa, enlisted under the name of 
Frank Cammel, May 24, 1872, in Troop I’, Fifth Regiment United States 
Cavalry, and served a term of five years, a part of the time ng on 
duty with his regiment in the Big Horn and Yellowstone expedit 
of 1876, until honorably discharged May 24, 1877, at a a 
sell, Wyo., by expiration of service. The claimant t wv 
in said service he incurred various ailments, and partic ‘ly an 
of the back from being thrown from his horse, and also an ; 
of the right ear, which he thinks was caused by the bite of p ! 
ous insect. He further contends that the injury of back had caused 
fainting spells. 

In connection with his application for pension the War Department 
communicated with some of the officers under whose command |! 
served, and one of them, First Lieut. W. P. Hall, regimental quarter 


master Fifth United States Cavalry, reported that he remembered claim 
ant as a large, strong man, but that he was sick and unable to do hard 
duty a considerable portion of the time, and witness did not consider him 
a strong man, though he has no recollection of his particular ailments. 
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Other officers remembered the claimant, but had no recollection of any 
disability suffered by him. ‘The medical records show treatment for 
intermittent fever, parotitis, for abscess, diarrhea, and otorrhea. Med- 
ical examinations in the case failed to disclose any marked evidence of 
physical infirmity, but did indicate that claimant is mentally unsound, 
and this condition, it is contended, is due to the above-indicated causes 
arising in the service. 

That claim was specially examined to determine its merits, and on 
February 25, 1892, the papers were sent to the Bureau by the special] 
examiner with the recommendation that the case be admitt for 
abscess, the injury to head and resulting insanity. This recommenda- 
tion was not foilowed, however, and on March 1, 1892, the claim was 
rejected on the ground of no record and claimant's inability, after spe- 
cial examination, to produce competent evidence connecting the alleged 
injury of spine, nervous system, and insanity with the service and line 
of duty, and the position was also taken by the Bureau that from the 
history of the case it would appear that claimant’s present mental con- 
dition was of hereditary origin and not due to injuries received in the 
service; but be that as it may, the fact remains that the soldier ren- 
dered five years of honorable service and participated in the severe 
hardships and exposure incident to arduous Indian campaigns; that 
his head was affected in the service, as shown by the hospital record of 
otorrhea and parotitis (inflammation of the parotid gland), and that 
he has been more or less disabled since his discharge. 

The testimony is admittedly conflicting on the point of the probable 
origin of the claimant's mental tronble, but, as stated above, it was the 
opinion of the special examiner, who referred the claim back to the 


Bureau, that the evidence was sufficient to justify an allowance. 
Taking all the facts and circumstances into consideration, your com- 
mittee believe that a small measure of relief is justified, and the passage 


of the bill is recommended when amended as follows: 
In line 6 strike out *“ who served in” and insert “ alias Frank Cam- 
mel, late of.” 


In lines 7 and 8 strike out “ under the name of Frank Cammel.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY FREDERICK. 


The next pension business was the bill (TH. R. 15961) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Frederick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, anthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Frederick, late of Company C, Seventh Regiment United States Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. LonawortH) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
15961) granting an increase of pension to Henry Frederick, have con- 
sidered the same and respectfully report as follows: 

Henry Frederick, of Sullivan, Ohio, served a five-year term of enlist- 
ment from January 13, 1870, to January 13, 1875, as a trumpeter in 
Troop E, Seventh Regiment United States Cavalry, and while so serving 
incurred piles with resulting disease of rectum, for which he is now 
receiving a pension of $6 per month under the general law. He also 
claims that he incurred deafness in said service, incurred in the spring 
of 1874, as the result of cannon firing at Fort A. Lincoln, Dak., said 
firing being at Indians who were attempting to stampede a herd of 
cattle. The claim on account of deafness has been rejected on the 
ground of no record and claimant’s apparent inability to supply the 
testimony necessary to prove that part of his claim. 

Several witnesses testified that claimant became deaf in the service, 
but upon special examination it was found that one of these witnesses 
had died, and hence could not be cross-examined, while others indi- 
cated that their knowledge in the premises was not as positive and 
direct as could be desired... The special examiner, however, was of the 
opinion that the testimony clearly showed the existence of deafness 
immediately after discharge and return home, and it was further the 
special examiner’s opinion that the deafness was more likely due to 
eatarrh, the result of a cold contracted in the service, than to the 
alleged cannonading. 

Upon medical examination by the Wooster, Ohio, board October 29, 
1902, claimant was found to be suffering from piles, disease of rectum, 
deafness of both ears and left inguinal hernia, and the aggregate rat- 
ing for all of these disabilities recommended by the board was $38 per 
month 

Papers filed with the bill show that the claimant is practically un- 
able to perform any manual labor by reason of his several ailments; 
that he has a wife much afflicted physically, and that they are in very 
needy circumstances. 

Taking all the facts and circumstances into consideration, the claim- 
ant’s disabilities are reasonably referable to his military service and a 
substantial increase of his pension is fully justified. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out “ Company C ” and insert “ Troop E.” 

In line 8 strike out “ fifty ” and insert “‘ twenty-eight.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY DAMM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16304) granting 
a pension to Mary Damm. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
Damm, widow of August Damm, late of Battery B, Fifth Regiment 
Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. Draper) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to-whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
16304) granting a pension to Mary Damm, have considered the same 
and respectfully report as follows: 

Mary Damm, of 576 Seventh avenue, Brooklyn, N. Y., is the widow 
of August Damm, who entered the military service of the United States 
February 5, 1867, in Company B, Fifth United States Artillery, being 
discharged at 6, 1870, by expiration of term of service. He re- 
enlisted —_ 15, 1870, in Company C, First United States Artillery, 
and was discharged April 15, 1875, by expiration of service. Reenlisted 
May 13, 1875, in Company M, Third United States Artillery, and dis- 
charged May 12, 1880, by expiration of service; he again enlisted in the 
same company May 13, 1880, and was discharged April 4, 1882, at Jack- 
son Barracks, La., for disability. The certificate of disability upon 
which he was discharged recites that the disease from which he was 
suffering at that time was habitual constipation and piles, which he 
contracted on duty with his company as tailor, and in the opinion of 
the discharging medical officer the disability was one-half. The captain 
of his battery certified in the same certificate that the disease was con- 
tracted in the service and line of duty, and that the soldier had always 
borne an excellent character. 

The medical records show that in addition to the foregoing the sol- 
dier was also treated for malarial fever during the period of his last 
term of service. On October 17, 1882, he filed a claim for pension, bas- 
ing same upon constipation and malarial fever, but upon medical ex- 
amination by a New York City board, February 21, 1883, no disability 
attributable to said causes was discoverable and the claim was re- 
jected. Subsequently, in connection with an application for a new hear- 
ing, he was examined by a Brooklyn board with the same result, and 
the application for a reopening of the case was denied. 

The soldier died May 1, 1898, and his widow, this claimant, who mar- 
ried him January 28, 1871, while he was a soldier in the Army, applied 
for a pension, declaring that his death cause was due to his service. 
The public health record shows that the cause of the soldier's death 
was valvular disease of heart with chronic bronchitis. 

In support of this claim Christian Steffens, of Sheepshead Bay, N. Y., 
who served with the soldier from 1876 to 1881, testifies that about 
the year 1877 the soldier commenced to complain with pains in chest 
and about his heart; this was after working in a damp casemate in 
Fort Hamilton, while on duty as company tailor. Beary Meyers, 
another comrade, testifies that he knew the soldier suffered from dis- 
ease of, heart and bronchitis in the fall of the year 1881. Dr. J. E. 
De Mund, of Brooklyn, testifies he treated soldier in 1892 for chronic 
bronchitis, and knows that he suffered from the disease for two years 
or more. 

The claimant’s application was rejected October 27, 1900, on the 
ground of no record in service of the fatal disease and no medical or 
other evidence of the same in service, existence at discharge, or con- 
tinuance up to the date of the soldier's death. 

The evidence of comrades above indicated was filed after this rejec- 
tion, but the Pension Bureau denied the application for a rehearing. 

The testimony accompanying the bill shows that claimant is now 
about 60 years of age, without property, wholly dependent upon what 
she may earn by daily labor, and that sometimes she is in actual want 
for the necessaries of life. 

The testimony tending to show that the cause of the soldier’s death 
had its origin in the service and line of duty is admittedly unsatisfac- 
tory, but in view of the long service in the Army and the necessities 
of his widow, your committee believe that such doubts as arise in the 
case may justly be resolved in the claimant’s favor, and the passage of 
the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6 change “ Battery B” to “ Battery M.” 

In line 7 strike out “ Fifth ” and insert “ Third;” after “ Regiment,” 
in the same line, insert ‘*‘ United States.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN F. TATHEM, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16648) granting 
a pension to John F. Tathem. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
F. Tathem, late of Company M, Twenty-ninth Kegiment United States 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. ArKen) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
16648) granting a pension to John F. Tathem, have considered the 
same and respectfully report as follows: 

John F. Tathem, of Columbia, 8. C., entered the military service of 
the United States May 4, 1898, in Company C, First Rgimeent South 
Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and was mustered out November 10, 1898. 
He reenlisted August 28, 1899, in Company K, Twenty-ninth Rezgi- 
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, and after promotion to quar- 
termaster-sergeant of Company M, of said regiment, was mustered out 
at Presidio, San Francisco, Cal., May 10, 1901. 

On July 5, 1902, he filed an application for pension, declaring that 
in the Philippine Islands in December, 1900, he contracted rheumatism. 
The records show that in December, 1900, he oe in an expe- 
dition against the insurgents in the island of Samar, P. I., and the 
medical records show that during his last term of service he was treated 
for malarial fever. The report of physical examination at enlistment 
shows that among other disabilities there was a scar on right ankle 
from a weight having fallen on it. 

Upon examination preliminary to muster out from first period of 
service, the claimant certified that he was suffering from rheumatism 
in ankle, caused by being struck by a at Camp Cuba Libre, 
Fla., while getting lumber for the colonel’s tent. The medical officer 
making the examination corroborated the claimant as to the existence 
of rheumatism in right ankle at that time. Upon examination pre- 
liminary to muster out of his last service, claimant claimed that he had 
rheumatism in right knee and ankle and that the disability was 
incurred in December, 1900, at Calbayog, Samar, P. I., from causes 
unknown, but the medical officer making the examination certified that 
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he could find no disability. The claim was specially examined, and 
according to the summary of the report of the special examiner ‘/ho 
investigated the case the testimony shows that the claimant injured 
his ankle three times and his knee once prior to his first enlistment, 
and that on December 25, 1891, he broke a bone in his ankle. To the 
special examiner claimant said that he broke his ankle before he went 
into the Army and that while in service he never complained of rheu- 
matism, but only of pains in the ankle. 

Upon medical examination by the Gainesville, Ga., board, Novem- 
ber 5, 1902, tenderness and slight swelling of the right ankle joint was 
noted and the ankle was found one inch larger than the left ankle; 
some crepitas of right kneejoint was also found, and a rating of $8 
for rheumatism was recommended by the board. 

The claim has been rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground of 
no satisfactory evidence of the origin of the alleged rheumatism in the 
service and line of duty,and claimant’s declared inability, upon special 
examination of the case, to furnish such evidence. 

Your committee are not convinced that a disability due to the serv- 
ice has been clearly established in this case, but inasmuch as the claim- 
ant served two terms of enlistment, one during the period of our war 
with Spain in Cuba and the last period of service in the Philippines, 
it is believed that a small measure of relief can safely be grant 
the passage of the bill is recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out “ twelve’’ and insert “ eight.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH JACKSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17163) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth Jackson. 
Th bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza- 
beth Jackson, mother of John Jackson, late a drummer, in the United 
States Marine Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. LoUDENSLAGER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
17163) granting an increase of —- to Elizabeth Jackson, have con- 
sidered the same and respectfully report as follows: 

Elizabeth Jackson, of 1443 Michigan street, Buffalo, N. Y., is the 
mother of John Thomas Jackson, who served as a drummer in the 
United States Marine Corps from April 12, 1872, to February 12, 
1880, when he died in service from disease of heart, result of rheu- 
matism incurred in line of duty. After the death of her son the 
claimant made an application for pension as his dependent mother, 
and the same was allowed at $8 per month, said rating being subse- 
quently increased to $12 under the act of March 19, 1886. The testi- 
mony accompanying the bill shows that the claimant's husband was 
also a soldier of the United States, serving through the civil war and 
several terms of enlistment after the war, but that his habits were such 
that he contributed nothing to her support, and that she is without 
other means of livelihood than her small pension. It is further shown 
that she is utterly unable to earn a es by reason of anchylosis of 
right hip, due to inflammatory rheumatism; further that her husband 
died in 1879, and that she is now a widow and aged about 68 years. 

In view of the facts above stated, including the mother’s aged and 
dependent condition, and the fact that her husband served throughout 
the civil war and her son died from causes arising in the service and 
line of duty, your committee believe that no dangerous precedent will 
be established by granting an additional measure of relief, and the 
passage of the bill is recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6, before “ mother,” insert ‘“ dependent ;’’ and after “ John,” 
in the same line, insert ‘‘ Thomas.” 

In line 7 strike out “in the.” 


In line 8 strike out “thirty” and insert “ eighteen.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. HEROD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17238) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew J. Herod. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the pore and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
J. Herod, late of Company A, First Mississippi Regiment, war with 
Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. McLatn) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
17238) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Herod, have con- 
sidered the same and respectfully report as follows: 

Andrew J. Herod, of Gattman, Monroe County, Miss., was a private 
in Company A, First Regiment of Mississippi Rifles, from June 1, 1846, 
to June 9, 1847, in the war with Mexico, and he is now receiving the 
pension of $12 per montl? allowed by law to the totally disabled and 
dependent survivors of said war. 

The testimony.before your committee indicates that claimant is about 
78 years old, in very feeble health, without property, real or personal, 
and that an increase of his pension is necessary to keep him from a 
suffering condition. 

There are many precedents for the proposed legislation, and the pas- 
sage of the bill is recommended when amended as follows: 

in line 6, after “ First,” insert ‘‘ Regiment.” 

In line 7 strike out “ Regiment ’’ and insert “ Rifles.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JESSE M. NOBLITT. 


The next pension business was the bill (11. R. 17421) 
a pension to Jesse M. Noblitt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., 'That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse 
M. Noblitt, late of Company H, Twenty-second Regiment United States 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month, 


The report (by Mr. AIKEN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HH. R. 
17421) granting a pension to Jesse M. Noblitt, have considered the 
same and respectfully report as follows: 

Jesse M. Noblitt, of Dexter, S. C., was a sergeant in Company II, 
Twenty-second Regiment United States Infantry, serving from Aug 
17, 1885, to August 16, 1890. 


granting 


st 


On September 24, 1894, he filed an ap 






plication for pension, declaring that at Fort Lewis, Colo., during the fall 
and winter of 1887, he contracted catarrh of head, resulting in deafness 
In a later declaration, filed December 6, 1900, he realleged catarrh of 
throat and head, causing deafness, and also kidney disease incurred at 
the above time and place. This claim was rejected by the Ve : 
Bureau April 13, 1903, on the ground of no record of the alleged 4d 
eases and no medical evidence of same in the service or at disch: : 
The medical records show that during his term of service claimant 
was treated for vaccina, left arm, and for incised wound of left hand, 


both in line of duty. 

Jacob Dieffenbach, of Fort Springs, Cal., a comrade of claimant, 
and whose service is verified by the records of the War Department, 
swears that claimant was sick in the service at various times, and 
while witness does not remember the exact nature of his ailment he 
knows that the doctor stated that claimant had catarrh of the head 
and throat, that his lungs were affected, and that he became very hard 
of hearing, and, further, that claimant was a man of absolutely correct 
habits. A number of witnesses testify that claimant was sound and 
well when he entered the service and that he was suffering from catarrh 
and deafness upon his discharge and return home, and there is med 
ical evidence in the case showing that he has been suffering from these 
The claimant accounts for his failure to supply 
medical evidence the first two or three years after his discharge by 
the statement that the doctor who then treated him is dead. 

Upon medical examination, January 4, 1895, by the Pension Office 
examining surgeon, at Dexter, S. C., claimant was found to have nasal 
and pharyngeal catarrh of an aggravated character, with serious im- 
pairment of hearing, being unable to understand ordinary conversation 
at more than 3 or 4 feet, and the examining surgeon added that there 
was undoubted inability to work a good part of the time. It was fur 
ther stated that the claimant’s general health is very poor and that 
was suffering with dyspepsia, but the conclusion of the examining sur- 
geon was that the catarrh and deafness were the real causes of his dis- 
ability. 

Taking into account all the evidence presented in this case, your 
committee are of the opinion that the claimant's present disabilities are 
reasonably referable to his military service, and the passage of the Dill 
is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 7 strike out “ Volunteer.” 


The amendment recommended by the commiitee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ANNIE M. KLOEPPEL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17425) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Christian Kloeppel. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 


is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. 
Christian Kloeppel, widow of Christian Kloeppel, late of Company C, 
Third Regiment Missouri Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a 


pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The report (by Mr. McLatn) is as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (i. R 


17425) granting a pension to Mrs. Christian Kloeppel, have consid j 
the same and respectfully report as follows: 

Annie M. Kloeppel is the widow of Christian Kloeppel, who, under 
the name of Christian Knupple, enlisted for the Mexican war st 
19, 1846, in Company C, Third Regiment Missouri Volunteers, and 3 
mustered out with the company September 29, 1846, at Fort Leaven- 
worth, Kans. The soldier enlisted at Van Buren, Mo., and at the time 
of his muster out he was 210 miles away from home, and a trave ¥ 


allowance added to the period of his service gives him a total sery 
of fifty-three days, which, in his application before the Pension Bureai 


was very properly held by the Commissioner to be insufficient unde 
general law, and his claim for Mexican war service pension was di 
lowed. The soldier was pensioned by private act at the second session 


of the present Congress on account of the above service, but he 
since died, and his widow, this claimant, who married him Februa 


4 


‘ys 


1860, and is now 61 years of age, in bad health, and without property, 
asks that the same measure of relief be granted to her 

The facts in this case are sufficient, in the judgment of your 
mittee, to justify an allowance, and the passage of the Dill is re l- 
mended when amended as follows: 

Strike out “ Mrs. Christian”’’ where it appears in the title and the 


body of the bill and insert in lieu thereof “Annie M.” 
In line 6, after “‘ Christian Kloeppel,” insert “ alias Knupple.” 
In line 8 strike out “ twelve” and insert “* eight.” 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 


DELILA DYER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17616) granting 
a pension to Dehla Dyer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dehla 
Dyer, dependent mother of Frank Dyer, late of Company F, Fourth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Brown of Pennsylvania) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. | 


17616) granting a pension to Dehla Dyer, have considered the same 
and respectfully report as follows: 

Delila Dyer, of Head of Grassy, Lewis County, Ky., is the mother of 
Frank Dyer, who entered the military service of ‘the United States July 
7, 1897, as a private in Company F, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infantry, war with Spain, and was honorably discharged February 
12, 1899. On May 6, 1899, less than three months after his discharge, 
he filed a claim for pension, declaring that at Anniston, Ala., in Decem- 
ber, 1898, and January, 1899, he contracted rheumatism and disease of 
head, caused by exposure to camp life. Upon medical examination pre- 
liminary to muster out the soldier disclaimed having Incurred any dis- 
ability in the service, but the hospital records show that he was treated 
for acute coryza, la grippe, and diarrhea, all incurred in the service and 
line of duty. The soldier died February 15, 1901, before the comple- 
tion of his claim, and the claimant, applying as his dependent mother, 
filed a claim November 9, 1901, 

This claim was rejected November 16, 1904, on the ground of no 
record or medical evidence of origin in service of the alleged fatal lum- 
bago and disease of kidneys, and the testimony supplied was deemed 
insufficient to establish the claim. The claim was specially examined, 
and in a general way depositions taken by the special examiners, to- 
gether with the other evidence in the case, show that the soldier was 
the son of the applicant, that she is a widow in dependent circum- 
stances and now in the neighborhood of 60 years of age; further, 
that during the service the soldier was taken with something like sun- 
stroke and thereafter was unfit for duty; that he complained of his 
back and was much disabled thereby. Me 
table physician is to the effect that ten months after soldier's discharge 
he began treating him for lumbago and nephritis which, in the opinion 
of the physiclan, undoubtedly caused his death, although at the imme- 
diate time of death no physician was present. 

There seems to be no question but that the death cause was nephritis, 
complicated with lumbago, and the history of the case carries it back 
to the soldier's service. There is now no surviving widow or minor 
child of the soldier, and no one entitled to a pension except the mother. 

raking all the facts and circumstances into consideration, your com- 
mittee believe that the cause of the soldier’s death probably had its 


origin in the service, and the passage of the bill is therefore recom- | 


mended when amended as follows: 


dical testimony by a repu- | 
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Change the spelling of the claimant’s Christian name where it ap- | 


pears in the title and body of the bill to “ Delila.” 

in line 7, after “ Infantry,” insert “ war with Spain.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES H. THOMAS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17632) granting 
a pension to James H. Thomas. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interfor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James | yonn f,. Croom. late of First Alabama Volunteers, war with Mexico 
H. Thomas, late of Capt. L. G. Lesby’s company, Florida Seminole | + < ; ‘ 7 : , 


Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per month, 
The report (by Mr. ATKEN) Is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HH. R. 


17632) granting a pension to James H. Thomas, have considered the | 


same and respectfully report as follows: 

lames H. Thomas, of Phosphoria, Fla., filed a claim for pension 
July 28, 1902, under the Indian war service pension act of June 27, 
1902, declaring that he rendered a term of service in Capt. William B., 
Hooker's company of Florida Mounted Volunteers in the Seminole 
Indian war of 1856, and subsequently in Captain Lesley’s company of 
Florida Mounted Volunteers in the same war. The records of the 
War Department show that claimant served as alleged in Captain 
Hooker's company from January 3, 1856, to February 21, 1856, when 
honorably mustered out with 





his company. The same records also | 


show that he enlisted August 20, 1856, In Captain Lesley’s independent | 


company and that he was discharged November 8, 1856. In a report 
made by the Chief of the Record and Pension Office to the Pension 


Bureau, under date of April 17, 1903, it is stated that claimant's last | 


discharge was by reason of misconduct, and his claim was rejected on | 
the ground that he was not finally honorably discharged from the serv- | 
i Bearing upon this question of the nature of the claimant's dis- | 
charge ts the following communication, dated December 10, 1904, from 
the Military Secretary's Office, War Department: 


Case of James H. Thomas, of Capt. L. G. Lesley’s company, Florida 
Seminole Indian war. 

It is shown by the records that James H. Thomas was enrolled August 
20, 1856, and mustered into service on the same day at Fort Meade, 
Fla., as a private in Captain Lesley’s independent company, Florida 
Mounted Volunteers, Seminole war, to serve six months. He was dis- 


ed the service in orders, of which the following is an extract 
copy : 


|} alry company about 
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SPEcIAL Ornpers, No, 58.] 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF FLORIDA, 
+ Fort Brooke, November 8, 1856. 
* 7” * aa * - - 

Il. Private James H. Thomas, of Capt. L. G. Lesley’s company of 
Florida Mounted Volunteers, having been reported by the captain of 
his company for misconduct, is hereby discharged the service of the 
United States. 

By order of Colonel Munroe. 

Francis N. Paan, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


Applying for an honorable discharge, Thomas stated, in a letter ad- 


| dressed to the Adjutant-General of the Army, and dated at Fort Meade, 


Polk County, Fla., September 25, 1882, as follows: 

“T, James Henry Thomas, a private in Major Arnold’s detachment 
at Fort Deynaud, Caloosahatchee River, Florida Indian war, received 
about September, 1854; discharged about January, 1856; volunteered 
in Capt. Willlam B. Hooker’s*cavalry company about January, 1856; 
discharged about —~ 1856; volunteered in Capt. L. G. aay S cav- 

uly 20, 1856; served three months and thirteen 
days, till first Tuesday in November, 1856, at President's election; was 
dismissed to attend the election; Captain Lesley differed with me, said 
Thomas, in politics, and I did not vote to suit him. and he reported me 
to the commander in Tampa. I was dismissed from his company and 
joined Major McKinstry, quartermaster, in Tampa, and afterwards 
served in a boat company under Captains Turner and Thompson about 
six months, from November, 1856, to some time in 1857, and honorably 
discharged. I respectfully call your honor’s attention as respects my 
pay and discharge for the three months and thirteen days I served in _ 
tain Lesley’s company, from about 20th July, 1856, to first Tuesday in 
November. I received no discharge and never paid. I respectfully make 
application for a discharge. I was not dismissed from Captain Lesley's 
company for any disobedience in service, and continued my service un- 
der Major McKinstry and Turner and Thompson, captains of boat com- 
pany. I had served over two years when dismissed. Please send me 
a discharge or blanks to file the application for a discharge from Capt. 
L. G. Lesley’s company. Captain Lesley will make affidavit that I am 
entitled to an honorable discharge and my pay. My post-office is Fort 
Meade, Polk County, Fla. (I have made application to honorable Sec- 
ond Auditor to draw my pee 

The application for an honorable discharge certificate In this case has 
been denied, and now stands denied, for the reason that it is presumed 
that at the date of his discharge from the service a discharge certifi- 
cate was furnished the soldier, and a copy of the same can not be 
granted. It will be seen from the preceding record that this soldier is 
not charged with desertion, nor does the record indicate that he was 
dishonorably discharged the service. 

Respectfully submitted. 

F. C. AINSWORTH, 
The Military Secretary. 
WAR DEPARTMENT, 


The Military Secretary’s Office, December 10, 1904. 

The SpcRETARY OF WAR. 

The facts in this case clearly justify the allowance of the same pen- 
sion as is granted under the general laws to other survivors of our old 
Indian wars, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended 
when amended as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out “L. G. Lesby’s company, Florida, Semi- 
nole Indian war” and insert “ William B. Hooker's company, Florida 
Mounted Volunteers, and Captain Lesley’s company of Florida Mounted 
Volunteers, Seminole Indian war.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN L. CROOM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18033) granting 
a pension to John L. Croom. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pomien laws, the name of 


mustered in June, 1846, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 


The report (by Mr. RicHarpson of Alabama) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (I. R. 
18033) granting a pension to John L. Croom, have considered the same 
and respectfully report as follows: 

John L. Croom, of Wharton, Tex., filed an application for pension 
April 4, 1904, under the Mexican war service pension act of January 
29, 1887, Coctnying. that he served from the 11th of May, 1846, to the 
14th of July, 1846, as a private in Company A, First Regiment Ala- 
bama Infantry, war with Mexico. The records of the War Department 
show that he enlisted in the above company and regiment June 2, 1846, 
at Mobile, Ala., for the Mexican war, and that he was discharged July 
14, 1846, at Brazos Santiago. The claim was rejected June 10, 1904, 
on the ground that the claimant did not serve sixty days in the war. 

The testimony on file shows that claimant is 79 years old. 

There are many precedents for granting pensions to soldiers who en- 
listed in good faith for the war with Mexico, but who, for reasons over 
which they had no control, did not serve the full sixty days required 
by law to give title, and your committee believe that such precedents 
may properly be followed in this case. 

‘ be passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
OLLOWS: 

In line 6, after “ late of,” insert “Company A;” and after “ first,” in 
same line, insert “‘ Regiment.” 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out “ mustered In June, 1846.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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WILLIAM A. MOORE, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18092) granting 
an increase of pension to W. A. Moore. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. A. 
Moore, late of Company F, — Regiment North Carolina Volunteer In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Witrey of Alabama) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pénsions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
18092) for the relief of W. A. Moore, have considered the same and 
respectfully report as follows: 

William A. Moore, of Mount Airy, N. C., was a private in Company 
I’, First Regiment of North Carolina Volunteers, from January 21, 1847, 
to August 7, 1848, in the war with Mexico, and he is now receiving the 
persion of $12 per month allowed under the acts of January 29, 1887, 
and January 5, 1893, to the totally disabled and destitute survivors of 
said war. 

The papers before your committee indicate that claimant is 74 years 
old, in feeble health, and in such circumstances financially as to be 
almost wholly dependent upon relatives and friends for support. 

Following the usual precedent in similar cases, your committee rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill when amended as follows: 

In line 6 change the initial ‘‘ W” where it appears in the claimant's 
name to the Christian name ‘* William,” 

In the same line, before “ Regiment,” insert “ First.” 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty-five’ and insert “‘ twenty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William A. Moore.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LOT LEGUIN GODFREY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18339) granting 
an increase of pension to Lot Leguin Godfrey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Lot Leguin Godfrey, late of Sutton-Bell’s battalion, Texas Rangers, 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. RicHarpson of Alabama) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
18339) granting an increase of pension to Lot Leguin Godfrey, have 
considered the same and respectfully report as follows: 

Lot Leguin Godfrey, of Kosse, Limestone County, Tex., was a private 
in Captain Sutton'’s company, Bell's regiment of Texas Mounted Volun- 
teers, from August 2, 1846, to August 17, 1847, and from September 15, 
1847, to October 6, 1848, in the war with Mexico, and he is now 
receiving pension allowed under the acts of January 29, 1887, and 
January 5, 1893, to the totally disabled and dependent survivors of 
said war. 

The testimony accompanying the bill shows that claimant is 81 
years old, in feeble health, without property or income aside from his 
ension. . 

. Following the usual precedent, your committee recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill when amended as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out “Sutton-Bell’s battalion, Texas Rangers,” 
and insert “‘ Captain Sutton’s company, Bell's regiment, Texas Mounted 
Volunteers.” 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty" and insert “ twenty.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

AUGUSTUS GRALEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18340) granting 
an increase of pension to Augustus Gralen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Augus- 
tus Gralen, late of MecCullock’s company, First Regiment Texas 
Mounted Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Ricuarpson of Alabama) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
18340) granting an increase of pension to Augustus Gralen, have con- 
sidered the same and respectfully report as follows: 

Augustus Gralen, of Bryan, Tex., was a private in Capt. Henry B. 
McCulloch's company, First ——— Texas Mounted Volunteers, from 
October 25, 1847, to October 24, 1848, in the war with Mexico, and he 
is now receiving the pension of $12 per month allowed by law to the 
totally disabled and dependent survivors of said war. 

In a sworn statement Se the bill claimant sets forth that 
he is 76 years old, totally unable to perform any labor, and dependent 
upon his a for oo Claimant's statements are corroborated 
under oath by other witnesses, including Dr. George W. Emory, of 
Bryan, Tex. 

There are many precedents for the proposed legislation, and the 
passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike out “ McCullock’s” and insert “Capt. Henry 
McCulloch's.” 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty ” and insert “ twenty.” 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BETHEL COOPWOOD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18433) granting 
an increase of pension to Bethel Coopwood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bethel 
Coopwood, late of Company D, Texas Regiment Mounted Volunteers, 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. RicHarpson of Alabama) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
18433) granting an increase of pension to Bethel Coopwood, have con 
sidered the same and respectfully report as follows 

Bethel Coopwood, of Laredo, Tex., was a private in Company PD, 
Texas Mounted Volunteers, from October 23, 1847, to September 2, 
1848, in the war with Mexico, and he is now receiving the pension of 
$12 per month allowed by law for such service 

The testimony accompanying the bill shows that claimant is 76 years 
old, badly crippled, wholly unable to perform any manual labor, with 
an invalid wife depending upon him for support, and with no property 
or source of income aside from his pension 

There are many precedents for the allowance of additional measure 
of relief in cases of this character, and the passage of the bill is there 
fore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty’ and insert “ twenty 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


t 
\ 
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LINDA 8S. ANDERSON. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
ing an increase of pension to Linda 8S. Anderson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


18475) grant- 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Linda 
S. Anderson, widow of G. TT’. Anderson, late of Captain Loyal’s com- 
pany, Georgia Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The report (by Mr. Ricuarpson of Alabama) is as follows: 


The Committee on Vensions, to whom was referred the bill (If. R. 
18475) granting an increase of pension to Linda 8. Anderson, have 
considered the same and respectfully report as follows: 

Linda 8S. Anderson, of Anniston, Ala., is the widow of George T. 
Anderson, late second lieutenant of Capt. John Loyal’s independent 
company of Georgia Mounted Volunteers from May 12, 1847, to July 10, 
1848, in the war with Mexico. The soldier died April 4, 1901, and the 
widow, this claimant, who married April 27, 1881, is now receiving 
the pension of $8 per month allowed by law to the widows of sol- 
diers of said war. 

Mrs. Anderson is now 52 years old, and her pension was allowed by 
the Bureau upon proof of dependency. The testimony accompanying 
the bill shows that claimant is in delicate physical health, with a young 
daughter depending upon her for support; that she is very poor, and 
that her sole source of income is her pension. 

There are precedents for an increased allowance under the circum- 
stances set forth in this case, and the passage of the bill is therefore 
recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6 change the initial “G.,” where it appears in the soldier's 
name, to “ George.” 

In the same line, after “late,” insert “ second lieutnant.” 

In line 7, after “ Loyai’s,” insert “ independent.” 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty” and insert “ twelve.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as ‘amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 






PAUL G. MORGAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18481) grant- 
ing a pension to Paul G. Morgan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Paul 
G. Morgan, late of United States Marine Corps, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Patterson of Pennsylvania) is as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 


18481) granting a pension to Paul G. Morgan, have considered the same 
and respectfully report as follows: 

Paul G. Morgan, who resides at the Litchfield Hotel, Washington, 
D. C., enlisted July 23, 1901, as a private in the United States Marine 
Corps, and was discharged April 30, 1902, upon a report of medical 
survey, because of disability am chronic acne. On June 4, 1902, a 
few weeks after discharge, he filed a claim for pension, declaring that 
at Washington, D. C., in November, 1901, he contracted rheumatism, 
bronchitis, piles, and disease of kidneys, and that before this, viz, tn 
September, 1901, at marine headquarters, he incurred constipation. 
The medical records show treatment for acne only, and inasmuch as 
his enlistment papers show that he had multiple dark acne stains of 
chest and whole Sack at enlistment, it was made a matter of record 
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that the disease was not incurred in service, but existed when he 
entered therein. 

Claimant does not claim to have been treated for rheumatism and 
disease of kidneys and the other ailments set up in his application 
while in the service, but he supplies medical testimony showing that 
he was treated for rheumatism and a weak heart in May, 1902, the 
next month following his discharge. 

Dr. James BH. Bliss, of Washington, testifies to having treated him 


at the above-named time, and Dr. W. L. Lowrie swears claimant has | 


been under his care for rheumatism and acne since July, 1902. Claim- 
ant was examined August 27, 1902, by the Huntingdon, Pa., board, 
and found to be suffering from rheumatism and disease of heart for 
which a rating of $6 per month was recommended. 

The claim at the Vension Bureau was rejected October 13, 1903, on 
the ground of no record, medical, or other satisfactory evidence of the 
origin of the alleged rheumatism, bronchitis, piles, constipation, and 
disease of the kidneys in the service. 

Filed with the bill is the testimony of Michael F. Casserly, W. W. 
Heckathorne, Thomas Lewis, and Rudolph A. Smith, all comrades of 
the claimant in the Marine Corps, who testify that he incurred the 
alleged disabilities from exposure while on guard and patrol duty in 
the service. 

In the opinion of your committee the showing is made in this case, 
particularly by the medical affidavits indicating treatment for rheu- 
matism immediately following discharge, that the claimant incurred a 
disability in the service entitling him to a small rating, and the pass- 
age of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as follows: 

In line 6, after “ late,” strike out “of” and insert “ private.” 

In line 7 strike out “ twelve” and insert “ six.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
LOUISE M. ATKINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18621) granting 
a pension to Louise M. Atkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louise 
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Your petitioner further represents that when the Prairie made her 
first trip to Havre, bringing the first load of American official exhibits, 
her late husband got shore leave with others, but failed to return. 
Nothing could be discovered of his whereabouts, despite all efforts. 
Officials concluded he had deserted, and the Prairie left without him. 
The fact that the body, though badly decomposed, showed several 
wounds leads to the belief that her late husba was robbed and mur- 
dered by seaport thugs. When her late husband failed to return to 
the Prairie it was announced by Commander Mackensie of that ship 
that he was a deserter, and a reward of 50 francs was offered for his 
arrest. ‘The ship remained in the port of Havre four days to give the 
detectives an opportunity of earning the reward, but no trace of her 
late husband could be found. Then the ship set sail for New York. 

Your petitioner further represents that on or about March 27, 1900, 
she, as the widow of said Tom Miner Atkins, alias Atkinson, filed an 
application for widow’s pension under the general law, No. 19586, 
which application was rejected on June 4, 1900, on the ground that the 
official report of the Navy Department shows that her late husband 
“was absent from his command without leave at the time of his 
death,” which rejection was affirmed on June 15, 1904, by the honor- 
able Secretary of the Interior. 

Your petitioner further represents that she was married under the 
name of Louise M. Schaub to said Tom Miner Atkins on the 28th day 
of November, A. D. 1894, by Reverend Mr. Webb, at Lyons, N. Y., 
there being no legal barrier to such marriage; that neither she nor 
her late husband had been previously married; that she was his wife 
to the date of his death; that she has not remarried since his death, 
and that he left no children; that she neither owns nor has in use 
any real, personal, or mixed property of any kind whatever, and that 
she is without other means of support than her daily labor. 

Wherefore your petitioner prays that she be granted a widow's 
pension of $12 per month under a special act. 

Dated December 20, 1904, at Lyons, N. Y. 

Lovuisp M. ATKINS. 

Also personally appeared Barbara Schaub, residing at Lyons, N. Y., 
and Carrie 8. Schaub, residing at Lyons, N. Y., persons whom I certify 
to be respectable and entitled to credit, and who, being by me duly sworn, 
say they were present and saw Louise M. Atkins, the claimant, sign 
her name to the foregoing declaration; that they have every reason 
to believe from the appearance of said claimant and an acquaintance 
with her of forty-three years and forty-three years, respectively, that 


| she is the identical person she represents herself to be, and that they 


M. Atkins, widow of Tom Minor Atkins, late of the U. 8S. S. Prairie, | 


United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The report (by Mr. Draper) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
18621) granting a pension to Louise M. Atkins, haye considered the 
same and respectfully report as follows: 

Louise M. Atkins, of Lyons, Wayne County, N. Y., is the widow of 
Tom M. Atkins, who enlisted in the United States Marine Corps under 


the name of Tom M. Atkinson, July 9, 1896, at Philadelphia, and after 


service at the navy-yard at Washington, Pensacola, Fla., Brooklyn, 


* 


N. Y., and League Island, Pa., was transferred to the U. 8. S. Prairie | 


April 25, 1899 and his final record is that his body was found in a 
badly decomposed state in the Sancarville Canal, Havre, France, as 
per letter received from that city February 23, 1900. The medical 
records show that he was treated for various ailments in the service, 
and the records of the Prairie set forth that he died from drowning 
while absent without leave. The official report of death sets forth that 
the deceased was absent without leave from the Prairie December 24, 
1899, while that vessel was at Havre, France, and that on February 23, 
1900, his badly decomposed body was found in the canal, as above 
stated. 

A further report made by 8. H. Griffith, surgeon, United States Navy, 
is as follows: 

“He (Minor) left the ship with permission at Havre, France, at 1 
p. m. December 24, 1899, to return at 8 p. m. the same day. Nothing 
was heard of him until the return of the Prairie to France on March 1, 
1900. When at Rouen the commanding officer, Commander M. R. 8. 
McKenzie, United States Navy, received a letter dated February 26, 
from A. M. Thackeray, United States consul at Havre, of which the 
following is an abstract: ‘I have the honor to inform you that the 
body of Tom Minor Atkinson, private, United States Marine Corps, 
U. 8. S. Prairie, was found in the basin del Evre of this port Febru- 
ary 21, 1900. The body, which was in a badly Gecomposed state, had 
the appearance of having been in the water for over a month. It was 
identified by means of an envelope addressed to Minor and by the uni- 
form of a private United States Marine Corps which he wore and a 
German silver maltese cross suspended from a metal bar on which 
was the word “ sharpshooter.’’’”’ 

Surgeon Griffith concludes his report with the statement that Minor 
was absent from the ship by permission, and it does not appear that it 
can be determined whether the drowning occurred on the 24th of De- 
cember, 1899, or after that date. 

Under date of May 2, 1902, Judge-Advocate-General Lemley, of the 
Navy, states that by direction of the Secretary the Commandant of the 
Marine Corps was required to remove the entry of “‘absence without 
leave’ made in his office against claimant’s record on the ground that 
the same was erroneously entered thereon. 

The widow of the deceased marine filed an application for pension, 
but the same was rejected on the ground that the records of the Navy 
Department failed to show that the marine’s death was due to causes 
arising in line of duty. 

She married the marine November 28, 1894, and she fs now about 45 
years old. Her own statement filed in support of her appeal for relief 
by private act of Congress is as follows: 

J'o the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 

Your petitioner, Louise M. Atkins, whose post-office addtess is Lyons, 
in the county of Wayne and State of New York, respectfully represents 
that she is 43 years of age, and that she is the widow of Tom Miner 
Atkins, who was enrolled under the name of Tom Miner Atkinson, at 
Philadelphia, Pa., on the 9th day of July, A. D. 1896, in the United 
States Marine Corps, who while in the service aforesaid was found 
floating in the Bassen de l’Eure in Havre, France, near bridge No. 1 
of the Tancarville Canal, February 21, 1900, having been missed on 
December 20, 1899, while attached to the U. S. 8S. Prairie, and that his 
body was fully identified #y the United States consul there. 





have no interest in the prosecution of this claim. 
° BARBARA ScCHAUB. 
Carrip S. ScCHAUB. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 20th day of December, A. D. 
1904; and I hereby certify that the contents of the above declaration, 
ete., were fully made known and explained to the applicant and wit- 
nesses before swearing, including the words ————- —-——— erased and 
the word “‘ whereabouts ” added, and that I have no interest, direct or 
indirect, in the prosecution of this claim. 

[SEAL.] Irvin A. WHITMAN, 
Notary Public, Lyons, N. Y. 

The facts surrounding the death of the claimant's husband can never, 
from the very circumstances surrounding the case, be determined, but 
inasmuch as he died in the service and the Navy Department has re- 
moved the charge of absence without leave, your committee believe that 
the widow may justly be given the benefit of the doubt. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended when amended as 
follows: 

In line 6, after “Tom Minor Atkins,” insert “alias Atkinson.” 

In line 7 strike out “ Navy” and insert “ Marine Corps.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM M. SHORT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18760) granting 
an increase of pension to William M. Short. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
M. Short, late of Company C, First Regiment Texas Mounted Volunteer 


| Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The report (by Mr. RicuHarpson of Alabama) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
18760) granting an increase of pension to William M. Short, have con- 
sidered the same and respectfully report as follows: 

William M. Short, of Waelder, Gonzales County, Tex., was a private 
in Company C, First Regiment of Texas Mounted Volunteers, from 
May 14, 1846, to October 2, 1846, in the war with Mexico, and he is 
now receiving the pension of $12 per month allowed by law to the 
totally disabled and dependent survivors of said war. 

The claimant is now about 76 years of age, and it appears from the 
testimony of a number of witnesses filed with your committee that he 
is so helpless from rheumatism as to be confined to his room, and has 
been so for years; further, that he has no income of any nature nor 
any resource save his pension. 

poliowinn the usual precedent established by Congress in similar 
eases, the passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

EUSEBIA N. PERKINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18777) granting 
an increase of pension to Eusebia N. Perkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kusebia 
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N. Perkins, widow of Charles A. Perkins, late of Company K, Second 
Regiment Missouri Mounted Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. McLarty) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
18777) granting an increase of pension to Husebia N. Perkins, have con- 
sidered the same and respectfully report as follows: 

Eusebia N. Perkins, of Linneus, Linn County, Mo., is the widow of 
Charles A. Perkins, late a private of ne K, Second Regiment 
Missouri Mounted Volunteers, from August 9, 1846, to September 26, 
1847, in the war with Mexico. The soldier died May 18, 1904, he being 
at the time a pensioner at $16 ne month by private act of Congress 
on account of the above service; but before being allowed $16 by private 
act he had applied for and received the pension of $12 per month 
allowed by general law to the totally disabled and dependent survivors 
= — _ After the soldier’s death the widow was allowed a pen- 
sion o ; 

She is now about 70 years of age, and aside from a small frame 
dwelling house she has no property, but is dependent upon her pension 
for support. She married the soldier May 28, 1849. 

The facts in this case justify an increased allowance under numerous 
precedents established by Congress, and the passage of the bill is there- 
fore recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


LUCY M’E. ANDREWS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3044) granting an 
increase of pension to Lucy McE. Andrews. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ension laws, the name of Luc 
McE. Andrews, widow of John N. Andrews, late colonel Twelfth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry and brigadier-general, United States Vol- 
unteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. LoupENSLAGER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3044) 
granting an increase of pension to Lucy Mcb. Andrews, have consid- 
ered the same and respectfully report as follows: 

This bill, which proposes to increase the pension of Lucy McE. An- 
drews, widow of John N. Andrews, late colonel Twelfth Regiment 
United States Infantry and brigadier-general, United States Volun- 


teers, is accompanied by Senate Report No. 3245, this session, which is | 


adopted by your committee as their report, and the bill is returned 
with a recommendation that it do pass when amended so as to fix the 
rate at $40 per month, said rate being the maximum recommended by 
your committee for widows pensioned as of the rank of colonel. 


The report of the Senate committee is as follows: 


“A statement of this officer's service as furnished by the War Départ- 
ment is as follows: 
“War DEPARTMENT, 
“THE MILITARY SECRETARY’S OFFICE, 
“Washington, January 6, 1905. 

“Srm: Referring to your letter of yesterday, received to-day, in 
which you request to be furnished for use of the Committee on Pensions, 
United States Senate, in connection with Senate bill 3044, a statement 
of the service of John Newman Andrews, late colonel Twelfth Infantry, 
I have the honor to inform you as follows: 

“It is shown by the records that John N. Andrews was a cadet of 
the United States Military Academy from July 1, 1855, to July 1, 
1860, when he was graduated and appointed brevet second lieutenant, 
Fourth Infantry. He was promoted second lieutenant, Eighth Infan- 
try, January 28, 1861; first lieutenant, May 14, 1861; regimental ad- 
jutant, December 1, 1862, serving as such to April 20, 1863; captain, 
June 21, 1864, and major, Twenty-first Infantry, April 19, 1886; lien- 
tenant-colonel Twenty-fifth Infantry, April 20, 1891; colonel Twelfth 
Infantry, October 1, 1895, and brigadier-general, United States Volun- 
teers, June 8, 1898. He was honorably mustered out of service as 
brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, February 24, 1899, and 
was retired April 1, 1899. 

“He was brevetted captain, United States Army, August 9, 1862, for 
gallant and meritorious service in the battle of Cedar Mounthin, Vir- 
ginia; major, United States Army, November 29, 1864, for gallant and 
meritorious services in the battle of Franklin, Tenn., and lieutenant- 
colonel, United States Army, March 13, 1865, for gallant and meritori- 
ous services during the war. 

“Of the many duties performed by him the following may be mep- 
tioned: Commissary of musters, Sixth Army Corps, from April 22 to 
November 25, 1863; aid-de-camp to Gen. James H. Wilson from June 8, 
1864, to February 22, 1865; acting assistant inspector-general of the 
Third Separate Brigade, Middle Department, at Baltimore, Md., from 
April 14 to July 8, 1865; commanding post at Fort Gaston, Cal., from 
August 1, 1885, to July 1, 1886; ee the post of Fort Shaw, 
Mont., from May 22 to July 20, 1891, and the post of Fort Buford, 
N. Dak., from July 21, 1891, to August 18, 1893; member of the staff 
of the Infantry and Cavalry School, Fort Leavenworth, Kans., from 
August 20, 1893 ueenens battalion in the field, in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, from May 30 to July 7, 1894), to November 8, 1895; command- 
ing the post of Fort Niobrara, Nebr., from January 8, 1896, to April 19, 
1898; commanding Third Brigade, Second Division, Fifth Army Corps, 
from May 28 to June 4, 1898; commanding Third Brigade, Third 
Division, First Army Corps, from July 4 to August 31, 1898; command- 
ing Third Brigade, Second Division, First Army Corps, from October 13 
© Fee the ae one 2 icipated 

*)}uring the civil war he participat in the following-named - 
tles, actions, etc.: Cedar Mountain, Vickie August 9, 1862; eee 
Ferry, Va., September 15, 1862; Antietam, Md., September 17, 1862: 
Chancellorsville, Va., May 1 to May 5, 1863; Gettysburg, Pa., July 2 
and 3, 1863; Rappahannock Station, Va., November ¥ 1863; Kearneys- 
ville, Va., August 25, 1865: Opequan, Va., September 19, 1864; 
Franklin, Tenn., November 30, 1864; Nashville, enn., December 15 
and 16, 1864, and in pursuit of General Hood's army to January, 1865. 

“It is also shown by the records that he was treated in diferent 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





character, the passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 





2365 


hospitals at various dates between August 1, 1855, and March 4, 1891, 
for poison, disease of skin, colic, catarrh, phlegmon, headache, excoria 
tion, intermittent fever, nausea, scarlatina, rheumatism, diarrhea, con 
tusion, tertian intermittent fever, vaccination, acute diarrhea, inflam- 
mation of the stomach, tonsilitis, acute bronchitis, neuralgia, whitlow 
of ring finger of left hand, la grippe, and wound of breast (received at 
the battle of Cedar Mountain, Virginia, August 9, 1862). 

“Tt is also shown by the records that General Andrews died Decem 

ber 27, 1903, near Orange, Va., of heart disease, caused by malaria 
“Very respectfully, 
“FF. C. AINSWORTH, 
“The Military Secretary. 
“The CLERK, COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, 
“ United States Senate. 

“Mrs. Andrews is now receiving a general-law pension of $30 per 
month, her husband’s death having resulted from disease contracted 
during his long and active service in the Army. ‘This is the highest 
rate allowable under existing laws. 

“She was married to the officer February 23, 1865, and is now about 
58 years of age. 

“It appears that Mrs. Andrews is in very straitened circumstances, 
having an income aside from her pension of only $66 per year. 

“It is believed that the distinguished military services of General 
Andrews, covering a period of nearly forty-five years, merit recognition, 
and that a grateful Government should preserve his widow from 
penury.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was eccord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIS BOOKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18103) 
ing an increase of pension to Willis Booker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Willis 
Booker, late of Company K, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Brown of Pennsylvania) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
18103) granting an increase of pension to Willis Booker, have consid 
ered the same and respectfully report as follows: 

Willis Booker, of Lyles, Tenn., was a private in Company K, Third 
Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, from September 17, 1847, to July 
24, 1848, in the war with Mexico, and he is now receiving the pension 
of $12 per month allowed under the acts of January 29, 1887, and 
January 5, 1893, to the totally disabled and destitute survivors of said 
war. 

The testimony of a number of witnesses accompanying the Dil 
shows that claimant is 78 years old, without property, in feeble health 
and that he and his wife, with three orphan grandchildren, are 
pendent solely upon the pension for support. 

Following the precedent established by Congress in all cases of tl! 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

SUSAN E. BELLOWS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3934) granting a 
pension to Susan E. Bellows. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,~and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 


A 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Susan E. Bellows, widow of Edward Bellows, late pay director, Uniied 
States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The report (by Mr. LoupENSLAGER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3934) 
granting a pension to Susan E. Bellows, have considered the same and 
ea report as follows: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 3050, this session 


| and the same fully setting forth the facts is adopted by your com: 


mittee as their report and the bill is returned with a favorable rec 
mendation. 

The Senate report is as follows: 

* Susan BD. Bellows, of Walpole, N. H., is the widow of Edward Bel- 
lows, who served as private in areas H, Eighth New York State 
Militia Volunteer Infantry, from April 20, 1861, to August 2, 1861, and 
who was appointed an assistant paymaster in the Navy June 11, 1862, 
and after passing through the various grades was commissioned pay 
director July 10, 1898. He was fleet paymaster of the Pacific Station 
in 1897 and 1898 and was with Admiral Dewey in the Manila cam 
paign during the war with Spain, and was placed on the retired list 
with the rank of pay director, April 28, 1902, under section 1444 of the 
Revised Statutes, being then 62 years of age. 

“ Pay Director Bellows died at Walpole, N. H., May 20, 1903, and the 
following is a copy of his death report: 

“*Cause of death, cerebral apoplexy or hemiplegia; contributing 
cause being arterial sclerosis, which must have been of long standing.’ 

“Mrs. Bellows filed a claim at the Bureau October 23, 1903, for pen 
sion under the general law, which was rejected January 13, 1904, « 
the ground that the officer's death was not shown to be due to any dis 
ability incurred before his retirement from active service. : 

“The official medical records show that the treatment received by 
Director Bellows during his long naval service was for minor il!s only, 
such as remittent fever, catarrh, conjunctivitis, indigestion, and ton- 
silitis. This treatment was given at various dates at long intervals 
between March, 1863, and March, 1900. 

“One of the physicians who attended the officer during the last year 
or so of his life, and who is more conversant with the facts regarding 
the officer’s last sickness and death, is Dr. Walter C. Matthews, of 
Walpole, N. H. 

“Doctor Matthews testified that in December, 1902, he was profes- 
sionally called to attend Pay Director Bellows and made a careful ex- 
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amination of him; that his skin was yellow and tongue coated and 
physical examination showed acceleration of pulse, with temperature 


101 or 102; that lungs showed acute bronchitis and heart was found 
dilated and enlarged, with a mitral insufficiency, and arteries were 
found to be atheromatous and tortuous; that patient complained of 
dizziness and pain, severe, in back of his neck at base of brain, which 
persisted for a number of days, and he expresed himself that he was 
— of having a shock, although he apparently recovered from this 
attack. 

“Doctor Matthews further testified that the officer often complained 
during the following winter and spring of the pain in the back of his 
head, which was a source of great worry to him, but that he was not 
called upon professionally until his death, which occurred from cerebral 
apoplexy May 20, 1903, the symptoms and whole appearance indicating 
a characteristic case of that trouble. 

“Doctor Matthews gives it as his opinion, based on long and inti- 
mate acquaintance, that the disease of the officer was of long standing, 
aggravated and hastened by exposure in the Manila campaign and the 
heat and confinement incident thereto. 

‘* Mrs. Bellows was married to the officer October 7, 1873, and is now 
57 years of age. She was left with but very little property of any kind 
and is in very much reduced circumstances. Her husband’s estate was 
very much involved, and her income, present and prospective, can not be 
more than $100 annually, and she is entirely incapable of earning any- 
thing for her support. 

“It is observed that Pay Director Bellows died about one year after 
his retirement, and that his attending physician gives it as his opinion 
that his death was due to causes of long standing. Under these circum- 
stances it is believed that the evidence should be accepted as sufficient 
to ee that the officer's death was the result of his long active service 
in the Navy.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
ALMA L’HOMMEDIEU RUGGLES. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5718) granting a 
pension to Alma L’Hommedieu Ruggles. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Alma L’Hommedieu Ruggles, widow of Gen. George D. Ruggles, late 
Adjutant-General, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. LouDENSLAGER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5718) 
granting a pension to Alma L’Hommedieu Ruggles, have considered the 
same and respectfully report as follows: 

Alma L’Hommedieu Ruggles, of 1852 Mintwood place, Washington, 
D. C., is the widow of Geo. D. Ruggles, late brigadier-general United 
States Army, who entered the military service of the United States qs 
a cadet at the Military Academy September 1, 1851, and was appointed 
second lieutenant, Second Infantry, July*1, 1855. He subsequently 
served throughout the civil war and received the brevet ranks of 
lieutenant-colonel and colonel, United States Army, March 13, 1865, 
for gallant and meritorious services during the war; brigadier-general, 
United States Army, March 13, 1865, “for gallant and meritorious 


services during the campaign terminating with the surrender of the | 
insurgent army of northern Virginia,” and brigadier-general of volun- | 


teers April 9, 1865, “for gallant and meritorious services during the 
recent operations resulting in the fall of Richmond, Va., and the sur- 
render of the insurgent army under Gen. Robert E. Lee.” After 
the civil war General Ruggles was for a long time on duty on the 


western frontier, his service at all times being conspicuous for gallant | 


and soldierly conduct. After having passed through all the interme- 
diate grades he was made brigadier-general and Adjutant-General of the 
Army November 6, 1893, and was retired by operation of law Septem- 
ber 11, 1897. 

After his retirement he was on duty as governor of the Soldiers’ 
Home at Washington until January 10, 1903, and he died at Washing- 


ton, October 19, 1904, of disease incurred in the service and line of | 


duty, and his widow, this claimant, now about 61 years old, and who 
married him January 8, 1868, is receiving the general-law pension 
commensurate with his rank as brigadier-general of the United States 
Army at $30 per month. 

Accompanying the bill is a sworn statement by the claimant to the 
effect that she has no income-producing property of any description, 
but is dependent solely upon her persion and her children for support. 
In this statement she is corroborated under oath by Maj. H. F. Hodges, 
Corps of Engineers, United States Army. 

It is also shown by the certificate of Dr. F. S. Nash that claimant, 
beginning about 1896, has been almost constantly under the care of 
physicians and nurses, and that her condition physically is such that 
there will probably be no improvement during the remainder of her life. 

Taking all the facts and circumstances into consideration, includ- 
ing the long and meritorious service of the deceased officer and the 
financial and physical needs of the claimant, and in the light of num- 
erous precedents, your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “An act granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alma L’Hommedieu Ruggles.” 

SARAH HALL JOHNSTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18687) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah Hall Johnston. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
Hall Johnston, widow of Sanders W. Johnston, late captain Company 
G, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The report (by Mr. LoupENSLAGER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
18687) granting an increase of pension to Sarah Hall Johnston, have 
considered the same and respectfully report as follows: 


| of the left side, principally affecting the left arm an 


Sarah Hall Johnston, of 1320 Florida avenue, Washington, D. C., is 
the widow of Sanders W. Johnston, late cote Company G, First 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico; from June 5, 
1846, to January 31, 1847. The soldier died January 1, 1905, end the 
claimant, who married him in January, 1874, has been allowed the 
pension of $8 per month provided by the act of January 29, 1887, to 
the widows of soldiers of said war. 

Mrs. Johnston is now 65 years of age, and in a sworn statement ac- 
companying the bill she declares that her husband left no property and 
that for the past ten years she has been employed in a private office 
for the aves of herself and husband; that for the past year her 
health has been impaired and for many weeks she has been unfit for 
work ; that she has no property that she can control, and further that 
the income from entailed property has been precarious, varying accord- 
ing to the investments, and that for the past ten years the income has 
averaged about $250 per annum. 

The deceased soldier was pensioned at $12 per month under the 
Mexican war service-pension laws, and this allowance was increased to 
$20 per month by private act of the Fifty-seventh Congress upon a 
showing that he was in destitute circumstances and in such a condition 
physically as to require the attendance of another person. 

In view of the facts and circumstances set forth above and in the 
light of ay ome the passage of the bill is recommended when 
amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty” and insert “ twelve.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
ELIZA FLYNN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7518) granting 
an increase of pension to Eliza Flynn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to cages on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza 
Flynn, widow of Charles O. Flynn, Company A, Thirty-seventh Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $15.per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SuLLowAy) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 7518) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Flynn, submit 
the following report: 

An increase of pension from $8 to $15 per month is sought in the 
bill. 

Mrs. Flynn, now 54 years of age, is the widow of Charles O. Flynn, 
who served as a private in eas A, Thirty-seventh New York 
Infantry, from August 12, 1861, to June 22, 1863, when honorably 
discharged, and who received a gunshot wound of the left leg at the 
battle of Charles City Cross Roads, Virginia, in June, 1862. 

He was pensioned for said wound under the general law at $4 and $6 
per month on account of the same. 

His claim for increase of pension, in which he alleged rheumatism 
and disease of heart as results of the wound, was properly rejected in 
January, 1900, upon the ground that these alleged disabilities could 
not be accepted as results of the wound. : 

The beneficiary married the soldier on May 5, 1870, and is now pen- 
sioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per month upon proof 
that her husband died December 31, 1901, from disease of the heart, 
and that she was wholly dependent upon her daily labor, having no 
property, either real or personal, etc. 

Hier general-law claim was rejected upon the ground that her hus- 
band’s death from heart disease could not be accepted as a result of 
the gunshot wound of leg for which es and was not otherwise 
shown to have been a result of his military service. 

Medical testimony filed with your committee shows that the bene- 
ficiary for many years past has been a sufferer from re paralysis 

her heart, and 


| that in consequence thereof she is wholly disabled from earning her 





living. 

in weet of the above, an increase of her pension from $8 to $12 per 
mouth is fully justified, and the passage of the bill is recommended 
when amended as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ Company,” insert the words “late of.” 

In line & strike out the word “ fifteen’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twelve.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

NICHOLAS SWINGLE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 778) to remove the 


| charge of desertion from the military record of Nicholas 


Swingle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Nicholas Swingle, late of Company BH, Seventy- 
eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and that an honorable discharge be 
issued in lieu thereof, to date September 15, 1864: Provided, That no 
pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or payable by vir- 
tue of the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. PrINce) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 778) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Nicholas Swingle, report the same back to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

A similar bill to the one under consideration was reported favorably 
upon by the ar oe and also by the Fifty-fourth Congress. The 
report made in the Fifty-fourth Congress seems to be very compiete 
and the same is hereto annexed and made a part of this report. 
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[House Report No. 652, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 1175) entitled “A bill to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Nicholas Swingle.” beg leave to submit the fol- 
lowing report, and recommend that said bill do pass without amend- 
OL clear bill to the one under consideration was introduced in the 
Fifty-third Congress and favorably reported by your committee, which 
report your committee hereby affirms and adopts. 

The report is as follows: 


{House Report No. 1671, Fifty-third Congress, third session. ] 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 8017) entitled “A bill to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Nicholas Swingle,” having had the same under 
consideration, report it back favorably and recommend its passage. 

Nicholas Swingle, private, nonpeny BR, Seventy-eighth Ohio Volun- 
teers, was enrolled at Zanesville, Ohio, farch 18, 1864, to serve three 
years. On the muster roll of er for March and A ril, 1864, his 

resence or absence is not stated; May and June, 1864, “absent at 
Pospital since June 12, 1864;” July and August, 1864, “absent, sick 
since June 12.” His name is dropped from all subsequent rolls until 
the muster out of ey dat July 11, 1865, which reports him 
“wae from hospital at Big Shanty, Georgia, on or about June 15, 

864.” 

It will be noted that in the above statement of Swingle’s military 
record furnished by the War Department it appears that the charge of 
desertion was not entered against his name until the muster out of his 
company, July 11, 1865, and then by direction of the chief mustering 
officer of the Heventesnth Army Corps, and against the judgment of the 
second lieutenant of his company, who was the acting muster officer of 
the company. 

It appears from affidavits on file In connection with this case that 
Swingle was wounded in the right knee while on the skirmish line near 
Big Shanty, Georgia, June 11, 1864, was sent to a field hospital, where 
he remained for some days, and when able to rform duty was dis- 
charged and ordered to rejoin his command. Swingle did not reach his 
company, and from the time of leaving the hospital all trace of him 
was lost until he appeared at his home in Muskingum County, Ohio, in 
June, 1865, completely broken in health, unable to speak above a 
woe and so badly shattered mentally as to be unable to give any 
intelligible account of his wanderings. 

The story gathered from him was that after his discharge from the 
field hospital, and while on his way to his command, he was overtaken 
by Confederate cavalry, captured, and sent to a military prison, where 
he was detained until his parole, when he was sent to Annapolis, Md. 
After remaining there for some time he came home, understanding that 
the war was over. 

It appears that when Swingle entered the service he was a strong, 
able-bodied man, whose good character and faithfulness as a soldier 
are testified to by the affidavits of his captain and second lieutenant, 
both of whom state that, although absent from military control without 
authority, they did not believe him to be a deserter. In less than a 

ear after his disappearance he returned home shattered in mind and 

ody, and unable to give any consecutive or lucid story that would 
enable his friends to explain his absence to the authorities. 

Under all the circumstances year committee is of the opinion that 
the relief prayed for in this bill should be granted, and therefore rec- 
ommend the passege of the bill. 





APPENDIX. 


Adaline Swingle, in affidavit executed October 6, 1885, declares that 
she is the widow of Nicholas Swingle, who was sick and sent to the 
general hospital at Big Shanty, Georgia, in June, 1864, and remained 
there until about June 16, 1864, when he became convalescent and was 
accordingly discharged from said hospital and directed to return to his 
regiment with another comrade, whose name afiiant has forgotten; 
that they started to find the regiment, which, they were told, was in 
the vicinity of Marietta, Ga., and after proceeding some distance they 
were surrounded by rebel scouts, taken prisoners, and held as prisoners 
of war, being confined in Andersonville and other rebel prisons until 
after the war was over, when her husband was turned loose and sent 
North, possibly to Camp Parole, Annapolis, Md., whence he returned to 
his home in Muskingum County, Ohio, in a very feeble state of health, 
about June, 1865, intending to rejoin his regiment at Columbus, Ohio, 
but was prevented by sickness, which rendered him unable to travel. 
She further states that he afterwards died of consumption. 

Martin Durant, late of Company E, Seventy-eighth Ohio. Volun- 
unteers, aged 50 years, and a resident of Cedar Run, Ohio, in affidavit 
executed June 9%, 1887, declares that he was well acquainted with 
Nicholas Swingle, who was a good and faithful soldier until June 10, 
1864, when he received a gunshot wound of the right knee while on 
the skirmish line at Big Shanty, Ga., and was sent to the division 
hospital at said place, where he remained until convalescent, although 
anxious to be with the regiment even before he was in a fit condition; 
but the physician in charge refused to let him go until well; that in 
about ten days, or perhaps two weeks, after entering said hospital for 
treatment he was discharged therefrom and directed to return to his 
regiment; from this time he was lost to the regiment and marked a 
Geserter ; next saw him immediately after the close of the war, and he 
then told affiant that after being discharged from the hospital at Big 
Shanty, Ga., he, with other boys of the regiment, started as they 
supposed in the direction of the regiment, and after walking perhaps 
two and a half or three miles they met three cavalrymen dressed in 
blue, who hailed them and inquired where they were going; that sup- 
posing them to be Union soldiers they answered them truthfully, 
whereupon they were led into the Confederate ranks and taken pris- 
oners of war, and so held until near the close of the war, when they 
were turned loose and sent to Camp Parole, Annapolis, Md.; after 
lying around there awhile idle and sick, he, with others, concluded to 
go home; that after reaching home he was so completely exhausted 
and sick that he was unabie to meet his regiment at Columbus, Ohio, 
at the final muster out, and could not write to explain his whereabouts, 
and did not think it necessary to do so, as the war was over: that at 
this time he could not speak above a whisper, having lost his voice 
while imprisoned. Affiant further states that said soldier did not re- 
gain his speech during his lifetime, and that he believes that the 
charge of desertion was ignorantly and erroneously made. 

Melvina Bailey, aged 70 years, of Dillon, Ohio, in affidavit executed 
July 13, 1888, declares that she was personally acquainted with said 
soldier from his boyhood to his death; saw him within a day or two 
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after his return from the United States service in 1865, his return 
being a great surprise to everybody, as he was thought to be dead; 
that when he returned home he was unable to speak above his breath, 
and was forever after so affected; always complained and suffered 
from some cause connected with this trouble. Affiant’s husband was a 
physician and prescribed for him time and again, but could not effect 
a cure; that subsequent to his return home his wife told affiant that he 
had been captured by the rebels, and was in rebel prison for a number 
of months. Affiant Les heard the people of the neighborhood tell how 
he was captured, but can not now recall the circumstances of his 
capture; knows that he was in good health when he enlisted, but 
2 moan Fae date of his discharge to his death he was always in feeble 
ealth. 

Martin Durant, aged 52 years, of Cedar Run, Ohio, in affidavit exe 
cuted March 19, 1889, further declares that he was sergeant in Com- 
pany E, Seventy-eighth Ohio Volunteers, in June, 1864; that on June 
10, 1864, the regiment was on a skirmish line at Big Shanty, Georgia; 
that in the evening the company returned behind the works made 
during the day, and while eating supper Nicholas Swingle was struck 
by a ag 4 musket ball on the right ieee, and next morning had to be 
sent to the field hospital, where he remained several days, when Cap- 
tain McCarty, of Company BE, directed Swingle to be sent to camp if 
able for duty; the surgeon sent back word that when Swingle was 
able for duty he would be sent to his company. Afliant heard the 
captain direct a sergeant to call at the hospital and to bring Swingle 
to the company, if able for duty. ; 

When the sergeant returned he reported that the surgeon had sent 
Swingle with others, that morning. Affiant heard the captain’s order 
and the sergeant’s report; that when the company was mustered it 
(July 11, 1865) affiant was second lieutenant in command of the com- 
pany, and was instructed by Captain Roberts, chief mustering officer 

eventeenth Army Corps, to report Swingle on muster-out roll as de- 
serter, but affiant did not believe the man deserted. When affiant ar- 
rived home, in July, 1865, he found Swingle there, broken in health, a 
walking skeleton, having almost lost his voice and never regaining it. 
Upon inquiry Swingle told him: “ When I was sent from hospital, after 
traveling 2 miles, I met three cavalrymen who informed me they would 
direct me to my regiment; they were rebels and soon I was a prisoner 
in the rebel camp. I was sent to Richmond prison, and remained there 
until the surrender of Richmond. All prisoners were then paroled and 
sent to Annapolis, Md. After remaining there—poorly cared for, as 
there was want of organization—we considered the war over, and I, 
with others, left and came home.” Affiant often questioned Swingle 
whether any papers were signed, and the reply was, “ None.” Swingle 
always made the same statements. Affiant never considered this soldier 
a deserter. 

W. W. McCarty, aged 72 years, of Columbus, Ohio, in affidavit ex- 
ecuted April 9, 1889, declares that on June 10, 1864, the Seventy-eichth 
Ohio Volunteers, Seventeenth Army Corps, was on the advance skirm- 
ish line at Big Shanty, Georgia. In the evening Company EF fell be- 
hind the works and, while eating supper, Nicholas Swingle was struck 
on the right knee by a stray musket ball, and next morning was sent 
back to the field hospital, where he remained a few days; that one 
evening affiant, who was captain of this soldier's company, ordered 
a sergeant to visit the hospital and bring Swingle to his company. 
When the sergeant returned he reported that the surgeon had already 
sent Swingle that morning. Thereafter affiant did not again see Swingle 
until after the war, but he never believed that Swingle, who was a 
good soldier, deserted. Affiant states that he was captured at Atlanta 

uly 22, 1864. When released he rejoined his company and was mustered 
out May 15, 1865. 

John McHenry, aged 52 years, of Homsin Township, Muskingum 
County, Ohio, swears (March 23, 1889) that he first became acquainted 
with Swingle when the latter came home in June, 1865, in a very en- 
feebled condition, unable to speak above a whisper; was an invalid 
until he died from the hardships he incurred during the war. Affiant 
further states that he lived a neighbor to Swingle. 

Martin Durant, in an affidavit executed April 1, 1890, reiterates his 
former statements, and adds that when he was at home on furlough 
in April, 1865, Swingle had not then arrived home: that when he 
(affant) arrived home in July, 1865, after being discharged he found 
Swingle there, and he claimed that he had been there about ten days. 

John Young, aged 55 years, of Zanesville, Ohio, swears (April 10, 
1890) that he served with Swingle in the same compnay; that he was 
with his company when the latter was wounded; saw him often in the 
hospital, the location of which was so close to the encmy that it would 
seem impossible for a man to desert without being captured by the 
enemy. From what affiant knows about Swingle and the circum- 
stances he is satisfied that he did not desert, and that he had no such 
intentions. ‘ 

Susannah Swingle, aged 76 years, of Cedar Run, Ohio, in affidavit 
executed April 8, 1890, declares that she is the mother of Nichol: 
Swingle; that he came to her house in June, 1865, in the night and 
could only whisper, having lost his voice; his wife was with her : 
that time; that he looked poorly, and told her that he had been in 
rebel prison from the time he left the hospital; with two others, w 
met by three mounted men, who told them that they would show them 
the —y to the Third Division; that in a short time they found ther 
selves in a rebel camp; from there they were sent to prison, where 
he remained until the war was over, when he was paroled and came 
home; was always sick until he died. 

Francis M. Young, aged 45 years, of Cedar Run, Ohio, testified, 
under date of April 8, 1890, that he was well acquainted with the 
soldier before his enlistment and after his return home; that in June, 
1865, said soldier came home; had lost his voice and could not speak 
above a whisper, looked bad and emaciated, as though he had been 
badly used, and remained in that condition until he died; that he know 
the above facts by reason of living near said soldier and seeing hi: 
frequently. 

James Swingle, aged 55 years, of Cedar Run, Ohio, testifies, under 
date of April 8, 1890, that Nicholas Swingle was his brother; that he 
saw him a short time after he came home from the service in June, 
1865; was then poor and looked bad; had lost his voice, could 1 
talk above a whisper; often told him that when he was on his wa) 
his regiment from the hospital he was captured by the enemy, 
after the war was over he was paroled and came home. 

Andrew Burns and Hiram Price, aged 40 and 69 years, respectively, 
in separate affidavits, executed April 8, 1890, give testimony similar 
to that of afllant Young. : 

Adaline Swingle, the widow of the soldier, in affidavit executed April 
8, 1890, gives testimony similar to that heretofore given by her 

Francis M. Young, of Cedar Run, Ohio, testifies, under date of May 
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21, 1890, in addition to his former affidavit, that Swingle’s mind was 
in a bad condition; that it seemed at times that his mind would 
wander; that this difficulty seemed to grow worse until his death. 

John McHenry, under date of May 22, 1890, gives testimony similar 
to that heretofore given by him, and adds that Swingle’s mind was 
unsettled after he came home, and that he was never thereafter com- 
petent to do business of any kind, his mind growing worse until he died. 

Martin Durant further testifies, under date of May 21, 1890, that 
when he saw Swingle immediately after the war he was in a sad state, 
his voice gone and his mind shattered to such an extent that he could 
not converse intelligently any length of time; grew worse as he grew 
older, until the day of his death; was not competent to do any kind 
of business. Affiant saw Swingle on an average of once a month dur- 
ing the last eight years of the latter’s life. 

Andrew Burns testifies, under date of May 21, 1890, in addition to 
his former aftidavit, that-Swingle was in a pitiful condition after he 
came home from the war; his mind seemed to be wandering, and he 
was not able to converse intelligently ; was not fit to do any business, 
and his mind grew worse until he died. 

Amos Burns, of Cedar Run, Ohio, and Thomas D. Burns and John 


Mantz, residents of Gaysport, Ohio, in separate affidavits, executed in | 


May, 1890, declare that they saw Swingle soon after he came home in 
June, 1865, and that he was then in a bad condition, his voice gone, 
and his mind badly shattered; was not fit to do any business, and his 
mind grew worse until he died. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


> 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and | 


passed. 
MALINDA M’BRIDE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6439) granting 
a pension to Malinda McBride. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Malinda 
McBride, dependent mother of William A. McBride, late of Company I, 
Seventeenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 


(H. R. 6439) granting a pension to Malinda McBride, submit the fol- | 


lowing report: 
A pension of $12 per month is sought in the bill. 


William A. McBride, the soldier named in the bill, served as a pri- 


vate in Company 1, Seventeenth Indiana Infantry, from June 12, 1861, 


to June 20, 1864, when honorably discharged, and again as a private | 


in Company D, One hundred and fifty-sixth Indiana Infantry, from 
March 27, 1865, to August 4, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

He applied for pension under the general law in May, 1879, on 
account of disease of rectum, and upon due proof that such disability 
was contracted in the service and line of duty his claim was allowed in 
May, 1888, at $6 per month from discharge, ending November 20, 
1879, the date of his death. 

The soldier's claim was completed by one Malvina McBride, claim- 
ing to be the widow of the soldier, who filed letters of guardianship 
appointing her guardian of the soldier’s infant child Roscoe, who was 
born in September, 1867, and the accrued pension of the soldier at his 
death, amounting to $1,084.80, was paid to said Malvina as the widow 
of the soldier, although this action was manifest error on the part of 
the Vension Bureau, committed in the face of the statement of said 


Malvina that she was not the widow of the soldier at the date she made | 


application for accrued pension, and also in the face of the fact that 
she made application for such pension on behalf of the minor child of 
the soldier, she having been granted an absolute divorce from the sol- 
dier in December, 1871. 

The accrued invalid pension should have been paid to Malvina as 
the guardian of the minor child, yet it is shown that the minor child 
did receive the full benefit of the same, he having been cared for, 
clothed, schooled, ete., by said Malvina from the time of his birth 
until he became 21 years of ae. 

The beneficiary named in tune bill, now 90 years of age, applied for 
pension under the act of June 27, 1890, as the dependent mother of 
the soldier. Her claim, however, was rejected in September, 1892, 
upon the ground that the soldier left both a widow and a minor child 
surviving him. ‘This action of the Pension Bureau, so far as it related 
to the statement that the soldier left a wife surviving him, was er- 
roneous. 

At the time of the filing of said claim, on August 14, 1890, the child 
of the soldier named above was then, however, over 16 years of age. 

It appears from the testimony obtained upon a special examination 
of the case in 1892 that the soldier's death was not due to his military 
service, but that he came to his death by freezing or exposure on 
November 20, 1879. 

Proof filed with your committee shows that the soldier lived with 
his mother and helped to support her up to the time of his death; that 
she is very old, feeble, and helpless, and utterly destitute. 

It is the opinion of your committee that this mother should not be 
allowed to suffer want at her great age, and the passage of the bill is 
therefore recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

GEORGE H. PIDGE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 18317) correcting the 
military record of George H. Pidge, of North Loup, Nebr. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to amend the records in his office so as to re- 
move the charge of absence without leave against George H. Pidge, 
first lieutenant of Company H, Ninth Regiment of New York Heavy 
Artillery, and grant him an honorable discharge in lieu of the dis- 
honorable discharge heretofore granted to said George H. Pidge, said 
discharge to date from the muster out of the United States service of 
the said Ninth New York Heavy Artillery. 





The report (by Mr. SLAypDEN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18317) corecting the military record of George H. Pidge, of 
North Loup, Nebr., report the same back to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Your committee, after fully investigating the records relating to 
this soldier’s service, are of the opinion that the relief asked for in the 
bill should be granted. 

The full military record, together with a copy of such papers as 
relate to this case, on file in the War Department, are hereto annexed 
and made a part of this report. 





Case of George H. Pidge, late first lieutenant Company H, Ninth 
Regiment New York Heavy Artillery. 

It is shown by the records that George H. Pidge was enrolled August 
18, 1862, and was mustered into service on the same day as a first ser- 
geant in Company H, One hundred and thirty-eighth New York Infantry 
Volunteers, subsequently known as the Ninth New York Heavy Artillery 
Volunteers, to serve three years. He appears to have served faithfully 
until April 18, 1864, when he was honorably discharged the service to 
enable him to receive promotion. He was mustered into service April 
18, 1864, as a first lieutenant in Company H, Ninth New York Heavy 
Artilley, to serve three years, and is reported present on the muster rolls 
of his company to June 30, 1864. 

On the regimental return for July, 1864, he is reported absent with- 
out Jeave since July 15, 1864, but the medical records show him ad- 
mitted to the general hospital at Patterson Park, Baltimore, Md., July 
8, 1864, and transferred July 9, 1864. He entered division No. 1, 
general hospital, Annapolis, Md., July 10, 1864, with diarrhea, and was 
returned to duty July 22, 1864. On August 2, 1864, permission to re- 
port to the medical director at Washington, D. C., for medical treat- 
ment was given this officer by the major commanding the second 
battalion, Ninth New York Artillery, Fort Reno, D. C. He was ad- 
mitted to treatment by the attending surgeon, volunteer officers, Wash- 
ington, D. C., August 3, 1864, for chronic diarrhea, and ieave of absence 
for twenty days was granted him August 12, 1864. Sworn medical 
certificates in his case were submitted to this Department, of which 
the following are copies: 

WEEDSPORT Aug 29, 186}. 


I hereby certif that I am acquainted with Lieu George H. Pidge of 
the 9th Reg New York Artillery who is on sick leave Said George H. 
Pidge is laboring under Chronic Diarrhea and is not able to do duty 
travel or ride nor will be for the next Twenty days I am a regular 
Physician of about twenty years practice. 

Gro. Coon Jr. M. D. 
WeEEDSPORT Sep 17, 186}. 
I hereby certify that I am a Practicing Physician and Surgeon of 


| about Twenty years practice and that I am acquainted with Lieu 


George H. Pidge of the 9th Reg. N Y S Artillery who is home on sick 
leave. Said George H. Pidge is laboring under Chronic Diarrhea and is 
not able to travel or ride without danger to his life or health nor will 
be for the next Twenty Days. 
Geno. Coon Jr. M. D. 
He was admitted to No. 1 General Hospital, Annapolis, Md., October 
14, 1864, with chronic diarrhea. He was examined by a board of offi- 
cers, of the proceedings of which the following is a copy: 
[Case No. 921.] 
ANNAPOLIS, MD., October 17, 186}. 
The board of officers having disposed of the case of First Lieut. W. S. 
Turek, Company D, Twenty-sixth Michigan Volunteers, proceeded to 


| examine the case of First Lieut. George H. Pidge, Company H, Ninth 


ET inet 


New York Heavy Artillery, who reported to this board October 14, 
1864, under the requirements of General Orders, No. 61, of 1862. 

This officer states that he has had diarrhea since May 21, 1864, and 
that he has not been fit for duty since that time. 

The board find this officer now suffering from the effects of chronic 
diarrhea. He is emaciated and his digestive function is much de- 
ranged. 

The board is of the opinion that the period of recovery of this officer 
is remote and uncertain, and they recommend that he be discharged 
from the service. 

L. P. GranaM, Brigadier-General, Volunteers. 
T. HENDRICKSON, Major, United States Army. 
G. 8S. PALMER, Surgeon, United States Volunteers. 


A leave of absence was granted him November 3, 1864, from which 
he returned November 14, 1864, and he was returned to duty December 
2, 1864. This Department was notified of this officer’s recovery in a 
letter, from which the following is an extract: 


BOARD OF OFFICERS, 
Annapolis, Md., December 1, 186}. 


Str: I have the honor to report that the following-named officers 
having sufficiently recovered their health to be able to perform service 
in the field, I have this day ordered them to proceed to join their re- 
spective commands without delay, viz: * * Lieut. G. H. Pidge, 
Ninth New York Heavy Artillery. 

Very respectfully, your most obedient servant, 


L. P. GRAHAM, 
Brigadier-General Volunteers, President of the Board. 
Brig. Gen. L. THOMAS, 
Adjutant-General United States Army, Washington, D. C. 


While this officer was absent, sick in hospital, a report was sub- 
mitted to the commanding general, Sixth i Corps, by the command- 
ing officer of the Third Brigade, Third Division, Sixth Army Corps, 
dated August 29, 1864, relative to commissioned officers absent from 
the regiment without proper authority. In this report it is stated that 
George Pidge, first lieutenant, Ninth New York Heavy Artillery, left 
the regiment without authority at Washington, D. C., July 15, since 


which time he is so reported. The commanding general of the Sixth 
Corps forwarded the list of officers so absent to the Adjutant-General 
of tne Army in a letter, of which the following is a copy: 
HEADQUARTERS THIRD DIVISION, SIXTH ARMY CORPS, 
August 31, 1864. 
GENERAL: I have the honor to inclose the names of officers of my 
division who have left the command without proper authority and are 
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now absent, with the request that they may be published, to appear 
n 


before the military commission held in Washington. 
I am, General, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JAMES B. RICKETTS, 
Brigadier-General, Commanding Division. 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C. 

Lieutenant Pidge was dismissed the service in orders, from which the 
following is an extract: 
Specian Orvers, No. 338.] War DEPARTMENT, 

ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, October 8, 1864. 
[Extract.] 
* 


. e * . - 

85. The following officers (published officially September 12, 1864) 
having failed to appear before the military commission instituted by 
Special Orders, No. 53, February 2, 1863, from the War Department, 
within the prescribed time, the President directs that they be dismissed 
the service of the United States, to date September 12, 1864, for the 
causes set opposite their respective names: 

* . +. +. = s 


Absence without leave. 


* + - oa ~~ > * 
First Lieut. George Pidge, Ninth New York Heavy Artillery. 
ab + * . o a * 


3y order of the Secretary of War: 
BE. D. TOWNSEND, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


On December 6, 1864, Lieutenant Pidge requested permission to ap- 
ear before an examining board for the purpose of being reinstated, in a 
etter, of which the following is a copy: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 6, 1904. 


GENERAL: Having been dismissed the service on account of absence 
from the regiment to which I belonged, and being in possession of 
papers to cover the time of my absence, I have the honor to apply for 
an order to appear before the examining board for the purpose of being 
reinstated. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
GEORGE H. PIDGE, 
Formerly First Lieutenant Company H, 
Ninth New York Artillery. 
Brig. Gen. L. THOMAS, 
Adjutant-General, U. 8. Army. 


Accompanying this letter is a certificate of the surgeon of the Ninth 
New York Artillery, of which the following is a copy: 


WASHINGTON, December 4, 186}. 

I certify on honor that on the 8th day of July, 1864, by direction of the 
commanding officer of my regiment, I examined Lieut. George H. Pidge, 
Ninth Regiment, New York Artillery, and gave him an order to go to 
hospital. Lieutenant Pidge was at that time suffering from chronic 
diarrhea and unfit for duty. At that time the regiment was at Balti- 
more, Md., on its way to Monocacy. 

: Samu. A. SABIN, 
Surgeon Ninth Regiment, New York Artillery. 

The surgeon's letter, with its inclosure, was referred by the War De- 

artment on December 10, 1864, to the military commission, of which 
grig. Gen. J. C. Caldwell, United States Volunteers, was president. 

Following is a copy of the report of the finding of the military com- 
mission above referred to. 

WASHINGTON, December 15, 186}. 

10 a. m. The military commission met pursuant to adjournment. 

Present: Brig. Gen. John C. Caldwell, Lieut. Col. Geo. W. Patten, 
Capt. Geo. H. Caldwell, A. A. G., recorder. 


[Extract.] 


The military commission then proceeded to consider the case of 
George H. Pidge, late first lieutenant, Ninth New York Heavy Artillery. 

This officer was officially published September 12, 1864, to appear be- 
fore this commission within fifteen days from that date to answer to 
the charge of “ absence without leave.” 

He failed to appear and was dismissed the service. 

ss asks for pom ‘ ‘ 

His case was resubmitted to this commission, by order of Secre- 
tary of War, December 10, 1864. : — 

The military commission, after a careful examination of the papers 
submitted and of the accused, find the following facts: 

“That the accused, on the 8th of July, 1864, left his regiment by 
proper authority and reported to the Officers’ Hospital, Annapolis, Md., 
for medical treatment, where he remained until ordered, on the 22d of 
July, to proceed to Washington and report to Maj. Gen. C. C. Augur, 
commanding the department, and was by his order assigned to duty 
with a detached battalion of the Ninth New York Heavy Artillery sta- 
tioned within the defenses of this city. 

On the 12th of August following he received a leave of absence for 
twenty days on surgeon’s certificate of disability, by Special Orders, No. 
198, Headquarters Department of Washington, and went to his home in 
New York, where he remained until October 14, accounting for his time 
- mage certificates of disability, when_he again reported to the 
10spital. 

On the 3d_ of November, by Special Orders, No. 255, Head § 
Annapolis, Md., the accused received a second leave of absence fat chaven 
days, at the expiration of which time he returned to the hospital and 
remained under medical treatment until December 1, when he was dis- 
charged from hospital and remanded to duty with his regiment, by 
order of Brigadier-General Graham, president of board of officers, An- 
napolis, Md., about which time he first learned of his dismissal. 7 

The military commission, after mature deliberation, in view of the 
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foregoing facts, decide that the defense of the accused, George H. Pidge. 
late lieutenant, Ninth New York Heavy Artillery, is satisfactory and 
recommend his restoration to the service. ’ 
JouHN C. CALDWELL, 
Brigadier-General, U. 8S. Volunteers, President of Commission. 
GeorGcp H. CALDWELL, 
Captain and Assistant Adjutant-General, Recorder. 

The finding of the military commission was approved by the Secretary 
of War on December 21, 1864, and Lieutenant Pidge was restored to his 
command in orders, from which the following is an extract: 
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SPECIAL OrpDERS, No. 462.] Wark DEPARTMENT, 
ADJUTANT’S GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, December 22, 186}. 
(Extract. ] 


39. Upon the report of a board of officers convened by Special Orders, 
No. 53, February 2, 1863, from this office, so much of Special Orders, 
No. 338, October 8, 1864, from this office, as relates to First Lieut. 
veorge Pidge, Ninth New York Heavy Artillery, is hereby revoked and 
he is restored to his command, with pay from the date at which he re- 
joins his regiment for duty, scovided the vacancy has not been filled, 
evidence of which must be obtained from the governor. 

. a = ao 7 * - 

By order of the Secretary of War: 

E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 

In an application for an honorable discharge Pidge testified, Febru- 
ary 21, 1872, as follows: 

“That he is the identical George H. Pidge who was a first lieutenant 
of Company H, Ninth Regiment of New York Heavy Artillery Volun- 
teers, in the war of 1861, who was dismissed from the service of the 
United States, to date September 12, 1864, and that he was so dis 
missed while he was home on leave of absence sick and unable to 
travel; that on or about the 12th day of August, in the year 1864, he 
was by Surgeon Antisell, of the medical director’s office at Washington, 
D. C., granted leave of absence for the term of twenty days from the 
date thereof; that upon receiving said leave of absence he immediately 
returned home to Weedsport, in the State of New York, at which place 
he remained until he returned to the hospital at Annapolis, in the State 
of Maryland, which was on or about the 14th day of October, 1864; 
that on the 2d day of December following he left said hospital to re 
port to his proper command. 

**Deponent further says that on or about the Ist day of said month 
of December, 1864, he received a letter from Lieutenant Hannon, of 
said Ninth Regiment, which informed him that he had been dismissed 
the service, all of which was unknown to him until the receipt of said 
letter. 


“Deponent further says that there was no time after he reached 
Weedsport, after he received said leave of absence, up to the date 
that he did so return to the hospital, that he could with safety to 


himself have returned to said hospital, on the account of the chronic 
diarrhea, he being compelled to keep his bed a good share of the time 
on account of said disease and being at that time under the profes- 
sional treatment of George Coon, M. D.; that the proper affidavit was 
made by his attending physician, said Coon, and forwarded to the 
Adjutant-General’s Office for the purpose of getting said leave of ab- 
sence extended, and that he returned to the hospital during the iife 
of said extension; that at the date of his returning to the hospital 
he was unable to sit up the whole time; that he believes the only 
reason that he was not restored to his command in the month of De- 
cember, aforesaid, was that the vacancy occasioned by his dismissal 
had been filled. 

“Deponent further says that he is informed and believes that he 
was correctly reported on the company rolls as absent sick with leave, 
which was correct, and that afterwards, and by the orders of Major 
Burgis, said report was so changed as to read ‘Absent sick without 
leave,’ was wrong and erroneous. 

“Deponent further says that he 
whatever to appear before the 
D. C., for examination. 

“‘Deponent further says that he has never been discharged from the 
service of the United States, and that this application is made for the 
sole and only purpose of being honorably discharged from the service 
of the United States, and now asks that such a discharge may be is- 
sued for him.” 

In an affidavit executed February 24, 1872, William Faatz, 54 years 
of age, a resident of Weedsport, N. Y., declared as follows: 

“That he is well and personally acquainted with George H. Pidge, 
who was a first lieutenant in the Ninth Regiment of New York Heavy 
Artillery Volunteers in the war of 1861, and was so acquainted with 
him for many years next prior to his entering the service of the United 
States in said war. That on or about the month of August, in the 
year 1864, said Pidge returned home to Weedsport on a leave of ab 
sence and came directly to the house of this deponent; that he was 
then sick, suffering with the chronic diarrhea, and to that extent that 
it became necessary to employ a physician; that George Coon, M. D., 
was so called and treated said Pidge for said disease, the chronic 
diarrhea, and continued to so treat him while said Pidge remained at 
the house of this deponent; that he, said Pidge, continued sick with 
said disease and most of the time confined to his bed in consequence 
of said disease; that he remained at the house of this deponent during 
the whole time and until about the month of October following, at 
which date he returned to the hospital. Deponent further says that 
there was no time while said Pidge was home as above stated that he 
could have returned to the hospital prior to the date he did so return 
without endangering his health and at the risk of losing his life; that 
when he did return to the hospital he was not able to travel, and it 
was very imprudent for him to do so.” 

Stephen D. Eldridge, a resident of Weedsport, N. Y., testified, Feb- 
ruary 26, 1872, as follows: 

“That he is well acquainted with George H. Pidge, who was a lieu- 
tenant of the Ninth Regiment of New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers 
in the war of 1861, and that he well remembers of the said VPidge re 
turning to Weedsport aforesaid on or about the month of August in 
the year 1864; that he went direct to the house of William Faatz in 
said village of Weedsport; that he was then sick and very feeble, and 
that he remained at the house of said Faatz until he returned to the 
hospital; that during the time he was home at the house of said Faatz 
he was under the treatment of a physician, George Coon, M. D.;: that 
in the opinion of this deponent there was no time while said Pidge was 
home as aforesaid that he could have returned to the service prior to 
the date he did so return, without great injury to his health; that de 
ponent’s information is derived from personal acquaintance with th 
facts, he living near said Faatz and being at his house often during 
the time that said Pidge was home.” 

William 


Under date of February 26, 1872, 
Weedsport, N. Y., testified as follows: 

“That he is well and personally acquainted with George H. Pidge, 
late a lieutenant in the Ninth Regiment of New York Heavy Artillery 
Volunteers in the war of 1861; that on or about the month of August, 
1864, said Pidge returned home to Weedsport aforesaid to the house of 


had never received 
military committee at 


any notice 
Washington, 


Watson, a resident of 
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William Faatz and there remained until he returned to the service, be- 
ing for the space of two or three months, but the exact time he does 
not know; that while he was so at Weedsport this deponent saw him 
frequently and had good opportunity of. knowing all about his health, 
which was very poor, he being under the care of George Coon, M. D., 
his family physician, while here; that in the opinion of this deponent 
said Pidge was not at any time during his stay home as aforesaid able 
to return to the service prior to the time that he did so return, and was 
not at that date able to perform duty; that said Pidge is an honest and 
upright man, and in deponent’s opinion returned to the service at an 
earlier date than most persons would have done under like circum- 
stances.” 

Applicant again testified September 10, 1872, declaring as follows: 

“That he is the identical George H. Pidge, who was a first lieutenant 
in Company H, Ninth Regiment New York Artillery Volunteers, in the 
war of 1861. 

*“Deponent further states that on or about the 24th day of Decem- 
ber, 1864, he received an order revoking his dismissal, to date Septem- 
ber 12, 1864, and immediately wrote a letter to the adjutant-general 
of the State of New York in relation to his being restored to his com- 
mand, and in answer thereto was informed that the vacancy occasioned 
by deponent’s discharge had been filled; that said vacancy having been 
filled is the sole and only reason for his failure to rejoin his command 
in accordance with said order. 

** Deponent further states that he was not in the military service of 
the United States subsequent to his appearance before the commission 
at Washington, D. C., in the month of December, 1864.” 

It was announced that he was honorably discharged the service in 
orders, trom which the following is an extract: 

SPECIAL ORDERS, No. 315.] Wark DEPARTMENT, 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, December 4, 1872. 
[Extract.] 
= * = * “ * * 

2. To complete and correct his record on the rolls, First Lieut. George 
H. Pidge, Ninth New York Heavy Artillery (dismissed by Special Or- 
ders, No. 338, October 8, 1864, from this office, to date September 12 
1864, as First Lieut. George Pidge, and his dismissal revoked by Specia 
Orders, No. 462, December 22, 1864), is honorably discharged to date 
September 12, 1864, he having presented satisfactory evidence that the 
vacancy occasioned by his dismissal of that date had been filled prior to 
the revocation of the same, December 22, 1864. 

~ ” * * = . - 

3y order of the Secretary of War: 

E. D. TOWNSEND, Adjutant-General. 

The case of this officer was reopened in 1896 by a call from the 
Auditor for the War Department for an additional report apd for 
copies of certain orders, and on March 12, 1896, it was determined by 
this Department that the charges of absence without leave from and after 
July 15, 1864, against this officer were erroneous. It was further deter- 
mined by this Department that he was dismissed the service in paragraph 
35, Special Orders, No. 338, War Departinent, Adjutant-General's Office, 
October 8, 1864; that he received notice of his dismissal on or about De- 
cember 2, 1864, at Annapolis, Md., and that so much of those orders as 
purports to dismiss him to date September 12, 1864, and so much of 
paragraph 39, Special Orders, No. 462, December 22, 1864, and para- 
graph 2, Special Orders, No. 315, December 4, 1872, same source, as re- 
lates to this soldier, were void. 

Lieutenant Pidge was dismissed the service, by direction of the Pres- 
ident, in the order of October 8, 1864, and he thereby became separated 
fr the military service of the United States, and became as com- 
pletely a civilian as if he had never been in the Army. From the date 
of the service of the order of dismissal until the present time it has 
not been in the power of the executive officers of the United States to 
change his status as an officer of the Ninth New York Heavy Artillery 
Volunteers. and the War Department orders of December 22, 1864, and 
I mber 4, 1872, in which it was undertaken to revoke a previously 
executed order of dismissal in his case were legally inoperative and did 
not affect in any way either the date or the character of his prior dis- 
honorable discharge from the service. The dismissal in this case, how- 
ever unmerited or injudicious it may be deemed to have been, is an act 


done which can not now be undone, and the order, which is the evi- 
dence of it, is incapable of modification or recall. 
The Volunteer Army of the civil war has long since passed out of 


xistence, and the officers and men who composed it are beyond the reach 
f anything that any branch of the Executive can do to or for them as 
embers of that Army. It is not now in the power of the Executive to 
sht any wrong that may have been done to Lieutenant Pidge, nor has 
e War Department any authority to alter or amend the records in 
ts custody so as to make them show that Lieutenant Pidge was hon- 
bly discharged the service of the United States as a member of the 
Ninth New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers. 

Respectfully submitted. 


F. C. AINSworTH, 
The Military Secretary. 

Wak DEPARTMENT, 

The Military Secretary’s Office, January 30, 1905. 

The SECRETARY oF WAR. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

HENRY BEEGER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16266) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the record of Henry Beeger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to remove the change of desertion from the 
record of Henry Beeger, formerly sergeant of Battery D, Second Regi- 
ment United States Artillery, and issue to him an honorable discharge 
from said service. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I understand this bill is to 
remove a charge of desertion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the 
bill is in order under the rule. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I ask for the reading of the report, Mr. 


speaker. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the report 
in the time of the gentleman from Georgia. 

The Clerk began the reading of the report (by Mr. Escn), 
which is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 16266) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 
Henry Beeger, report the same back to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass with the following amendment: 

s pen out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
ollowing : 

“That Henry Beeger shall be held and considered to have been hon- 
orably discharged from the service as a sergeant of Battery D, Second 
Artillery, as of date of January 20, 1851, and that the Secretary of 
War be, and he 4s hereby, authorized to issue an honorable discharge 
in accordance with this act.” 

This soldier enlisted on August 21, 1846, and was appointed sergeant 
of Battery D, Second United States Artillery. 

He served throughout the entire Mexican war and for nearly three 
mee after the cessation of all hostilities, and deserted January 20, 
851. 

Subsequently, in the civil war, as Henry Bertram, he was, on June 
29, 1861, mustered into service as first lieutenant ey A, Third 
Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, appointed regimental adjutant August 
26, 1861, and copetin October 1, 1861; honorably discharged as cap- 
tain July 15, 1862, to accept promotion. Mustered into service July 
31, 1862, as lieutenant-colonel Twentieth Wisconsin Infantry, and as 
colonel of same December 6, 1862. Mustered out and honorably dis- 
charged the service as colonel July 14, 1865. He was brevetted brig- 
adier-general of volunteers March 13, 1865, for gallant and meritorious 
services during the war, and as such honorably mustered out. He 
died September 25, 1878. 

Section 6 of act of March 2, 1889, provides: 

“That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and 
directed to amend the military record of any soldier who enlisted for 
the war with Mexico, upon proper application, where the rolls and 
records of the Adjutant-General’s Office show the charge of desertion 
against him, when such rolls and records show the facts set out in the 
following cases: 

“ First. That said soldier served faithfully the full term of his en- 
listment, or having served faithfully for six months or more or until 
the 4th day of July, A. D. 1848, left his command without having re- 
ceived a discharge.” 

This, together with the provisions of section 8 and the act of March 
2, 1895, removing the limitation of time within which to apply, appar- 
ently validate this claim. 

The admittedly distinguished services of General Bertram entitle his 
widow to favorable consideration. She is herself pensioned, per cer- 
tificate No. 493934, at $8 per month under the act of June 27, 1890, 
and in her old age prays that the single blot on her dead husband's 
otherwise stainless and brilliant record may be erased. 

He was brevetted brigadier-general of volunteers for gallant and 
meritorious services, and his successive promotions up to such rank 
strongly suggest that merit was the impelling cause and which may 
condone his former youthful offense. 


Mr. BARTLETT (during the reading of the report). Mr. 
Speaker, after hearing so much of the report read, and after 
the statement made to me by the gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. 
PRINCE], who is on the committee, and who has consulted with 
me, I do not desire to have any more of the report read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the en- 
grossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and was read the third time, and passed. 


PRINTING OF REPORTS. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I 
am fully in accord with the motion made by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Mappox]. I think the House and the committee 
are entirely vindicated by the printing of the reports on these 
pension bills in the Recorp. The gentleman’s motion, as I un- 
derstand it, only included the printing of a part of the reports 
to-day. I therefore ask unanimous consent that all the reports 
on all the pension bills of to-day may be printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All the bills of this day? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Of this day, so that the country may 
know the reason for our action on these bills. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I thought that was understood 
at the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Indiana to be that the reports 
upon all the bills considered under the special rule to-day be 
printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

RECONSIDERATION. 


On motion of Mr. SuLtLoway, a motion to reconsider the sev- 
eral votes by which the yarious bills were passed was ordered 
to lie on the table. 


PUBLIC CONVENIENCE STATIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBZA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (8S. 4156) 
for the establishment of public-convenience stations in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, stating that a similar House bill had been re- 
ported from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, the House Committee on the 
District of Columbia have reported, and there is on the Cal- 
endar, a bill exactly the same as this bill. I ask unanimous 
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consent that the Senate bill may be considered and that the 
House bill lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Does the bill make an appropriation? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have to ask unanimous 
consent in that event. 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is my request, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the Senate bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman ex- 
plain this to some extent? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill for the establishment of public convenience stations in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia be, and they are hereby, authorized and empowered to construct and 
establish, in the city of Washington, D. C., two public convenience sta- 
tions, each of the same to afford accommodations for twenty males and 
ten females. 

Src. 2. That the said public-convenience stations shall be located on 
public space to be selected by the said Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia. And the jurisdiction and control of such portion of any 
public reservation so selected as shall be required for the location of 
such stations and their purchase is hereby transferred from the Chief 
of Engineers of the United States Army to the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, such transfer to take effect from the date of no- 
tice by the said Commissioners to the Chief of Engineers of the United 
States Army of the location of sites of such stations. And for the pur- 
pose of care and maintenance of the same during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1905, the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated, and to be expended by said Commissioners, 
one half of the entire sum herein appropriated to be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, 
the other half to be paid out of the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I want to offer two amend- 
ments. The year 1905 should be 1906. The bill has been before 
the committee a year. Another amendment is, to strike out the 
word “ five” in line 15 of the Senate bill and insert in place of 
it the word “ two,” so that the appropriation will be two thou- 
send dollars instead of five. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 15, strike out the word “five” where it first occurs 
in said line and insert in lieu thereof the word “ six,’’ so that it will 
read “ nineteen hundred and six.” 


In the same line strike out the word “five” where it occurs the | 


second time and insert “ two,” so that it will read “two thousand dol- | rights of aliens to hold and own real estate in the Territories,” 


” 


lars. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and 
was accordingly read the third, and passed. 

$y unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Bascock, the corre- 
sponding House bill was ordered to lie on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bills of the following titles: 

Ii. R. 17992. An act to permit the legislative assembly of the 
Territory of Oklahoma to make appropriations for the erection 
of buildings for the agricultural and mechanical college of said 
Territory ; 

H. R. 16799. An act making Texas City, Tex., a subport of 
entry in the customs collection district of Galveston; and 

H. R. 18757. An act making an appropriation for clearing the 
Potomac River of ice. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested : 

S$. 5771. An act to reinstate ivrancis S. Nash as a surgeon in 
the Navy; 

S. 7065. An act to amend section 5146 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States in relation to the qualifications of directors 
of national banking associations ; 

8S. 6362. An act for the relief of Jeanie R. Bartlett, widow of 
the late Rear-Admiral John Russell Bartlett, United States 
Navy ; and 

S. 7042. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to ac- 
cept the torpedo boats Stringham and Goldsborough. 

The message also announced that the Senate had adopted the 
following order: 


Ordered, That the pleadings in the matter of the impeachment of 
Charles Swayne having been closed, the Secretary inform the House of 
tepresentatives that the Senate is ready to proceed with the trial of 
said impeachment according to the rule heretofore communicated to 
the House, and that provision has been made for the accommodation 


6 the House of Representatives and its managers in the Senate Cham- 
e, 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

H. J. Res. 213. Joint resolution for appointment of a member of 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers ; 

H. R. 18428. An act to authorize the Leckrone and Little 
Whiteley Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Monongahela River; 

H. J. Res. 184. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to furnish a condemned cannon to the armory at St. Paul, 
Minn., to construct a memorial tablet; 

H. R. 18207. An act to amend sections 1, 5, and 6 of an act en- 
titled “An act authorizing the construction of a wagon, toll, and 
electric-railway bridge over the Missouri River, at Lexington, 
Mo.,” approved April 28, 1904, extending the provisions thereof 
to steam-railway cars, locomotives, and other motive power, and 
extending the time for commencing actual construction of said 
bridge ; 

H. R. 10516. An act for the relief of Edward J. Farrell; and 

H. R. 17350. An act declaring Grand River to be not a navi- 
gable stream. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table, and were referred to 
their appropriate committees as indicated below : 

S. 7042. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to ac- 
cept the torpedo boats Stringham and Goldsborough—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 6362. An act for the relief of Jeanie R. 
the late Rear-Admiral John Russell 
Navy—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 5771. An act to reinstate Francis S. Nash as a surgeon in 
the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 7065. An act to amend section 5146 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States in relation to the qualifications of directors 
of national banking associations—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 


sartlett, widow of 
Bartlett, United States 


RIGHTS OF ALIENS TO OWN REAL ESTATE IN THE TERRITORIES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1258) to 
amend the act entitled “An act to better define and regulate the 


approved March 2, 1897, a similar bill being on the House Cal- 
endar. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “‘An act to better define and 
regulate the rights of aliens to hold and own real estate in the Terri 
tories,” approved March 2, 1897, be, and the same is hereby, amended 
so as to extend to aliens the same rights and privileges concerning the 
acquisition, holding, owning, and disposition of real estate in the Dis 
trict of Columbia as by that act are conferred upon them in respect of 


: real estate in the Territories of the United States. 


Sec. 2. That all laws and parts of laws so far as they conflict with 
the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. ‘ 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know more about 
this Senate bill. To what extent does it change or restrict the 
present law? 

Mr. BABCOCK. This repeals the law that was passed sev- 
eral years ago, that was intended originally to apply to the Terri- 
tories, to prevent acquisition of large tracts of lands. The com- 
mittee has been obliged to report to the House forty individual 
bills that do the same thing that this bill does. This relieves 
the District of Columbia from the operation of this law. 

Mr. LACEY. It does not affect the mining laws in any way? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Bascock, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill (H. R. 4513) was laid on the table. 


CONDUIT ACROSS D STREET. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 6923) for 
the construction of a private conduit across D street NW., a 
similar bill being on the House Calendar. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum 


bia be, and they are hereby, authorized to grant permission to S. Kann, 
Sons & Co. to lay a conduit for the transmission of electric power 


and a pipe for the transmission of steam power from their store 
building in square 432 to their store building in square 431 across D 
street, between Seventh and Eighth streets NW., Washington, D. C., 
under the regulations prescribed in the act entitled “An act regulating 
yermits for private conduits in the District of Columbia,’ approved 
May 26, 1900. 
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The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Bascock, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordcred, That to-day, after consideration of bills under the order re- 
lating to pension business shall have been concluded, it shall be in order 
to consider in the House as in Committee of the Whole bills on the 
Private Calendar of the following classes: 

All bills reported from committees other than the committees on 
Pensions, Invalid Pensions, Claims, and War Claims; but such as may 
involve promotions of persons already in the Army or Navy or the 
placing of persons on the retired list of either service, shall not be con- 
sidered under this order. 

Bills reported from the Committee on Claims involving reim)urse- 
ment for lost checks, lost books, or lost revenue stamps shall be heard. 


The SPEAKER. _ Is there objection? 
Mr. MADDOX. I object, Mr. Speaker. 


LAND DISTRICT IN WASATCH AND UINTA COUNTIES, UTAH. 


Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 179384) to 
provide for a land district in Wasatch and Uinta counties, in the 
State of Utah, to be known as the Uinta land district, and for 
other purposes, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to 
have read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I will ask for an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. Speaker, there is but one land 
district in the State of Utah, situated at Salt Lake City. The 
Uinta Reservation, comprising about 2,000,000 acres, will be 
opened to settlement and entry during this season. 

The reservation is distant from Salt Lake City from 200 to 
250 miles, and about 100 to 150 miles distant from any railroad. 
This bill provides for the establishment of a new land office for 
the convenience of the settlers who will enter upon the lands to 
be thrown open in the Uinta Reservation and establishes a land 
office at Vernal, which is in proximity to the lands to be opened 
up to the public. The necessity for it is very urgent. It is 
recommended by the Department of the Interior and unani- 
mously reported by the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MADDOX. I understand there is to be a new land office 
established? 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. <A new land office is established at 
Vernal, Utah. 

Mr. MADDOX. What is the salary of the commissioner? 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. It will be the usual salary provided 
by law—$500, with fees to be added—but in no case shall the 
salary exceed $3,000. It is all paid out of the fees that are 
received from the entry of lands. 

Mr. MADDOX. Who recommends this? 

Mr. LACEY. Originally it was for Heber, and the Depart- 
ment of the Interior recommended it be not established at 
Heber, but at Vernal, which is about the center of this pro- 
posed opening. There will be a large tract of a couple of 
million acres of land to be opened this season. 

Mr. MADDOX. And so this is established according to 
their recommendation? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; they have sent in the copy of the substi- 
tuted bill. There is a salary of $500, together with the fees, up 
to $3,500. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This is to facilitate the opening of that 
reservation, is it not? 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; it is really necessary to that opening, and 
it would be a great convenience to the new settlers. 
he SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
here was no objection. 

] SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment in the 
nature of a substitute will be read in lieu of the original bill. 

There was no objection. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
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Strike out all of said bill after the enacting clause and in Ieu 
the f insert the following: 

‘That all that portion of the State of Utah included within the 
present boundaries of Uintah County, and also within the boundaries 
of that part of the Uintah Indian Reservation which lies within the 
present boundaries of Wasatch County, is hereby constituted a new 
land district, to be called the ‘ Uintah land district,’ and that the land 
office for said district shall be located at Vernal, in Uintah County.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment. 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill as amended. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Hower of Utah, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
give notice that on Monday next, after the reading of the Jour- 
nal, I shall rise to a question of personal privilege, to reply to an 
article printed in the New York American, a newspaper owned 
and controlled by a Member of this House from the State and 
city of New York. : 

BRIDGES OVER RED RIVER, LITTLE RIVER, OUACHITA RIVER, BAYOU 

LOUIS, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 17481) 
authorizing the Alexandria, Bayou Macon and Greenville Rail- 
way Company to construct bridges over Red River, Little River, 
Ouachita River, and Bayou Louis, in Louisiana, which I send to 
the desk and ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read in full. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RANSpDELL of Louisiana, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


PANAMA CANAL, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 16986, 
a bill to provide for the government of the Canal Zone and con- 
struction of the Panama Canal. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 16986) to provide for the government of the Canal 
Zone, the construction of the Panama Canal, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, will this bill be read at 
all if it is not read now? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, certainly; it will be read under the five- 
minute rule. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand the bill is to be consid- 
ered in the House and it will not be read until under the five- 
minute rule. 

The SPEAKER. Yes; the bill would have to be read under 
the five-minute rule. Is there objection to dispensing with the 
first reading of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the bill which I call up is the bill 
which I introduced some weeks ago in the House in regard to the 
government of the Panama Canal Zone and the construction of 
the canal. The bill has been considered by the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, which committee directed me 
to report the bill back favorably with certain amendments. 

Let me briefly state the situation. 

By the treaty with the Republic of Panama, the ratifications 
of which were exchanged on February 26, 1904, our country de- 
rived the right of government over a zone extending 5 miles on 
each side of the center line of the Panama Canal, excepting 
therefrom the cities of Panama and Colon and the harbors ad- 
jacent to said cities, but including, in addition to the 10-mile 
zone, 4 small islands in the Bay of Panama and any other lands 
and waters which may be needed for the construction, main- 
tenance, operation, sanitation, or protection of the main canal 
or of any auxiliary canals or other works necessary in connec- 
tion with the main canal. 

It therefore became necessary for Congress to provide some 
method of administration of the law in this Canal Zone, and 
accordingly, by the act approved April 28, 1904, at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, it was provided that when the President 
should acquire the title to the canal property and pay to the 
Republic of Panama the $10,000,000 provided for in the treaty, 
he should take possession of the so-called “ Canal Zone,” and that 
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until the expiration of this session of Congress the President 
should exercise all the military, judicial, and civil powers of 
government and the rights, power, and authority granted by 
the terms of the treaty, including the power to make rules and 
regulations necessary for the government of the Canal Zone. 
That authority will expire on the 4th of March. It is as- 
sumed that unless Congress makes some provision for the gov- 
ernment of this Canal Zone after the 4th of March there wil! be 
no legal form of government existent there. ‘ 
Except as the right to do so may be conferred upon him by 
Congress, the Chief Executive has no authority, it is assumed, 
to make laws and no authority to administer government in this 
strip of foreign territory. ; 
In the Canal Zone are a number of native villages, a consid- 
erable number of banana and other fruit plantations, and some 
number of persons engaged in other various pursuits. There are 
also within the Canal Zone, of course, a considerable number of 
persons employed in connection with the canal work, and this 
number will be greatly augmented within the space of a short 
time as work on the canal progresses and develops. 
It would therefore seem absolutely necessary that some leg- 


islation should be enacted at this session of Congress to provide | 


for the government of this Canal Zone. 

The bill which is recommended for passage unanimously by 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce extends to 
the President for two years longer the same euthority as to 
government of the zone which was given to him temporarily 
one year ago; but it is provided in the bill that this authority 
shall continue with the President for two years longer only in 
case Congress does not enact some other form of government 
within that period. 
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Just what form of government should be adopted permanently | 


for the Canal Zone is yet problematical. During the construc- 
tion of the canal it is likely that the government there will be 
more expensive and more difficult than it will become after the 
force of employees constructing the canal shall have gone away 
and left only the normal population in that strip of territory. 
Ought we to simply provide a military governor for the Canal 
Zone, and place it under the control of the Army, or ought we to 
provide a complete form of civil government with a governor, 
legislative body, and the other officials and attributes of local 
self-government? The problem is not easy of solution as a prac- 
tical question and should not be too hastily determined. 

We do not wish to set up an expensive government there to yie 
with the Government of the Republic of Panama. We need 
only such government as will enable us to maintain order and 
preserve justice to the people while we are carrying on our 
principal business there, that of constructing and operating a 
canal. For these and various other reasons the committee has 
been of the opinion that the wisest course at the present time is 
to continue in the hands of the President the authority of admin- 
istration of government for two years longer, unless Congress 
shall see fit meanwhile to otherwise provide. So much for the 
question of government. 

By the original canal act approved June 28, 1902, it is pro- 
vided that the President shall cause the canal to be constructed 
“through the Isthmian Canal Commission.” 

Section 3 of the pending bill leaves the responsibility upon 
the President to construct the canal, but removes the limitation 
upon his authority expressed in the former act, which required 
that he should do the work of construction through the Canal 
Commission. The present bill provides that the President shall 

ause the canal to be excavated, constructed, and completed 
through one of the Departments of the Government to be desig- 
nated by him, or otherwise in his discretion, leaving to the Presi- 
dent not only the choice of agents, but the choice of methods 
by which such agents shall operate. The whole responsibility 
is placed upon the President and he is given the widest latitude 
of authority in doing the work of construction thus imposed 
upon him. 

The bill proposes to leave the responsibility of constructing 
the canal upon the President and to repeal that part of the 
original act providing that it shall be done through the Isthmian 
Canal Commission, leaving to the President the authority to 
select his own agents in his own manner. 

Mr. LIND. Does it still continue the Commission in office? 

Mr. MANN. It does not continue the Commission in office. 
It repeals the provisions of the original act creating the Com- 
mission, 

Since the bill confers such great power upon the President 
in the government of the Canal Zone, the construction of the 
canal itself, and the operation of the Panama Railroad, we 
believe it is essential for the protection of the President, as 
well as of Congress and the good name of the American people, 
that there should be the greatest degree of publicity possible 
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in connection with the expenditure of money for those pur 
poses. The bill therefore provides that the officers in charge 
of the government of the zone and the construction of the 
canal shall make reports to the President as often as he shall 
require, but at least once in each year, which reports shall 
include an itemized account of all moneys received and ex- 
pended, and shall be transmitted to Congress, and that in 
addition Congress, or either House of Congress, may at any 
time require full report from any of these officials. 

The original canal act carried a general appropriation of 
$10,000,000 toward the work of construction. It is believed by 
the committee that as an additional safeguard appropriations 
for the government of the Canal Zone and the construction of 
the canal should be made for specific purposes as far as possible, 
and the bill therefore requires that the officials in charge of 
these works shall make annual estimates, in detail as far as 
possible, as a basis for appropriations to be made in the future 
by Congress, and that after the end of the next fiscal year no 
money shall be expended in the government of the zone or the 
construction of the canal except in accordance with appropria- 
tions hereafter made by Congress. 

The officials now in charge of these works on the Isthmus of 
Panama informed me, as well as the other members of our com- 
mittee on our recent trip there, that it was perfectly feasible to 
make these estimates in advance. 

President Roosevelt incorporated practically the same idea 
in his letter of May 9, 1904, placing the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission under the supervision and direction of the Secretary of 
War, and defining the jurisdiction and functions of the Com- 
mission. 

On page 8 of the printed letter the President said: 

The Isthmian Canal Commission will prepare for Congress and place 
in your hands on or before December 1 of each year a full and com- 
plete report of all their acts and of the operations conducted by them 
in respect to the canal construction and the government of the Canal 
Zone. ‘These reports will contain a detailed account of all moneys re- 
ceived and disbursed in the performance of their duties and of the 
progress made in the construction of the canal. 

The necessary expenses incurred by 


the Commission in carrying on 
the government of the Canal Zone local 


will be defrayed from the 


ll 


revenues, so far as the said revenues may be sufficient, and the 
mainder will be met from the appropriation made by the fifth section 
of the act of Congress approved June 28, 1902. An estimate of t) 
proposed expenditures and revenues for 


each year in carrying on tl 
government of the Zone will be submitted to Congress at in 
of each annual session. 

It will not be feasible, however, at first to make specific ap- 
propriations in advance for the operation of the Panama Rail- 


the be 


road, and it is therefore provided in the bill that the moneys 
received in the ordinary course of business from the operation 
of that road may be expended for the expenses of operation, but 
that monthly reports of such receipts and expenditures shall be 
made to the President. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does this bill go beyond the government 
of the Canal Zone and affect the present law in regard to build- 
ing the canal in any way? 

Mr. MANN. This bill does not in any way affect the present 
law as to the building of the canal. That would be a contro- 
versial subject, which was not desired to inject into this legis- 
lation. 

Mr. MADDOX. You say you abolish the Commission; to 
whom do you give the authority—to the President? 

Mr. MANN. The present authority is that the President shall 
construct the canal, through the Isthmian Canal Commission 
We simply leave the authority and direction upon the President 
to construct the canal, authorizing him to select such persons as 
he may desire and to fix their pay until we act upon that sub- 
ject, which naturally we will do upon the appropriation bill. 

Mr. ADAMSON. If the gentleman from Illinois will pardon 
me—— 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMSON. It does work some verbal changes—— 

Mr. MANN. How is that? 

Mr. ADAMSON. You answered the question of the gentle- 
man from Alabama that it made no change, and I say there are 
some verbal changes. 

Mr. MANN. ‘There is no change as to the authority. I 
understood the gentleman from Alabama to ask the question as 
to what kind of a canal should be constructed or something of 
that sort, which this bill does not affect in any way. 

Mr. CROMER. Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. CROMER. Why did the committee recommend the dis 
missal of this Commission before it has had an opportunity to 
demonstrate that it could dig and construct this canal? 

Mr. MANN. 
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asking the question. This bill is not in any way intended as, 
and is not, a reflection upon the Commission or upon its mem- 
bers. A commission, according to the opinion of the House, 
ought never to have been created, at least according to the ex- 
pressed opinion, because we did not originally provide for the 
Commission. 

Mr. Speaker, there are two Zeatures that are now conferred 
upon the Commission with reference to the canal—two features 
of work that are not at all similar. In the construction of the 
canal there are engineering problems to be met. Whoever is in 
charge of the construction of the canal must determine upon 
these engineering problems, and they are the greatest engineer- 
ing problems which have ever confronted any government or 
any company or corporation constructing work. That is one 
feature. The other feature of the work is the administrative 
feature. Now, in selecting the Commission, when they have 
control, we must either select men as engineers to pass upon 
administrative questions or select men who are able to pass 
upon administrative questions and who will be compelled to 
settle engineering problems. It goes without saying that the 
men most competent to settle engineering questions are not the 
men most competent to settle administrative questions, and the 
men most competent to settle administrative questions will 
know nothing at all with reference to engineering problems. 

The bill leaves to the President, if he so chooses, the authority 
to continue any of the present commissioners as consulting engi- 
neers, and I have no doubt that in the settlement of the engi- 
neering problems the President will call upon some of the most 
eminent engineers of the world as consulting engineers, in 
order to settle each great proposition as it comes up. On the 
other hand, so as far as the administrative work is concerned— 
not to be regarded as light work at all—he will select men who 
are competent in administrative work. The bill leaves to the 
President the widest latitude of authority in that respect, ex- 
cept that his authority will have to be exercised under appro- 
priations made by Congress. Therefore, Congress controls, as 
far as it ought to control, that question through the expenditure 
of money. 

The principal committee amendment to fhe bill is the one au- 
thorizing the Government to condemn the shares of stock in the 
Panama Railroad now held in private ownership. 

The corporate stock of the Yanama Railroad Company is di- 
vided into 70,000 shares of $100 each. The United States now 
owns 68,964 shares, leaving outstanding in the hands of private 
owners 1,036 shares of the par value of $103,600. It is very de- 
sirable that the United States acquire the title to thesé shares 
now the subject of private ownership. If the present owners of 
the outstanding shares refuse to sell them to the Government, 
the easiest and the natural method of acquiring such shares is 
by process of condemnation. 

The amendment offered to the bill as section 6 and the follow- 
ing sections give to the Government the right to commence con- 
demnation proceedings in the southern district of New York to 
condemn the shares of stock of the railroad not now owned by 
the Government. The bill provides for due notice and other 
safeguards to protect the rights of owners of property, and di- 
rects the appointment of three appraisers by the court to ap- 
praise the value of the stock, and provides the necessary details 
of the proceeding. 

The principal work in the construction of the Panama Canal 
is the excavation of the Culebra cut. Just how long that exca- 
vation will require depends largely upon future plans and pro- 
visions. The estimates which have been made in the past have 
calculated upon ten years’ time to excavate the Culebra cut for 
a 90-foot level canal, twelve years’ time for a 60-foot canal, fif- 
teen years for a 30-foot canal, and twenty years for a sea-level 
canal. The length of time for the completion of the canal de- 
pends upon the length of time required to make this excavation. 

The principal difficulty in making the excavation of the Cu- 
lebra cut is in disposing of the material or spoil. Al of this 
must be carried away from the cut by railroad. Much of it will 
undoubtedly be required to be carried a considerable distance. 
This must be done either over the Panama Railroad or else over 
a new railroad to be constructed. It is not practicable to carry 
away the excavated material over the Panama Railroad unless 
that road is under the control of the same person or persons in 
charge df the work of excavation. Nor is it practicable to keep 
separate and distinct accounts showing just what proportion 
of the work is done by the Panama Railroad and what propor- 
tion of the work is done before and after the loaded or empty 
cars are switched onto or off the present Panama Railroad from 
or to the other railroad tracks acquired by the Government from 
the Panama Canal Company or to be hereafter constructed by 
the Government. It is absolutely necessary in the construction 
of the canal, and especially in the excavation of the Culebra cut, 
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that the person or persons in charge of the work of construction 
shall have a railroad under his or their control running between 
Colon and Panama. 

In addition to the necessity of using the Panama Railroad in 
connection with the work of construction, it will also be neces- 
sary to divert and reconstruct a large portion of the Panama 
Railroad and change its location in order to proceed with and 
complete the work of construction of the canal. 

The condemnation of the outstanding shares of stock in pri- 
vate hands is therefore rendered necessary. While the con- 
demnation of shares of railroad stock is unusual, there is noth- 
ing in principle to prevent it, and we believe it to be perfectly 
proper. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In that connection I would 
like to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] a question. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. We own an immense majority 
of the stock of that railroad? 

Mr. MANN. We do. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why is it, then, that we can 


; not elect the officers and directors and the balance of the people 


who control the operation of the road, and control it just as 
thoroughly without owning it? Why can we not elect the pres- 
ident and all the officers of the road? 

Mr. MANN. ‘There is no doubt of our authority to elect all 
the officers of the road, and no doubt of our authority to operate 
the railroad; but what is the situation in Panama? This road 
runs from Panama to Colon. On the line of the road is the 
Culebra cut, which is distant some hundreds of feet from the 
line of the railroad. All the spoil that comes out of the Culebra 
cut is carried, on sidetracks owned by the Canal Company, 
over to the present main railroad tracks. There they will have 
to be switched on to the railroad and then carried nobody knows 
how far yet (because the spoil will be carried, part of it to 
cne place and part of it to another place), and then switched 
off the tracks the railroad owns on to tracks owned by the Canal 
Company, and the keeping of the accounts between these two 
in a eareful manner is almost impossible. The engineer in 
charge of this work, himself an eminent railroad engineer, in- 
formed us when we were there that it was essential either that 
the Government should own this road and operate it as a part 
of the construction work of building the canal, or else build a 
new road to take its place. We could build a new railroad, but 
that would cost several million dollars. 

Mr. WANGER. Will my friend permit a suggestion right 
there? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. WANGER. ‘The annual meeting of the railroad company 
occurs in April. The last annual meeting was prior to the 
acquisition of the control of the.majority of the stock by the 
United States. The Secretary of War has stated his purpose to 
elect the next board of directors as soon as the opportunity is 
presented. 

Mr. MANN. We will have the board of directors and all the 
officers, but that does not obviate the difficulty. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not understand why it 
does not meet the situation. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I wish to obviate the confusion the gentle- 
man finds himself in, and if he will allow me to answer that 
question—or I will make a suggestion, and he might answer it. 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman. ; 

Mr. ADAMSON. The great and distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce has recently 
made an innovation of politics for fifty years in the United 
States by appointing as chairman of a special committee 
charged with the duty of investigating and reporting on the con- 
dition of matters connected with the Panama Railroad Com- 
pany a Democrat. The committee will investigate and report, 
and I respectfully suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that 
he so answer my two distinguished colleagues from Pennsyl- 
vania and Mississippi as to avoid superseding the action of the 
committee so beautifully appointed in the unprecedented action 
of our great chairman. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. Which action was very heartily acquiesced in by 
the whole committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This universal Republican 
approval is beginning to get suspicious. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question. I see that section 6 and these additional sections in 
this bill are in the nature of amendments, and were apparently 
introduced separately in the House, because they are in the 
nature of a preamble to a resolution. I would like to have some 
explanation of the embodiment in the bill of the preamble and 
resolution. Now, here in section 6 is “ Whereas” certain things 


and “ Whereas” certain things, and then at the close of these 
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preambles, “Jt is further enacted.” I would like the gentleman 
to explain that. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken in supposing that 
this was not intended as an amendment to the bill at this place. 
These sections of the bill were drawn by Judge Magoon of the 
War Department, for the purpose of being inserted by the Com- 
mittee of the House, if agreed to, at this place in the bill. They 
were introduced by me as a separate bill, but they were intended 
to go into the bill at this place. The preamble is for the purpose 
of showing why the Government should exercise its right of emi- 
nent domain. There must be some showing provided in this sec- 
tion to authorize the Government to exercise the right of eminent 
domain. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to ask the gentleman if it is nec- 
essary in order to exercise the right of eminent domain to begin 
by stating it in the law? Is not that something which will be 
done by the court upon application for the appointment of com- 
missioners or whatever form may be supplied to buy this prop- 
erty? Is it ever placed in the law as a reason for the enactment 
of the law? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, it is quite common to do it, I may say to 
my distinguished friend, as the precedents show, in this class of 
eases. It is not necessary; it might be a subject of proof, but 
it is so much easier to put it in without making it a matter of 
evidence in the courts that this is the place where it belongs. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What I desire to know is this, whether 
the mere enactment of these whereases would be sufficient; or 
would it not be necessary to give proof of the conditions set 
forth here in the preamble? 

Mr. MANN. The mere statement by Congress of the necessity 
in this way of the exercise of the right of eminent domain is 
construed by the courts to be sufficient evidence upon the point. 

Mr. CROMER. Will the gentleman permit another question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. CROMER. Did the committee reach the conclusion that 
Congress would have a right to acquire the stock of individuals 
in this way? 

Mr. MANN. I will say to my friend from Indiana that I am 
not certain that any member of the committee felt absolutely 
competent to decide that question. This amendment was pre- 
pared by Judge Magoon, of the War Department, one of the 
ablest attorneys in the land; but whether we have the authority 
is just the question to which I was going to call the attention 
of the House. There are a great many precedents giving au- 
thority to condemn stock in different companies, as stock, and 
not the property of the company itself. I propose to give 
to the House an illustration of that from the leading text-book 
on the subject of corporations, from one of the leading court 
decisions of the country, and from a statute of one of the 
States of the country, showing that the authority is sustained 
by the text-book writer, by the courts, and actually enacted 
by legislative bodies. I might easily extend the list. 

In Morawitz on Private Corporations, the leading text-book 
on that subject, at section 461, is this statement: 

The property and privileges belonging to individual members of a 
corporation are subject to the power of eminent domain to the same 
extent as the property and privileges belonging to the corporation col- 
lectively. (Morawitz on Private Corporations, sec. 461.) 

Mr. BONYNGE. Does that refer to stock? 

Mr. MANN. Stock. 

Mr. BONYNGDE. It says “the property and privileges belong- 
ing to individual members.” 

Mr. MANN. That refers to stock. The cases cited by Mr. 
Morawitz refer to the condemnation of stock. 

So in the case of Black against Delaware and Raritan Canal 
Company (24 N. J. Eq. Report) this statement is made by the 
court, and it was essential to the decision of the case: 

From the conclusions thus far reached, does it result that one un- 
willing stockholder may obstruct the growth and development of every 
enterprise of this character in which he may have participated, and 
thus hinder the union under one management of these important pub- 
lic highways, which have been constructed at different periods and 
under separate charters, when the necessities of interstate commerce 
and the convenience of public travel may unite in urging it? Shall a 
railroad from Philadelphia to Trenton never be extended so as to con- 


nect the two great cities of our Union while one obstinate associate 
stands in the way? 

The necessity for rapid and speedy transit seems to demand impera- 
tively that this difficulty shall not be insurmountable. 

In the exercise of the right of eminent domain the legislature may 
authorize shares in corporations and corporate franchises to be taken 
for public uses upon just compensation. The title to this species of 
property is no more secure against invasion when the public uses re- 
quire it than is the ownership of real estate. Under this paramount 
right in the public, subject to which all private property is held, the 
franchises of one corporation haye been and may be taken and bestowed 
upon another. * * * 

In this busy age of restless activity and enterprise, when the brain 
of man ts exhausting itself in his struggle with time and space, the 
two forces that most oppose his progress, the taking of private prop- 
erty in the stock of such corporations to advance any of the purposes 
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above Indicated, must be regarded as the taking of it for public bene 
fit. There can be no doubt that a railroad company may be empowered 
to extend their road beyond the point to which it was bullt under the 
original grant if proper compensation is provided for stockholders who 
may resist it, and 1 can see no difference in principle whether the 
original company, in order to secure a through route under one manage 
ment, is authorized to take the lands of individuals, or to take the 
property which individuals have in the stock of an existing road. 
In the first case, for the purpose of establishing the through 1 
one kind of private property, to wit, the lands of individuals ar 
by the corporation ; in the second case, another kind of property, to wit, 
the shares of stock of individuals in an existing company are author 
ized to be condemned. In the latter instance the use is as clearly a 
public use as in the former. (Black t. Delaware and Raritan Canali Co 
24 New Jersey Equity, 468, 469, 470.) 


section 3694, is a provision as follows: 


acting under the authority of the laws of this State shall 
ques more than three-fourths of the capital stock of any 


the holders of outstanding stock for the purchase of the same, such 
railroad company may, upon a finding by a judge of the superior conrt 
that such purchase will be for the public interest, cause such outstand 
ing stock to be appraised fin accordance with the provisions of section 
8687. When the amount of such appraisal shall have been paid or 
deposited as provided in said section, the stockholder or stockholders 
whose stock shall have been so appraised shall cease to have any ir 

est therein and on demand shal! surrender all certificates for such 
stock, with duly executed powers of attorney for transfer thereon, to 
the corporation applying for such appraisal. (General Statutes of 
Connecticut, Revision of 1902, sec. 3694.) 


porations, the authority of one of the leading courts of the land, 
and the authority of the Connecticut statutes, and the statutes 
of several other States to show that this power has not only been 
exercised, but under various acts of legislation can be exercised 
at any time. 


construction. No change in this respect is made from existing 
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And in the general statutes of Connecticut, revised to 1902, 


Condemnation of corporate stock.—In case any railroad company 





erry, bridge, wharf, or railroad corporation, and can not 


So that we have the authority of the leading text-book on cor- 


PROBLEMS OF CANAL CONSTRUCTION, 
As I stated in reply to the question of the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNprrwoop], the pending bill does not in any 
way undertake to determine or affect the problems of canal 


law. Whether the canal shall be an upper-level canal or a sea 

level canal remains to be determined hereafter, and that ques 
tion is not affected by the pending measure. It may be inter- 
esting, however, to Members of the House to mzke a short state 

ment in regard to these problems. 

At the location of the canal the Isthmus is traversed by a 
low mountain ridge, the summit of which is approximately 12 
miles from the Pacific and 35 miles from the Caribbean Sea on 
the Atlantic side. The chief problem of construction on the 
Caribbean side is the disposition of the Chagres River, a tor- 
rential stream which runs for a considerable distance along and 
near the line of the canal, and the waters of which stream must 
be disposed of in the solution of the canal problem. An idea of 
the rainfall in that locality may be had by giving a specific case: 

Our committee made a visit to the Isthmus of Panama Insst 
November. We were there during the last week of November, 
and the rainfall at Gatun, 7 miles from the mouth of the canal 
and on the line of the canal and the Chagres River, was 
follows: 


as 


From 6 p. m., November 21, to 6 a. m., November 22 
From 6 a. m., November 22, to 6 p. m., November ¢ 
From 6 p. m., November 22, to 6 a. m., November 2 
From 6 a. m., November 23, to 6 p. m., November 23 
From 6 p. m., November 23, to 6 a. m., November 24 
From 6 a. m., November 24, to 6 p. m., November 24 1 
From 6 p. m., November 24, to 6 a. m., November 
From 6 a. m., November 25, to 6 p. m., November 2 
From 6 p. m., November 25, to 6 a. m., November 
From 6 a. m., November 26, to 6 p. m., November 
From 6 p. m., November 26, to 6 a. m., November 

There was, of course, a very rapid and considerab! 
the water in the river. 

When the former Isthmian Canal Commission made its report 
to Congress as to the respective merits of the different canal 
routes, the plan suggested for the Panama Canal was the con 
struction of an artificial lake on the summit level known 
“Lake Bohio,” the surface of which was to be 90 feet above 
level, which surface would be reached by a flight of locks 
either side. This involved the construction of a high dam acro 
the Chagres River at Bohio, which place was selected because 
at that point the hills on each side of the Chagres come com 
paratively close together, being about only 2,000 feet apart 

In the report of that Commission to the President, un 
of November 16, 1901, the Commission said: 

The Bohlo dam is the most important structure on the line, being of 
great magnitude, of vital necessity to the scheme, and offering many 
difficulties of construction. The Commission has devoted much time 
to the procurement of full and reliable information concerning the 
foundation upon which this dam must rest, and to a study of the 
various types of structures which might be adopted. * * *_ In 
this case the Commission decided to do more than verify the data 
furnished to it, and caused a large number (eighty-six) additional bo: 
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ings to be made. With the exception -of seven, which were abandoned 
before completion on account of accidents to the apparatus or unusual 
difficulties of soil, all of these borings reached rock. * * In its 
preliminary report the Commission based its estimates on a masonry 
dam. The examinations of the ground had not at that time been com- 
pleted. So far as they had progressed they showed a site where a 
masonry dam seemed the most suitable, but it was subsequently found 
that the depth to rock upon that site was at least 143 feet below sea 
level at the deepest part. It was considered best to avoid, if possible, 
so great a depth of foundation. A site was found a few hundred feet 
farther downstream where the length of the dam would be consider- 
ably greater than at the former site, but the greatest depth to rock 
revealed by the borings was only 128 feet below sea level. 

The Commission also said in its report, referring to the Bohio 
dam: 

If a dam be built with permeable strata under it there will probably 
be leakage, but what the amount of this will be is a question about which 
there is room for much difference of opinion. It would seem probable 
to many that the leakage will not be sufficient to endanger the water 
supply and that an earthen dam is therefore feasible, but it is evident 
that here is a danger to be avoided if possible. 


The disposition of the Chagres River is the key to the con- 
struction of the Panama Canal. ‘The construction of the Bohio 
dam was the key offered by the former Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission to unlock the difficulties in the dispesition of the 
Chagres River. It was upon the report of that Commission and 
that statement in the report that Congress adopted the Panama 
route. It was upon that basis that the former Isthmian Canal 
Commission finally recommended the Panama route. 

I do not think that I ought to refrain from calling attention 
to the position which I took in reference to the report of the 
Commission on the Bohio dam when we had under consideration 
the original act for the construction of the canal. 

In the speech which I had the honor to deliver in the House 
on January 7, 1902, comparing the merits of the Nicaragua 
and Panama routes I made this statement: 


Neither the Isthmian Commission nor the Panama Canal Company 
nor the technical commission nor any other commission has ever been 
able to find a satisfactory place for the main work of the Panama 
Canal route—namely, the dam at Bohio, on the Chagres River. No 
two commissions have ever agreed upon a place, and no commission has 
ever stated yet that the place, if selected, was a good one or a satis- 
factory one, and every commission has hoped that a better location 
might be selected. 

I say when the French people spent $246,000,000 in endeavoring to 
solve that problem on the Panama Canal route, and that no engineer- 
ing commission has since endeavored to say that they could satisfac- 
torily solve it, it is not the place of the United States Government, 
because of its overflowing treasury, to undertake that expense. 

But we did undertake the expense, and we must find some 
way by which we may solve the problem. It can not be now 
solved in the manner proposed by the original Isthmian Canal 
Commission. 

Although the former Isthmian Canal Commission reported 
that it had procured “ full and reliable information concerning 
the foundation upon which this dam must rest,” the present 
Commission and the chief engineer of the canal were not willing 
to accept this information as either full or reliable, and caused 
new borings to be made in the neighborhood of Bohio. The new 
borings have not yet been completed because, owing to high 
water in the river since the chief engineer was appointed last 
summer, it has not been possible to make borings yet in the bed 
of the river. That will doubtless be done during the present 
month. But the new borings which have been made disclose 
the fact that bed rock can not be found at a depth less than 163 
feet below sea level, which depth will probably be increased 
when borings are made in the bed of the river itself. 

It was practically conceded by the former Isthmian Canal 
Comission that a depth of 148 feet below sea level was danger- 
ous, and it is generally believed by the engineers that a depth of 
163 feet is practically prohibitive. 

The construction of a canal with an upper level of 90 feet 
above sea level is practically dependent upon the construction of 
the Bohio dam, and the probabilities are that no engineers will 
be willing to accept the responsibility of recommending or of 
constructing a dam at Bohio since the rock level has been dis- 
closed to be so much deeper than was formerly supposed. The 
character of the soil between the surface of the ground and the 
rock level is such that it is freely permeable by water. It is 
not a hard, indurated, clay soil. The borings which were made 
by the former Isthmian Canal Commission to what they sup- 
posed was rock were borings which simply went down to large 
bowlders, and after penetrating the bowlders a short distance 
it was supposed that solid rock had been found. But the new 
chief engineer, having responsibility of action upon his shoul- 
ders, required the borings to go deeper into the rock, and when 
the new borings struck these bowlders they went on through the 
bowlders into soft and permeable material below. 

Of course it is not possible to say yet whether the Bohio dam 
will be abandoned and whether, with it, the 60-foot-level canal 


will be abandoned. The various propositions which are now 
under consideration are: 

First. The 90-foot-level canal. 

Second. The construction of a 60-foot-level canal. This 
would involve also the construction of a dam at Bohio or at 
Gatun, 7 or 8 miles from Colon. 

Third. The construction of a 30-foot-level canal, which would 
also require a dam in the vicinity of Bohio or Gatun. 

Fourth. The construction of a sea-level canal. 

If either the sea level, 30-foot level, or 60-foot level is adopted 
it will also involve, as stated to us by Chief Engineer Wallace, 
the construction of a dam at Gamboa, the point on the Chagres 
River where the river leaves the canal route; and the construc- 
tion of the Gamboa dam will involve the necessity of providing 
a safety spillway by the construction of a tunnel some 8 miles 
in length through the divide to discharge the surplus waters of 
the Chagres into the Pacific, or a tunnel 4 miles in length to 
discharge such surplus water into the Caribbean. 

It is roughly estimated that the cost of the Gamboa dam, in- 
cluding the spillways, would amount to something like fifteen 
or sixteen million dollars. 

If a sea-level canal should be adopted, it would still be nec- 
essary to construct the Gamboa dam, or a dam still further up 
the river, unless the canal channel should be made wide enough 
from Gamboa to the Caribbean Sea to allow the waters of the 
Chagres River to flow to the sea through the canal without in- 
terfering with the navigability of the canal. This would re- 
quire a channel from Gamboa to Colon over 500 feet in width. 
It is generally believed, I think, that the cost of this extra ex- 

‘avation and the constant expense of dredging out the deposited 
material which would be brought down by the flood and the 
impediment to navigation caused by the current generated by 
the fioods in the Chagres, will render the construction of the 
dam at Gamboa, and tunnel spillways to either the Pacific or 
the Caribbean, more economical and afford a better treatment 
of the problem than the effort to control the Chagres River by 
turning it into a wider prism of canal. 

The main problems in connection with the construction of the 
Panama Canal and the most important of the works now under 
consideration in the various contemplated plans are as follows: 

The construction of a harbor at Colon. 

The diversion of the Panama Railroad. 

The construction of the various dams at Bohio, Gatun, and 
Gamboa. 

Spillways from the artificial lakes created, including tunnel 
spillways from the Gamboa artificial lake. 

Locks. as required by each plan. 

Power plants. 

Water supply for towns, cities, and canal works. 

Excavation of the summit or Culebra cut. 

Sanitation. 

Government. 

Operation of the Panama Railroad. 

The construction of the tunnel and all of the other works 
indicated in the various propositions can be easily completed 
in less time than the excavation of the summit cut, which is the 
same whatever level of the canal may be adopted, except as to 
depth and width. 

The cost and length of time for completion of the canal at 
the respective levels suggested has not been definitely estimated 
by the chief engineer of the canal or the existing Isthmian 
Canal Commission. The estimate of the former canal Com- 
mission indicated that the 90-foot level canal would cost, in 
round numbers, about $200,000,000, the estimate providing 
for $144,000,000 as expenditure for construction purposes and 
$40,000,000 for acquisition of the French property. If this is 
added to the $10,000,000 paid to the Republic of Panama and 
amounts of various other claims, we have approximately 
$200,000,900. 

The old Commission estimated that it would require two 
years of preparation and eight years of construction work to 
complete the plan indicated by it. In other words, ten years 
for completion of a canal with a summit level 90 feet above 
the sea. 

Based upon the unit prices and upon the time estimated by 
the former Commission of $200,000,000 and ten years to fully com- 
plete a 90-foot level canal, it is now estimated that it would cost 
$225,000,000 and require twelve years to fully complete a 60- 
foot level canal, which, however, could be opened for traffic in 
ten years. On the same basis a 30-foot level canal would cost 
$250,000,000 and require fifteen years to complete and could be 
opened for traffic in twelve years. And on the same basis a sea- 
level canal would cost approximately $300,000,000, would re- 
quire twenty years to complete, and could be opened for traffic 
with a reduced section in fifteen years. 
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Chief Engineer Wallace gave these figures to us at Panama, but 
specifically stated that both the figures as to cost and estimates 
as to time were not based upon the surveys of the present Com- 
mission, but were simply proportional estimates based upon 
the former Commission’s report in order to give a general com- 
parative idea of the cost and time involved in the various plans. 

Mr. Wallace did, however, state that he considered the esti- 
mates conservative and ample as to cost, and also conservative 
as to time. 

One word more as to the visit which was made by the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to the Isthmus last 
November. The members of the committee undertook that trip 
at great personal inconvenience and in the face of good advice 
to them to remain away from Panama at that season of the 
year, which was reported to be the most trying in the entire 
twelve months. It is my judgment that the information ac- 
quired by the members of the committee, to which matters re- 
ferring to the Panama Canal are referred in the House, will be 
and is of great benefit to the Government. I may say for my- 
self, and I think in behalf of the committee, that we were 
amazed at the quantity of material, both useful and useless, 
which we found upon the ground, and which was left there by 
the old French company. Much of this material had been 
standing out of doors since the old French company abandoned 
its work more than fifteen years ago, and much of it during all 
of these years had been carefully housed and preserved, and 
is to-day in as good condition as when first purchased. The 
quantity of the material is so great as to be almost beyond 
comprehension. 

I am very sure that not one of our committee could compre- 
hend the vastness of the number of different kinds of articles 
or the number of some one kind. When it comes to the larger 
articles, of course the number is more easily apprehended. We 
found, for instance, 248 locomotive engines of five different 
types. We found 3,900 four-wheeled dump cars. These en- 
gines and these dump cars are being rapidly rapaired and re- 
built and put into active use. In many cases the jungle has 
grown up around and completely hidden from sight locomotives 
and trains of dump cars standing upon tracks which were com- 
pletely lost and which could only be found by approaching the 
track from its starting point and cutting away the jungle, with- 
out any knowledge as to what would be found as the work 
progressed. 

We found the government of the Canal Zone heing carried on 
by direction of the President under the supervision of Maj. Gen. 
George W. Davis, a retired officer of the Army, whose adminis- 


tration there seemed to be giving eminent satisfaction to all | 


parties concerned, and who, I think, is deserving of the thanks 
of his country. 

We found the construction and engineering work under the 
direction of Mr. John F. Wallace, conceded to be one of the 
most eminent civil engineers and railroad construction engin- 
eers in the world, who seemed to have taken hold of the engi- 
neering problems, as well as of the actual construction work, 
with an energy and a knowledge commensurate with the diffi- 
culties encountered and to be encountered. His remarkable 
knowledge of the questions involved, as well as the skill and 
directness with which he acts in the solution of questions, I 
think I may say, favorably impressed every member of our 
committee, who came away agreeably surprised and with the 
belief that Mr. Wallace was a man who knows how to do things. 

It was, I think, the general opinion of the members of the 
committee that the Panama Railroad ought to be placed under 
the control of Mr. Wallace in connection with the construction 
work on the canal. 

At the time we were at Panama it looked as though there 
might be some occasion for small matters of friction between 
the government of the Canal Zone and the Government of the 
Panama Republic. Orders had been issued by our own Govy- 
ernment in relation to postage, import dues, and various things 
of that kind, under some mistaken apprehension, which seemed 
to bear somewhat harshly upon the people and Government of 
the Panama Republic. In all of the conversations which we had 
with the citizens and officials of the Republic, however, and we 
had many, there was expressed to us the most kindly feeling, 
as well as the belief that our country would deal fairly and 
generously with the new Republic. The day we left Panama 
Secretary Taft arrived there. He settled all of those questions 
of government in such a way that the rights of our own Goy- 
ernment are fully protected, the rights of the government of 
the Canal Zone are in no way injured, and the citizens and Gov- 
ernment of the Panama Republic are given all they asked for 
or desired. No finer bit of diplomatic or governmental genius 
has often been displayed than was exercised by Secretary Taft 
in solving these questions, It would be invidious in this con- 
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nection not to mention the courtesy and firmness which Mr. 
Barrett, our American minister, has constantly displayed in 
dealing with the new Republic. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not know how the difficulties in connection 
with the canal construction may be overcome. They will not 
be of easy solution, but they will be solved. The canal will be 
constructed and operated, and in my opinion, with the safe- 
guards which we throw around its work of construction, it will 
be the crown and glory of the work that when it is finished it 
will have been done without scandal and corruption. We may 
make some mistakes, but they will be honest mistakes. 

The work will not lag under the direction of President Roose- 
velt. No laggards will be employed. Under the direction of 
Chief Engineer Wallace, efficiency will be the test of retention 
or promotion, 

The public may become somewhat impatient, as I think it 
has, for actual progress in construction work. ‘The public must 
remember that construction work is now rapidly proceeding. 
While all the difficult problems have not been settled, yet the 
work which will take the longest time is in actual progress. 
There will be no unnecessary delay. 

In this matter as in others Congress will hold up the hands 
of the President, and the people will stand by and sustain him. 

Now, I will ask the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON] 
how much time he wants. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I understood under the unani- 
mous consent that this had been made a continuing order, and 
that I should be recognized in my own right. 

Mr. MANN. There is no object in calling it up unless we 
can pass it to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Capron). 
tleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I did not understand the unanimous consent 
that way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the 
gentleman from Illinois has control of the time for one hour. 

Mr. MANN. I am not going to have any controversy with the 
gentleman from Georgia, by any means. 

Mr. ADAMSON. ‘The distinguished gentleman who now oc- 
cupies the chair was not in the chair when the unanimous con- 
sent was given. It was then made a continuing order, and I 
certainly had not in contemplation the idea of asking even as 
clever a gentleman as my friend from Illinois [Mr. MANN] to 
yield me time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that under 
the rule the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] is entitled to 
an hour, which time he has not yet consumed. After that, 





Does the gen- 


| under the rule, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON] will 


be entitled to one hour. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Then the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN], as I supposed, has the right to reserve his time, and I 
may be recognized. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not yet under- 
stood the gentleman from Illinois to yield. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. ApAMSoN] if he would have any objection, say 
after half an hour, to yielding for a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Not at all; not at all. I think if I manage 
to speak for half an hour, I shall be willing to rest. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
is recognized. 

Mr. ADAMSON. And I desire further, Mr. Speaker, to say, 
in answer to the distinguished gentleman from New York, that 
I have never yet in fifty years of my life seen a moment when 
I would object to having a Republican Congress adjourn. 
[ Laughter. ]} 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, if the gentleman has been here so long 
and has not learned better than that, of course it is not my 
fault. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, the longer I see the distin- 
guished gentleman from New York in his high capacity 
illustrating the enormities of Republican doctrine the longer 
it will be before I change my opinion. [Laughter.] 

I, innocently I hope, stated to sixteen distinguished members 
of my committee—I being one to sixteen, as I have often been— 
that there were some things in this bill which when I used 
to be a lawyer I did not understand, and, therefore, I would 
reserve the right to make a minority report. I was entirely 
candid and sincere in that, and, to use the elegant language 
of the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], 
I have not yet learned any better. I have no objection te the 
proposition contained in the bill so ably illustrated by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] as to the administrative 
features of it, regarding reports and all that; noi do I object 
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to the language in the bill which would otherwise seem to 
ehange the existing law as to the character of the canal. I 
shall refer to that later. 

The present law under which the strip is being administered 
is the law imposed by Congress when under Jefferson’s Admin- | 
istration Louisiana was purchased. By the terms of that act | 
it expires the 4th of March. It is absolutely necessary either to | 
extend that act during the Fifty-ninth Congress or to enact | 
other legislation. We are not ready to enact other legislation. 
We do not know what will be done there. We do not know | 
what will be necessary there. For six thousand years the world 
has been going on and nobody of the rank of a first-class civil- 
ized nation has seen proper to go down and take much stock 
in the Tropics; yet for four hundred years the people and the 
crowned heads of the countries of the world have been discuss- 
ing the question of piercing the Isthmus and making a near 
cut from Europe by way of the West to the East. We have 
fallen upon the project of constructing a canal at Panama—to 
pierce the Isthmus there. The problem of a political govern- 
ment is secondary to the great mechanical scheme of conducting 
and constructing the canal. In fact, construction precedes con- 
ducting. We do not wish to get lost in the question of politics | 
and governmental theories until we know what canal is going 
to be constructed there. 

Mr. CROMER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CROMER. Is it known now where this eanal is to be 
constructed ? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I believe it is now, provided Mr. Wallace 
be not interfered with. 

Mr. CROMER. What is the significance of the gentleman’s 
remark in saying that we do not know what we want to do yet. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I said as to political government. 

Mr. CROMER. Oh, the gentleman did not mean with refer- 
ence to the construction of a canal? 

Mr. ADAMSON. No, sir. The main feature of this bill is 
to extend the Jefferson Act during the Fifty-ninth Congress as 
to the temporary government of the Zone. 

Mr. CROMER. Yes; but it is provided further in this bill | 
for putting the power entirely in the hands of the President to 
construct the canal. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Well, that is already in the hands of the 
President. 

Mr. CROMER. I understood there was a Commission ap- 
pointed for that purpose. 

Mr. ADAMSON. There was. The President has already 
placed that Commission under the Secretary of War. 

Mr. CROMER. Why was that Commission appointed in the 
first place? What has the Commission been doing for the last | 
year or two? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Well, I do not know that I can tell the gen- 
tleman authoritatively why it was appointed. I shall narate a 
little legislative history and he may draw his own conclusion. 
A long time it was debated, he will know, in this House as to a | 
eanal, and a great many—they may be old fogies—thought that 
if we were going to foot the bills we had better have a domestic 
canal, one near our own country—one 1,500 or 2,000 miles nearer | 
by sailing distance—going through Nicaragua. 

The best engineers in the world have said that there was 
not as much excavation there; that there was not as much 
trouble to get through there; that there were about 125 miles | 
of the 182 already a good water line, but there were influences | 
and interests and ideas—perhaps I had better bank my case on 
ideas rather than influences, and I am willing to do that; at 
any rate, whether fortuitously or prudentially, when our bill, 
stamped with the name of the immortal WILLIAM P. HEPBURN, 
went to the Senate, after due delay, after long talk, after having | 
heen passed in this House twice, after having been pigeonholed 
there through one Administration, it was so amended as to sub- | 
stitute the Panama route, which involved 1,700 miles more sail- 
ing, and the historical fact which ought to precede—that is, that 
an amendment was put on to the effect that a commission should 
build the canal. It is unnecessary to say—perhaps I ought not 
to say it but I believe it to be the truth—that the suggestion had 
been made to the advocates of the Nicaragua route that it ought 
to be built by a commission. We scorned that idea and rejected 
it, but, in my honest opinion, that is one reason why that route 
was rejected. It was adopted, the distinguished gentleman from 
Indiana will note, before the Panama amendment was adopted. 
You see? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 


Mr. ADAMSON. With pleasure. 




















the House, and possibly others, and I feel quite safe in asking 
you the question, object to the use of the old Jetferson law 
and want to have a more elaborate law? 

Mr. ADAMSON. No, sir; they did not. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did we not? Did not the gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr. Burton Harrison, insist upon an 
amendment to that because that Jefferson Act is a military act 
practically putting all power—executive, legislative, and judi- 
cial—in the hands of the President, and he objected to that? 

Mr. ADAMSON. The gentleman from New York is one very 
great and distinguished Democrat, and I am very sorry he is 
not lieutenant-governor of New York now. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. So am I, but did he not insist 
that, not being implicated, that as we are not at war, but being 
a peaceable country, and as we had entire charge of it—— 

Mr. ADAMSON. He did, but I presume the Republican mem- 
bers of that committee, who have never applied partisanship to 
any question except railroad legislation, will forgive me when I 
say I suggested that law, Colonel Hersurn and my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN] according with me, and I thought I was 
doing pretty well for the Democrats when I got a Republican 
Congress to put the Jefferson law upon the Panama strip. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is all right where we were 
to go down, as we thought we would have to, and take charge 
of Louisiana territory, forcibly, but now we have gotten charge 
of that country and that is the point the gentleman from New 
York made, that we had charge of Panama in our hands as it 
were, nobody could take it away from us, therefore we shou!d 
have a civil law passed to rule that country. 

Mr. ADAMSON. The difference between the distinguished 
gentleman from New York and our committee was he seemed to 
be reversing the order of travel and putting the cart before the 
horse. He wanted to get lost in a scheme of exploiting gov- 
ernmental theories when we wanted to build a canal, and we 
thought we would dig the canal first and see how many people 
and how much business were on the strip to govern if we ever 
get the canal constructed, then we could legislate how we would 
run it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, will my friend just yield 
for one moment more? 

The gentleman from Indiana asked how the power came to 
be in the hands of the President to appoint this Commission, 
ete. That law put it in his hands; the law-making power, the 
legislative power, the judicial power, the executive power, all of 
that is put in the hands of the President, in a time of peace 
when we have peaceable charge of that country; and hence it 


| was that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison] ob- 


jected to that law, and thought that we ought to have what we 
might call essentially a civil law instead of a militery law. 

Mr. ADAMSON. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Har- 
rRIisON] had a very elaborate bill. He seemed to proceed on the 
idea that the eanal strip was to be the nucleus of the universe, 


| everything was to radiate from it. In our opinion, he took it 


too seriously. He thought that we were going down there as a 
piece of pure philanthropy to construct a canal for the com- 


| merce of the world; and we did not wish to go ahead and get 


lost in governmental theories 2,000 miles from home, ahead of 
our work. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I was not aware of the fact that 


| the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ApAMSoN] differed with the 


gentleman from New York. I see now that he does. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I do not differ with him in desiring good 
government whenever we have anything to govern, but I will 
say to my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Gaines], who is about 
the cleverest man I have ever seen and to whom I gladly yield, 
and if I knew anything that he did not know I would be glad 
to tell him, there is nothing in the strip that is at all homo- 


| geneous with American ideas except what we send there. There 


are a lot of people living along there, and you go along on the 
railroad—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How many people? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I think that perhaps there are 5,000 in 
that strip. There is one thing that the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. GAINES] and the gentleman from Pennslyvania [ Mr. 
ADAMS] would not dispute about. The old man is sitting in 
his front yard doing nothing, and no one in the world knows how 
in the world he makes a living. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am satisfied my friend from 
Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON] leans that way on that proposition the 
same as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams], if he 
were administering the law by the high sense of what a man 
should do for a woman and what he should not do. 

Mr. ADAMSON. If the Government engaged in benefactions, 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did not the Democrats here in| I believe it would be a benefaction to build the canal, and if it 
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desires to run a political government there, there will be plenty 
of time to inaugurate it. We should not encourage coloniza- 
tion nor business there until we get the canal built. That is 
the idea. We are not seeking to go down there and absorb our 
entire attention for years and years on a little strip 10 miles 
wide—not as large as one of our counties—and talking about 
theories of government when we are spending hundreds of mil- 
lions, perhaps billions of dollars, to construct the greatest en- 
gineering feat that the world ever saw. The best use we could 
make of the strip is to convert it into a beautiful park, and 
make a military and naval reservation of it. We would not 
only have the most beautiful national park in the world, but 
could mass provisions and munitions of war there whence they 
could be dispatched to any part of the world. Moreover, we 
would avoid jealousies and contentions with the Isthmian Gov- 
ernments. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I did not mean to provoke this 
diversion from the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON], 
and I hope I have not. 

Mr. ADAMSON. That is all right. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How far does the gentleman de- 
sire to elaborate the law which Jefferson had to have in order | 
to take forcible charge of that territory? 

Mr. ADAMSON. In that respect I will say the entire purpose 
of this bill is to give us two more years in which to see what is 
going to happen—to ascertain what is necessary. My own 
opinion is that, until engineering questions have been settled 
and we have determined what we are going to do, we can not 
intelligently legislate for the permanent government of the strip. 
For instance, the Count de Lesseps proclaimed years and years 
ago—and he certainly understood the subject—that Panama was 
the best place in which to get a sea-level canal on the Isthmus. 
Ile also expressed his opinion, which the world knows, that if 
you are going to resort to a lock canal Nicaragua is the best 
place. As far as I know, after having studied the question for 
years, after having consulted the engineers in person, after hay- 
ing witnessed the operation of the engineers in boring and seek- 
ing bed, rock, the stone foundations for the dam, I am satisfied 
that the only justification for going to Panama is to get a sea- 
level canal. 

I may be wrong. It may be that those who think that 
you can only get a lock canal there have the right idea. 
Yet my conviction remains that if you have to take a lock canal 
it will be better to throw away all you have done at Panama 
and go back to Nicaragua, where you will have less excavation, 
a better climate, trade winds, and better conditions in every 
respect, and, more important than all, we will have the canal 
so much nearer home. I do not wish to involve in any doubt 
or suggest any doubt about the ultimate success of our Goy- 
ernment in this enterprise. I used to be an engineer before 
I was promoted to be a lawyer, and before my people favored 
me by sending me to Congress. We conversed with those en- | 
gineers. We went across the Isthmus six times, and studied | 
the questions then as we had done before. I confess that I 
studied the question very much like some gentlemen study 
biblical matters, in order to confirm previous convictions; but 
I came back with my opinion confirmed, and with the accord, I 
believe, of most of my fellow-statesmen on that committee. 

Whether I am right, whether Mr. Wallace is right, no matter 
who is right, why should we get lost and confused in considera- 
tion of what our bill shall be as to citizenship, as to our respon- 
sibilities to other nations, as to the operation; that is not the | 
question at all when determining what we are going to do, how | 
long we are going to stay there, and whether we are going to | 
build the canal or not. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where are you going to get the | 
labor to build this canal? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, the labor problem has been 
very much exaggerated. Machinery has taken the place of 
manual labor. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
chinery? 

Mr. ADAMSON. 
laying down railroad track and running engines up to the steam 
shovels, which can load the cars faster than human ingenuity 
has ever been able to do it in the past. It will take a few thou- 
sand laborers. I am not able definitely to answer the question 
about labor. I think our Government can get labor at Ja- 
maica. The Secretary of War visited Jamaica, and I have no 
doubt the money in the Federal Treasury will be able to secure 
adequate labor. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why I asked you that question 





Who is going to run the ma- 
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The main labor consists of picking up and} had based their fallacious statement that they could get bed 





was whether or not you would have to get labor in the United 
States, and whether the men could live down there. 
Mr. ADAMSON. I should think not. 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You should think not. 

Mr. ADAMSON. No; I do not think it is possible. I think 
the gentleman’s own knowledge of history and geography would 
satisfy him that would be impossible. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I agree with you about that 

Mr. ADAMSON. Unless you can supply labor from Jamaica 
we would have to resort to cooly labor. There is no question 
about that. I do not care to disclose any statement of the Sec 
retary of War, but after our committee had left Jamaica we 
thought that the opportunities were abundant in the labor line 
there. The Secretary of War then visited the island of Jamaica, 
with what result I will leave him to say. 

The question of labor, however, Mr. Speaker, has been very 
much simplified by the improved machinery now used. I did 
not intend, however, to get into all this discussion as to the 
physical construction of the canal. The only change which 
this bill makes as to that is to so far amend the law verbally 
as to be consistent with the abolition of the Commission, if it 
is made. The construction of the canal, as all students of 
geography and history know, must follow certain formations of 
the land. The apex of the ridge in the cut is 285 feet. The 
river Chagres comes from the east; although people say from 
the south, it is from the east. It touches the canal about 30 
miles from Colon. The river Obispo, making a junction with the 


| river Chagres at that point, originated in the Culebra cut. 


The river Rio Grande originates in the same cut and runs to 
Panama. There has been some work done all along the apex 
of the cut for several miles, but I can not casually estimate how 
far. Practically 24 miles of the canal that the French com- 
pany has actually excavated sufficiently—well, perhaps not suffi- 
ciently for large vessels, but even at this time suflicient for small 
boats. 

Numbers of members of the committee did sail from Bohio 
down to Colon on the canal. But, Mr. Speaker, I did not intend 
to discuss the physical features of the bill further than to say. 
that the language about locks and dams was stated by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] on the committee (and I dare 
say he will state the same here) as not intended to exclude the 
idea of a sea-level canal, because when the wisdom of all the 
ages for the last four hundred years has been exhausted it 
will be found that the only excuse for the American people 
going 2,000 miles from their own borders to make a channel for 
the trade of Europe and Asia to go by without communicating 
with our own people or their own commerce is to get a sea-level 
canal at Panama. Of course every lock and dam is an obstruc- 
tion to commerce, and if you must have locks and dams you had 
better take them with less work 500 miles nearer New Orleans 
on the east and a thousand miles nearer San Francisco on the 
west. So this language of my friend the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. MANN] distinctly is not intended to interfere with the 


| discretion of the President to construct a sea-level canal if the 


investigations of the engineers warrant that. And I believe 
almost every member of the committee who has industriously 
studied the question and walked over the ground and through 
the ditches and sailed on the boats and talked to the engineers 
will tell you it is feasible. 

Do not get scared about the expense. Men who talk about 
$140,000,000 are dreaming. It developed before our committee 
in the hearings (and in that originated our visit to Panama) 
that these engineers and the former commissions—three of 
them, I believe—had investigated the question for years, 
had reported minutely and circumstantially, giving exactly 
to a cent the difference in the cost of the two routes, and yet 
they did not know a thing under the sun about it. That is the 
record on the hearings before our committee. If you will give 
Mr. Wallace permission- 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who is Mr. Wallace? 

Mr. ADAMSON. He is the chief engineer, and a good one, 
and he knows his business. He walked with us in the rain all 
the time, and showed us what he was doing. We know that 
he knows what he is doing, and he showed us the figures of 
his borings, where the French company and the French report 





rock for the Bohio dam at 120 or 130 feet. He showed us that 
he had bored 170 feet below sea level and had not found bed 
rock. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
you can speak of? 

Mr. ADAMSON. He is the only one I care to speak of right 
now. because he is in office, he is doing his duty, he is employed 
by the Commission, he is at work, and the only thing that lI 
fear, and, in my opinion, all that the committee fears, is that 
he will be interfered with and obstructed. We believe he knows 
his business. We believe he will construct the canal. The 
suggestion he makes is that if he can not get a sea-level canal 
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he will abandon the French idea of impounding the waters at 
sohio, and will build a dam at Gamboa, where the Chagres 
tiver enters the canal. His idea is that if the waters of the 
Chagres at flood time can not be controlled, he will build a dam 
there where the bed rock is near the surface, and then by a 
tunnel he will divert the waters of the Chagres to one of the 
oceans. Our suggestion to him on his hearing before us was 
that he go ahead at the Isthmus with the idea of a sea-level 
eanal, and then if he found that the flow of the water was too 
violent let the ships go on. He has to use dredging boats any- 
how. There was never a canal that did not need them. There is 
not a river under the jurisdiction of the River and Harbor Com- 
mittee that does not need them. Go on with the ships, and if 
the river brings in sediment, if it brings in obstructons, let them 
go on the best they can, and afterwards build the Gamboa dam. 

My own opinion, after looking at that celebrated river, about 
which we had heard so much, is that the difficulties connected 
with it have been overestimated. We supposed from what we 
had heard that it was as big as all out of doors. It is a small 
river, about 50 yards wide. I do not know whether it is wise 
at this time to abolish the Commission, but I am strong in’ the 
opinion that it is not right to condemn the minority stock, nor 
to give a particular court exclusive jurisdiction. It is not de- 
sired to condemn the entire railroad, but only about one-sey- 
entieth. The United States Government already owns the 
sixty-nine seventieths. That is a rather too high-handed measure. 
It might some time decide to sell out other people’s property. 
This Government is large enough and strong enough to afford 
to treat everybody fairly and rightly, and blessed will it be in 
this earth if it pursues that course. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from 
Georgia if he is willing to reserve the balance of his time, so 
that the House may adjourn? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserves the balance of his 
time. 

Mr. MANN. 
in the RECorRD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 56 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a report from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, a recomemndation as to the delivery of certain land pat- 
ents to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a 
statement of expenditures under the contingent appropriations 
of the Navy Department—to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Navy Department, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17579) to create 
a new division of the western judicial district of Louisiana, and 
to provide for terms of court at Lake Charles, La., and for 
other purposes, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 4570); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17580) vali- 
dating certain conveyances of the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company and the Northern Pacific Railway Company, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4571) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and [or- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the Senate joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 65) providing for an extension of time for com- 
pleting the highway bridge and approaches across the Potomac 


LT 


River at Washington, D. C., reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 4572); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 16989) to amend section 602 of an act entitled “An act 
to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” as 
amended, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 4576); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BURKE, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
18640) to authorize the Spokane International Railway Com- 
pany to construct and maintain bridges across the Pend 
d’Oreille River and the Kootenai River in the county of Koote- 
nai, State of Idaho, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 4577) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Comme”ce, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 18751) to extend the time for the construc- 
tion of a bridge across Rainy River by the International Bridge 
and Terminal Company, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 4578) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 
17097, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 18887) to amend 
an act approved February 28, 1903, entitled “An act to provide 
for a union station in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes,” accompanied by a report (No. 4579) ; which said bill 
and -report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the Sen- 
ate (S. 6244) to change the lunacy proceedings in the District 
of Columbia where the Commissioners of said District are the 
petitioners, and for other purposes, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4585); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
14534) to amend an act entitled “An act to incorporate the 
Washington and Western Maryland Railroad Company,” reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4586) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURNETT, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15988) for the 
relief of certain homestead settlers in the State of Alabama, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4587); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committeé of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCARTHY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18787) to 
amend the homestead laws as to certain unappropriated and 
unreserved lands in Colorado, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 4588) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
2654) to amend chapter 55 of an act entitled “An act to estab- 
lish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4589) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15322) correct- 
ing the record of Nelson 8. Bowdish, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4569); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5902) for the relief 
of the Central Railroad Company of New Jersey, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4575) ; 
which said bill and report were referrred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 
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Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18492) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to cancel the trust patent 
issued to James Wahkiacus, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 4575) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2, Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 581) for the 
relief of Henry Ickes, alias William H. Burkett, reported the 
same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 4568); which 
said bill and report were ordered laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16971) to grant an honorable discharge 
from the military service of the United States to Henry Schwet- 
helm, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 
4574); which said bill and report were ordered laid on the 
table. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to which was referred. the bill of the House 
(H. R. 576) for the relief of Hudson M. Harris, reported the 
same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 4580); which 
said bill and report were ordered laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 589) for the relief of Barrett Fran- 
cisco, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4581); whieh said bill and report were ordered laid on 
the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5706) for the relief of James M. Blan- 
kenship, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 4582); which said bill and report were ordered laid 
on the table. 

Mr. 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11261) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to correct the military record 
of I. N. Nance, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a 
report (No. 4583); which said bill and report were ordered 
laid on the table. 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13055) for the 
relief of George W. Collins, reported the same adversely, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 4584) ; which said bill and report were 
ordered laid on the table. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 


18800) for the relief of the heirs of Ambrose Hord, deceased, | 


and the same was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 18882) concerning li- 
censed officers of sail vessels—to the Committee on the Mer- 
ehapnt Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. BR. 18883) to amend paragraph 
17 of section 7 of an act making approvriations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes, ap- 
ra July 1, 1902—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

1a. 


Also, a bill (CH. R. 18884) to amend section 2 of an act entitled 


“An act to provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant 
sealer of weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and 
= — purposes "—to the Committee on the District of Go- 
umobila, 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 18885) consoli- 
dating of quarters, navy station, New Orleans, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

sy Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 18886) to make divorced 
persons of either sex ineligible for appointment to positions 
under the Government of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


YOUNG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | 











By Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on the District | 
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of Columbia: A bill (H. R. 18887) to amend an act approved 
February 28, 1903, entitled “An act to provide for a union sta- 


tion in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes “—to 
the House Calendar. 
By Mr. LAMB: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 217) to return 


to the proper authorities certain Union and Confederate battle 
flags—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A resolution (H. Res. 
491) requesting the Secretary of the Navy to furnish certain 
information in regard to the experiments with Gathmann gun 
cotton shells—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Memorial from the general 


assembly of 


the State of Rhode Island, in favor of the passage of H. R 
15983, consolidating third and fourth class mail matter-—to 


the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 18888) for the relief of 
Jeanie R. Bartlett, widow of the late Rear-Admiral John Russell 
Bartlett, United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

sy Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 18889) granting a pension to 
Eliza J. Petty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18890) granting an increase of pension to 
George L. Janney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 18891) confirming the title 
of the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company to 
certain lands in the State of Montana, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 18892) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Anna Nodler—to the Committee ¢n Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 188938) granting an increase of pension to 
William Dunlap—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill H. R. 18894) granting an increase 
of pension to John Schobert—to the Committee on Invalid P: 
sions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 18895) granting an increase 
of pension to James B. Simkins—to the Committee on Invalid 


| Pensions. 


ty Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 18896) granting a 
pension to George White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 18897) for the relief of the estate 
of Odon Ducatte, deceased—to the Committe on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 18898) for the benefit of the 
estate of John Linton—to the Committee on Claims. 

$y Mr. SHOBER: A bill (H. R. 18899) for the relief of Eben 
F. Buswell—to the Committee on War Claims. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18900) for the relief of Eben F. Buswell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18901) granting a pension to Ellen Cleary— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

$y Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of Forest City Harbor, No. 36, 
American Association of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vess« 
of Savannah, Ga., against passage of bill H. R. 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Petitions from citizens of Bayfield and 
Atwood, Colo., against religious legislation for the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Three petitions of 160 citizens of 
Pleasanton, Burton, and Clyde, Kans., against r 


iS 


7298—to the 


‘ligious legisla- 
ton in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of citizens of Spink County 
Pollock, and Huron, 8S. Dak., against religious legislation for t! 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of ¢ 
lumbia. 

By Mr. BURKETT: 


Petition of citizens of Talmage, Nebr 


against bill H. R. 4859—to the Committee on the District 
Columbia. 

$y Mr. BURLPIGH: Petition of citizens of Maine, favoring 
passage of a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post 


Office and Post-Roads. 
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3y Mr. CAMPBELL: Resolution of the Western Retail Im- 
plement and Vehicle Deaiers’ Association, favoring enlarged 
powers for the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the same association, against the parcels- 
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the same association, favoring laws to 
bring trusts under control—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition from citizens of Ozawkie and Wichita, Kans., 
against religious legislation for the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of the Massachusetts Wholesale 
Lumber Dealers’ Association, in favor of enlarging the power of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Horace B. Tan- 
ner-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Rhode Island Lodge, No. 390, Brother- 
hood of Railway Trainmen, favoring bill H. R. 7041—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of the Seneca (Kans.) Business 
Men’s Club, against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Ohio Millers’ State 
Association, favoring an extra session of Congress to enact leg- 
islation enlarging powers of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of citizens of Burling- 
ton, Windsor, and Windham counties, Vt., against religious leg- 
islation for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Petition of members of | 


the Society of Friends of Mooretown, N. J., against further in- 
crease of armament on land or sea—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Bordentown, N. J., favoring an 
amendment to the Constitution prohibiting polygamy—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Anna Nodler, wife of Charles Nodler—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Dunlap, of 
Bartholomew County, Ind.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of citizens of Marcellus, Mich., 
favoring enlarged power for the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of citizens of Wolcott, Enos- 
burg, and Johnson, Vt., against passage of bill H. R. 4859—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Resolution of the Indiana legislature, 
favoring the President’s recommendation relative to enlarged 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission in the matter 
of freight rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 221, of South Bend, 
Ind., against reduction of tariff on cigars and tobacco from the 
Philippines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of citizens of Hawarden, Iowa, 
against religious legislation for the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Whittier, Cal., against any change 
in the canteen law—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JAMES: Resolution of the Kentucky legislature, rela- 
tive to railway rates, indorsing the recommendations of the 
President—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. KEHOE: Resolution of the Kentucky legislature, in- 
dorsing legislation increasing the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. KINKAID: Petition of citizens of Newport, Nebr., 
favoring law to insure fair railway freight rates—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition that vicinity residence be deemed compliance 
with homestead provisions in the segregated strips pending con- 
struction of Government irrigation projects—to the Committee 
on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. LUCKING: Petition of citizens of Elk Rapids and 
Kent County, Mich., against religious legislation for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany Dill for 
relief of Thomas T. Ricketts and his wife, L. C. Ricketts—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of citizens of Furnas County, 





Nebr., against religious legislation for the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of citizens of Wisconsin, against 
religious legislation for the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of Wash- 
ington Camp, No. 49, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Pine- 
grove, Pa., favoring further restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PORTER: Paper to accompany bill for correcting 
military record of Joseph B. Moyer, removing charge of deser- 
tion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Dr. John W. 
Hays, of Albion, Ind., favoring bill H. R. 17335—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHOBER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Eben T. Buswell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 504, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Cooksburg, Forest County, 
Pa., favoring restriction of immigration-—-to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Summit Grange, No. 1155, of St. Marys, Pa., 
favoring passage of bill H. R. 183778—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Sugar Creek Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Cooperstown, Pa., against repeal of the Grout law—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of the Wolverine 
Motor Works, of Grand Rapids, Mich., favoring bill H. R. 
9302—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of R. G. Childress—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By -Mr. TALBOTT: Petition of citizens of Fords Store and 
Winchester, Md., against religious legislation in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3y Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition from Frenchtown Grange, 
Monroe, Mich., against repeal of the Grout law—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition from North Lake Grange, Washtenaw County, 
Mich., against repeal of the Grout law—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. WEBBER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Clarence E. Doane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
Saturpay, February 11, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 


SHIP DAVENTRY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers accompanying 
the communication from the Assistant Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor in relation to the ship Daventry are original papers 
and must be returned to the Department. The Chair asks the 
adoption of the following order. 

The order was read and agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That the book containing records of the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor in the matter of application for registry of the 
ship Daventry, and transmitted to the Senate in response to resolution 


of the Senate adopted February 3, 1905, be returned to the Department 
of Commerce and Labor. 


UNCLASSIFIED LANDS IN MONTANA AND IDAHO, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing a report 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, stating that 
no classifications have been made by the Board of Mineral 
Land Commissioners appointed under the act of February 26, 
1895, since May, 1901, etc., and recommending the repeal of the 
law as it relates to unclassified lands in the limits of the 
Northern Pacific grant in Montana and the Ceeur d’Alene grant 
in Idaho; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PROCEEDS OF PUBLIC LANDS IN CALIFORNIA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 2d instant, a letter from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office inclosing a statement 
of the amount of the 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the cash 
sales of public lands in the State of California to December 31, 
1904, inclusive; which, on motion of Mr. Perkins, was, with the 
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accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of William H. Poland, administrator of John Poland, de- 
ceased, v. The United States; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. | 
Brownina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills with amendments; in which it re- 


quested the concurrence of the Senate: 

S. 3044. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy McE 
Andrews; 

S. 3372. An act granting a pension to Mary A. O’Brien; 

S. 4156. An act for the establishment of public-convenience | 
stations in the District of Columbia; 

S. 4208. An act granting an increase of pension to Bessy For- 
syth Bache; and 

S. 5718. An act granting an increase of pension to Alma 
L’Hommedieu Ruggles. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

S. 41. An act granting an increase of pension to 
lette ; 

S. 1389. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
Knight; 

S. 173. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. Has- 
—_ . 

459. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Trev illian; 

S. 1258. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to better 
define and regulate the rights of aliens to hold and own real 
estate in the Territories,” approved March 2, 1897; 

S. 1452. An act granting an increase of pension to Mahala 


Sarah E. Gil- 





Forkner ; 
S. 1560. An 
Sweet: 
S. 1562. An act granting an increase of pension to Riley W. 
Cavins; 
S. 1565. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel N 
Rockhold; 
S. 1724. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. 
McCune; 
S. 2031. Al 
Gay; 
S. 2107. An act granting an incr 
McCurdy ; 
S. 2193. An act granting a pension to William Penn Mack; 
S. 2240. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel B. 
Mann; 
S. 2256. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Spriggs; 
S. 2291. 
Rollins; 
S. 2464, 
— 
Ss. 2538, 
Thomas: 
S 26 74. An act granting a pension to Ellen Orr; 
S. 2731. An act granting an increase of pension to John R. 
McC! ullough ; 
S. 2977. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Larrabee ; 
S. 2986. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Barkis; 
3023. An act granting an increase of pension to Sanford 
S. Henderson ; 
8S. 3194. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Gilbert; 
; 3378. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob H. 
Teck ; 
= 3389. An act granting an increase of pension to Joel Car- 
penter ; 
; — An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus N. 
sradley ; 
S. 3467. An act granting an increase of pension to Emmory A. 
Wood; 
S. 3660, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Oakley; 


act granting an increase of pension to William 


_ 


act granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 


~ase of pension to Andrew R. 


An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 


S. 3662 ato An 
W ilkins; 

S. 3722. An 

S. 3731. An 
McNally ; 

S. 3S41. An 
Bigger ; 


S. 3897. An 
Adams; 

S. 3914. An 
Branch ; 

S. 5954. An 

S. 3953. An 
Sanborn: 

S. 4025. An 

S. 4073. An 
W. Watson; 


S. 4101. An 


‘Ss. 4123. An 


S. 4128. An 


Kaufman ; 
S. 4214. An 
Roberts: 
S. 4215. An 
serkstresser ; 
S. 4492. An 
S. 4508. An 
Bybee ; 
S$. 4578. An 
Buck ; 
S. 4605. An 
Schmidt; 
S. 4619. An 
S. 4680. An 
Dickson: 
S. 4681. An 
Stubbs ; 
S. 4749. An 
— ‘rson ; 
4775. An 
. 481 tf. An 
Daseriy . 
4850. An 
Matlack ; 
S. 4886. An 
S. 5059. An 
Meader ; 
S. 5072. An 
McNeil: 
S. 5157. An 
Stephens ; 
S. 5233. An 
Reynolds ; 
S. 5234. An 
Leavens ; 
S. 5240. 
Barnard ; 
S. 5253. An 





Dic kerson ; 
§. 5323. 


Ge — << 


S. 5 344. 
S. 5391. An 
Johnson ; 
8S. 5892. An 
Willis; 


8S. 5463. An 
Sowers; 

S. 5499. An 

S. 5518. An 


S. 5539. An 


Mitchell ; 

Ss. 5577. An 
Smith; 

S. 56051. An 


S. 5669. An 


Hay : 
. 5705. An 

. 5818. 
r arnsworth ; 


nme 
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act 


act 


act 


act 


act 
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act granting an 
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act granting an i! 
act granting an 
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act 


granting 
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granting an increase of pension to William A. 
granting a pension to John W. Victor; 


granting an increase of pension to Arthur F. 
granting an increase of pension to John M. 
granting an increase 


granting an increase of pension to John W. 


a pension to Susan E. Bellows; 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


granting a pension to Mary BE. Ch ; 
increase of pension to Comfort 


granting an increase of pension to James HI. 


crease of pension to George 
increase of pension to 
ion to Ella M. 


granting an increase of pens 


granting an increase of pension to Henry 


act granting a pension to Joseph F. Kelly ; 


act granting an 


act 


act 


act 
act 


act granting an i1 


act 


act 
act 


act granting an 


act 


act granting an 


act granting an 


act 


increase of pension to John M. 


granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 


granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 


granting a pension to Anna L. 
granting an increase 


fartleson ° 
7 


of pension to Samuel T. 


John H. 


crease of pension to 
granting an increase of pension to Martha J. 


Hodgkins 


granting a pension to Garetta L. 
gr pension to Marcia H. 


anting an increase of 


increase of pension to Sarah VY. 


granting a pension to Mary 
im rease of 


SSey 


A. M ° 
pension to Tobia 


increase of pension to Samuel 


granting an increase of pension to Cellina I. 


act granting an increase of pension to Susan A. 


act granting an increase of pension to 
An act 


act granting an 


An act granting 
act 


act 


act granting 


act granting a pension to Matilda 


act 


act granting an increase of pension to 
act 


act 
act 


act 
An act granting an incre: 


John R. 
granting an increase of pension to Hugh R. 
increase of 


pension to Joseph 


An act granting a pension to Thomas Pickford; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Perley B. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Willian 


a pension to Martha T. Hamlin; 
granting an increase of 


pension to Lucretis 
granting an increase of pension to William W. 
an increase of pension to John M. ¢ 


Henderson ; 


granting a pension to Bernard J. Boldermann ; 


Albion L. 
granting an increase of pension to La 


granting a pension to Georgianna Puban 


granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
granting a pension to Mary L. Faunt Le Roy; 


se of pension to Herbert E. 
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S. 5819. 
Long; 

S. DS65. 
Gassett ; 

S. 5903. 
Duffy; 

S. 5960. 
Sargent; 

S. 5999. 
White; 

S. 6025. 
Theaker ; 

S. 6026. 
Girard Nit 

S. 6029. 

S. 6042. 
Williams ; 

S. 6087. 
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An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel K. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Foster W. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Belle K. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
‘hols ; 

An act granting a pension to Ursula Bayard; 


An act granting an increase of pension to James Y. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Salmon S. 


Matthews ; 


S. 6097. 
Clark ; 

S. 6098. 

S. 6115. 
Kanada; 

S. 6154. 
Claren; 

S. 6155. 
EF. Locke; 

S. 6171. 
Avis; 

S. 6174. 
Chittleson 

S. 6188. 
Sartwell; 

S. 6218. 
King; 

S. 6224. 

senny ; 

S. 6289. 

S. 6344. 
Dickinson 

S. 6346. 

S. 6348. 
Hyde; 

S. 6381. 
ilton ; 

S. 6402. 
Lewis; 
6414. 
<ief ; 

S. 6438. 

S. 64389. 
Conroy ; 

S. 6444. 
Burton; 

S. 6445. 
Holden; 

S. 6446. 
Gowan; 


1 


QO’ 


S. 6475. 


Slater: 
S. 6526. 
» 


CX 


~ 


S. 6548. 
Walker ; 

S. 6549. 
West; 

Ss. 6550. 

S. 6553. 
Ikennedy ; 

S. 6554. 
lett ; 

S. 6586. 
Campbell ; 

S. 6605. 
Sherwood 

S. 6654. 
Dampier ; 

S. 6699. 
Frost; 

S. 6718. 
Salg; 

S. 6728. 
Cowing; 


( 
F. Sheppard; 
{ 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 


, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edmund B. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Seth Lewis; 


An act granting a pension to Mary Elizabeth Mc- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie C. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Chittle 
"An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to Adam E. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Anna M. 


An act granting a pension to Charles Norris; 

An act granting an increase of pension to Richard B. 
"An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
An act granting an increase of pension to Richard FE. 
An act granting an increase of pension to John Ham- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


An act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting a pension to Cyrell Boutiette; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


An act granting an increase of pension to Melkert H. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Lizzie A. 
An act granting an increase of pension to John Mce- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen A. 
An act granting an increase of pension. to Levincy 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles T. 


An act granting a pension to Jane Johns; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Orlando 


An act granting an increase of pension to Martin Gil- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Laura E. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Simeon Y. 
"An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
An act granting an increase of pension to Moses 


An act granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 








8S. 6799. An act granting a pension to Ezra Walker Abbott; and 
6923. An act for the construction of a private conduit across 
D street NW. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 465. An act granting a pension to Erwin Fancher ; 

H. R. 746. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Gilman; 

H. R. 778. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Nicholas Swingle; 

H. R. 786. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
VY. Howell; 

H. R. 928. An act granting an increase of pension to Mark 8. 
Clay ; 

H. R. 1266. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
shall Cox; 

H. R. 1865. An act granting an increase of pension to Ormon 
W. Walsh; 

H. R. 2465. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A, Craig; 

H. R. 2479. An act granting an increase of pension to Lander 
Robinson ; 

H. R. 2487. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Rutherford ; 

H. R. 2695. An act granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
pher C. Cash; 

H. R. 2992. An act granting an increase of pension to Solo- 
mon B. Umphrey ; 

H. R. 3014. An act granting a pension to Louis Melcher; 

H. R. 3061. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Hardy, third; 

H. R. 3175. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
II. Pemberton ; 

H. R. 3526. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
H. Walker ; 

H. R. 3828. An act granting a pension to Lucian L. Tothacer. 

H. R. 3900. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam W. Donham. 

H. R. 3914. An act granting a pension to James M. Redick. 

H. R. 4454. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
F. Kraner ; 

H. R. 4721. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Hiutchinson ; 

lil. R. 4984. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


| EF. Bowman; 


H. R. 5000. An act granting an increase of pension to Jackson 
D. Siner ; 

H. BR. 5297. Ar 
ton L. Maxfield ; 

H. R. 5628. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie 
Creagh ; 

H. R. 5662. An act granting a pension to Julia Nolan; 

H. R. 5701. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Harper ; 

H. R. 5730. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
McEntire ; 

H. R. 6381. An act granting a pension to Chester Heiner, alias 
Justus Hahner ; 

H. R. 6439. An act granting a pension to Malinda McBride; 

H. R. 6846. An act granting a pension to Sibba Miller; 

H. R. 6910. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary BH. 
Campbell ; 

HI. R. 6992. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
B. Vandevanter ; 

H. R. 7060. An act granting an increase of pension to Palin 
H. Sims; 

H. R. 7218. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
F. Clarke ; 

H. R. 7423. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
D. Fitch. 

H. R. 7429. An act granting an increase of pension to John Q. 
Converse. 

H. R. 7443. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Henry Lewis; 

H. R. 7518. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Flynn; 

H. R. 7593. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. McGee; 

H. R. 7716. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. McIntyre; 

H. R. 8223. An act granting a pension to John J. Macentee ; 

H. R. 8352. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Salsbury ; 

H. R. 8478. An act granting a pension to John H. Pepper; 


act granting an increase of pension to Hamp- 
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H. R. 8626. An act granting an increase of pension to Rosa 
Rossiter ; ; 

H. R. 8791. An act granting a pension to Mae H. Tyler ; 

H. R. 8810. An act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin Shaffer ; , : 

H. R. 8820. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
L. Judd; 

H. R. 9059. An act granting a pension to Cephas W. Parr; 


H. R. 9130. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles | 


Van Wey; 
H. R. 9244. An act granting a pension to Enoch Voyles ; 
H. R. 9367. An act granting a pension to James ‘T. Collier; 
H. R. 9458. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
A. Harper ; 


H. R. 9478. An act granting an increase of pension to Austin | 


P. Hemphill ; 

H. R. 9598. An act granting an increase of pension to Ambrose 
N. Smith; 

H. R. 9772. An act granting an increase of pension to Z. T. 
Miller; 


H. R. 10039. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- | 


garet C. Hecker; 

H. R. 10210. An act granting an increase of pension to Ches- 
ter S. Rockwell; 

H. R. 10244. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Nance; 

H. R. 10487. An act granting an increase of pension to Almira 
Carico; 

H. R. 10506. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Gardner ; 

H. R. 10649. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
Harrington ; 

H. R. 10804. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Kearney ; 

H. R. 10837. An act grafting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth A. Copper; 

H. R. 11014. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
L. Duncan; 

Hi. R. 11105. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Fournier ; 

H. R. 11142. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. L. Groffmann ; 


H. R. 11316. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


J. Nunnemaker ; 

H. R. 11833. An act granting a pension to Jennie B. Johnston, 
formerly Blackburn ; 

H. R. 11861. An act granting a pension to Sarah E. Hayner; 

H. R. 11903. An act granting a pension to Bertha C. Hoff- 
meister ; 

H. R. 12093. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. MeMurtrie; 

H. R. 12824. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
J. Dickens; 


H. R. 12411. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 


D. Walser ; 

H. R. 12486. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Deming; 

H. R. 12670. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Nease; 

H. R. 12705. An act granting an increase of pension to Moss 
C. Davis; 


Hi. R. 12724. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard | 


L. Davis; 
i. R. 12753. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Martin; 
‘ 7 — An act granting an increase of pension to Octavia 
. Trull; 
H. R. 13061. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
8S. Tillinghast; 
H. R. 13316. An act granting a pension to Phebe Damoth: 


H. R. 13370. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas S. | 


Perry; 
Hi. R. 13444. An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
H. Harding; 


H. R. 18447. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
A. Rickman ; 


sian R. 13486. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
ovey ; 


H. R. 13503. An act granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
arine J. Hill; 


H. R. 13541. An act granting an increase of pension to Eph- 
raim E. Lake; 


H. R. 13881. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
Gabriel ; 
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H. R. 13888. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth Augusta 
Russell ; 

H. R. 13905. An ac 
Jones ; 

H. R. 13999. An act granting a pension to Charles §. Abney; 

H. R. 14021. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Earle; 

H. R. 14034. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
C. Sanders ; 
| H.R.14271. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Tinker ; 
| HI. R.143893. An act granting an increase of pension to Deb- 
| orah W. Annable; 

H. R. 14410. An act granting an increase of pension to Moses 
F. Colby ; 

H. R. 14456. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Leichty ; 

H. R. 14594. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
BE. Williams ; 
| H. R. 14759. An act granting a pension to Minnie C. O’Con- 
| nor; 
H. R. 14771. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
| ander Hawkins ; 
| 
i 


- 


granting an increase of pension to Moses 





H. R. 14958. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Burkholder ; 
H. R. 15018. An act granting an increase of pension to Joel 
VY. Green; 
H. R. 15045. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam L. Waterman ; 
H. R. 15096. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 
S. Winters ; 
H. R. 15149. An act granting a pension to Clara G. Bacon; 
H. R. 15151. An act granting an increase of pension to Ke- 
beeca C. Goodson ; 
| HH. R. 15156. An act granting a pension to Felix G. Walker; 
H. R. 15158. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Lessley ; 
H. R. 15262. An act granting an increase of pension to 
| Charles Brick ; 
| H.R. 15349. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
| C. Smith ; 
H. R. 15705. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Champe; 
H. R. 15715. An act granting a pension to Horace G. Robison, 
alias Frank Cammel; 
| H. R. 15727. An act granting an increase of pension to Lot- 
| wig Evans; 
Hi. R. 15748. An act granting an increase of pension to Evan 
| E. Young; 
H. R. 15750. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
| liam Bechtel; 
H. R. 15778. An act granting an increase of pension to 
| Michael Hanberry ; 
H. R. 15789. An act granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
| uel Bickford; 
H. R. 15873. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
| T. Moffett ; 


H. R. 15884. An act granting a pension to Julia R. Jones; 

H. R. 15904. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
K. Hughes; 

H. R. 15961. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
| Frederick ; 
| H. R. 16035. An act granting an increase of pension to 
| Church Fortner ; 

H. R. 16056. An act granting a pension to Frances Kirtland; 

H. R. 16089. An act granting a pension to Amanda Chat 
terson ; 
H. R. 16131. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil 
| liam W. Clift; 

H. R. 16137. An act granting a pension to Leocardia F. 
Flowers; 

H. R. 16148. An act granting an increase of pension to Mat- 
thew McKown; 

H. R. 16155. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
| H. Barton; 

H. R. 16222. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias 
W. Ticknor ; 

H. R. 16261. An act granting an increase of pension to An 
drew T. Welman; 

H. R. 16266. An act to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Henry Beeger ; 

H. R. 16304. An act granting a pension to Mary Damm; 

H. R. 16328. An act granting a pension to Lois BH. Bliss, for- 
merly Motter ; 
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~ a R. —" An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Thitfield ; 
H. R. 16389. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
F. Robinson ; 
H. R. 16394. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
C. Johnson ; 
_H. R. 16412. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Steadman; 
vale It. 16464. An act granting an increase of pension to Austin 
andy ; 
H. R. 16505. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Frances F. Mower; 
H. R. 16514. An act granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert W. Patrick; 
H. R. 16519. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
BE. Quick; 
H. R. 16527. An act granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
cis A. Heath; 
H. R. 16623. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Hitcheoek ; 
Hi. R. 16648. An act granting a pension to John F. Tathem; 
H. R. 16649. An act granting an increase of pension to Hans 
‘Anderson ; 
. H. ~ 16660. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
umell; 
Hf. R. 16686. An act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin T. Martin; 
H. R. 16688. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam F.. Robertson ; 
H. R. 16692. An act granting an increase of pension to Ger- 
trude L. Tallman; 
' . R. a An act granting an increase of pension to Gates 
). Parish; 
come R. 16748. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
riaSs $ 
Hi. R. 16805. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick A. Bird; 
H. R. 16814. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam 8S. Lyon; 
one R. 16818. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
‘leming ; 
Phe R. 16831. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
anks ; 
PP R. 16843. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
ountz; 
. H. R. 16853. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Trost; 
Hi. R. 16773. An act granting a pension to John Mather; _ 
H. R. 16864. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
M. Tuley ; 
If. R. 16878. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Spriggs: 
It. R. 16927. An act granting a pension to Mary Soupene; 
H. R. 16948. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy 
E. Rumer; 
H. R. 16959. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Wilde; 
li. R. 17034 An act granting-an increase of pension to Au- 
gustus W. Thompson ; 
IJ. R. 17045. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Forbes; 
H. R. 17058. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar 
Getman; 
H. &. 17061. An act granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
EB. Strimple; 
H. R. 17065. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
F. Griffith, alias Frank W. Morton; 
H. R. 17079. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
mund G. Ross; 
H. R. 17090. An act granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
arine Conway; 
Hi. 8. 17130. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Donnelly ; 
Il. R. 17146. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Carter: 
H. R. 17163. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Jackson ; 
H. R. 17205. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Haley ; 
HI. R. 17230. An act granting an increase of pension to Rich- 
ard Desmond ; 
IH. R. 172388. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Herod: 
II. R. 17280. An act granting an increase of pension to Ogden 
Lewis; 
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H. R. 17293. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Stewart; 

H. R. 17804. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Dustin; 

H. R. 17306. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Dallison ; 

H. R. 17829. An act granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
ham Roberts ; 

H. R. 17362. An act granting a pension to Nancy Bedford; 

H. R. 17368. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius 
A. Mahurin; 

H. R 17379. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
P. McCleery ; 

H. R. 17408. An act granting an increase of pension to Charley 
Franklin ; 

H. R. 17413. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Brown; 

H. R. 17418. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet J. Valentine; 

H. R. 17421. An act granting a pension to Jesse M. Noblitt; 

H. R. 17425. An act granting a pension to Annie M. Kloeppel ; 

H. R. 17481. An act authorizing the Alexandria, Bayou Macon 
and Greenville Railway Company to construct bridges over Red 
River, Little River, Ouachita River, and Bayou Louis, in Louisi- 
ana; 

H. R. 17514. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Williams ; 

H. R. 17544. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
M. Fisk; 

H. R. 17559. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Wilkes ; 

H. R. 17616. An act granting a pension to Delila Dyer; 

H. R: 17621. An act granting a pension to George H. Barrows; 

H. R. 17622. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
S. Pierce; 

H. R. 17627. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Daniel Kernan; 

H. R. 17632. An act granting a pension to James H. Thomas; 

H. R. 17639. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. Junken ; 

H. R. 17661. An act granting an increase of pension to Darius 


| H. Whitcomb; 


H. R. 17668. An act granting an increase of pension to Rosina 
Tyler ; 

H. R. 17680. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Hayes; 

H. R. 17682. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Ross Hartshorne; 

H. R. 17691. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Brann; 

H. R. 17716. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
B. White; 

H. R. 17737. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
F. Bonnell; 

H. R. 17804. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
W. Edgerly ; 

H. R. 17810. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Van Cott; 

H. R. 17811. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
G. Penrose; 

H. R. 17819. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
W. Callahan ; 

H. R. 17828. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Haney ; 

H. R. 17832. An act granting an increase of pension to Malinda 
Peak ; 

H. R. 17877. An act granting a pension to Joseph BH. Green; 

H. R. 17914. An act granting a pension to Maria W. Shaul; 

H. R. 17918. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
H. Terwilliger ; 

H. R. 17922. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann E. 
Snyder ; 

Hi. R. 17934. An act to provide for a land district in Wasatch 
and Uinta counties, in the State of Utah, to be known as the 
“ Uinta land district,” and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 17962. An act granting a pension to Chauncey B. Jones; 

H. R. 17973. An act granting an increase of pension to Bridget 
Enright; 

H. R. 17976. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
C. Kinsey ; 

a a R. 18004. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

. Boss; 

H. R. 18019. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah 
E. Codington ; 
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H. R. 18027. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Sloan; 

H. R. 18030. An act granting an increase of pension to Leon- 
ard Hammond ; 

H. R. 18033. An act granting a pension to John L. Croom; 

H. R. 18050. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Keough ; 

H. R. 18051. An act granting an increase of pension to Orson 
M. Markcum ; 

H. R. 18077. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Koonsman ; 

H. R. 18082. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Brown; 

H. R. 18083. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Chace; 

Ht. R. 18086. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Mastland ; 

H. R. 18089. An act granting a pension to Abby BE. Burritt; 

H. R. 18090. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Clougharty ; 

H. R. 18092. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Moore; 

H. R. 18094. An act granting a pension to Clara I. Ashbury ; 

IT. R. 18101. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
A. Demarest ; 

H. R. 18102. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Langdon ; 

H. R. 18103. An act granting an increase of pension to Willis 
Booker ; 

H. R. 18113. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liain Bottenberg ; 

H. R. 18116. An act granting an increase of pension to Abram 
H. Bedell ; 


H. R. 18132. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
J. Meeds ; 


H. R. 18135. An act granting an increase of pension to Jemima | 


Rosencrans ; 
H. R. 18145. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Leonard ; 


H. R. 18182. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Bothwell ; 


H. R. 18187. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam W. Moore; 


H.R. 18188. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 


liam Mock ; 








ff. R. 18194. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 


liam H. Lybe; 


H. R. 18220. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Cushing Hall; 


H. R. 18239. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Farmer; 


H. R. 18264. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank | 


Schumer ; 

H.R. 18271. An act granting an increase of pension to Bar- 
nard Bowers, alias Bernard Banee; 

H.R. 18278. An act granting an increase of pension to Soren 
Julius Thor Straten ; 

H. R. 18309. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Washburn; 

H. R. 18310. An act granting an increase of pension to Sinnett 
A. Duling; 

H. R. 18517. An act correcting the military record of George 
H. Pidge, of North Loup, Nebr. ; 

H. R. 18519. An act granting an increase of pension to Green 
B. Waller; 

H. R. 18322. An act granting a pension to Josephine Drink- 
water; 

H. R. 18339. An act granting an increase of pension to Lot 
Leguin Godfrey ; 

H. R. 18340. An act granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
tus Gralen; 

Hi. R. 18345. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
S. Peck ; 

Il. R. 18357. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
N. Ward; 

H. R. 18364. An act granting a pension to Sophronia E. Wil- 
shire; 

H. R. 18370. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Casey ; 

H. R. 18371. An act granting a pension to William H. Kendall ; 

H. R. 18372, An act granting an increase of pension to Chap- 
man Mann; 


IT. R. 18383. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Phelps; 





H. R. 18386. 
ariah Hall; 
H. R. 18388. 
Fergerson ; 
H. R. 18389. 
A. Tabor; 
H. R. 18391. 
raim F. Hays; 
H. R. 18294. 
W. Drye; 
H. R. 18396. 
venia Clark; 
H. R. 18482. 
H. R. 18433. 
Coopwood ; 
H. R. 18438. 
rine Loxley: 
H. R. 18453. 
Cc. Ryan; 
II. R. 18460. 
Sellers ; 
H. R. 18475. 
S. Anderson ; 
H. R. 18479. 
H. R. 18481. 
H. R. 18512. 
H. R. 18556. 
H. R. 18562. 


H. R. 18575. 
H. R. 18607. 
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liam C. Alexander 


I. R. 18615. 


An 


miah Carbaugh ; 


H. R. 18621. 
H. R. 18628. 
thony Weaver ; 
H. R. 18629. 
A. Rowe: 

H. R. 18631. 
D. Fulton ; 

H. R. 18683. 
Schneider ; 

H. R. 18684. 
garet L. Hance 

H. R. 18687. 


An 
An 


An 
An 
An 
An 


An 


Hall Johnston ; 
HI. R. 18697. An act granting an increase of pension to Jordan 
Garrett, now known as Jordan Freeman; 
H. R. 187380. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
M. Connor, alias Alfred C. Morris; 


H. R. 18745. 
man; 
H. R. 18760. 


| liam M. Short; 


H. R. 18777. 
bia N. Perkins; 
H. R. 18778. 
H. R. 18779. 

N. Green; 
H. R. 18796. 
H. R. 18806. 


An 
An 
An 


An 
An 


An 
An 
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act granting an increase of pension to Zach- 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
act granting an increase of pension to Eph- 
act granting an increase of pension to George 
act granting an increase of pension to Lou- 


act granting a pension to Myrtle Cole; 
act granting an increase of pension to Bethel 


act granting an increase of pension to Catha- 
act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
act granting an increase of pension to Linda 
act granting a pension to Hettie Fletcher ; 
act granting a pension to Paul G. Morgan; 
act granting a pension to Mary O'Dea; 

act granting a pension to Lovina Stokes; 


act granting a pension to Martha A. Tomp- 


act granting a pension to Vina Morton; 
act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


act granting an increase of pension to Jere- 


act granting a pension to Louise M. Atkins; 
act granting an increase of pension to An- 


act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 


act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


act granting a pension to William T. Chip- 
act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
act granting an increase of pension to Euse- 


act granting a pension to Francis Gentzsch: 
act granting an increase of pension to Israel 


act granting a pension to William M. Smith; 
act granting a pension to Baron Proctor; 


H. R. 18824. An act granting a pension to Nimrod W. Wat- 


son; and 


H. J. Res. 193. Joint resolution providing for the publication 
of 3,000 copies of Bulletin No. 27 of the Bureau of Animal In- 
dustry, entitled “ Information Concerning the Angora Goat.” 

[Subsequently the foregoing House pension bills were sey-- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commitiee 


on Pensions. ] 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 


had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; 
and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore : 


’ 


H. R. 10516. An act for the relief of Edward J. Farrell; 
H. R. 17350. An act declaring Grand River to be not a navi- 


gable stream ; 


H. R. 18207. An act to amend sections 1, 5, and 6 of an act 
entitled “An act authorizing the construction of a wagon, toll, 
and electric-railway bridge over the Missouri River at Lexing- 
ton, Mo.,” approved April 28, 1904, extending the provisions 
thereof to steam-railway cars, locomotives, and other motive 
power, and extending the time for commencing actual construc- 
tion of said bridge; 
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H. R. 18428. An act to authorize the Leckrone and Little 
Whiteley Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Monongahela River; 

H. J. Res. 184. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to furnish a condemned cannon to the armory at St. Paul, 
Minn., to construct a memorial tablet; and 

H. J. Res. 213. Joint resolution for appointment of a member 
of Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the legislature of New Mexico, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage in its present form of House bill 17939, providing for the 
construction of a dam and reservoir on the Rio Grande River 
in New Mexico, and for other purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented the petition of C. W. Post, of Washington, 
PD. C., praying for the expulsion of Hon. Tuomas C. Piatr from 
the Senate of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the American Hardware As- 
sociation, praying for the appointment of a commission to re- 
vise the laws relating to public lands; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DEPEW presented sundry petitions of citizens of New 
York, praying for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ lia- 
bility bill ;” which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Troy, N. Y., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Little Valley, 
Cattaraugus, Fredonia, Gowanda, Randolph, Buffalo, and AIl- 
bany, all in the State of New York, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing that any allotments which may be made 
of the Osage Reservation in Oklahoma Territory shall be sub- 
ject to the terms and conditions of a certain lease dated March 
16, 1896; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the Central Labor 
Union of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against the granting 
of a further monopoly of the streets in Washington City to the 
Capital Traction Company and the Washington Electrie Rail- 
way Company; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Hie also presented the petition of J. R. Daniels, of the city of 
Washington, praying for the enactment of legislation to estab- 
lish a juvenile court in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Newington, N. H., and a petition of the Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Laconia, N. H., praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Iion. REED Smoot, a Senater from the State of Utah; which 
were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a joint resolution of the legislature 
of California, relative to the establishment of a national park 
at “The Pinnacles,” in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the | 
Recorp, as follows: 

[Telegram. ] 
STATE CAPITOL, | 
Sacramento, Cal., February 10, 1905. 
Hon. Georce C. PERKINS, 
Senator, Washington, D. C. 
Assembly joint resolution No. 1. 


ships 16 and 17 south, range 7 east, M. D. M., a large body of con- 


glomerate rocks called “ The Pinnacles,” and which are the largest con- 
glomerate bowlders in the world, forming natural bridges, caves, and 
gorges, and are truly wonders of nature; and 

Whereas all of said land is Government land excepting about 200 
acres, which said Government land has been withdrawn from entry 


pending an investigation by the Federal Government into the merits 
of The Pinnacles as a site for the establishment of a national park: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, by the senate and assembly of the State of California, That 
we hereby indorse (that) establishment of a national park at The Pin- 
nacies by the Federal Government: Be it further 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be re- 
srantet to aid in the establishment of said national park by the Federal 

overnment. 

I hereby certify that the above is a correct copy of assembly joint | 
resolution No. 1, adopted by senate and assembly. 

10 LLoyD, | 


L 
Chief Clerk Gf the Assembly. 
Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of the Manufacturers 
and Producers’ Association of San Francisco, Cal., and a memo- 
rial of the Chamber of Commerce of Marysville, Cal., remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation giving to the In- 
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terstate Commerce Commission the arbitrary right to fix freight 
rates on railroads; which were referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation re- 
quiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia te 
be closed on Sundays; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a petition of Passumpsic Divi- 
sion, No. 163, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Newport, 
Vt., praying for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liabil- 
ity bill;” which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 32 citizens of Caledonia, Vt., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to acknowledge the au- 
thority of Christ and of the law of God in the Constitution of 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of Mount 
Pleasant Grange, No. 197, Patrons of Husbandry, of Mount 
Pleasant, Wash., praying for the passage of the so-called “ good- 
roads bill;” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FULTON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Hill 
County, Oreg., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Montevilla, 
Oreg., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the closing on Sunday of certain places of business in the 
District of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented the memorials of C. D. Terwilligar 
and 36 other citizens of Groton; of BE. P. Warner and 6 other citi- 
zens of Clark County, and of J. K. Sundahl and 10 other citi- 
zens of Raritan, all in the State of South Dakota, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation requiring that certain places 
of business in the District of Columbia be closed on Sunday ; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Illi- 
nois, praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of L[llinois, 
praying for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability 
bill;” which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6289) to provide 
for the abatement of nuisances in the District of Columbia by 
the Commissioners of said District, and for other purposes, 
reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 6051) to provide for the use 
of vessels of the United States for public purposes, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5814) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward D. Hamilton, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 6998) granting a pension to Helen B. 


| Messenger, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
| port thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


| bill (S. 7066) granting an increase of pension to Edmond W. 


Eakin, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3253) granting an increase of pension to 
Gilbert L. Eberhart, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 7019) granting an increase of pension 
to Annie T. Seaman, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


| referred the bill (S. 6940) granting an increase of pension to 
| George W. Enyart, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
| mitted a report thereon. 


COLLECTOR AT PORT OF NEW HAVEN, CONN. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 


merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7078) to fix allowances 
and percentages of the collector at the port of New Haven, 
Conn., to report it favorably without amendment, and I sub- 
As the bill is very brief and the Senator 


mit a report thereon. 
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from Connecticut [Mr. Piarr] desires immediate consideration 
for it, I make that request. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It provides that the collector of the port 
of New Haven, Conn., shall hereafter receive the following 
allowances and percentages: Three per cent on all moneys by 
him received on account of duties upon imports or tonnage. But 
his total compensation therefrom shall not exceed $3,000 per 
annum. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


PREVENTION OF SMOKE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. STEWART. I desire to call up the bill (S. 5108) to 
amend an act for the prevention of smoke in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes, approved February 2, 1899, re- 
ported by me yesterday morning from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. The bill proposes a modification of the 
law which is not very oppressive, and it is very short. It is 
necessary to have immediate action upon the bill, if at all, and 
I ask unanimous consent that it be now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is on the Calendar? 

Mr. STEWART. It is on the Calendar, Order of Business 
No. 3369. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is hardly the time to 
make that request at this moment. 

Mr. STEWART. I know it is not, but I think there will be 
no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 
asks unanimous consent that the bill indicated by him be now 
considered. It will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, and the amendment reported by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, which was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That on and after the passage of this act a three-minute continuous 
emission, except in cases of new fires, when six minutes continuous 
emission shall be allowed, or a total of emissions of not over sixty 
minutes in each day, of dense or thick black or gray smoke or cinders 
from any smokestack or chimney used in connection with any stationary 


engine, steam boiler, or furnace of any description within the District 
of Columbia shall be deemed, and is hereby declared to be, a public 


nuisance, 

Suc. 2. That the owner, agent, lessee, or occupant of any building 
of any description (the chief clerk of the Department or Bureau, if 
the building shall be one of the United States Government buildings, 
or the health officer, in case the building shall be under the jurisdiction 
of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia) from the smoke- 
stack or chimney of which there shall issue or be emitted thick or 
dense black or gray smoke or cinders, except as above provided, within 
the District of Columbia, on or after the day above named, shall be 


deemed and held ilty of creating a public nuisance and of violating 
the provisions of this act. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PROPOSED EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I gave notice yesterday that immediately 
after the reading of the Journal this morning I would move an 
executive session. I now move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I hope the Senator will allow me to in- 
troduce a bill. There is some urgency about it, and I desire to 
introduce it that it may have a reference. 

Mr. CULLOM. If I yield for that purpose I ought to yield 
for all other morning business, and as the court of impeachment 
comes on at 2 o’clock I am hoping that we shall get through 
with the subject of the treaties before that time. If we wait 
very long before going into executive session, we can not do it. 
I hope the Senator will not press his request. 

Mr. CLAY. I appeal to the Senator from Illinois to allow us 
five or ten minutes to introduce bills. 

Mr. CULLOM. 'I will yield, then, for the introduction of bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further re- 
ports of committees, the introduction of bills and joint resolu- 
tions is in order. 

PROPOSED PRINTING INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. KEAN. I report back with amendments from the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate the concurrent resolution submitted by the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Prarr] on the 9th instant to investigate the sub- 
ject of the printing of various documents, reports, bills, and 
other papers published by order of Congress, or of either House, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 


I call the attention of the Senator from New York [Mr. 
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PuatrT] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALiison] to this report. 
I ask for the immediate consideration of the concurrent resolu- 
tion. 


The Secretary read the concurrent resolution, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Committee on Printing, with two Members of the present 
House of Representatives who are reelected to the next Congress, to 
be appointed by the Speaker of the House cf Representatives, or any 
subcommittee of said special joint committee, are hereby authorized to 
examine into the numbers printed of the various documents, reports, 
bills, and other papers published by order of Congress, or of either 
House thereof, and of the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorb, and if, in their 
SS amar the conditions as they find them warrant remedial legis- 
ation to report a bill at the next session of Congerss making such 
reductions in the numbers and cost of printing and such changes 
and reduction in the distribution of said publications as they may 
deem expedient, with a report giving their reasons therefor; and 
that the said committee is also authorized to investigate the print- 
ing and binding for the Executive Departments executed at the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, and at the branch printing offices and bind- 
eries in the various Departments, and if, in their judgment, the 
conditions as they find them warrant remedial legislation to report a 
bill at the next session of Congress making such reductions in expenses 
and imposing such checks as they may deem expedient, with a report 
giving their reasons therefor; and said committee is further authorized 
to make any other investigation calculated, in their opinion, to reduce 
the cost of the public printing and report the result thereof; and the 
said committee fs hereby authorized to employ a stenographer, to 
examine experts and witnesses and to call upon the heads of HExecu- 
tive Departments and the Public Printer for such information regard- 


ing the preceding matters °as they may desire, and any expenses 
incurred in making the investigations aforesaid shall be defrayed from 


the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved by the 


chairman of the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the concurrent resolution? The Chair 
hears none. The amendments reported by the committee will 
be stated. 

The amendments of the Committee to Audit and Contro] the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate were, in line 1, page 1, after 
the words “ Committee on Printing,” to insert “ of the Senate;” 
and on page 2, line 8, after the word “ therefor,” to strike out 
the remainder of the concurrent resolution, in the following 
words : 


And said committee is further authorized to make any other investt- 
gation calculated, in their opinion, to reduce the cost of the public 
printing, and report the result thereof; and the said commitee is hereby 
authorized to employ a stenographer to examine experts and witnesses, 
and to call upon the heads of Nxecutive Departments and the Public 
Printer for such information regarding the preceding matters as they 
may desire, and any expenses incurred in making the investigations 
aforesaid shall be defrayed from the contingent fund of the Senate upon 
vouchers approved by the chairman of the Committee on Printing. 

And in lieu thereof to insert the following : 

And in making the inquiries required by this resolution said com- 
mittee shall have power to send for persons and papers, to administer 
oaths, to employ a stenographer to report its hearings, to call on the 
heads of Executive Departments and the Public Printer for such infor- 
mation In regard to the preceding matters as they may desire, to do 
whatever is necessary for a thorough investigation of the subject, and 
to sit during the recess of Congress. Any subcommittee may exercise 
the powers oe granted to said committee, and the expenses of said 
investigation shall be paid one-half from the contingent expenses of the 
Senate, upon vouchers duly approved by the chairman of the Committee 
on Printing, and one-half from the contingent fund of the House of 
Representatives. 


Mr. CULLOM. I think I will object to the consideration of 
the resolution. It seems to be a very extensive matter. 

Mr. KEAN. Very well, let it go over. 

Mr. CULLOM. If Senators desire to introduce bills I have no 
objection, but I shall object to the passage of bills this morning. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULBERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7158) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Dr. Thomas B. 
Waters, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 7159) for the relief of 
the First Baptist Church of Memphis, Tenn.; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7160) for the relief of John M. 
Heard; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 7161) for the relief of the 
heirs of Manning Harris; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 7162) granting a pension to 
BE. A. Camp; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7163) to fix the allow- 
ances and percentages of the collector at the port of Portsmouth, 
N. H.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 7164) permitting 
building of a railway bridge across White River, joining 


the 
the 
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township of Harrison, in Knox County, State of Indiana, and 
township of Washington, Pike County, State of Indiana; whieh 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 7165) authorizing 
the construction of dams on and the utilization of the waters of 
certain streams in Montana and North Dakota; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 7166) to authorize the 
sale and disposition of surplus or unallotted lands of the Fort 
Hall Indian Reservation, in the State of Idaho; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. KITTREDGE submitted the following amendments, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appro- 
priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed: 

An amendment proposing to apropriate $40,000 for improving 
the Missouri River at Elk Point, S. Dak.; 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $40,000 for improving 
the Missouri River at Pierre, S. Dak. 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $25,000 for improving 
the Missouri River at Springfield, S. Dak.; and 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $52,500 for building 
dams and constructing reservoirs at Lake Kampeska, Lake 
Poinsett, and on the Sioux River, South Dakota. 

Mr. CLAY submitted an amendment declaring “ options ” and 
“ futures ” to be obstructions and restraints upon commerce and 
to be illegal, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the post- 
office appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana submitted an amendment providing 
for a survey and estimate of the Mermentau River, Louisiana, 
from its headwaters at the junction of Bayous des Cannes and 
Nez Pique to a point in the Gulf of Mexico beyond the bar at its 
mouth, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the river and har- 
bor appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HALE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$100,000 for continuing the improvement of Portland Harbor, 
Maine, intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HEYBURN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- | 
priate $25,000 for the establishment of a fish-cultural station in | 
intended to be proposed by him to the | 


the State of Idaho, ete.. 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LONG submitted an amendment proposing that hereafter 


ana, was read twee by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

H. R. 17934. An act to provide for a land district in Wasatch 
and Uintah counties, in the State of Utah, to be known as the 
Uintah land district, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

H. J. Res. 193. Joint resolution providing for the publication 
of 3,000 copies of Bulletin No. 27 of the Bureau of Animal In- 
dustry, entitled “Information Concerning the Angora Goat,” 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE CHARLES SWAYNE. 


The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, Mr. PLarr of Connecti- 
cut assumed the chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pratt of Connecticut). 
The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Senate is in session 
for the trial of the impeachment of Charles Swayne, United 
States judge in and for the northern district of Florida. The 
Sergeant-at-Arms will make proclamation. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms made the usual proclamation. 

The managers of the impeachment on the part of the House of 
Representatives appeared and were conducted to the seats as- 
signed them. 

The respondent, Judge Charles Swayne, accompanied by his 
counsel, Mr. Higgins and Mr. Thurston, entered the Chamber 
and took the seats provided for them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Journal of the last session 
of the Senate, sitting in the impeachment trial, will be read. 

The Secretary read the Journal of the proceedings of the 
Senate sitting as a court on Friday, February 10. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At the last session a motion 
was made that attachment issue for witness J. H. Durkee, of 
Jacksonville, Fla. That question, under the impeachment rules 
of the Senate, must be decided by the Senate itself and not by 
the Presiding Officer. But the Presiding Officer suggested yes- 
terday that the decision of that motion might be delayed and 
the witness be communicated with. Accordingly the Sergeant- 
at-Arms sent the following telegram. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[Telegram. ] 
Frebprvuary 10, 1905. 


| J. H. DURKEE, 





all appeals from the United States courts in the Indian Terri- | 


tory to the United States court of appeals for the Indian Ter- 
ritory shall be taken in the same manner and under the same 
rules as appeals are now taken from the United 


court of appeals of the eighth circuit, intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MILLARD submitted an amendment authorizing the 
President to issue patent in fee to Mrs. Kiva C. Lewis, Rosebud 
allottee No. 3986, for the lands heretofore allotted to her, etc., 


intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and thirty- 
five minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

H. R. 778. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Nicholas Swingle; 

H. R. 16266. An act to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Henry Beeger; and 

H. R. 18317. An act correcting the military record of George 
H. Pidge, of North Loup, Nebr. 

H. R. 17481. An act authorizing the Alexandria, Bayou Macon, 


and Greenville Railway Company to construct bridges over Red 
, Ouachita River, and Bayou Louis, in Louisi- 


River, Little River 


States court of | 
appeals of the Indian Territory to the United States circuit | 





Jacksonville, Fla.: 
A motion for your attachment has been made, the decision of which 


| is delayed in the expectation that you will attend without further de- 


lay. Wire answer. 
M. RANSDELL, 
Sergeant-at-Arms United States Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. To this telegram the following 
reply was received. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


[Telegram.] 


JACKSONVILLE, FLA., February 11, 1905. 


Hon. D. M. RANSDELL, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


I can not travel without attendance of a physician. If you can au- 
thorize me to employ a physician to accompany me, will start without 
delay. Answer. 

JOSEPH H. DURKEE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. To that telegram the following 
was sent for reply. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
{ Telegram. ] 


FEsruary 11, 1905. 
JosePpH H. DURKEE, 
Jacksonville, Fla.: 


Your son, Doctor Durkee, has been, or will be, summoned. 


Start 
with him immediately. Answer. 


M. RANSDELL, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, nites States Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The last-mentioned telegram 
was sent this morning and no answer has been received. 

With regard to the witness for whom an attachment was 
asked by the respondent, Louis P. Paquet, of. New Orleans, the 
following telegram was sent to him. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[Telegram. ] 
FEeBruary 10, 1905. 
Louis P. PAQUET, 
2420 Ursuline avenue, New Orleans, La,: 
Motion for an attachment made because of your failure to appear. 
Wire at once whether you are coming. 
D. M. RANSDELL, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, United States Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. After that telegram was sent I 
received a letter written by Mrs. Paquet, inclosing a physician’s 
certificate. The letter and the certificate will be read. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


New ORLEANS, LA., February 8, 1905. 
Hon. O. H. Piatt, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: The subpeena sent to the Hon. L. P. Paquet, of this city, 
was received this afternoon. : 
January 31, and it is only to-day that we can safely say that he is 
mending slowly. The doctor states that it will be three or four weeks 
before he will be able to get out. I herewith hand you the attending 
physician's certificate, which speaks for itself. 

I am, very respectfully, Mrs. L. P. Paquet, 
2420 Ursuline avenue. 


New ORLzANS, February 8, 1905. 
To whom it may concern: 


This is to certify that Judge Louis P. Paquet has been ill since Jan- | 


uary 31, 1905, and confined to bed. While he is steadily improving, it 
will be three or four weeks [before he can] be considered cured. 
He is therefore unable to leave his bed or room. 


A. MAESTRI, M. D., 
Attending Physician. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. In reply to the telegram which 
was sent by the Sergeant-at-Arms the following telegram from 
Mrs. Paquet has been received. 

The Secretary read as follows: - 


(Telegram. ] 


New ORLEANS, La., #ebruary 10, 1905. 
Hon. O. H. PLatTt, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


On 8th instant I wrote you a letter inclosing physician's certificate 
which stated that Judge Paquet had been ill abed since January 31 and 
was still in the same condition, and therefore will be physically impos- 
sible for him to go to Washington. 


Mrs. L. P. PaQuet. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer desires 
to inquire whether there is further application for an attach- 
ment for either of these witnesses? It is probable, I think, that 
Mr. Durkee will start for Washington. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. We are not asking now for an at- 
tachment for Mr. Durkee. We shall wait until another meeting 
at least before we ask it. If he does not come, we will ask it 
then. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I suggest to the court that the matter of the 
application for the attachment of Paquet be postponed until the 
end of the session to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such order will be taken, if 
there be no objection. Are the managers ready to proceed? 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Mr. President, Mr. B. 8. Liddon 
was counsel for the plaintiffs in this case and appeared before 
the Judiciary Committee in the taking of the testimony. He is 
familiar with the witnesses and with all the facts of the case, 
and the managers desire that he shall be allowed to be in the 
Senate Chamber while this trial is proceeding so that they may 
have the advantage of his presence and his counsel. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the name? 

Mr. Manager PALMER.’ B. 8. Liddon—Judge Liddon. Of 
course, Mr. President, we are not asking that he shall appear 
as counsel. We only want him here so that we can consult 
with him with respect to the witnesses if we need him, so 
as to expedite the business and facilitate the progress of the 
trial. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless objection is made on 
the part of the Senate, the Presiding Officer will grant the re- 
quest. If any Senator objects, the Presiding Officer will be 
glad to hear what may be said on the subject. The request is 
granted. The managers will proceed with witnesses. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Mr. President, the witness whom 
we had intended calling at this time in support of the third 
article of impeachment, is a lady, who feels very nervous about 
undergoing the ordeal of appearing before so august a tribunal, 
and much pressure has been made upon counsel for the respond- 
ent as well as upon the managers. So we have, with that gal- 
lantry common to both sides, entered into an arrangement which 
will dispense with her attendance. I think the managers would 
much prefer that she be here in person, but we have agreed that 
the following deposition or statement, questions and answers, 
submitted to and made by her, shall, with the permission of the 
President and of the Senate, be treated with like effect as if the 
ai were present and had testified to the same before the 

senate. 

Mr. HIGGINS. We have no objection. 

- Manager OLMSTED. We ask that the paper may be 
read. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has no doubt that 
the managers and counsel may stipulate to that effect. The 
statement referred to will be read. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


My husband has been seriously il) since | 












239] 





The Secretary read as follows: 


Mrs. Annie BE. Russell, having been duly sworn, testified as 
follows: 

Direct examination by Mr. Manager OLMSTED: 

Question. Where do you live? 

Answer. Tyler, Tex. 

Q. How long have you been there? 

A. About twenty-two years. 

Q. You are engaged in running a hotel, or have been, or a 
boarding house there? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Have not at all? 

A. No, sir; we just had a very large house, and during this 
court Mr. Butler came and asked me if I would take some of the 
judges and lawyers, and I told him I would. We had a large 
house and were renting the rooms. I had only been there about 


| two years. 


Q. That was at Tyler? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did Judge Swayne ever board with you there? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know the date? 

A. No, sir; I did not make any memorandum of it, but 
was during that trial of the bank there. 

Q. In the United States court room? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know in what year it was? 

A. It was last year. 

Q. 19037 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know what part of the year—the early part or the 
latter part? 

A. It was January, as well as I can recollect. 

Q. Do you know how long he stayed with you? 

A. From the beginning until the end. I did not keep any 
memorandum of it at all. He was there from the time the 
court opened until it closed. 

Q. You do not know how long? 
time? 

A. I think it was about six weeks or more; I am net sure 
about that. 

Q. Do you know what rate of board he paid you? 

A. Yes, sir; $1.25 a day. 

Q. Did that include ledging? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That included table board and lodging? 

A. Yes, sir; everything. 

Q. One dollar and twenty-five cents a day? 

A. Yes, sir. 

. In the early part of the year 1903 he was there frem four 
to six weeks? 

A. He was there during the whole term of court. I find that 
it was from the morning of the 12th of January, 1903, to Feb- 
ruary 16, 1903; about thirty-five days. 

Q. How far is your house from the court-house—the place 
where Judge Swayne held court? 

A. Less than the length of a block. Not over a minute’s walk. 

Q. In going from your house to court and returning to your 
house from court did Judge Swayne ride or walk? 

A. He always walked. 


Could not approximate the 


Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Mr. President, the witnesses whom 
we had expected to examine to-day in further support of the first 
three articles of impeachment, and also of the fourth and fifth 
articles, have not yet reached Washington. We shall, therefore, 
have to proceed with testimony in support of the sixth and sey- 
enth articles, relating to the subject of the residence of the re- 
spondent within the district for which he was appointed; and 
under the arrangement made between the managers in regard 
to the matter, the witnesses upon that point will be examined 
by Mr. Manager PERKINS. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Mr. President, I will, if it would be 
more convenient for Senators, stand farther back from the wit 
ness, with the result of compelling the witness to speak some- 
what more distinctly than if I stand down here. I am subject 
to the court, of course, and will, if that be satisfactory, examine 
the witnesses here, or I will take a place farther back, as Sena- 
tors may prefer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless there be some reason 
to the contrary, the Presiding Officer thinks the witness should 
stand at his right here, and can be examined by the manager 
from any point he may choose to occupy. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Very well, sir. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. What witness do the managers 
desire called first? 

Mr. ons iger PERKINS. The first witness we desire to call 
is Mr. A. H. D’Alemberte. 


A. Hi. D’Alemberte sworn and examined. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Mr. President, I will first take the 
liberty of reading from the articles of impeachment what is 
contained in two sentences, the wording of the statute, which it 
is claimed under the sixth and seventh articles the respondent 
has violated. It reads: 


A district judge shall be appointed for each district, except in cases 
hereinafter provided. Every judge shall reside in the district for which 
he is appointed, and for offending against this provision shall be deemed 


guilty of a high misdemeanor. 
By Mr. Manager PERKINS: 

Question. Where do you live? 

Answer. Pensacola, Fla. 

(). lilow long have you lived there? 

A. About thirty-five years. 

(). Have you held any official position there? 

A. Yes, sir; that of tax collector for Escambia County. 

@. Is Pensacola included in Escambia County? 

A. It is the county seat. 

@. It is the county seat, and is a part of that county? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. Ilave you been tax collector for the entire county? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. Were you such tax collector from 1890 to 1903? 

A. I was. 

Q. During that entire period? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. And as such tax collector you have on the rolls the names 
of all the persons whose taxes were collected in that county? 

A. I do. 

(). And collect taxes from all persons whose names were found 
on those rolls? 

A. All whom I could legally collect from. 

Q. On those rolls were contained the names of persons as- 
sessed for poll taxes? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How are the names of persons assessed for poll taxes in 
the State of Florida ascertained? How is the roll made up? 

A. It is made up from the registration books so far as the 
assessor can obtain the correct names, and then he obtains other 
names which are not on the registration books. 

Q. What names are contained on the registration books? 

A. The names of registered voters. 

(). All those who appear to qualify and register as voters have 
their names put on the registration books? 

A. Well, it does not necessarily follow if names are on the 
registration books that they are qualified electors. 

«). But unless they are on the registration books they are not 
electors? 

A. No, sir. 

q. Can anyone yote in the State of Florida who does not pay 
a poll tax? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Ig not that a matter of law? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Oh, we can prove the statutes if 
necessary. But there is no question about it. It is to save 
time that we ask the witness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer will sug- 
gest to the managers and the counsel that the object of this trial 
is to get at the facts, and he hopes that there will be as little 
technicality with regard to the matter of examination of the 
witnesses as is possible. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. That is our endeavor, Mr. President. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS (to witness). You may answer the 
question, witness. 

The WITNESS. I will, if you will just repeat the question. 

Q. (by Mr. Manager PERKINS). Can anyone vote in the State 
of Florida who does not pay a poll tax? 

A. Yes, sir; he yotes if under 21 when he registers or if he is 
under 21 when the assessments of poll taxes are made for that 
particular year or if he has moved into the county or State and 
has not been a legal resident sufficiently long to pay a poll tax. 

Q. How long a time is that? 

A. He must be in the State twelve months and six months in 
the county in order to register, and must be a resident of the 
county on the 1st day of January to be liable to a poll tax for 
that year; and he who is over 55 years of age on the Ist day of 
January of the year for which the poll tax is levied is exempt. 

q. In reference to those who are thus exempt, is it necessary 
that they should have a certificate of registration in order to 
be allowed to vote? 


A. The law provides that they should obtain such certificate 
from the supervisor of registration. 

Q. Showing that they are exempt under the provisions of 
the law? They must register before they vote? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You collect the taxes also on any assessment against per- 
sonal property in the county for which you are the collector? 

A. The poll tax and the taxes on real estate and personal 
property. 

Q. The poll tax, personal property, and real estate? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You may state whether from 1894 to 1902 any tax was as- 
sessed against or collected from Charles Swayne? 

A. No, sir; not in his name. 

Q. Did his name appear on the rolls? 

A, No, sir. 

Q. When did you first collect any tax in that county from 
Charles Swayne? 

A. On the 2d day of April, 1902. 

Q. What tax was that? 

A. A tax on real estate—on unimproved real estate. 

Q. On vacant lots? 

A. Twenty vacant lots in a solid square, known as Square 240, 

Q. Where? 

A. In the city of Pensacola, Fla. 

Q. In whose name was that property assessed? 

A. Benjamin Hilton, of East Orange, N. J. 

Q. But the tax was paid to you by Charles Swayne? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was the assessment on that real estate subsequently 


changed? 


A. It was. 

Q. To whose name? 

A. L. C. Swayne. 

Q. When was that done? 

A. The succeeding year. 

Then, at any time during the period of which you speak 

has ‘Charles Swayne been a taxpayer of that county? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. At any time from 1900 to 1903 has he been entitled to vote 
in the county? ‘ 

A. I believe not, sir. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I think that is all. 


Cross-examined by Mr. HiGcGINns: 


Question. What is your full name? 

Answer. Arthur H. D’Alemberte. 

Q. Then you are not the W. A. D’Alemberte who is summoned 
here as a witness? 

A. No, sir; that is my brother. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I should like to submit to the 
President a request that the counsel speak a little louder. 

Q. (By Mr. Hicerns.) Do all the citizens of your jurisdiction 
who are entitled to register always register? 

The WITNESS. Do all the citizens of my jurisdiction entitled 
to register always register? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Yes, sir. 

A. I think not, sir. 

Q. Who was the L. C. Swayne to whose name this property 
was transferred? 

A. I think it was Lydia C. Swayne. 

Q. Do you know who she was? 

A. I do not, sir. I presume she was Judge Swayne’s wife. 

Q. Judge Swayne paid the tax for Lydia C. Swayne? 

A. He did. 

Q. Is it still on your tax book? 

The WITNESS. That piece of property? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Yes, sir. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Assessed to Lydia C. Swayne? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The taxes been kept up and paid? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is there any other property assessed to Mrs. Swayne besides 
that? 

A. I think there is a piece of property, about two lots, or 
three lots and a half, or, maybe, four lots, in block 11, Belmont 
tract, city of Pensacola. 

Q. Unimproved property? 

A. No, sir; it is improved property. 

Q. What is it? 

A. A residence. 

Q. Do you know whose residence it is? 

A. It is assessed in the name of L. C. Swayne for 1904, which 
is the first year it has been assessed in that name. 
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Q. Before that in whose name was it assessed? 

A. Judge A. C Blount, jr. 

Q. Had it been in Judge Blount’s name long? 

A. A good many years. 

Mr. HIGGINS. That is all. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I desire to submit a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I would state that there are one or 
two other questions that I desire to ask after the Senator’s ques- 
tion has been asked. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas desires 
the question to be submitted to the witness which will be read 
by the Secretary. 

Mr. CULBERSON. My question may be withheld until the 
manager is through. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Very well. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager Perkins.) Mr. D’Alemberte, when do 
you say this property was first assessed in the name of Mrs, L. 
C. Swayne—the house and lot? 

A. 1904, sir, is the first year it appears on the tax book in L. 
C. Swayne’s name. 

Q. During all these years that you have been collector you 
have yourself been present in Pensacola? 

The WITNESS. Been present in Pensacola? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. All of the time, or substantially all 
of the time? 

A. With the exception of a week or ten days’ absence; yes, 
sir. 

Q. Do you know Judge Swayne by sight? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever see him there except during a term of the 
United States court? 

A. I did not. 

Q. You did not, except during the terms of the United States 
court. During that time did you know of any residence that 
Judge Swayne had in Pensacola? 

A. None that I know of, sir. 

Q. None that you know of. Were you well acquainted with 
most of the people of the city? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You had occasion to be in all parts of the city? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You knew of his being at hotels or boarding houses during 
the presence of the court? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I would request that the man- 
ager do not lead his witness. It is perfectly easy to avoid it. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I have no desire, Mr. President, to 
lead the witness. I am merely calling his attention to what he 
has once before testified. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager Perkins.) You may state whether or 
not you did know that during the terms of the court Judge 
Swayne stayed there at hotels or boarding houses in Pensacola. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. That is all. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HIGGINS. There is a question to be read, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
question propounded by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuL- 
BERSON |. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Q. Do you know whether the respondent ever actually voted since 
he has been judge? And if so, state where and when did he vote. 

The WITNESS. Not in my county, sir. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have a question which I de- 
sire to have propounded to the witness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
question. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Q. Does the law of Florida require the payment of a poll tax from 
each male citizen of the State who is over 21 and under 55 years of age? 

The WITNESS. Before he can vote? Yes, sir; it requires 
him to pay it. 

Mr. BACON. I will amend that question in order to leave no 
doubt as to what I mean. 

Mr. HOPKINS. While the Senator is amending his question, 
I desire to present a question. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have amended the question 
and enlarged it a little, so as to cover all I meant. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will now read 
to the witness the question of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon] as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Q. Does the law of Florida —— the payment of a poll tax from 


each male citizen of the State who is over 21 and under 55 years of 
age, without reference to the question whether or not he votes? 


The WITNESS. It does; yes, sir. 
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Mr. Manager PERKINS. What is the witness’s agswer? 

Mr. Manager CLAYTON and Mr. Manager SMITH. The an- 
swer is “ yes.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the manager desire the 
question read again? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Lllinois [ Mr. 
HOPKINS] propounds a question, which will be read by the Sec- 
retary. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the answer of the witness to the 
last question may be again read. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Mr. President, if permissible, I 
would ask that both question and answer be read. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the answer be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Reporter will read the 
answer to the question propounded by the Senator from Georgia 
LMr. Bacon]. 

The Reporter read the answer, as follows: 

A. It does; yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, does the manager wish the 
question also to be read? 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. I should like to ask that the ques- 
tion be again read. It was a little indefinite, as the clerk’s back 
was toward us when it was read. 

The Secretary again read the question of Mr. Bacon, as fol- 
lows: 

Q. Does the law of Florida require the payment of a poll tax from 


each male citizen of the State who is over 21 and under 55 years of 
age, without reference to the question whether or not he yotes? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The answer of the witness is: 
“It does; yes, sir.” The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Horx1ns] 
propounds a question, which will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Q. Can not a man be a citizen of the county witheut being a tax 
payer? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Instead of “citizen” it should read “ resi 
dent.” 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Well, Mr. President, we do not want 
to be captious; but, in the opinion of the managers, that is a 
question of law, not of fact. I suppose we have a right to object 
to a question by a Senator, under the rule, and we object to that 
question. It is a matter of law, and I do not suppose the wit- 
ness is a lawyer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the objection ts insisted 
upon, the Presiding Officer thinks that the question is improper, 
for the reason that it relates to a matter of law; but the Pre- 
siding Officer would suggest that this examination has so far 
proceeded upon questions of law very largely. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Exactly. 

Mr. LODGE. Was the decision of the Chair that the ques- 
tion might be answered? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer thinks 
the objection must be sustained; but he took occasion to re- 
mark that the examination had already proceeded very far with 
the witness as to what was the law in Florida. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I should like now to ask for 
a ruling on what seems to me a very important matter. Are 
the managers for the House and counsel for the respondent 
entitled to object and shut out questions asked by the judges— 
Senators? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Perhaps not in the technical 


way in which objections are made in court, but the Presiding 
Officer thinks that either the managers on the part of the 
House or the counsel for the respondent have a right to raise 
the question, to be decided by the Presiding Officer, as to 


whether evidence is admissible. 

Mr. LODGE. Whether a question asked by a Senator is com- 
petent? My only purpose, Mr. President, is to know under what 
limitations we are acting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Presiding Officer does not 
at this time desire to make any binding or irreversible rule, but 
if such a case can be supposed as that a Senator should put an 
improper or inadmissible question to a witness the Presiding 
Officer thinks that, that question being raised, he would have a 
right to rule upon it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, on the question raised by the 
managers I desire to be heard for a moment. The question of 
residence is a question of fact. It is not a question of law. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. In order to settle the difficulty, we 
withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection is withdrawn, 
and the witness will answer the question, which will 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Can not a man be a resident of the county without being a taxpayer? 
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The WITNESS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BACON. I have another question which I desire to pro- 
pound to the witness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
question submitted by the Senator from Georgia, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Has the respondent ever paid a poll tax in the county of Escambia 
since the witness has been the tax collector of the county? 

The WITNESS. He has not. I should like to correct the an- 
swer to the question preceding this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will again read 
the question of the Senator from Lilinois. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Can not a man be a resident of the county without being a taxpayer? 

The WITNESS. If he is there on the 1st day of January the 
poll tax is assessed against him, and under the rule the collector 
is supposed to collect it. 

I should like to have that answer take the place of the other 
answer. 

Reexamined by Mr. Manager PERKINS: 


Q. I ask the witness if Judge Swayne, to his knowledge, was 
in 1900 to 1903 a resident of the county of which he was a col- 
lector and in which Pensacola is situated? 

Mr. HIGGINS. We think that is an improper question. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. The question is precisely similar 
in character to the question which was put by the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] and which the witness was allowed to 
answer. I ask him a question of fact. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the manager repeat the 
question ? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I ask that the reporter read the 
question. 

The reporter read as follows: 

Reexamined by Mr. Manager PERKINS: 

Q. I ask the witness if Judge Swayne, to his knowledge, was in 1900 

to 1903 a resident of the county of which he was collector and in which 


Pensacola is situated? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the objection? 

Mr. HIGGINS. It is a question of law. We have no objec- 
tion to the witness stating, but every desire to have him state, 


every fact he knows about the movements or the residence of | 


Judge Swayne, or where he actually or bodily was, but to ask a 
mere conclusion of law is, we think, improper. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. This question is precisely similar 
in character to the question asked by the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. Hopkins] and answered, in which the witness was asked 
to state whether a man could be a resident under certain cir- 
cumstances; and the Senator from Illinois truly remarked that 
the question of residence is a question of fact. It is precisely 
analogous to asking him whether to his knowledge a certain 
man was a resident of a certain place. I can see no distinction 
between the questions, nor does my learned friend on the other 
side see any difference. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Oh, yes. It is competent for the learned 
manager to ask the witness where the respondent stayed, where 
he lived, what house he occupied, anything about his actual 
movements out of which the question of residence would be es- 
tablished. Residence is a question both of fact and of law, and 
it is as to that mixed question and as to the legal result from it 





that the learned manager has asked a comprehensive question. | 


It is a question to be asked of the court and for the court in the 
end to decide. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Yes, Mr. President; but allow me 
to suggest that what the managers have to prove in this case is 
a negative. We are not to prove as a matter of fact that the re- 
spondent was a resident. We have to prove that he was not a 
resident. How can a negative be proved except by proving as 
best we can from those who live there the fact that the alleged 
resident was not there? We do not prove affirmative acts. We 
prove negative acts. Not what he did, not that he was there, 
but that he was not there. How otherwise can a negative ever 
be proved than by negative facts? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Was the re- 
spondent, to the witness’s knowledge, a resident of Pensacola? 
The witness may answer the question. 

The WITNESS. To my knowledge, he was not. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager PeRKINs.) Was Judge Swayne a resi- 
dent of Pensacola during that time? 

A. So far as I know—— 

Mr. THURSTON. Wait a moment. 


Mr. President, we object to the question. We agree with the | 


managers that they are required to prove a negative, but the 
only way in which they can prove that Judge Swayne was not 
a resident of that district is to follow him as far as they can, 
and they can follow him every day of every year and show 


where he was, show where his family was, show how much of 
the time he was in the district, how much of it out of the dis- 
trict, whether he lived there, where he lived there, where he 
lived elsewhere, and what his movements were all the time; 
and it is for the Senate as a court to answer the question, when 
the facts are shown, as to whether or not he was a resident of 
the district. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Mr. President, with great respect to 
my learned adversary, while doubtless it is for the Senate to say 
whether or not he was a resident, the evidence we offer is en- 
tirely competent. It is for the Senate to pass upon its weight. 
If we seek to show that a man is not a resident of the city of 
Washington, we are not obliged to follow him to the North Pole 
or the South Pole. It is enough for us to show that he has not 
been in the city of Washington. That proves our case. He can 
show where he was, and the court will give to it such weight as 
it may attach. We do not have to show where he was, except 
that he was not in the place where we allege he was a nonresi- 
dent. That surely is evidence and competent evidence, Mr. 
President, and the weight of it is to be passed upon by the court 
as is true of all competent evidence. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, we are not objecting to 
their asking this witness whether or not in any particular year, 
month, week, or day Judge Swayne was in Pensacola. That 
would be a proper question. It would ask for a fact. But 
they are asking for a conclusion which can only result from the 
consideration of many facts related to the law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The witness is asked really 
for his opinion whether Judge Swayne was a resident at a 
certain place. If this witness can be so asked, any number of 
witnesses can be asked the question, and the decision of it 
would then depend upon the opinion of witnesses. 

The’ question of residence is one of mixed law and fact, and 


| must be determined, as the Presiding Officer thinks, by the 


Senate upon the proved circumstances and facts of the case 
and not upon the opinion of witnesses resident in that part of 
the country. So the question is excluded. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. We have nothing further to ask of 
this witness, Mr. President. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the question, it seems to me, is 
a double one. It may mean, Did the party actually reside there? 
or it may mean, Did he legally reside there? If it is in order 
to make that suggestion to the Chair, I beg leave to do so. It 
is capable of a double interpretation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has already ruled 
on it. . 

Mr. DANIEL. In one interpretation it may be correct, and 
in another it may be wrong. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there anything more re- 
quired of this witness? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Not from me. 


Cross-examined by Mr. HicGins: 


Q. You are the tax collector of Pensacola, and have been for 
a number of years? 

A. Yes, sir; of Escambia County. 

Q. Is it or not a part of your duty to make out the list of 
taxables? 

A. It is not my duty, sir. 

Q. Who does make out that list? 

A. The tax assessor. 

Q. Of course he makes an assessment of all property, real and 
personal, for taxation. Does he also make a list of taxables for 
the poll tax? 

A. He does. 

Q. Does he tax all persons, or only all male persons? 

A. All who are liable for the poll tax. 

Q. “All who are liable.” Is that all residents above 21? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And under the age of 55, I understood you to say? 

A. Between 21 and 55. 

Q. When that tax list is made out, does it become your duty 
to collect those taxes? 

A. It does. 

Q. Do you wait upon the option of the taxable to pay his tax, 
or do you collect it from him whether he is willing or unwilling? 

A. I wait until the expiration of the time within which the 
law allows him to pay voluntarily, and if he does not pay, then 
I force the collection by attachment. 

Q. Did you ever collect any poll tax from Judge Swayne? 

A. I never did. 

Q. You never collected any from him? 

A. I did not. 

Q. He was not assessed for poll tax? 

A. He was not. 
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Q. Do you know what his age is? 

A. I do not. 

Q. Did you know what his age was then? 

A. I did not. 

Q. You have said that when the court was not in session he 
did not remain in Pensacola; or substantially that, as I recol- 
lect. 

A. To my knowledge, he did not. 

Q. What is your knowledge? 

A. Only in a general way. 

Q. Then, if it is only in a general way, why did you give that 
answer to the question? 

A. I gave that answer to the question to the best of my know!l- 
edge and belief. 

Q. What is your knowledge? 

A. That he was not a resident there. 

Q. You say he was not there except during court. 
know where he went when court was over? 

A. I do not. 

Q. Did you ever see him off or on the train going away? 

A. I do not go to the depot to watch what people go away. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I am not asking the reasons. Answer my 
question. 

A. I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Hicains.) Did you keep any watch on his move- 
ments? 

A. I did not. 

Q. Did you do it through anybody else? 

A. I did not. 

Q. Then if you do not know what his movements were, how 
could you say he was not in Pensacola after a term of court, for 
either a short or a long time? 

A. Only from what others had said. 

- Then it was only hearsay? 

. That is all. 

°. And not from any knowledge of your own? 
What is your answer? 

The WITNESS. I did not answer the question. 
think it was a question, and I did not answer it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I ask the Reporter to read the question and 
the preceding question and answer. 

The Reporter read as follows: 

Q. Then it was only hearsay ?—A. That is all. 

Q. And not from any knowledge of your own? 
is your answer? 

Q. (By Mr. Hicerns). And your statement, not from any 
knowledge of your own, is that he did not remain in Pensacola 
after the term of court was over? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is your answer? 

A. I do not know whether he stayed there or not. 

Q. I did not hear distinctly as to the time when you say he 
did reside in Pensacola, within your knowledge. 

A. I have not said so. 

Q. So far as you know, then, he never did? 

The WITNESS. Become a legal resident? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I mean to say, is there any house he ever oc- 
cupied or lived in there? 

The WITNESS. To my knowledge? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Yes. 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You have no knowledge on that subject, then? 

A. No, sir. 

Mr. HIGGINS. That will do. 

Reexamined by Mr. Manager PERKINS: 

Q. When Judge Swayne was present holding court, did you see 
him? 

A. On the street; yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever see him on the street or elsewhere when the 
United States court was not in session? 

A. I think not, sir. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. 
tion. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I wish to say this, Mr. President, will not the 
learned counsel kindly refrain from leading his witness—— 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I am not leading him. 

Mr. HIG iGINS. So as to have the witness answer the ques- 
tion “ yes” or “ no,’ " categorically. 

Mr. “Manager PERKINS I am not leading him. Most ques- 
tions can be answered “ yes’ or “no,” and that usually is the 
best way to answer a question. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager Perkins.) Were you about the streets 
and about the hotels and about the court-house at tin. : when 
the United States court was not in session? 


Do you 


[A pause.] 
I did not 


[A pause.] What 
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A. Only on the streets. 

Q. On the streets? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were you in Pensacola most of the time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you chance to pass on the street Judge Charles Swayne 
at any of those times when the court was not in session? 

A. I think not. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. That is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who is the next witness? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Call Mr. Northrup. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. While the witness is coming, I wish 
to submit to the President the authority on which I objected to 
the question asked by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins}. 
It is a ruling made by Chief Justice Chase in the trial of 
Andrew Johnson, and is to be found in the second volume of the 
Congressional Globe, at pages 166, 169, and 170, where it was 
decided that the managers had a right to object to a question 
asked by a Senator. 

I merely call attention to the authority to show that I was 
not objecting without some reason. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer made no 
different ruling from that which has been cited, I think. 


WittraM H. Norrurup sworn and examined. 
By Mr. Manager PERKINS: 

Question. Where do you live? 

Answer. Pensacola, Fla. 

Q. How long have you lived there? 

A. About twenty years. 

Q. Where did you live before that? 

A. I followed the sea. I made my home in Rhode 
previous to that. 

Q. You lived where? 

A. Narragansett Pier, R. I. 

Q. Do you hold any position? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What position? 

A. I am the postmaster at Pensacola. 

Q. How long have you been the postmaster at Pensacola? 

A. I was appointed on the 7th of March, 1903. 

Q. Appointed by whom? 

A. By the President. 

Q. You have been postmaster since? 


Island 


A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And still are? Do you know Judge Charles Swayne? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you known him many years? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Q. When did you first know him? 
A. In Pensacola. 

Q. When? 

About 1890, I think. 

Q. Did he at any time board with you? 

A. Yes, sir; he boarded at my house. 

Q. You had a boarding house in Pensacola? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Down to what time did you keep that boarding house? 

A. Down to 1898, or about that time. 

Q. During what years did Judge Swayne board with you? 

A. From 1891 to about 1896. 

Q. During what periods of the year in those years was he at 
your house? 

A. He was there at the fall term of the court and the spring 
or summer term. Whenever the court was in session, he was at 
my house. 

Q. What time was the fall term held? 

A. I do not remember. 

Q. About? 

A. October or November; something like that. 

Q. At what time was the spring term held; about when? 

A. In March, or about that time. 

Q. Do you know of his stopping at any other place in Pensa- 
cola between 1891 and 1896? 

A. No, sir; I do not remember where he did stop. 

Q. That was not the question. Do you know whether he 
stopped anywhere except with you? 

A. No, sir; I do not remember. 

Q. You do not remember? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You do not remember that he stopped anywhere else? 

A. No, sir; I do not remember whether he stopped anywhere 
else or not. 

Q. Have you any recollection of any other place at which he 
did stop? 
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A. Yes, sir; I know that he stopped at the Escambia Hotel. 

Q. Yes; but prior to 1896? 

A. No, sir; I do not remember; I do not know. 

Q. When did he first stop at the Escambia Hotel, to your 
knowledge? 

A. I do not remember, sir. I can not tell you. 

@. Do you remember whether or not it was subsequent to his 
stopping with you? 

A. I think it was after 1896. 

Q. Do I understand you to say he never stopped with you 
after 1896? 

A. I am not positive as to that; I do not think he did. 

Q. That is your recollection. Now, you may state how long 
Judge Swayne stopped in Pensacola during those years. 

A. Ido not know how long he stopped. 

Q. How long did he stop with you? 

A. He stopped at my house during the term of court, the 
different times when it was held there. 

Q. Did he stop there at any other times than during the terms 
of court? 


A. No, sir. 

Q. When did he arrive? 

A. He arrived there usually on the night before opening court. 

Q. The night before opening court? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When did he leave? 

A. He left as soon as the court was adjourned. 

Q. During those years did you know of his being in Pensa- 
cola any time except when the court was in session? 


A. No, sir. 

Q. You have lived in Pensacola for many years? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Are you largely acquainted with the residents? 

The WITNESS. With the residence portion? 

). With the residents of Pensacola? 

A. Yes, sir. 

). How large a place is it? 

A. Something between twenty and twenty-five thousand. 

Q. What room did Judge Swayne take when he boarded at 
your house? 

A. He took any room that was vacant. 

Q. He took any room that was vacant? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In the same way that any other boarder who came there? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did he pay for any room in your house except when he was 
present? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. When he went away did he leave in your house any of his 
personal effects? 

A. Not that I know of. 

(. What was done with his room when he vacated it? 

A. Some one else generally got it. 

@. Did you ever have any talk with Judge Swayne with ref- 
erence to buying a house in Pensacola? 

A. Yes, sir. 

). When was that? 

A. I think it was along about 1896 or 1897. 
). 1896 or 1897? 

A. Yes, sir. 

©. You may state what he said in reference to that matter, 
about the house he wanted. 

A. He described such a house as he wanted, and I took him 
in a buggy with me at one time, and we drove argund the city 
to see if he could locate a house that would suit him. 

®. Will you state what he said as to the kind of house he 
wanted? 

A. He said he wanted a house with large parlors. He wanted 
a 40-foot parlor, was one thing. He wanted a tile bathroom 
and a hard-wood library—such a house as that. 

(). Were there any houses of that kind in Pensacola that you 


knew 
A. Not at that time; no, sir. 
(). You are pretty well acquainted with the houses? 
A. Yes, sir. 
@. Did you at one time look at a house there with Judge 


Swayne? 

\. Well, I rode around in my buggy with him, but I did not 
go into any of the houses. I pointed out the houses that could 
be bought. 

(). Was there a house opposite to you that was for sale? 

A. Yes, sir. 

©. Whose house was that? 

A. It belonged to Charley Wilson, a place called “ Winter 
Rest.” 
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Q. When was it that that house was for sale? 
A. In 1896 or 1897. 
Q. What sort of a house was that? 
A. It was a fine house. It cost $15,000, I understand. 
. You may state whether or not that house had parlors 40 
feet long. 

A. It had a parlor 40 feet long, but it had pillars which ob- 
structed the parlor. 

Q. What did Judge Swayne say about the pillars? 

A. He did not say anything about those pillars, but he de- 
scribed a parlor that would be unobstructed 40 feet long. 

Q. He wanted a parlor 40 feet long without any obstruction? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In this house it was obstructed by pillars? 

A. Yes, sir; by pillars. 

Q. Do you know whether he went into that house, or do you 
not know? 

A. No, sir; I do not know that. 

Q. Have you any knowledge of Judge Swayne’s going into 
any other house that you pointed out to him? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What did he say when you pointed out any of these 
houses? Do you remember? 

A. No, sir; I do not remember. 

Q. You do not remember what he said? You do remember 
that he did not go in to examine the houses? 

A. He did not go in to examine any houses. 

Q. You were well acquainted with Pensacola during all these 
years? 
. Yes, sir. 
Were there houses for sale in Pensacola? 
Yes, sir. 
And houses to rent in Pensacola? 
Yes, sir. 
Plenty of them? 
I do not know about that. There were houses to rent and 
houses for sale—always have been. 

Q. How many houses did you point out to Judge Swayne that 
were for sale? 

A. Four. 

Q. What sort of houses were those? 

A. They were nice houses. 

Q. Was there plenty of vacant land and vacant lots in Pen- 
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| sacola? 


A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And still are, I presume? 

A. And still are, yes, sir; acres of them. 

Q. On which it would be possible to build a house? 

A. It would be; yes, sir. 

Q. Lots in a good part of the town? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know whether or not Judge Swayne finally bought 
a house in Pensacola? 

A. He did. 

Q. When was that? 

A. I think that was in 1902 or 1903. 

Q. A house that belonged to Mr. Blount? 

A. Yes, sir; it belonged to Judge Blount. 

Q. How long had that house been in the city? 

A. About eight years—perhaps eight or nine years. 

Q. Have you ever been in the house? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What sort of a house was that? 

A. Well, ip is a one-story, comfortable house. 

Q. A one-story house? 

A. Not a very pretentious bouse. 

Q. A smaller house than the house you showed him? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. From its outside dimensions, would you think that was a 
house that contained a 40-foot parlor? 

A. I should think not. 

Q. There would not be room for it in that house, would there? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Now, down to 1896 did you ever see Judge Swayne in 
Pensacola except during the periods when, as you understood, 
the United States court was in session? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I should like to have that 
question read. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Very well; let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question will be read by 
the stenographer. 

‘The question was read by the reporter, as follows: 

Now, down to 1896 did you ever see Judge Swayne in Pensacola 


except during the periods when, as you understood, the United States 
court was in session? 
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Mr. Manager PERKINS. Is there any objection to it? 

Mr. HIGGINS. It is very close to a leading question, but we 
will withdraw any objection to it. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I do not think it is leading at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The witness may answer. 

The WITNESS. No, sir; I do not remember of seeing him 
there at any other time. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager PERKINS.) 
Swayne in Pensacola since 1896? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. At what times have you seen him there? 

A. At different times when he was holding court and at other 
times. He has been residing there since 1902, I think. 

Q. Has he been residing there since this house was bought of 
Blount? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Since that time, whenever that was? 

A. Yes, sir; he resided there since then. 

Q. And you do not know, do you, whether that purchase was 
in the spring of 1902 or the spring of 1903? 

A. I do not know. 

Q. Now, when Judge Swayne stayed with you did he have any 
of his family with him? 

A. He did at times; yes, sir. 

Q. Whom? 

A. He had his son and daughter, his mother, and his wife 
there. 

Q@. How many times? 

A. On one or two occasions. 

Q. On one or two occasions? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long were they there? 

A. A very short period. 

Q. A few days? 

A. Yes, sir; a few days. 

Q. Do you remember what was the occasion when his wife 
was there? 

A. No, sir; I do not. 

Q. You do not remember about that? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did they leave when he left? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How many days in the year, or about how many days is 
it your recollection, that Judge Swayne stopped with you during 
each year from 1892 to 1896? About how long? 

A. Well, it was during the term of court. 

Q. How long was that? 

A. I think from two weeks to four weeks. 
usually held from two to four weeks. 

Q. About what was the entire time that he stayed with you 
in any one year, to the best of your recollection? 

A. Well, I should put it at six weeks. 

@. Will you say that he did not exceed six weeks in any one 
year to the best of your recollection? 

A. Yes, sir. 

©. Did you notice any difference between 1892 and 1898 and 
1895 and 1896 in reference to Judge Swayne’s stays at Pen- 
sacola? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What difference? 


Have you seen Judge 
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directions with you in reference to forwarding letters after the 


spring term or any term. 

A. I do not remember as to letters. He left me his address, 
at one time at Guyencourt, at another time at Wilmington, Del. 

Q. When did he leave you the address at Guyencourt? 

A. Well, it must have been along in 1893, 1894. 

Q. 1893 or 1894? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. He left you that address when he left your house? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And when did he leave you the address at Wilmington, 
Del.? 

A. That was about 1900. 

Q. About 1900? 

A. I think so. 

Q. Was that after he had ceased to board with you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. It was subsequent to that? 

A. Subsequent to that; yes, sir. 

Q. That he gave you his address at Wilmington, Del.? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What time of vear was that? 

A. I do not remen:ber what time of year it was. 

Q. Do I understand you to say that you do or do not remember 
whether Judge Swayne left any address as to where his mail 
should be forwarded? 

A. He did not leave any address as to his mails; that is, not 
to me as postmaster, but he gave me his address when he left 
there along in 1893 or 1894 at Guyencourt, and about 1900 he 
gave me another address, Wilmington, Del. 

Q. Was the address given you at Guyencourt in 18938 and 
1894 changed down to 1900? 

A. I do not remember of its being changed at all. 

Q. I thought you said that about 1900 he gave his address at 
Wilmington? 

A. Yes, sir; 1900. 

Q. Had there been any change in the Guyencourt address 
from the time he gave it to you until he gave you the Wilming- 
ton address’? 


A. No, sir. 
Q. Did he ever give you any other address? 
A. No, sir. 


Mr. Manager PERKINS. I think that is all. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to ask the witness a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

What rate of board did Judge Swayne pay whilst a boarder in your 
house ?¢ 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. 
that again? 

The Secretary again read the question. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, in view of what was stated 
a moment ago on behalf of the managers as to the right of the 
managers to object to a question propounded by a Senator, and 
particularly in view of what was stated as to the ruling of the 


Will the Secretary kindly read 


| Chief Justice in the trial of Andrew Johnson, I deem it my duty 


to call attention to the fact that on page 310 of Extracts from 
Journals of the Senate of the United States of America in Cases 


| of Impeachment I find the following ruling by the Chief Justice. 


A. I noticed that he has been there a great deal more since | 


1900 than he was previous to that time. 

Q. But that was not the question I asked. Just notice, wit- 
ness, and get your dates right. You say he has been there 
more since 1900? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was there any difference in his stays at your house be- 
tween 1892 and 1896, when he was staying at your house? 

A. No, sir: it was about the same thing. 

Q. It was just about the same during those five years? 

A. Just about the same thing. 

q. Have you held any other offices in Pensacola since 1890 
than postmaster? 

A. | have been city councilman, mayor of the city, and on 
different boards—city boards. 

©. Then you held different official positions between 1890 and 
1900? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long a portion of the time have you been in Pensa- 
cola from 1892 to 1900? 

A. A greater portion; nearly all the time. 

Q. Nearly all the time? 

A. Nearly all the time; yes, sir. 


Q. You may state whether or not Judge Swayne left any 





Mr. Johnson, Senator, having asked a question, objection was 
made by the managers. 


Mr. Manager Bingham having commenced an argument in support of 
the objection, 

Mr. Davis raised the question of order that it was not in order for 
the managers to object to a question propounded by a member of the 
Senate. 

The Chief Justice ruled that neither the managers nor the counsel 


had a right to object to a question being put by a member of the Sen 
ate, but might discuss the admissibility al the evidence to be given in 
answer to such question. 

The ruling by the Chief Justice was submitted to the Senate 
and was sustained by the Senate, the rule on that subject being 
Rule XVIII, Governing Impeachment Trials, which reads as 
follows: 

XVIII. If a Senator wishes a question to be put to a witness, or to 
offer a motion or order (except a motion to adjourn), it shall 
duced to writing, and put by the Presiding Officer. 

In other words, the rule is without qualification; and this 
the first time I ever heard it suggested that a court conducti: 
a trial did not have a right to put any question the court might 
see fit to ask. If there be any ruling such as managers have 
stated there is, made by the Chief Justice in the course of that 
trial, I have overlooked it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I withdraw the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is withdrawn. 
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CROSS-EXAMINATION OF WILLIAM H. NORTHRUP. 
By Mr. HIGGIns: 

Q. Mr. Northrup, do you know that Judge Swayne after the 
summer or autumn of 1894, and prior to 1900, when he came to 
Pensacola always stayed at your house and never anywhere 
else? 

A. He stayed at my house. I do not know of his staying any- 
where else. 

Q. I say that you know when he stayed at your house? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. But do you know whether he stayed at other times else- 
where than at your house? 

A. No, sir; I do not. 

Q. You do not? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. I will ask you if you do not know that he stayed, and fre- 
quently stayed, during those years at the Escambia Hotel? 

A. I do not remember when he stayed at the Escambia Hotel. 
I do not remember what the date was. 

Q. Do you remember of his being ill at the Escambia Hotel 
and your nursing him there? 

A. I do. 

Q. When was that? 

A. I do not remember, sir. 

Q. Then you do know that you nursed him there once? 

A. I do. 

Q. And might he not have been there when you did not know 
it and did not nurse him? 

A. It is possible. 

Q. I understand you took him and drove to look at houses? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. One drive? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. And that he went into no one of the four houses you 
showed him? 

A. Not to my knowledge. 


@. But you were with him, and you would have seen him? 
A. At that time. 

Q. On that drive he went into no house? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Were those houses for sale or for rent or both? 

A. Both. 

Q. Both for sale or rent at the time? 

A. Yes, sir. 


@. Were they occupied by residents or were they unoccupied 
houses? 

A. I think two of them were occupied; the other two were not. 

@. Could possession of the two that were occupied have been 
obtained at once, families being already in them? 

A. I do not know about that. 

@. You do not know that? 

A. I merely know that they were for sale. 

Q. Not having gone into the house, Judge Swayne could ex- 
press no opinion to you as to the character of the house suiting 
him? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know whether he examined properties in Pensa- 
cola with anybody else besides you for the purposes of residence? 

A. No, sir; I do not know. I have heard that he did. 

Q. Do you know when? 

A. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the witness does not know 
and has only heard, of course he can not state it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Certainly not. 

@. (By Mr. Hieains.) What reason did he give for driving 
around with you to look at those houses? 

A. Well, he told me that he intended to purchase a house if 
he could find one to suit him. 

Q. You say that you did not see him except during terms of 
court? 

A. Between 1891 and 1896 I do not remember of seeing him 
except during the terms of court. 

Q. And at that time you were not postmaster? 


A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know what is known as the “ Simmons cottage?” 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What street is that on? 

A. On Wright and Barcelona, I think, 

Q. Did Judge Swayne ever occupy that with his family? 


A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What year? 

A. I think it was about 1900. 

Q. About 1900. That was then before 1902, of which you 
speak? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Then he did live there in 1900, did he? Answer the ques- 
tion, please. 

A. I suppose he did. 

Q. Do you not know that he did? 

A. I know that he rented that cottage and he lived there; 
yes, sir. 

Q. Who were the members of his family there at the time? 

A. His wife was with him. I do not know who the members 
of his family were. 

Q. Now, during the time prior to 1900 what members of his 
family were staying at your house when he was staying with 
you? 

A. His wife came there on one occasion; his daughters and 
two sons, I think. 

Q. On different occasions? 

A. I do not remember of their being there except on one 
occasion, 

Q. Now, when he was not there, Mr. Northrup, when he was 
not, within your knowledge, in Pensacola, have you any knowl- 
edge as to where he was—whether he was holding court else- 
where, away on other business? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Mr. President 

Mr. HIGGINS. This is cross-examination. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. It is not cross-examination; but if 
the witness knows, I do not object. 

Mr. HIGGINS. He is your witness. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I do not object at all. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Go ahead and answer. 

The WITNESS. I do not know where he was; no, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Hicetns.) You do not know where he was at all? 
Do you know what took him away from Pensacola after court 
was over? 

A. I know at times he had been holding court in Texas, in 
Louisiana also, I think, and other places. 

Q. And so far as you know the only address that he gave to 
you when he left your house was once at Guyencourt, Del., and 
another time at Wilmington, Del.? Is that right? 

A. That is right. 

Q. Can you tell us when he gave you the Guyencourt address? 

A. No, sir; I do not remember. 

Q. The year? 

A. I do not remember the year; no, sir. 

Q. Was it before 1896 or after? 

A. Yes, sir; 1893 or 1894, I should think. 

Q. When did he give you the Wilmington address? 
A.*I think that was about 1900. 

Q. Da you know how long those addresses stood with you as 
the ones that would reach him? 

A. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I have no further question. 

By Mr. Manager PERKINS: 

Q. Just a question, please. You said you remember the time 
when Judge Swayne was sick at the Escambia Hotel? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was that during the years that he boarded at your house 
or subsequent? 

A. I think it was along in 1897—about 1897 or 1898. 

Q. 1897 or 1898? 

A. That he was sick at the Escambia Hotel. 

Q. You spoke of a cottage. What was the name of the cot- 
tage rented in 1900? 

A. The Simmons cottage. 

Q. Were you ever in that cottage? 

A. I have been in the hallway only. I just opened the door 
and stepped inside the hall. 

Q. How often? 

A. Only once. 

@. Have you any personal knowledge of how long Judge 
Swayne stayed in that cottage? 

A. No, sir; I do not know. 

Q. You have no personal knowledge about it? 

A. No, sir. I know he rented it and was in there. 

Q. Did he ever, when he was boarding with you or subse- 
quently, have any talk with you about Guyencourt? 

A. Yes, sir; he often spoke of Guyencourt. 

Q. When? 

A. I do not remember the date or the occasion. 

Q. Did he speak of Guyencourt more than once? 

A. In speaking of his horses. I have heard him speak of his 
horses being at Guyencourt. 

Q. Were his horses ever at Pensacola, to your knowledge? 

A. INO, Sr. 

Q. What else did he say in reference to the Guyencourt house? 





» 


| How did he refer to it? 


A. He referred to it as “ the old 'ivinestend.” 
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Q. Did that oceur once or many times? 

A. Well, he always, whenever referring to it, referred to it 
as “ Guyencourt, the old homestead.” ; 

Q. You have seen Judge Swayne from time to time since 
18967 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You are on friendly terms with him? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You may state whether or not he has talked with you 
with reference to Guyencourt. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You may state whether or not he has always spoken of it 
in the same way—whether he has made any change in the way 
he referred to it. 

A. He has always spoken in the same way to me. 

Q. How long did I understand you to say that Judge Swayne 
and his wife and daughter stopped with you at your house? 

A. I said for a short time. I do not remember how long they 
were there. 

Q. What do you mean by “a short time?” 

A. Perhaps ten days, or such a matter—a week or ten days, I 
should say. 

Q. Did they stop with you at any other time than that week 
or ten days from 1892 to 1896? 

A. I only remember of their being there at that time. 

Q. Once? 

A. Once. 

— liow many times do you remember any of the boys being 
there? 

A. I remember the boys being there during the summer time 
on the occasion when they came down with Judge Swayne. 
They were around there for a short time—I do not remember 
how long. 

Q. More than once? 

A. I only remember of their being there once. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I think that is all the questions we 
have to ask. 

Mr. HIGGINS. 
dent. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I should like to propound a 
question to the witness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida [Mr. 
MALLORY] desires to submit a question to the witness, which will 
be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Q. Were you not intimate with Judge Swayne? If you say you were, 
will you state whether or not before 1902 he ever remained in Pensa- 
cola more than a few days when his court was not in session? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (to the witness). The first part 
of the question was whether you were intimate with Judge 
Swayne. 

A. I am perfectly intimate, and I do not remember of his be- 
ing there for any length of time, except during the term of court. 

Q. (By Mr. Hicerns.) Does that include the time after he 
rented the Simmons cottage? 

A. I do not remember how long he was in the Simmons cot- 
tage. 

Q. Answer my question. You say that you do not know of his 
remaining in Pensacola more than a few days after any term 
of court. I will ask you if that was true after he rented the 
Simmons cottage? 

A. Yes, sir; that is true after he rented the cottage. 
remember whether he was in there. 
nication with him in any way. 

Q. So that you did not know whether he was in town or not? 

A. I did not know. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. 
dent. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Mr. President, the managers have 
been asked for the particular authority for making objection to 
a question asked by a Senator. I refer the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Foraker] to the Congressional Globe, volume 40, trial 
of Andrew Johnson, page 169, in which the Chief Justice made 
this ruling 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the manager kindly give the date of 
the proceeding, so that I may refer to it? 

Mr. Manager PALMER. The 13th of April, 1868, page 169. 
The ruling was as follows: 


_The CHinFr Justicp. The honorable manager will wait one moment. 
When a member of the court ree a question it seems to the Chief 
Justice that it is clearly within the competency of the Managers to 
object to the Pune being put and state the grounds for that objec- 
tion as a legal question. t is not competent tor the managers to ob- 
ject to a member of the court asking a question; but after the question 
is asked it seems to the Chief Justice That it is clearly competent for 
the managers to state their objections to the questions being answered. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The manager will allow the 


We have no further questions, Mr. Presi- 


I do not 
I did not come in commu- 


We have nothing more, Mr. Presi- 





Presiding Officer to refer to the ruling which was cited by 
Senator Foraker. It is in these words: 

The Chief Justice ruled that neither the managers nor the counsel 
had a right to object to a question being put by a member of the Sen 
ate, but might discuss the admissibility of the evidence to be given in 
answer to such question. 

The ruling seems to be that an objection can not be made to a 
Senator putting a question, but that the admissibility of the evi- 
dence to be given might be objected to and discussed. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Thatisright. That is what we un 
derstood. We objected to the admissibility of the answer to 
such a question, because we did not think it was a legal ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is what the Chair un 
derstood ; not that the managers objected to a question being 
put by a Senator, but objected to the question being answered. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Yes; we objected to its being a 
swered, not to its being asked. 

Mr. FORAKER. The objection to the answer goes only to 
the admissibility ef the evidence; in other words, the managers 
can only raise the question of competency—of relevancy. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. That is all. 


Harry E. Graham sworn and examined. 
By Manager PERKINS: 

Question. What is your full name? 

Answer. Harry E. Graham. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. One moment, please. The Pre- 
siding Officer, of course, does not wish to limit the managers of 
the Ifouse or the counsel for the respondent as to the time taken 
in any necessary examination of witnesses, but it is evident to 
all that the Senate must conclude this case as quickly as it is 
possible for it fairly to do so. The Presiding Officer trusts that 
in the examination of witnesses care will be taken not to call 
their attention to immaterial points, but to proceed on material 
points only. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. 
managers, Mr. President. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager PERKINS.) Where do you live? 

A. At Pensacola, Fla. 

Q. At what hotel do you live? 

A. At the Escambia Hotel. 

Q. Have you with you the registers of the Escambia Hotel? 

A. I have for certain years. 

Q. Produce them. For what years? 

A. 1898, 1899, and 1900. 

Q. Did you find any prior registers? 

A. I did not. 

Q. Did you examine the registers you found for 1898? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you examine those registers to see where was found 
the name of Charles Swayne? 

A. Yes, sir; I did. 

Q. Have you the registers here? 

A. I have them here in the Sergeant-at-Arms’s office. 

Q. You had better produce them, then. You may state where 
you found the name of Charles Swayne registered and what you 
found. 

The WITNESS. May I refer to memoranda? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Yes, sir; unless objection be made 

The WITNESS. I will state the first——— 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Wait haif a minute until we 
hear. Now, state—— 

Mr. HIGGINS. What is the question? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I ask where the witness found the 
name of Charles Swayne registered, and what he found? 

Mr. HIGGINS. We should like the books here before that is 
done. Let the witness bring the books, and let them speak for 
themselves. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. 
brought the books in. 

The books were produced and placed before the witness. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager PERKINS.) Now, will you refer to and 
read the first entry you found? What it the first entry you 
found? 

A. The first entry I found is dated——— 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. We offer the entry in evidence, and 
the witness will read it, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HIGGINS. We will look at it. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS (to the witness). Go on. 

The WITNESS (examining book). The first entry is under 
date of Saturday, May 28, 1898—“ Charles Swayne, St. Augus- 
tine, Fla.” 

Q. (By Mr. Manager Perkins.) Whose handwriting is that 
in? Do you know? 


That has been the endeavor of the 


Very well. I supposed he had 
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A. I beg your pardon. 

Q. When is the next entry you find? 

A. The next entry is dated Friday, November 11, 1898— 
“ Charles Swayne, Fla.” 

@. Are there any other entries in the year 1898? 


A. Yes, sir; there is one other. 

Q. When is that? 

A. Under date of Thursday, December 8, 1898. 

Mr. HIGGINS. December? 

The WITNESS. December 8, 1898—‘ Charles Swayne, Fla.” 

@. (By Mr. Manager PERKINS.) What entries do you find in 

1899? 

A. I have several entries in 1899. 

Q. Well, you may give the dates. 

A. Under date of Thursday, January 26, 1899—‘ Charles 
Swayne, Fla.” 

@. When is the next entry? 

Mr. HIGGINS. What year was that—1899? 

The WITNESS. 1899. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager Perkins.) What is the next entry? 

A. Under date of Sunday, March 19, 1899—‘‘ Charles Swayne, 
City.” 

Q. What next? 

A. Under date of Wednesday, October 4, 1899—‘ Charles | 
Swayne, City.” 

Q. When next? 

A. Saturday, November 11, 1899—‘‘ Charles Swayne, City.” 

Q. Well, what next? 

A. Friday, November 24, 1899—-‘ Charles Swayne, City.” 
That is all for 1899. I have some for 1900. Shall I read them? 

Q. Do you say that there are any entries in 1900? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, state them briefly, as quickly as you can. 

A. The first one is Monday, January 22, 1900—‘“ Charles | 
Swayne, City.” 

Q. Are there any others? 

A. Yes, sir; Thursday, May 3, 1900, “ Charles Swayne and | 
wife, city.” 

Mr. HIGGINS. May 3 or May 30? 

The WITNESS. May 3. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager Perkins). Is that all? 

A. No, sir; Wednesday, November 7, 1900, “ Charles Swayne, 
city.” 

Q. Does that close 1900? 

A. That closes 1900. 

Q. Well, now, are there any other entries of his name on the 
books of the hotel in 1898, 1899, and 1900? 

The WITNESS. Is his name on the register, you mean? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Yes; on the register. 

A. No, sir; I have not found any. 

@. Very well. Do the books of the hotel show how long he 
stayed there? 

A. In some cases I find they show the date of the departure 
and in other cases they do not. 

(). Do they show the amounts for board that were paid? 

A. They show the amounts; yes, sir. 

@. The amounts paid. You live in this hotel? 

A. I do; yes, sir. 

(. What is the rate per day there? 

A. Well, the rates differ. They run from $2 a day up. The 
ordinary rate there is $2. 

Q. Very well, take it at $2, giving the judge the benefit of the | 
doubt, what was the amount that he paid on these various items 
beginning in 1898? 

Mr. HIGGINS. We want the books. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. You may have them, if you so desire. 
The witness may make the statement, and that will save time. If 
you will not take his statement, of course- | 

The WITNESS. I have the ledgers here. 

\ir. Manager PERKINS. If counsel want it from the books, | 
the witness will read it from the books. 

The WITNESS. On the first date, of May 28, 1898, the amount | 
of the bill was $14.90. 

| 





| 





Mr. HIGGINS. How much per day? 

The WITNESS. The rate is written here $2. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager Perkins.) What is the next one? 
A. On November 11, 1898, $18.50. 

Mr. HIGGINS. What is the rate? 

The WITNESS. The rate is not given. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Well, now, if the court please, where the 
rate is not given and it is not known, it is perfectly conjectural 
how long a time that bill calls for. 

The WITNESS. I will state that the ledger shows the length 
of time in this case. 





Mr. HIGGINS. 
right. 

The WITNESS. 
left on the 20th. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager Perkins). Whenever the ledger shows 
the time he left, witness, state that. 

A. Yes, sir. On the 8th of December, 1898, the amount of his 
bill is $22.60. The ledger shows that he left on the 18th of 
December. 

Mr. HIGGINS. On the 18th? 

The WITNESS. On the 18th of December; yes, sir. 
26th of January, 1899, the bill was $5.75. 
and the time of departure is not given. 

On the 19th of March, 1899, the amount of the bill is $13. 
The rate is not given and the time of departure is not given. 

On the 30th of April, 1899, there is an entry for Judge Swayne 
and for Henry C. Swayne. I will state that I did not find the 
wom to correspond with this entry on the ledger. This 
shows——- 

Mr. HIGGINS. That is March 30? 

The WITNESS. No; April 30—the 30th of April, 1899. It 
shows that Charles Swayne and Henry C. Swayne began day 
board at $1.25 per day. That is marked here. There is no room 
indicated. The amount of that bill is $18.75. 

On October 4, 1899, the amount of his bill is $4.50. There is an 


If you give the length of time, that is all 


He registered on the 11th of November and 


On the 
The rate is not given 


| item here, “ October 6,” which apparently is the time he left, 


but I do not know. 

Under date of November 11, 1899, the amount of the bill is 
$14, and it is noted here that he left on the 20th of November. 

On November 24 the amount of the bill is $17. There is an 
entry apparently where he left—‘ Breakfast on the 3d of De- 
cember.” 

On. the 22d of January, 1900, the amount of the bill was 
$9.50. He left on the 27th. 

On the 3d of May, 1900, which is the date he registered 
“Charles Swayne and wife,” the amount of the bill is $54.90. 
It does not show the time of departure nor the rate. 

Those are all the entries I find on this ledger. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager PERKINS.) You have given all the entries 


you find on the ledger? 


A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, I should like to ask 

The WITNESS. There is one other register on the 7th of 
November, 1900, but I could not find the ledger that corre- 





| sponded to that. 


Q. You could not find the amount that he paid in that time? 

A. No, sir. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Now, I should like to ask the 
counsel for the respondent whether they concede that the 


| entries upon the register are in the handwriting of Charles 


Swayne? 
witness. 

Mr. HIGGINS. They are all in one handwriting. We do 
not doubt that at all. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Is it conceded that they are in the 
handwriting of Charles Swayne? 

Mr. HIGGINS. That is substantially an affirmative answer 


If they do not we will prove it, but not by this 


| to the learned manager. 


Mr. Manager PERKINS. That is all sufficient. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Do counsel desire to cross- 


| examine the witness? 


Mr. THURSTON. We do not desire any cross-examination. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next witness will be 


| called. 


Mr. Manager PERKINS. The next witness is J. Emmett 


| Wolfe. 


J. Emmett Wolfe, sworn and examined. 
By Mr. Manager PERKINS: 
Question. Where do you live? 
Answer. Jacksonville, Fla. 
Q. How long have you lived there? 
A. Thirty-eight years, I think. 
Q. What is your business. 
A. I am a lawyer. 
Q. Have you held any official position there; and if so, what? 
The WITNESS. Do you mean in connection with the court 
or otherwise? 


Mr. Manager PERKINS. In connection with the court. 


A. I was, for about six years, assistant United States attor- 
ney and United States attorney of the United States court for 
the northern district of Florida. 

Q. In what years? 

A. Commencing in 1893 and ending in 1900. 


— 





bees, 


Hing eet aes 










































































met 





aR 











1905. 





Q. During that time did you know Judge Swayne? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. He was the judge of the court of which you were the 
attorney ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have occasion to see him? 

A. I saw him at every term of court held during those years. 

Q. From 1894 how much of the year was Judge Swayne in 
Pensacola? 

The WITNESS. Commencing with the year 1894? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Yes. 

The WITNESS. Up to what year? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Down to 1900. 

A. I should say an average of sixty days during the year at 
Pensacola and Tallahassee. 

Q. How many terms of the court were there in Pensacola? 

A. Two terms in Pensacola a year and two at Tallahassee. 

Q. You may state whether the court went from Pensacola to 
Tallahassee. 

A. Generally immediately after the Pensacola term the Talla- 
hassee term was held. 

Q. Did you know when Judge Swayne arrived in Pensacola? 

A. I always knew it, I think; yes, sir. 

Q. Did you know when he left? 

A. Generally; yes, sir. 

Q. When did he arrive? 

A. He arrived generally the night before or the morning 
when the term of court opened. That was the usual rule. 

Q. When did he leave? 

A. And he generally left the night when court adjourned or 
the following day or shortly thereafter, as a rule. 

Q. You mean he left Pensacola? 

A. He left Pensacola. 

Q. During those years did you know of his being in Pensa- 
cola at any time except during the terms of court; and if so, 
when? 

A. Yes. He generally came to Pensacola in the middle of 
the summer for a day, or, perhaps, two days, and generally in 
the middle of the winter—that is, January—for a day or two, 
either at Pensacola or Tallahassee; and once or twice I remem- 
ber his being there for several days when court was not in ses- 
sion hearing admiralty cases and demurrers. 

Q. What business brought him there in the summer and in 
January? 

A. Generally the business of approving the accounts of court 
oflicers. 

Q. Was he there at any other time except when he was brought 
there by the business of the court? 

A. Not usually. I do not recall his being there at other times 
during those years. 

Q. Was there any difference in his stays at Pensacola between 
the years 1893 and 1894 and the years 1896 to 1900, if you 
remember ? 

A. I think probably toward the latter of those years; that is, 
1898, 1899, and possibly in 1890, his stays were somewhat length- 
ened. Gradually there seemed to be more time spent in the 
district. 

Q. Did you have occasion to apply to Judge Swayne for vari- 
ous orders in the court? 

A. Yes, sir; at various times we had orders to be signed by 
him. 

Q. Where did you send those orders when he was not holding 
court in Pensacola? 

A. We sent them to Guyencourt, Del.; that is, after 1896. I 
think until 1896 Judge Swayne had a home in St. Augustine. 

Q. Where did you send them down to 1896—to St. Augustine? 

A. In the winter time to St. Augustine, but I can not say cer- 
tainly that I ever addressed Judge Swayne at St. Augustine. I 
do not recall it now. 

Q. What do you say? 

A. I am not certain that I ever addressed Judge Swayne at 
St. Augustine, but he did have a winter home at St. Augustine 
up to 1896, according to the best of my knowledge. After that, 
when he was not in the city I addressed him at Guyencourt, 
Del. 

Q. You wrote him at Guyencourt at any time other than when 
he was holding court in Pensacola? 

A. At any time when he was not in Pensacola; yes, sir. 

Q. What sort of orders did you have to send there? 

A. They were formal orders, usually for drawing juries, possi- 
bly some orders on demurrers, and applications for pardon, that 
had to be signed by Judge Swayne as district judge. Those 
were the orders that I had to have signed. 
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Q. During the years from 1894 to 1900, did you know of any 
place where Judge Swayne resided in Pensacola? 

A. I knew that he boarded, when in the city, for such times as 
he would be in the city, at Captain Northrup’s, and one winter, 
for about thirty days, possibly—I think it was probably in 
1900—he had a residence rented in Pensacola. 

Q. Where was that? 

A. That was what is called the Simmons residence on North 
Barcelona street. 

Q. How long was he there? 

A. I should say sixty days, as a fair estimate, within my 
knowledge. 

Q. Was he at the Simmons cottage any more than sixty days 
from 1900 down to 1903? 

A. The only time I recall his living in that cottage was that 
one winter. He may have lived there longer. I can not say 
certainly about that. But that is the only year- 

Q. Have you any knowledge of his living there except about 
sixty days during the winter of 1900? 

A. That is my recollection. I am not, of course, perfectly 
clear on points of that kind. They are too far back. 

Q. That is your recollection. Do you remember any remarks 
made by Judge Swayne at any time in reference to adjourning 
his court at Pensacola? 

A. I recall that several times adjournments did occur for dif- 
ferent reasons. JI remember one instance in which Judge Swayne 
stated, I think, that he was desirous of adjourning court be- 
cause either his son was to graduate or he desired to see him 
before he went on a journey, I think to Cuba. I am uncertain 
as to which one of these reasons was given. 

Q. Any other occasion? 

Q. At another time I understood his wife’s health was not 
good and he wanted to return to her as quickly as possible. 
At other times I understood he had to hold terms in other dis- 
tricts, and therefore the terms at Pensacola had to be shortened. 

Q. Did he ever say anything to you about sending papers to 
Guyencourt? 

A. His directions generally were if I desired to communicate 
with him I could send matters to Guyencourt. 

Q. You may state whether or not at any time cases brought 
by the Government were postponed on account of the fact that 
the judge was not present in Pensacola. 

A. There were certain cases postponed at times when the 
terms of court were shortened. Cases which otherwise would 
have been tried were continued by reason of the adjournment 
ot the court. 

Q. When was the spring term held? 

A. By law it is fixed in March. It is usually held in April or 
rerhaps early in May. 

Q. When was the next term of court held after the May term? 

A. In November, as a rule. 

Q. And a case that went over at the May term stood over 
until November? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I think that is all. 


Cross-examined by Mr. Hiaains: 


Cross-examine, 


Q. Mr. Wolfe, you say Judge Swayne was in Pensacola sixty 
days during the year? ; 

A. I say that would be an estimate. In my judgment that 
would cover the number of days, on an average, that he was 
there during the year between the years 1894 and 1900 

Q. Did you always have personal knowledge as to whether 
he was there or not there? 

A. I think so. 

Q. Why? 

A. Because of my official connection with the court. 

Q. Did the fact that you were United States attorney lead 
you always to know whether the Judge was in town or not? 

A. It gave me a very lively interest in the court 

Mr. HIGGINS. I understand that. 

A. The Judge, and everything pertaining to it. 

Q. But when court was not in session, there was no occasion 
for the Judge to be at the court? 

A. No; not necessarily. 

Q. Therefore he might have been in town and you not know 
it? 

A. I should hardly think so. 

Q. I say he might have been, 

A. He might have been. 

Q. He might have been. That is it. You say you never 
wrote any letter to him when he was away other than to Guy- 
encourt? 

A. Not to my knowledge. 
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Q. And you never addressed a letter to him at St. Augustine? 

A. Not to my knowledge; not to my recollection at this time, 
although I may have written such letters. 

@. But you have no recollection of it. Have you any knowl- 
edge of your own as to any residence he had outside of Pen- 
sacola? 

A. No, sir; except what he told me about sending letters, and 
a conversation about his home in Guyencourt and his horses 
and farm. 

@. Then his home and his horses and his farm at Guyencourt 
constitute the indication you gained from him by conversation 
as to where he had a residence, if it was not in Pensacola? 

A. Yes, sir; I should say that. 

Q. Can you state to the court how long, during these absences, 
he was holding court elsewhere out of his district? 

A. No, sir; I can not tell. 

Q. So that these absences might have been when he was hold- 
ing court in other places? 

A. I always knew during those years of his being detailed to 
hold court in other districts, because generally something was 
said about the fact by Judge Swayne himself, or by some of the 
officers of the court, that at a certain date he was detailed to go 
to another district. 

@. And it was because of such service, imposed upon him 
under law, that at times the terms of the court at Pensacola 
were, as you have termed it, shortened? 

A. Some of them; yes, sir. 

Q. And at times, because of such absences, orders had to be 
sent to the judge for signature? 

A. Some of them. 

Q. You can not say where he was when he was not in Pensa- 
cola? 

A. No, sir; except as I had been directed to address him at 
Guyencourt. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I think that is all. 


Reexamined by Mr. Manager PERKINS: 


Q. When Judge Swayne was not holding court at Pensacola, 
were you ever directed to address him anywhere except at 
Guyencourt? 

A. I can not say about that. 

Q. Have you any recollection? 

A. I might have been given directions to send letters to New 
Orleans. I do not recall any communication addressed to any 
other place than Guyencourt, although such communications 
may have passed. 

@. How many times were you told to address him at Guyen- 
court? 





A. It occurred several times through these years, as he would | 


be going away. 

@. What did he say to you in reference to Guyencourt or his 
home in Guyencourt? 

A. He never said anything specific that I can recall now on 
a certain occasion, except occasionally I have heard him mention 


the fact that he had a home there and had horses and had a | 


farm. He spoke of driving his horses. 

Q. He had a home and a farm and horses at Guyencourt? 

A. That is generally. I should say, his language. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Were not similar questions 
asked on the direct examination? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I think not; but if so, I beg pardon. 
We have nothing more. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I submit an order as a modification of the 
order agreed to yesterday with respect to printing the proceed- 
ings in document form; and I ask for its adoption. 

The order was read and agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That 600 copies of the proceedings of the Senate sitting in 
the trial of the impeachment of Charles Swayne be printed daily, 200 
for the use of the Senate and 400 for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and that the “ usual number” be not printed until the close 
of the trial, when the entire proceedings shall be printed as a docu- 
ment. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I understand it will be quite agreeable to 
all parties concerned if the Senate sitting as a court of impeach- 
ment should now adjourn; and I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 25 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate sitting as a court of impeachment adjourned 
until Monday, February 138, at 2 o’clock p. m. 

The managers on the part of the House and the respondent 
and bis counsel thereupon retired from the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore resumed the chair. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 


sideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
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consideration of executive business. After one hour and fifty- 

eight minutes spent in executive session the doors were re- 

opened and (at 6 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the Senate ad- 

journed until Monday February 13, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
ARBITRATION TREATY WITH MEXICO. 

The injunction of secrecy was removed February 11, 1905, 


from an arbitration convention between the United States and 
Mexico, signed on January 18, 1905, 


ARBITRATION TREATY WITH SWEDEN AND NORWAY. 

The injunction of secrecy was removed February 11, 1905, 
from an arbitration convention between the United States and 
Sweden and Norway. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Satrurpay, February 11, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. HENry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

HIGHWAY BRIDGE ACROSS POTOMAC RIVER, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate joint resolution 65, provid- 
ing for an extension of time for completing the highway bridge 
and approaches across the Potomac River at Washington, D. C. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the time for completing the construction of the 
highway bridge and approaches across the Potomac River authorized 
by section 12 of the act of Congress approved February 12, 1901, en- 
titled “‘An act to provide for eliminating certain grade crossings on the 
line of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company, in the city of 
Washington, D. C., and requiring said company to depress and elevate 
its tracks, and to enable it to relocate parts of its railroad therein, and 
for other purposes,’’ as amended by the District of Columbia appropria- 
tion act approved July 1, 1902, be, and is hereby, extended to February 
12, 1906. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman something about this. I did 
not catch the reading of the first part of the resolution. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It simply extends for one year the time for 


| the completion of the Potomac River bridge. 


Mr. RIXEY. The highway bridge? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Yes; it is unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce at the special re- 
quest of the Secretary of War in a letter to the Speaker. 

Mr. RIXBEY. The time has been extended twice before. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken. The fact is that 
in the original bill the time for the completion is the 12th or 
13th of this month. The work on the contract has been delayed, 
possibly the fault of the contractor. The work is being done un- 
der the supervision of the War Department. We do not in any 
way affect any penalty against the contrsctor, but unless the 
time is extended the work must cease on tke bridge. There has 
been no extension heretofore of the time jor completion. The 
original act provides for the building of a bridge by the Pennsy]- 
vania Company, which has been completed. This is a highway 
bridge which the Government is building. 

Mr. RIXEY. Is it not a fact that the Pennsylvania Railroad 
Company is also building this bridge under contract with the 
War Department? 

Mr. MANN. Not at all. 

Mr. RIXEY. I think the gentleman will find that he is mis- 
taken when he states there has been no extension of time here- 
tofore. 

Mr. MANN. I will say that we had before our committee, 
when this resolution was ordered favorably reported, the orig- 
inal act. I did not myself examine it, but it was stated that the 
original act provided that the bridge should be completed during 
this month, so that there was no need of any extension of time. 

Mr. OLMSTED. This is the provision in the contract, Mr. 
Speaker: 

The contractor will be required to commence the work within thirty 


days after notification by the Chief of Engineers of the United States 
Army and prosecute the said work in a faithful and energetic manner, 


and complete it on or before February 12, 1905. 
The Pennsylvania Steel Company, and not the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company. is the contractor. 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, I will make no objection, but I 
hope they will not come in again with another plea for an ex- 
tension of time. 
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Mr. MANN. This does not affect any penalty the contractor 
may have incurred. ¢ 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to 
lution. 

The question was taken, and the joint resolution was agreed 

. to. 

On motion of Mr. Otmstep, a motion to reconsider the last 

vote was laid on the table. 


CONFERENCE REPORTS. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the following 
s 5 conference reports : 
The bill (S. 5947) granting an increase of pension to Florence 
O. Whitman ; 

The bill (S. 6152) granting an increase of pension to Ann E. 
Wilson ; 

The bill (S. 5732) granting a pension to Philip La Wotte; and 

The bill (S. 12169) granting a pension to Galena Jouett. 

And I ask that the reading of the reports be omitted and that 
the statements alone be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey calls up 
four conference reports, and asks unanimous consent that the 
statements be read in lieu of the reports. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


the joint reso- 


FLORENCE 0. WHITMAN. 
The conference report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 5947) granting 
an increase of pension to Florence O. Whitman, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the amendment of the House be agreed to. 

H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 

Geo. R. PATTERSON, 

WILLIAM RICHARDSON, . 
Conferees on the part of the House. 

P. J. McCUMBER, 

N. B. Scorrt, 

JAS. P. TALIAFERRO, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 
Statement of managers on the part of the House. 


AEM 


amended in the House to $25 per month. 
is that the Senate agrees to the House amendment, and your conferees 
recommend that the bill pass at $25 per month. 


The conference report was agreed to. 
ANNE E. WILSON. 
The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 6152) granting 
an increase of pension to Anne E. Wilson, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 


That the House recede from its amendment. 
Il. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
GEO. R. PATTERSON, 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 
P. J. MCCUMBER, 
N. B. Scort, 
JAS. P, TALIAFERRO, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 


Statement of managers on the part of the House. 


This bill originally passed the Senate at $24 per month, but was 
amended in the House to $20 per month. 
is that the House recedes from its amendment, and your conferees rec- 
ommend that the bill pass at $24 per month as it originally passed the 


Senate. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
PHILIP LAWOTTE. 


The conference report is as follows: 


Nat 
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5 The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two | 


Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 5732) granting 
a a pension to Philip Lawotte, having met, after full and free conference 
S have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment and agree to an amend- 
ment inserting in lieu thereof the word “ twelve; and that the Senate 
agree to the same. 

H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 

Gro. R. PATTERSON, 

WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 

P. J. McCuMBER, 

N. B. Scort, 

Jas. P. TALIAFERRO, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The statement was read, as follows: 


Statement of managers on the part of the House. 


amended in the House to $8 per month. 
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This bill originally passed the Senate at $30 per month, but was | 
The result of the conference | 


The result of the conference | 


; This bill originally passed the Senate at $20 per month, but was | 


The result of the conference 
is that the House recedes from its amendment at $8 per month and the | 
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conferees have agreed to a rating of $12 per month, and your conferees 


recommend that the bill pass at $12 per month in accordance with 
said agreement. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
GALENA JOUETT. 
The conference report is as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 4169) granting 


a pension to Galena Jouett, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment and agree to an amend 


ment inserting in lieu thereof the word “forty ;” and that the Senate 
agree to the same. 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
GeO. R. PATTERSON, 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


PrP. J. McCuMBER, 
N. B. Scorrt, 
JAS. P. TALIAFERRO 


Conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 

Statement of managers on the part of the House. 

This bill originally passed the Senate af; $50 per month, but was 
amended in the House to $30 per month. The result of the conference 
is that the House recedes from its amendment at $30 per month and 
the conferees have agreed to a rating of $40 per month, and your con- 
ferees recommend that the bill pass at $40 per month in accordance with 
said agreement. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, 2 motion to reconsider the 
several votes whereby the foregoing conference reports were 
agreed to was laid on the table. 


REGULATION 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 18196) to amend 
section 4405 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which 
I send to the desk and ask to have read. I desire to state to 
the House in this connection that there are seven of these bills, 
all of them reported from the Commitee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, all carrying into execution some slight changes 
in the law in regard to the Steamboat Service of the United 
States, growing, very largely, out of the burning of the Gen- 
eral Slocum at New York. These bills have been prepared at 
the Department of Commerce and Labor, agreed to and ap- 
proved by the board of steam vessels and agreed to by the rep- 
resentatives of the organized commercial bodies of the whole 
country. They are reported to the House by the unanimous 
report of the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
There is not one of them against which a single vote was cast. 

Mr. SPIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 
to state whether these are all bills unanimously reported by 
that committee? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In every There are one or two 
trifling and unimportant amendments which I desire to make 
as I go along, and which were also agreed to by the committee. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 


OF STEAM VESSELS. 


ease, 


ject, I desire to ask the gentleman a question as to whether the 
| bill by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LirTrLerierp] about 
compulsory pilotage is in this lot? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That bill would not be properly de- 
| scribed by the statement I have made. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


unanimous consent that the bill be placed upon its immediate 
passage. 
} The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18196) to amend section 4405 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, before unanimous consent 
| is granted I shall ask that the Speaker order the bill to be read 
in full. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ Be it enacted, etc., That section 4405 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4405. The supervising inspectors and the Supervising In 
epector-General shall assemble as a board once in each year, at the 
city of Washington, D. C., on the third Wednesday in January, and at 
such other times as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall pre 
scribe, for joint consultation, and shall assign to each of the supervi 
sing inspectors the limits of territory within which he shall perform his 
duties. The board shall establish all necessary regulations required to 
carry out in the most effective manner the provisions of this title, and 
such regulations, when approved by the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, shall have the force of law. The supervising inspector for the 
district embracing the Pacific coast shall not be under obligation to 
attend the meetings of the board oftener than once in two years; but 
when he does- not attend such meetings he shall make his communica- 

tions thereto, in the way of a report, in such manner as the board 


Is there objection to its present considera- 
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shall prescribe: Provided, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor | 


may at any time call in session a meeting of an executive committee, 
to be composed of the Supervising Inspector-General and any two super- 
vising inspectors, which committee, with the approval of the said Sec- 
retary, shall have power to alter, amend, add to, or repeal any of the 
rules and regulations made, with the approval of the Secretary of Com- 
merce and 
virtue of this section or under any power granted by this title, or an 


amendments thereof, such alteration, amendment, addition, or repeal, | 


when approved by the said Secretary, to have the force of law, and to 


continue in effect until thirty days after the adjournment of the next | 


meeting of the board of supervising inspectors. The foregoing powers 


of such executive committee, acting with the said Secretary, shall also | 


extend to the approval of the instruments, machines, and equipments 
referred to in section 4491 of this title.” 


Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect and be in force on and after 
the Ist day of July, 1905. 
The following amendment was read by the Clerk: 


On page 2, line 12, after the word “ session” insert the words “ after 
reasonable public notice.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. Grosvenor, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


COMPLEMENT OF CREWS OF VESSELS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 18197) to 
amend section 4468 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the 
complement of crews of vessels, which I send to the desk and 
ask to have read. 

Phe Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That section 4468 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be amended to read as follows: 

“ Sec. 4463. No steamer carrying passengers shall depart from any port 
unless she shall have in her service a full complement of licensed offi- 
cers and full and well-disciplined crew, sufficient at all times to manage 
the vessel, including the proper number of watchmen. But if any such 
vessel on her voyage is deprived of the services of any licensed officer 
without the consent, fault, or collusion of the master, owner, or any 
person interested in the vessel, the deficiency may be temporarily sup- 
plied until others licensed can be obtained; and the local inspectors 
shall have power, in such manner as may be prescribed by the Board of 
Supervising Inspectors, with the approval of the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor, to fix and determine the number of licensed officers and crew 
to be carried by any vessel propelled in whole or in part by steam or 
machinery, subject to this title and carrying passengers for hire, by 
inserting the numbers of such officers and crew so required in the ves- 
sel’s certificate of inspection at the time of issuing said certificate: 
Provided, however, That the master, owner, or agent of the said vessel 
may appeal from such determination by the local inspectors to the Sec- 
retary of Commerce and Labor, and the said Secretary shall have power 
to revise, set aside, or affirm the said determination of the local in- 
spectors.”’ 

The Clerk read the following committee amendment: 


Page 1, line 8, before the word “crew” insert the words 
qualified.” 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. WYNN. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. SHERLEY. 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


this makes, as far as affecting the Ohio River interests? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It does not affect the Ohio River inter- 
ests in any respect whatever. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I 
the House is getting who it affects and how. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This bill relates only to the complement 


of crews on the steam vessels and relates entirely to using lan- | 


guage which strengthens the present law as to a full comple- 


ment of licensed officers, and a full, well-disciplined, and quali- | 


fied crew. 

Mr. WYNN. 
tion of that bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California objects. 

IMPROVING CONDITIONS OF STEAMBOAT-INSPECTION SERVICE, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (FH. R. 18198) to amend 
sections 4417, 4453, 4488, and 4499 of the Revised Statutes relat- 
ing to the Steamboat-Inspection Service, and section 5344 of 
the Revised Statutes relating to misconduct by officers or own- 
ers of vessels, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4417 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4417. The local inspectors shall, once in every year, at least, 
carefully inspect the hull of each steam vessel within their respective 
districts, and shall satisfy themselves that every such yessel so sub- 


Mr. Speaker, I object to the present considera- 


Labor, by the board of supervising inspectors, either by | 








“and | 
| spection; and in case the said order of such inspector shall not at 
| once be yn with, the said inspector shall revoke the said vessel's 


aaa dl _—e | provisions of this title have been complied with. 
| Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I | to the provisions of this title operating or navigating or attempting to 
would like some explanation as to what change in existing law | c 


can not tell from the little information | 





| from the tackles by which i 


mitted to their inspection is of a structure suitable for the service in 


| which she is to be employed, has suitable accommodations for. passen- 


gers and the crew, and is in a condition to warrant the belief that she 
may be used in navigation as a steamer, with safety to life, and that all 
the requirements of law in regard to fires, boats, pumps, hose, life- 
preservers, floats, anchors, cables, and other things are faithfully 
complied with; and if they deem it expedient they may direct the 
vessel to be put in motion, and may adopt any other suitable means to 
test her sufficiency and that of her equipment. The local inspectors 
shall, once in every year, at least, carefully inspect the hull of each 
sail vessel of over 700 tons and all other vessels and barges of over 
100 tons burden aos passengers for hire within their respective 
districts, and shall satisfy themselves that every such vessel so sub- 
mitted to their inspection is of a structure suitable for the service in 
which she is to be employed, has suitable accommodations for the 
crew, and is in condition to warrant the belief that she may be used in 
navigation with safety to life: Provided, That vessels while laid up 
and dismantled and out of commission may, by regulations established 
by the Board of Supervising Inspectors, with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of Commerce and Labor, be a from any or all inspection 
under sections 4417, 4418, 4426, 4427. Whenever any inspector or 
assistant imspector shall, in the performance of his duty, find on board 
any vessel subject to the provisions of this title, as part of the required 
equipment thereof, any equipment, machinery, apparatus, or appliances 
not conforming to the requirements of law, he shall require the same to 
be placed in proper condition by the owner or master of the said vessel, 
if possible; and if said inspector or assistant inspector shall find on 
board any such vessel any life-preservers or fire hose so defective as to 
be incapable of repair, he shall require that the same be destroyed in 
his presence by such owner or master. And in any of the forégoi 
cases local inspectors by whom or under whose supervision said seuuel 
is then being inspected shall have power to enforce the foregoing re- 
quirements by revoking the certificate of the said vessel, and by refusing 
to issue a new certificate to the said vessel until the said requirements 
shall have been fully complied with or until such action of the local 
inspectors shall have been reversed, modified, or set aside by the super- 
vising inspector of the district on proper een by the owner or 
master of said vessel, which appeal shall be made to the said supervis- 
ing inspector within ten days after the final action as aforesaid S the 
local inspectors; and upon such appeal, duly made, the supervising 
inspector shall have power to affirm, modify, or set aside such action by 
the local inspectors.’ 

Src.. 2. ‘That section 4453 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

* Sec. 4453. In addition to the annual inspection, the local inspectors 
shall examine, at proper times, steamers arriving and departing to and 
from their respective ports so often as to enable them to detect any 
neglect to comply with the requirements of law and also any defects or 
imperfections coming —— after the inspection aforesaid and 
tending to render the navigation of the vessels unsafe; and if they 
shall discover any omission to comply with the law or that repairs have 
become necessary to make the vessel safe, the inspectors shall at once 
notify the master, in writing, stating in the notice what is required; 
and if the master deems the requirements unreasonable or unnecessary 
he may apply for a reexamination of the case to the supervising in- 
spector, as provided in the preceding section. All inspections and 
orders for repairs shall be promptly made by the inspectors, and, when 
it can be safely done in their judgment, they shall permit repairs to be 
made where those interested can most conveniently do them. And 
whenever any local inspector or supervising inspector ascertains to his 
satisfaction that any vessel subject to the provisions of this title has 
been or is being navigated or operated without complying with the 
terms of the vessel's certificate of inspection pegarding the number and 
class of licensed officers and crew, or without nee with the pro- 
visions of law and her said certificate as to the number or kind of life- 
saving or fire-fighting apparatus, or without et in good and 
efficient condition her lifeboats, fire pumps, fire hose, and life-preservers, 
or that for any other reason said vessel can not be operated with safety 
to life, the said local or supervising Mmspector shall order the owner or 
master of said vessel to correct such unlawful conditions, and may re- 
quire that the vessel at once cease navigating and be submitted to rein- 


certificate of inspection and shall immediately give to the owner, mas- 
ter, or agent of said vessel notice, in writing, of such revocation; and 
no new certificate of inspection shall be again issued to her until the 
Any vessel subject 


operate or navigate after the revocation of her certificate of inspection 
and before the issuance of a new certificate, shall, upon i by 
the inspector to any district court of the United States having juris- 
diction, and by proper order or action of said court in the premises, be 
seized summarily by way of libel and held without privilege of release 
by bail or bond until a proper certificate of inspection shall have been 
issued to said vessel: Provided, That the master or owner of any vessel 


| whose certificate shall have been so revoked mare within thirty days 
t 


after receiving notice of such revocation, appeal to the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor for a reexamination of the case, and upon such 
appeal the said Secretary shall have power to revise, modify, or set 
aside such action of the local or supervising inspector and direct the 
issuance to such vessel of her original certificate or of a new certificate 
of inspection; and in case the said Secretary shall so direct the issu- 
ance of a. certificate, all judicial process against said vessel based on 
this section shall thereupon be of 0 further force or effect, and the 
vessel shall thereupon be released.” 

Sec. 3. That section 4488 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be amended to read as follows: 

“Spc. 4488. Every steamer navigating the ocean, or any lake, bay, or 
sound of the United States, shall be provided with such numbers of life- 
boats, floats, rafts, life-preservers, line-carrying projectiles, and the 
neans of propelling them, and drags, as will best secure the safety of all 
persons on board such vessel in case of disaster; and every seagoing 
vessel carrying passengers, and every such vessel navigating any of the 
northern or northwestern lakes, shall have the lifeboats required by law, 
provided with suitable boat-disengaging apparatus, so arranged as to 
allow such boats to be safely launched while such vessels are under 
speed or otherwise, and so as to allow such disengaging apparatus to be 
operated by one person, disengaging both ends of the boat simultaneously 

it may be lowered to the water. And the 
‘tors shall fix and determine, by their rules 


board of a in 
of lifeboats, floats, rafts, life-preservers, line- 


and regulations, the kin 


o—_s projectiles, and the means of propelling them, and drags that 
shal 


be used on such vessels, and also the kind and capacity of pumps 
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or other appliances for freeing the steamer from water in case of heavy 

leakage, the capacity of such pumps or appliances being suited to the 

navigation in which the steamer is em —_ Every vessel subject to 
n op 


the provisions of this title shall, while eration, carry one life- 
rener war for each and every person allowed to be carried on said vessel 
e the certificate of inspection, including each member of the crew: 
Provided, howerer, That upon such vessels and under such conditions as 
are specified in section 4482 floats may be substituted for life-preservers. 
Any person who willfully and knowingly manufactures or sells, or offers 
for sale, or has in his possession with intent to sell, life-preservers con- 
taining metal or other nonbuoyant material, for the purpose of increas- 
ing the weight thereof, or more metal or other such material than 
is reasonably necéssa for the construction thereof, or who_ shall 
so manufacture, sell, offer for sale, or with intent to sell any 
other articles commonly used for preservation of life or the eee 
of fire on board vessels subject to the provisions of this title, which 
articles shall be so defective as to be inefficient to accomplish the pur- 
poses for which they are respectively intended and designed, shall, upon 
conviction, be fined not more than $2,000, and may, in addition thereto, 
in the discretion of the court, be imprisoned not exceeding five years. 

Sec. 4. That section 4499 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4499. If any vessel propelled in whole or in part by steam be 
navigated without complying with the terms of this title, the owner 
shall be liable to the United States in a penalty of $500 for each offense, 
one-half for the use of the informer, for which sum the vessel so navi- 
gated shall be liable, and may be seized and proceeded against by way 
of libel in any district court of the United States having jurisdiction of 
the offense. Persons or corporations chartering or engaging or con- 
tracting for the use of vessels subject to this title, under such terms 
and conditions that they have full and exclusive control of the man- 
agement and operation of such vessels, shall be subject to the same 
criminal penalties for violations of the provisions of this title as are 
now imposed upon owners of vessels thereunder, and in such cases the 
owners shall not be criminally liable for such violations by such char- 
terers or contractors.” 

Sec. 5. That section 5344 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“ Sec. 5344. Every captain, engineer, pilot, or other person employed 
on any steamboat or vessel, by whose misconduct, negligence, or inat- 
tention to his duties on such vessel the life of any person ts destroyed, 
and every owner, charterer, inspector, or other public officer, through 
whose fraud, neglect, connivance, misconduct, or violation of law, the 
life of any person is destroyed, shall be deemed guilty of the felony of 
manslaughter, and wpon conviction thereof, before any circuit court of 
the United States, shall be sentenced to pay a fine of not more than 


$10,000, or to confinement at hard labor for a period of not more than | 


ten years, or either, or both: Provided, That when the owner or 
charterer of any steamboat or vessel shall be a corporation, any execu- 
tive officer of such corporation, for the time being actually charged 
with the control and management of the as equipment, or navi- 
gation of such steamboat or vessel, who has knowingly and willfully 
caused or allowed such fraud, neglect, connivance, misconduct, or viola- 


tion of law, by which the life of any person is destroyed, shall be | 


deemed guilty of the felony of manslaughter, and upon conviction 


thereof, before any circuit court of the United States, shall be sentenced | 


to confinement at hard labor for a period of not more than ten years.” 


Sec. 6. That this act shall take effect and be in force on and after 
the ist day of July, 1905. 


The Clerk read the following committee amendments: 


On page 2, in line 9, after the word “ tons,” insert “carrying passen- | 


gers for hire.” 
On page §, in line 20, strike out the word “ criminal.” 
On page 8, in line 23, strike out the word “ criminally.” 


On page 8, in line 23, after the word “ liable,” insert the words “ to | 


such penalties.” 

On page 7, in line 3, strike out “ kind” and insert “ character.” 

In line 5, page 7, strike out “ kind” and insert “ character.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SPIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say just a word with 
reference to these bills. They were all carefully considered by 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries and ample 
opportunity was given for any opposition to their enactment, 
and there was no opposition. The committee was unanimous in 
its report. These bills are all intended to better preserve life 
and property. ‘They are largely the outgrowth of the horrible 
Slocum disaster of last year, and the committee believe they are 
all worthy of enactment. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SPIGHT. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman inform us how much no- 
tice was given to the shipping interests of the country with 
regard to this legislation? 

Mr. SPIGHT. The time was postponed for the hearing after 
the first one to two weeks 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ten days. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman does not answer my ques- 
tion. I did not ask in regard to the delay in committee, but I 
asked what effort was made to bring these bills to the attention 
of the interests affected. 

Mr. SPIGHT. As far as possible. 
eral for ten days. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will state to the gentleman from Ken- 
tacky [Mr. Suertey] that I understand Mr. Clabaugh, the head 
of the inspection service on the Ohio River, was present and 
consented to this bill This is the statement we had. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Practically all the maritime interests 
were present and in conference with the Secretary of the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor and officials under him for 
several days, and the result of that conference was the series 
of bills that have been introduced this morning and which we 





The notice was made gen- 
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are attempting to pass, which were agreed upon by everybody 
present at the conference, as we understand. 

Mr. SHERLEY. It seems to me that is a rather dangerous 
thing to do—to permit legislation as wide-reaching as this to 
come up under unanimous consent. Everybody wants to remedy 
the evils that brought about the Slocum disaster, but nobody 
wants to do it blindly, and we simply have to take the state- 
ment of the committee that all of these regulations are correct, 
and it seems to me that is asking a good deal of the House, con 
sidering the scope of the bill. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. All of these recommendations have 
been very carefully considered, so we are advised, by representa- 
tives of the steamboat interests and maritime interests all over 
the country, having something like nearly 100 represented. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.} The 
Chair hears none. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion by Mr. Grosvenor to reconsider the last vote was 
laid on the table. 

IMPROVING THE STEAMBOAT-INSPECTION SERVICT. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 18201. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18201) to amend sections 4418, 4433, 
the Revised Statutes, and to — sections 4435 
the Revised Statutes, all re 
Service. 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4418 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Spc. 4418. The local inspectors shall also inspect the boilers and 
their appurtenances in all steam vessels before the same shall be used, 
and once at least in every year thereafter, and shall subject all boilers 
to the hydrostatic pressure. All such vessels shall comply with the fol 
lowing requirements, namely: That the boilers are well made, of good 
and suitable material; that the openings for the passage of water and 
steam, respectively, and all pipes and tubes exposed to heat, are of 
proper dimensions and free from obstructions; that the spaces between 
and around the flues are sufficient; that flues, boilers, furnaces, safety 
valves, fusible plugs, low-water indicators, feed-water apparatus, gauge 
cocks, steam gauges, water and steam pipes connecting boilers, means 
of prevention of sparks and flames from fire doors, low-water gauges, 
means of removing mud and sediment from boilers, and all other such 
machinery and appurtenances thereof, are of such construction, shape, 
condition, arrangement, and material that the same may be safely em 
ployed in the service proposed without peril to life; and the local in- 
spectors shall satisfy themselves by thorough examination that said re- 
quirements of law and regulations in regard thereto have been fully 
complied with. All boilers used on steam vessels and constructed of 
iron or steel plates, inspected under the provisions of section 4450, 
shall be subjected to a hydrostatic test, in the ratio of 150 pounds to 
the square inch to 100 pounds to the square inch of the working steam 
power allowed. ‘No boiler or flue pipe, nor any of the connections there- 
with, shall be approved which is made, in whole or in part, of bad ma 
terial, or is unsafe in its form, or dangerous from defective workman- 
ship, age, use, or other eause.” . 

Sec. 2. That section 4433 of the Revised Statutes of the Wnited 
States be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4433. The working steam pressure allowable on boilers con- 
structed of plates inspected as required by this title, when single 
riveted, shall not produce a strain to exceed one-sixth of the tensile 
strength of the iron or steel plates of which such boilers are con- 
structed ; but where the longitudinal laps of the cylindrical parts of 
such boilers are double riveted, and the rivet holes for such boilers 
have been fairly drilled instead of punched, an addition of 20 per 
eent to the working pressure provided for single riveting may be 
allowed: Provided, That the board of supervising inspectors, with the 
approval of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, may allow add! 
tional working pressure for other forms and methods of joining boiler 
plates and of boiler construction; but in no case shall such additional 
working pressure so allowed exceed 20 per cent of the working pressure 
provided for single riveting: And provided further, That all other 
parts of such boilers shall correspend in strength to the additional 
allowances so made; and no split calking shall in any case be per 
mitted.” 





4480, and 44853 of 
, 4436, and 4459 of -. 
ating to the Steamboat-Inspection 


Sec. 3. That section 4480 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows 
“Sec. 4480. Every steamer carrying passengers shall be provided 


with such tiller ropes, tiller rods, or chains for the purpose of steer- 
ing and navigating the vessel, and such bell pulls for signalizing the 
engineer from the pilot house, and such tubes or other arrangement to 
repeat back the signal to the pilot house as may be prescribed by the 
board of supervising inspectors, with the approval of the Secretary of 
Cemmerce and Labor.” 

Sec. 4. That section 4483 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4483. Every such steam vessel carrying passengers shall 
keep such fire buckets, axes, and water barrels as shall be prescribed 
by the regulations established by the board of supervising inspectors, 
with the approval of the Secretary of Commerce and [abo rhe 
buckets and barrels shall be kept in convenient places and filled with 
water, to be in readiness in case of fire, and the axes shall be kept in 
good order and ready for immediate use. Tanks of suitable dimen 
sions and arrangement, or buckets in sufficient number, may be sub 
stituted for barrels.” 

Sec. 5. That sections 4435, 4436, and 4459 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States be, and they are hereby, repealed 

Sec. 6. That this act shall take effect and be in force on and after 
the Ist day of July, 1905, 
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The amendments were read, as follows: 


Page 1, in the caption, strike out the words “ forty-four hundred and 
thirty-three.” 
Page 3, strike out all of section 2, being lines 3 to 24, inclusive. 
» 4, line 1, change “ Sec. 3” to “ Sec. 2.” 
> 4, line 12, change “* Sec. 4” to “ Sec. 3.” 
line 1, change “ Sec. 5” to “ Sec. 4.” 
line 5, change “ Sec. 6” to “* Sec. 5.” 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio a question. I did not hear all the reading of the 
report. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will tell the gentleman in a word what 
the purpose of this bill is. 

Mr. ZENOR. Well, I wanted a little explanation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In the first place, it takes five or six sec- 
tions of the present statute and consolidates them into one 
section and does not change the legal effect. The last section of 
the bill provides for a repeal of a section that required inspect- 
ors to give bond. That law was enacted at the time when the 
pay for inspection went through the hands of inspectors. Now 
they handle no money whatever, and therefore the Department 
thought that it was a hardship and delay to compel them to give 
bonds for the handling of the money. 

Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection, of course, to 
the bill as explained by the gentleman, but I want to inquire if 
the bill in any way affects the compensation to be paid to the 
inspectors ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. 

Mr. ZENOR. It deals entirely with the scope of the duties to 
be performed by them and consolidates these sections. That is 
ull I wanted to inquire about. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Is the gentleman from Indiana satisfied? | 


Mr. ZENOR. I am Satisfied. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
lesire to ask a question whether the committee has considered 
at all the formula that now exists in regard to the manufacture 
f boilers and the use of steel rivets? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not in this bill. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does not this bill relate to the inspection of 
boilers and the regulations in regard to the same? 


Mr. GROSVENOR. The inspection of rivets is covered in this | 


bill. It does not, however, change the present law. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I desire to suggest to the gentleman from Ohio 
[ Mr. GROSVENOR] that there have been one or two explosions on 
the Ohio River, and it is claimed by many of the manufacturers 
f boilers used on river boats that the regulations now required 
by law in regard to the use of rivets is what makes the boilers 
defective, and they have been very anxious to have this matter 


considered by Congress. Now, I want to know how far the com- | 


mittee undertook to go into the merits of the matter. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The committee did not undertake, not be- 
ng experts, to discuss that question. 
i. wider latitude of inspection by the board of supervisors of 
steam engineering. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Without any hearings had either by the com- 
mittee or by the Department relative to the causes of these explo- 
sions? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There was a full investigation in the 
Department, but it did not come before the committee, because 
we took this bill, guaranteed as it was by all the interests that 
it was correct and right. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is it true that it was requested by the De- 
partment that a commission be appointed to consider and 
report on all of these matters? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It was; and that bill is still pending in 
the committee. 

Mr. SHERLEY. And prior to that consideration you gen- 
tlemen want to regulate the whole matter? Is that the idea? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We are not trying to regulate the whole 
matter. But that committee bill is not yet reported from the 
committee, because we thought we could get these more unim- 
portant bills through the House in time, possibly, to get some 
legislation at the hands of the Senate, and we feared if we 
brought that bill here we might have controversy over that 
commission. There was a dispute about that commission, as 
to whether those composing it should be all civilians or whether 
there is to be no limitation, so that retired officers of the Navy 
might be put on; and we did not care to bring the question in 
here with these bills. But the bill is pending in the committee 
how. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOK] tell me just how far this present bill goes in 
changing existing law? 


3ut they have provided for 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. So far as all that question is con- 
cerned, it goes only to consolidate into one section of the law 
four or five sections which are now scattered through different 
portions of the statute. 

Mr. SHERLEY. And it has no other effect than that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It has no other effect than that, except 
the last section, of which I have already spoken. The last 
section in the present law allowed the inspectors to collect 
pay for the certification of the vessels, and they were required 
to give bond for paying over that money. Now they have noth- 
ing to do with that money, and do not handle any at all, so 
the Department thinks they ought not to be compelled to give 
bond. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I understand that that is the only change? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the only change. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The other part of the bill simply puts into 
one section the existing law? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Practically a consolidation of the ex- 
isting legislation. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is it actual consolidation? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is actual consolidation into one sec- 
tion. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I have just been informed that the bill 
goes further than that, and that it changes existing law con- 
siderably. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I would like to ask the 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] a ques- 
tion for information. I heard the gentleman’s statement to 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEy] that this is sim- 
ply a consolidation of existing law. Now, if that is so, I have 
no objection to the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It only consolidates four sections. It is 
not a general consolidation. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Does not this bill in some 
way affect in a manner different from existing statutes small 
steam or gasoline or naphtha launches? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It has nothing at all to do with that. 
There is a bill which I will offer later that will have some ref- 
erence to that, and to which the gentleman will not object, I am 
sure. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I am satisfied with the 
gentleman’s statement. I desire to say before I take my seat 
that I am interested in any bill affecting small steam or gasoline 
or naphtha launches. I do not think the inspection laws ought 
to be extended to them. While such legislation is placed on the 
ground of protection of human life, these small launches are 
navigated on the bays and rivers and sounds of the country with 
no danger. Some carry passengers and freight, and some are 
merely pleasure boats. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We have not interfered with that in this. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. This does not enlarge the scope of the 
law at all. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The question was taken; and the amendments recommended 
by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GrRosvEeNor, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


STEAMRBOAT-INSPECTION SERVICE. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I now ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill H. R. 18200. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18200) to amend section 4414 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I would like to omit the 
formal reading of this bill. If gentlemen will look at it they 
see that it is only an alteration of the inspection force. In- 
stead of taking them as they are, scattered all over the country 
at various prices, under the law it simply proposes a uniform 
classification. It does not change their salary—does not change 
their compensation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that the bill 
ought to be read; but the Chair will ask unanimous consent for 
its present consideration. 

Mr. ZENOR. Reserving the right to object—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think bills of such importance ought 
to be read, at least, before being passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18200) to amend section 4414 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4414 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“ Sec, 4414. There shall be in each of the following collection districts, 
namely, the districts of Philadelphia, Pa.; San Francisco, Cal.; New 
London, Conn.; Baltimore, Md.; Detroit, Mich. ; Chicago, Ill.; Bangor, 
Me.; New Haven, Conn.; Michigan, Mich.; Milwaukee, Wis.; Wil- 
lamette, Oreg.; Puget Sound, Washington; Savannah, Ga.; Pittsburg, 
Pa.: Oswego, N. Y.; Charleston, 8. C.; Duluth, Minn.; Superior, 
Mich.; Apalachicola, Fla.; Galveston, Tex.; Mobile, Ala.; Alaska; 
Providence, R. I., and in each of the following _ New York, N. Y.; 
Jacksonville, Fla.; Portland, Me.; Boston, Mass.; Buffalo, N. Y.; 
Cleveland, Ohio; Toledo, Ohio; Norfolk, Va.; Evansville, Ind.; Du- 
buque, Iowa; Louisville, Ky.; Albany, N. Y.; Cincinnati, Ohio; Mem- 
yhis, Tenn.; Nashville, Tenn.; St. Louis, Mo.; Port Huron, Mich. ; 

‘ew Orleans, La. ; Sens. Ohio; Wheeling, W. Va., and Burlington, 
¥t.. one inspector of hulls and one inspector of boilers. 

“The inspectors of hulls and the inspectors of boilers in the dis- 
tricts and ports enumerated in the preceding paragraph shail be en- 
titled to the following salaries, to be paid under the direction of the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor, namely: 

“For the port of New York, N. Y., at the rate of $2,500 per year for 
each local inspector. 

“For the districts of Philadelphia, Pa.; Baltimore, Md.; San_Fran- 
cisco, Cal., and Puget Sound, Wash., and the ports of Boston, Mass. ; 
Buffalo, N. Y., and New Orleans, La., at the rate of $2,250 per year for 
each local inspector. 

“For the districts of Michigan, Mich.; Milwaukee, Wis.; Duluth, 
Minn.: Providence, R. I.; Chicago, Ill., and Alaska, and the ports of 
Albany, N. ¥.; Cleveland, Ohio; Portland, Me., and Norfolk, Va., at the 
rate of $2,000 pee year for each local inspector. 

“For the districts of Oswego, N. Y¥.; Willamette, Oreg.; Detroit, 
Mich., and Mobile, Ala., and the ports of St. Louis, Mo., and Port 
Huron, Mich., at the rate of $1,800 per year for each local inspector. 

“For the districts of Pittsburg, Pa.; New Haven, Conn.; Savannah, 
Ga.; Charleston, 8. C.; Galveston, Tex.; New London, Conn., and 
Superior, Mich., and the ports of Dubuque, Iowa, and Toledo, Ohio, at 
the rate of $1,500 per year for each local inspector. 

“For the districts of Bangor, Me., and lachicola, Fla., and the 
orts of Evansville, Ind.; Louisville, Ky.; Memphis, Tenn.; Nashville, 
‘enn.; Cincinnati, Ohio; Gallipolis, Ohio; Wheeling, W. Va.; Bur- 

lington, Vt., and Jacksonville, Fla., at the rate of $1,200 per year for 
each local inspector. 

“And, in addition, the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may appoint, 
in districts or ports where there are 225 steamers and upward to in- 
spected annually, assistant inspectors, at a salary, for the port of New 
York, of $2,000 a tag each ; for the port of New Orleans, La.; the dis- 
tricts of Philadelphia, Pa.; Baltimore, Md.; the ports of Boston, Mass. ; 
Chicago, IL, and the district of San Francisco, Cal., at $1,800 per year 
each, and for all other districts and ports at a salary not exceeding 
$1,600 a year each; and he may appoint a clerk to any such board at a 
compensation not exceeding $1,200 a year to each person so appointed. 
Every inspector provided for in this or the preceding sections of this 
title shall be paid his actual and reasonable traveling expenses or mile 
age, at the rate of 5 cents a mile, incurred in the performance of his 
duties, together with his actual and reasonable expenses for transporita- 
tion of instruments, which shall be certified and sworn to under such 
instructions as shall be given by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 

“Assistant inspectors, appointed as provided by law, shall perform 
such duties of actual inspection as may be assigned to them under the 
direction, supervision, and control of the local inspectors. 

“And the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may from time to time de- 
tail said assistant inspectors of one rt or district for service in any 
other port or district, as the needs of the Steamboat-Inspection Service 
may, in his discretion, require, and the actual and reasonable traveling 
expenses or mileage of assistant inspectors so detailed shall be paid in 
the same manner as provided in this section for inspectors.” 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect and be in force on and after the 
ist day of July, 1905. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Reserving the right to object, I would like 
to ask the gentleman what change this bill makes in the law? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will give it to the gentleman in a nut- 
shell. First, the alteration of the present salary system of in- 
spectors. The system now in operation is one where the amount 
of the inspectors’ salaries is based upon the number of vessels 
inspected. The vice of this system is obvious from its statement. 
Vessels naturally go for inpection where inspection is most lax, 
and the premium is thereby placed on inferior and improper 
work. The proposed amendment does not substantially alter 
the present amounts paid, but makes the amount permanent and 
fixed, instead of pro rata. 

A purely formal change is made in the statement of the places 
at which inspectors are located, so as to correspond to the correct 
statement of the customs collection district. There have been 
a number of changes in the customs districts. The duties of as- 
sistant inspectors are defined. This has never been done before 
by the law. Authority is given to the Secretary to detail assist- 
ant inspectors from one port for service in another, as the needs 
of the service may require. The merit of this change is obvious 
on its face, as allowing the use of the force to the best advantage. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion. Are not these inspectors required to give their entire time? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They are not. 

Mr. SHERLEY. On what basis has the schedule of salaries 
been raised? I notice that some places it amounts to something 
over $2,000 and others $1,200. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I presume on the basis of the amount of 
work In the aggregate that is done at that port. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The salaries fixed in the bill, as has 
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been stated before the committee by the report of the De 
partment of Commerce and Labor, are based upon the actual 
fees received during the last year by the various inspectors at 
the various places. So that it neither raises nor lowers their 
compensation. It gives them just exactly what they were re- 
ceiving as a basis. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Then, just upon that, I think there ought 
to be a great many changes made in regard to the salaries. 
Some are too high and some are too low. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. This is precisely the basis on which 
they are fixed. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I shall be obliged to object. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Does not this give the Sec 
retary the right to have an additional inspector in addition to 
the one already appointed? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not think the bill does that. The 
additional part is this: 

Assistant inspectors, appointed as provided by law. 

Well, we did not authorize that. An assistant may be as- 
signed under the law under which he is appointed, as directed. 

Shall perform such duties of actual inspection as may be assigned to 
them under the direction, supervision, and control of the local in- 
spectors. 

And the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may from time to time 
detail said assistant inspectors of one port or district for service in any 
other port or district as the needs of the Steamboat-Inspection Service 
may, in his discretion, require. 

It dees not change the location of the inspectors, but it does 
authorize the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to move the 
assistants when the necessities of the service require. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. It does not change the loca- 
tion of the present inspectors? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I think not. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does it leave them under the 
civil service? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I am sorry. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You can not break into the civil service 
under this provision. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to inquire what the pres- 
ent course of inspection, which, I understand, is under the fee 
system, amounts to. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
gate? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not know. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to know whether the sala- 
ries paid to these inspectors now in the aggregate amount to 
more than the fees that were paid before inspection? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; we understand It to be precisely 
identical. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The salaries are based upon the amount 
of fees that have been received. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does it increase the cost of inspection 
to the Government? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 


Does the gentleman mean in the aggre- 


In the aggregate. 


Not as we understand it. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I insist upon my objection. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects. 
IMPROVING CONDITION OF STEAMBOAT-INSPECTION SERVICE. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 18202) to amend 
sections 4415, 4416, 4423, 4426, 4449, 4452, 4470, 4472, 4498, and 
4233 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 
steamboat inspection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That section 4415 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4415. The inspector of hulls shali be a person of good char- 
acter and suitable qualifications and attainments to perform the serv 
ices required of an inspector of hulls, who, from his practical knowledge 
of shipbuilding and navigation and the uses of steam in navigation, is 
fully competent to make a reliable estimate of the strength, seaworthi 
ness, and other qualities of the bulls of vessels and their equipment 
deemed essential to safety of life in their navigation; and the inspector 
of boilers shall be a person of good character and suitable qualifications 
and attainments to perform the services required of an inspector of 
boilers, who from his knowledge and experience of the duties of an 
engineer employed in navigating vessels by steam, and also of the con 
struction and use of boilers, and machinery and appurtenances there 
with connected, is able to form a reliable opinion of the strength, 
form, workmanship, and suitableness of boilers and machinery to be 
employed, without hazard to life from imperfection in the material, 
workmanship, or arrangement of any part of such apparatus for steam 
ing. The inspector of hulls and the inspector for boilers designated by 


the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall, from the date of designa 
tion, constitute a board of local inspectors.” 
Sec. 2. That section 4416 of the Revised Statutes of the Unitea 


States be amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4416. No person interested, either directly or indirectly, in any 
patented article required to be used on any steamer by this title, or 
who is a member of any association of owners, masters, engineers, or 
pilots of steamboats, or who is, directly or indirectly, pecuniarily in- 
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terested in any steam vessel, or who has not the qualifications and 
acquirements prescribed by this title, or who is intemperate in his 
hebits, shall be eligible to hold the office of either supervising, local, or 
assistant inspector, or to discharge the duties thereof; and if any such 
person shall attempt to exercise the functions of the office of either 
inspector he shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, punishable by a 
fine of $500, and shall be dismissed from office.” 

Sec. 3. That section 4423 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

* Sec, 4423. Every collector or other chief officer of the customs shall 
retain on file all original certificates of the inspectors required to be 
delivered to him, and shall give to the master or owner of the vessel 
therein named three certified copies thereof, two of which shall be 
placed by such master or owner in conspicuous places in the vessel 
where they will be most likely to be observed by passengers and others, 
and there kept at all times, framed under glass, and the other shall be 
retained by such master or owner as evidence of the authority thereby 
conferred : Provided, however, That where it is not practicable to so 
expose said copies they shall be carried in the vessel in such manner as 
shall be prescribed by the regulations established by the board of super- 
a see with the approval of the Secretary of Commerce and 

savor. 

Sec. 4. That section 4426 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, as amended by act of January 18, 1897, be, and it is hereby, 
further amended to read as follows: 

* Sec. 4426. The hull and boilers of every ferryboat, canal boat, 
yacht, or other small craft of like character propelled by steam, shall 
be inspected under the provisions of this title. Such other provisions 
of law for the better security of life as may be applicable to such ves- 
sels shall, by the regulations of the board of supervising inspectors, 
also be required to be complied with before a certificate of inspection 
shall be granted, and no such vessel shall be navigated without a 
licensed engineer and a licensed pilot: Provided, however, That in open 
steam launches of 10 tons burden and under, one person, if duly quali- 
fied, may serve in the double capacity of pilot and engineer. All ves- 
sels of above 15 tons burden carrying freight or passengers for hire, 
propelled by gas, fluid, naphtha, or electric motors, shall be, and are 
hereby, made subject’ to all the provisions of section 4426 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States relating to the inspection of hulls 
and boilers and requiring engineers and pilots, and for any violation 
of the provisions of this title applicable to such vessels, or of rules or 
regulations lawfully established thereunder, and to the extent to which 
such provisions of law and regulations are so applicable, the said ves- 
sels, their masters, officers, and owners shall be subject to the provisions 
of sections 4496, 4497, 4498, 4499, and 4500, relating to the imposition 
and enforcement of penalties and the enforcement of law.” 

Sec. 5. That section 4449 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4449. If any licensed officer shall, to the hindrance of com- 
merce, wrongfully or unreasonably refuse to serve in his official ca- 
pacity on any vessel as authorized by the terms of his certificate of 
license, or shall fail to deliver to the applicant for such service at the 
time of such refusal, if the same shall be demanded, a statement in 
writing assigning good and sufficient reasons therefor, or if any pilot 
or engineer shall refuse to admit into the pilot house or engine room 
any person whom the master or owner of the vessel may desire to place 
there for the purpose of learning the profession, his license shall be 
revoked or suspended upon the same proceedings as are provided in 
other cases of revocation or suspension of such licenses.” 

Sec. 6. That section 4452 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4452. Whenever any board of local inspectors refuses to grant 
a license to any person applying for the same, or suspends or revokes 
the license of any master, mate, engineer, or pilot, any person deeming 
himself wronged by such refusal, suspension, or revocation, may, 
within thirty days thereof, on application to the supervising inspector 
of the district, have his case examined anew by such supervising in- 
spector; and the local board shall furnish to the supervising inspector, 
in writing, the reasons for its doings in the premises; and such super- 
vising inspector shall examine the case anew, and he shall have the 
same powers to summon witnesses and compel their attendance and to 
administer oaths that are conferred on local inspectors; and such wit- 
nesses and the marshal shall be paid in the same manner as provided 
for by the preceding section; and such supervising inspector may re- 
voke, change, or modify the decision of such local board; and like 
proceedings may be had by any master or owner of any steam vessel 
in relation to the inspection of such vessel, or her boilers or machinery, 
by any such local board; and in case of repairs, and in any investiga- 
tion or inspection, where there shall be a disagreement between the 
local inspectors, the supervising inspector, when so requested, shall 
investigate and decide the case. In cases of trials for the revocation 
or suspension of an officer’s license, where either the license has been 
revoked or suspension for more than six months has been made, and 
such action has been affirmed by the supervising inspector, the officer 
whose license is in question may have the case examined anew by the 
Supervising Inspector-General, who shall have the same powers to 
summon witnesses, to compel their attendance, and to administer oaths 
as are conferred on local inspectors, and the Supervising Inspector- 
General may revoke, change, or modify said decisions. Application 
for such reexamination of the case shall be made to the Supervising 
Inspector-General within thirty days after final decision by the super- 
vising inspector.” 

Sec. 7. That section 4470 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4470. Every steamer carrying passengers or freight shall be 
provided with suitable pipes and valves attached to the boiler to convey 
steam into the hold and to the different compartments thereof to ex- 
tinguish fire, or such other suitable apparatus as may be prescribed by 
the regulations of the board of supervising inspectors, with the approval 
of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, for extinguishing fire in the 
hold and compartments thereof by the introduction through pipes into 
such hold and compartments of carbonic acid gas or other fire-extin- 
guishing gas or vapor; and every stove used on board of any such ves- 
sel shall be well and securely fastened, so as to prevent it from being 
moved or overthrown, and all woodwork or other ignitable substances 
about the boilers, chimneys, cook houses, and stovepipes exposed to igni- 
tion shall be thoroughly shielded by some incombustible material in such 
a manner as to leave the air to circulate freely between such material 
and woodwork or other ignitable substance; and before granting a cer- 
tificate of inspection the inspector shall require all other necessary pro- 
visions to be made throughout such vessel to guard against loss or dan- 
ger from fire.” 
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Sec. 8. That section 4472 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4472. No loose hay, loose cotton, or loose hemp, camphene, 
nitroglycerin, naphtha, benzine, benzole, coal oil, crude or refined pe- 
troleum, or other like explosive burning fluids, or like dangerous articles, 
shall be carried as freight or used as stores on any steamer carrying 
passengers; nor shall baled cotton or hemp be carried on such steam- 
ers unless the bales are compactly pressed and thoroughly covered and 
secured in such manner as shall be prescribed by the regulations estab- 
lished by the board of supervising inspectors with the approval of the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor; nor shall gunpowder be carried on 
any such vessel except under special license; nor shall oil of vitriol, 
nitric or other chemical acids be carried on such steamers except on the 
decks or guards thereof or in such other safe part of the vessel as shall 
be prescribed by the inspectors. Refined petroleum, which will not 
ignite at a temperature less than’ 110° of Fahrenheit thermometer, may 
be carried on board such steamers upon routes where there is no other 
practicable mode of transporting it, and under such regulations as 
shall be prescribed by the said board of supervising inspectors with the 
approval of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor; and oil or spirits of 
turpentine may be caried on such steamers when put up in good me- 
tallic vessels or casks or barrels well and securely bound with iron and 
stowed in a secure part of the vessel; and friction matches may be 
carried on such steamers when securely packed in strong, tight chests 
or boxes, the covers of which shall be well secured by locks, screws, or 
other reliable fastenings, and stowed in a safe part of the vessel at a 
secure distance from any fire or heat. All such other provisions shall be 
made on every steamer carrying passengers or freight, to guard against 
and extinguish fire, as shall be prescribed by the board of supervising 
inspectors and approved by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 
Nothing in the foregoing or following sections of this act shall prohibit 
the transportation by steam vessels of gasoline or any of the products 
of petroleum when carried by motor vehicles (commonly known as au- 
tomobiles) using the same as a source of motive power: Provided, how- 
ever, That all fire, if any, in such vehicles or automobiles be extin- 
guished before entering the said vessel, and that the same be not 
relighted until after said vehicle shall have left the same: Provided 
further, That any owner, master, agent, or other person having charge 
of passenger steam vessels shall have the right to refuse to transport 
automobile vehicles the tanks of which contain gasoline, naphtha, or 
other dangerous burning fluids.”’ 

Sec. 9. That section 4498 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4498. A register, enrollment, or license shall not be granted 
or other papers be issued by any collector or other chief officer of cus- 
toms to any vessel subject by law to inspection under this title until 
all the provisions of this title applicable to such vessel have been fully 
complied with and until the certificate of poe | ae required by this 
title for such vessel has been filed with said collector.” 

Sec. 10. That rile 1 of section 4233 of. the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be amended to read as follows: 

“Rute 1. Every steam vessel which is under sail and not under 
steam shall be considered a sail vessel; and every steam vessel which is 
under steam, whether under sail or not, shall be considered a steam ves- 
sel. The words steam vessel shall include any vessel propelled by ma- 
chinery.” 

Sec. 11. That this act shall take effect and be in force on and after 
the ist day of July, 1905. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman as to whether this bill provides for the inspection of a 
certain class of vessels? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It does not change the law. 

Mr. ZENOR. I want to inquire whether it extends the in- 
spection to any vessel not heretofore the subject of inspection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It does not extend the inspection law to 
any vessel below 15 tons. That is the dividing line that we have 
always had between pleasure boats and business boats. 

Mr. ZENOR. We have a great many vessels—small craft—on 
the Ohio River. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We are not interfering with them, be- 
cause we know how sensitive the Ohio River is. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ZENOR. Does it make any change with reference to the 
pilots on small boats? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No change whatever is made. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, Except this, that it allows one man to 
act—— 

Mr. ZENOR. In a double capacity? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to inquire if any of these bills in- 
clude the provision of a bill introduced by a Member some time 
ago including certain boats in the description of vessels? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; that is not included. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I would like to ask the gentleman a question. I notice section 
4472 provides that boats carrying passengers shall not carry cer- 
tain kinds of freight. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the present law. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Exactly? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Exactly. There is one change in the 
statute. It changes the present requirement that bale cotton 
or hemp shall be carried on steamers when covered only with 
sacking of a similar fabric. The sole object of this bagging is 
to present a smooth surface so as to prevent combustion by fric- 
tion. The result of this section has been to bar a very large 
line of shipments of hemp from the Philippines to the Pacific 
coast, where, by the established custom of the trade, such hemp 
has been bound in rattan covering, which covering, as a matter 
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of fact, is much more satisfactory and safe than any bagging, 
and should be allowed. The proposed change leaves details of 
this sort to be determined by regulation. 

Mr. SHERLEY. It does not make any change in regard to 
naphtha or benzine or coal oil? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. I will have the report read 
if the gentleman would like to have it. 

Mr. KEHOE. Let us have it read. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to hear it. 

The Clerk read the report (by Mr. GrosvENoR), as follows: 


The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the bill (HI. R. 18202) amending sections 4415, 4416, 4423, 
4426, 4449, 4452, 4470, 4472, 4498, and 4233 of the Revised Statutes, 
submit the following report: 

Your committee have carefully considered this bill and have given 
hearings thereon. The passage of the bill is recommended by the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor as a means of improving the con- 
dition of the Steamboat-Inspection Service, and in pursuance of the 
recommendations of the United States commission of. investigation 
upon the disaster to the steamer Gencral Slocum. 

The bill amends sections 4415, 4416, 4423, 4426,.4449, 4452, 4470, 
4472, 4498, and 4233 of the Revised Statutes by making the following 
changes therein: 
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The amendment of section 4415 is purely formal, omitting that part 


of that section which has already been repealed by the civil-service act 
as to the appointment of inspectors. 

The amendment to section 4416 adds assistant inspectors to those 
who are prohibited from having any pecuniary interest in vessels or 
patented articles. This prohibition covers now only supervising and 
local inspectors. 

Section 4423. The last paragraph only is new, and is meant to grant 
an exemption from the general duty of exposing an inspection certifi- 
cate in favor of small open launches where such exposure under glass 
is practically impossible. 

Section 4426. The sole change is in the second paragraph thereof, 
where motor boats of over 15 tons burden are brought under the gen- 
eral penal provisions of the title. At present these boats are subject 
to the requirements of inspection by virtue of this section, but the 
United States cirenit court of appeals has just rendered an opinion 
stating that while such boats are subject to the requirements of the 
section as to inspection and the carrying of licensed officers, the boats 
or their masters can not be punished if they violate these require- 
ments. This decision practically nullifies the effect of the whole sec- 
tion as it now stands. The change merely applies a proper penalty 
for a violation of a duty which was already required by statute. 

Section 4449. The sole change here is the addition of the alternative 
of suspension of license instead of revocation in case of a licensed officer 
shall unreasonably refuse to serve. This alternative is now given in 
all the other causes for disciplining licensed officers. In this case also 
there should be allowed the alternative of suspension as well as revoca- 
tion of license. 

Section 4452. The sole change is in the addition of the last para- 
graph, which allows an appeal through the supervising inspector to the 
supervising inspector-general for certain cases of revocation or suspen- 
sion of officers’ licenses. (See Slocum +e: p. 54.) 

Section 4470. The only change is in the insertion of a clause which 
allows the use of a system for introducing carbonic-acid gas or other 
fire-extinguishing gases or vapor into the holds of a vessel as an alter- 
native for steam as a fire extinguisher. Strong evidence was adduced 
to the effect that the use of carbonic-acid gas as a fire extinguisher was 
in some ways much superior to steam, and that such systems have been 
proposed, but under the present statute can not be used. (See Slocum 
report, p. 53.) 

Section 4472. There is one change in this statute: Changes the pres- 
ent requirement that baled cotton or hemp shall be carried on steamers 
when covered only with bagging of a similar fabric. The sole object 
of this bagging is to present a smooth surface so as to prevent com- 
bustion by friction. The result o®this section as it stands has been to 
bar out a very large line of shipments of hemp from the Philippines to 
the Pacific coast, where by the established custom of the trade such 
hemp has been bound in rattan covering, which covering is, as a matter 
of fact, much more satisfactory and safe than any bagging and should 
be allowed. The proposed change leaves details of this sort to be deter- 
mined by regulations. 

Section 4498. This section as it now stands does not require the col- 
lector of customs to see that the certificate of inspection is on board 
the vessel before granting papers to her. It has, however, always 
been the custom of the collectors to ascertain about this certificate as 
a matter of practice, and it should be made a requirement of statute. 

Section 4233. This amends a formal omission in the “ collision 
rules” for the Red River of the North and the Mississippi system. In 
the international rules of navigation, the Atlantic and Pacific coast 
rules, and the Great Lakes rules, all of which are substantially the 
same with minor differences, it is provided that “the word steam 
vessel shall include any vessel propelled by machinery,” so as to make 
these rules of navigation applicable to motor vessels other than steam. 
This phrase was omitted from the collision rules of the Red River of 
the North and the Mississippi system, because in the revision after 
1890 of the international rules of navigation resulting from the Wash- 
ington International Marine Conference such colision rules were not 
included. ‘There is no reason why on this class of waters motor boats 
should not be subject to the collision rules as well as on other waters, 
— the phrase is therefore inserted to make the various sets of rules 
unitorm. 

Your committee therefore respectfully report the said bill back to 
the House with the recommendation that the bill be passed. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman in charge of this bill whether or not the word 

Mr. MADDOX rose. 

= SPEAKER. To whom did the gentleman from Ohio 
yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. To the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
JONES |. 

Mr. MADDOX. Well, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to 
object. 
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Mr. JONES of Virginia. I would like to have the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] state to me whether or not the fol- 
lowing language in this bill changes existing law: 


All vessels of above 15 tons burden, carrying freight or passengers for 
hire, propelled by gas, fluid, naptha, or electric motors, shall be, and 
are hereby, made subject to all the provisions of section 4426 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the inspection of 


hulls and boilers and requiring engineers and pilots, etc. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. It makes no change in existing law? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No change except to bring these vessels 
under the provision of law as it now stands. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Do I understand that the vessels 
here mentioned are not under the provisions of existing law’? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They are not under it for any penalty. 
It is found that while they are brought under it and are ordered 
to conform to its provisions, there was an omission in the formal 
statute that did not punish them if they failed to obey the law. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Then, if this bill is passed, I under 
stand that vessels propelled by naphtha, gas, etc., if they are over 
15 tons burden, will be required to carry a licensed engineer and 
pilot? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Just as they are now—no more, no less. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Are they required now to carry 
them? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. The only difference is that 
it puts a penalty upon them if they do not obey the law. Some 
court rendered a decision that knocked that law all to pieces 
in that way. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. How long since was that decision? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not remember. It is cited in that 
report. 

Mr. MINOR. The truth is that an important feature was 
omitted from the original feature, viz, that passing signals 
need not be observed by boats of 15 tons, although they carry 
licensed men, and if a collision results from their disobedience 
or disregard of those signals they can not be punished, so that 
they navigate the waters with impunity and care nothing about 
passing signals. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I will state to the gentleman that 
some time ago there were some bills introduced here, the pur 
pose of which was to require small launches propelled by gas, 
naphtha, and electric power to have licensed engineers. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This has nothing to do with that. ‘We 
are too well posted upon the opposition to the idea of that bill 
to bring any more such bills here. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. That is just what I wanted to know. 
I wished to know whether the provisions of those bills, any of 
them, had been incorporated into this measure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; we do not propose to interfere in 
any way with the full supply of instruments of suicide here- 
after. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. There are no provisions in this bill 
which affect those boats? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If they want to commit hara-kiri, all 
right. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They can commit murder or suicide, if 
they want to. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. With this assurance given me, I 
withdraw my objections to present consideration of this meas 
ure. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. MADDOX. I desire to call attention now to page 8 of 
the bill, section 4472, in which I find this language: 

No loose hay, loose cotton, or loose hemp * * *_ shall be carried 
as freight or used as stores on any steamer carrying passengers; nor 
shall baled cotton or hemp be carried on such steamers unless the 


bales are compactly pressed and thoroughly covered and secured in 
such manner as shall be prescribed by the regulations established, etc. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘That is the present law. The change I 
had read. There is one change in this statute which changes 
the present requirements that baled cotton and hemp shall be car- 
ried on steamers when covered only with bagging of a similar 
pattern. That is the present law; and the sole object of this 
bagging is to present a smooth surface, so as to prevent com 
bustion by friction. The result of this section has been to bar 
out a very large line of shipments of hemp from the Philippines 
to the Pacific coast, where, by established custom of the trade, 
such hemp has been bound in rattan covering, which covering 
is, as a matter of fact, much more satisfactory and safe than 
any bagging, and should be allowed. This is done not te change 
the right to carry the gentleman’s cotton as it is now earried, 
but to permit the Filipino fellow to ship his im rattan covering 
rather than in a smooth surface. 
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Mr. MADDOX. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Ohio to this fact, that there is quite a lot of cotton, for 
instance, throughout the South and especially in my district; 
that is, as we call it, “ packed” at the gin where the cotton is 
ginned and then shipped to a central point where it is 
pressed— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. MADDOX. In the packed form that you speak of here. 
Now, if I understand the object of this bill, this cotton must be 
compressed before it can be shipped on board a steamer. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It does not change the law at all in that 
respect. I have the statement of the Department itself that 
the only change is the insertion of the clause which allows the 
use of a covering of rattan instead of cotton. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It does not confine the cover to one 
particular fabric. It does not require any new cover. 

Mr. MADDOX. This does not mean the cotton has to be 
compressed before it is shipped. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand that perfectly well, because 
I have seen the shipments very often and there is no change, I 
assert, in this bill upon the law as it stands to-day in that 
respect. 

Mr. BREAZEALE. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GRosvENoR, a motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill that 
was objected to, No. 18190. This bill was objected to by the 
= from California who withdraws his objection to the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection te the consideration of the 
bill referred to? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Speaker, my understanding in with- 
drawing the objection was that upon an amendment to be offered 
by me I would be heard in support of it. Is that correct? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is correct. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is a committee amendment that 
ought to be agreed to before the other amendment. 

The question was taken, and the committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I offer an amendment by authority of the 
committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 1, in line 6, after the word “ passenger” insert the words 


“for hire; so as to read, “no steamer carrying passengers for hire,” 
ete. 





The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I now yield to the gentleman from Cali- | plied with lifeboats. There was a period of twenty minutes 


| within which they could have been used, though five minutes 


fornia who desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
ment, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the period in line 16, page 2, substituting a 
colon, and adding thereafter : 

“And provided further, That at least 70 per cent of navigating crew, 


| 





with the crews of steam vessels, and provides that such crews 
shall be “ well-disciplined and qualified.” I have no doubt that 
the President is personally favorable to sufficient alteration of 
the laws affecting crews, but I have not such faith in the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor, or the House committee from 
which the bill has come, and I am certain that no person pos- 
sessing expert knowledge of sea conditions can believe the bill 
to be, in fact, sufficient. In simple truth, it is a delusion and a 
sham, and I regret to have to believe that it is such because of 
a greater solicitude of some gentlemen for the money returns 
of shipowners than for the lives of crews and passengers. 

Until the law shall contain a provision defining what shall 
constitute qualification for service as a seaman aboard a vessel 
coming under this bill, of what avail is the language its friends 
have chosen? And the law contains no such definition, as gen- 
tlemen must be aware. 

The bill has something to say about numbers of seamen who 
shall compose a crew. ‘Che authority it confers in this respect 
probably exists now, but whether it does or not, every step in 
the direction of a minimum manning scale is wise. However, as 
I months ago urged on this floor, numerical strength of crews 
does not necessarily yield the totality of skill essential to safe 
navigation, and any bill that deals with numbers and does not 
establish a standard whereby to measure efficiency can not be of 
substantial value in the respect to which the pending bill relates. 

What is required is what this amendment if made law would 
do. No vessel of the class covered by this bill should be per- 
mitted to leave port unless manned by a crew sufficient in skill 
to manage the vessel at all times, and it is the conclusion of the 
world’s best authorities that to assure a reasonable measure of 
safety for life and cargo the navigating crew of a steamship 
should have about three-fourths of its numerical strength made 
up of able seamen who have had at least three years of expe- 
rience at sea, on deck, with one of those years spent aboard a 
sailing or deep-sea fishing vessel. 

If the law is to be improved we must so change it as that for 
the judgment of shipowners or masters shall be substituted a 
statutory command in the matter of what shall and what shall 
not be that totality of skill in seamanship entitling a steam 
vessel to sail the sea. In an unamended form the bill reported 


| from the committee leaves it, as the law now leaves it, to the 


will of shipowners and masters to say what shall constitute 


qualification in a crew, and in the case of a disaster leaves it, 


as the law now leaves it, to the conclusion of a court. 

Where is the good of devoting minute attention to life-saving 
appliances if we neglect to see to it that there shall be on board 
our vessels men capable of efficiently using them amidst con- 
ditions of danger? 

I commend to the attention of the House, in this regard, the 
loss of the City of Rio de Janeiro, in 1901, just outside the 
Golden Gate. In that case the steamship was abundantly sup- 


would have been ample with an efficient crew, and there were 
on board the usual number of seamen. Nevertheless, few of the 


| many lives on the ill-fated liner were saved. 


exclusive of licensed officers, shall be effective hands—that is, of a rat- | 
ing not less than able seamen; and no one shall be signed as an able sea- 
man unless he is 19 or more years of age and shall have served at least 


three years at sea on deck, of which three years at least one year 
must have been in a sailing or deep-sea fishing vessel.” 


much time is yielded to me by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENoR] 
is recognized. How much time does the gentleman yield to the 
gentleman from California [Mr. LIvERNASH]? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would ask the gentleman from Califor- 
nin {Mr. LivernasuH] how much time he desires? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. I would like ten minutes. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Liver- | 
NASH] is entitled to ten minutes, yielded to him by the gentle- | 


man from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. 


comes directly from all the organized seamen of America, and 
ought to be adopted because it is essential to reach the end for 
which we are told the pending bill has been brought forward. 


A long line of disasters culminating in the Slocum tragedy | 


has led the Administration to observe that our laws affecting 
steam vessels do not adequately safeguard life, and this bill is 


one of a number of measures expressing the Administration’s | 


Consider further the foundering of the steamship Clallam in 
the straits of Juan de Fuca about a year ago, with a loss of fifty 
lives. The Clallam had the ordinary number of seamen for a 
vessel of her class and tonnage, she was well equipped with 
boats, and there was an abundance of time for saving the lives 
of all on board had the crew possessed expertness as it pos- 
sessed numbers. Want of skill among the seamen made the 


time and the boats of no avail. 
Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Speaker. may I understand how | 


The disaster giving rise to the legislation proposed here to-day 


| affords a yet more striking example of the thought I am seeking 
| to develop. The steamship General Slocwn carried 1,358 pas- 


| 





sengers and a crew of thirty men. Nine hundred and fifty-five 
of the passengers were lost and only two of the crew. Numer- 
ically, the Slocum’s crew conformed to the common practice as 
to vessels of the class and tonnage, but for all that there was 
so little skill among the thirty men as to make the crew of prac- 
tically no value amidst the tragic fire with which the country is 
familiar. 

Allow me, sir, to quote briefly from the report of the United 


| States commission to investigate upon the disaster of the 
Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Speaker, the amendment thus offered 


steamer General Slocum. I read from page 24 of that report: 


The inefficiency and poor » cages of the deck crew of this vessel, 
doubtless typical of the majority of the crews of excursion steamers, is 
one of the essential facts that caused the loss of so many lives. 

The commission found, indeed, such conditions as justified it 
in saying concerning the excursion traffic generally on Long 
Island Sound: 


The deck hands are apparently picked up with very little considera- 


views of appropriate alteration of those defective laws. It deals | tion as to the knowledge of their duties, have very little disciplfne, 
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change from year to year (only one of the Slocum’s deck hands having 
been on the vessel before this year), and are unfitted to meet any such 
emergency as was presented by the disaster to the General Slocum, or 
properly to take care of such peculiarly dangerous traffic as that on 
excursion boats. 


In sharp contrast with cases of the sort just mentioned, I 
direct the attention of the House to the conduct of the crew of 
the steamship Queen, in 1904. I quote a brief statement of 
facts: 


At 4.30 o'clock in the morning of February 27, 1904, a fire was dis- 
covered in the after saloon of the steamship Queen, while the vessel | 
was in a heavy, choppy sea off the coast of Oregon, with the wind | 
blowing about 15 knots. The boats (except one, stove in by getting | 
under the guard while being handled) were lowered and manned, and | 
the women and children passengers were placed in them. The seamen 
not detailed for the boats remained on the ship and fought the fire. 
By 8 o'clock the flames were extinguished. Thereupon the passengers 
were returned to the steamer and the voyage was resumed. Fourteen 
lives were lost; one through exposure in the boats, three (members of 
the steward’s department) through gaving their escape from the flames 
eut off, and ten through drowning—eight sailors and two passengers. | 
The ship carried the usual complement of seamen, but picked for skill, 
and in fact skilled. | 


The Queen, under a practice of the steamship company owning 
her, drew her crew from the flower of the Pacific seamen, no | 
one being employed not possessing more than ordinary efficiency 
in his calling. The master of the vessel declared that but for 
the skill of the crew the Queen would have been of the mys- 
teries of the sea—a vessel never heard of after leaving port. 

I am aware, sir, that from the standpoint of the owner of a 
steamship this amendment will be objectionable for the same 
reason that any other proposal will be objectionable, the immedi- 
ate effect whereof must be to raise the cost of operating his ship. | 
No doubt more wages must be paid, as a rule, to a skilled than | 
to an unskilled crew, just as more money must be paid for a 
thoroughly safe than a somewhat unsafe boiler; but if we are 
legislating to prevent disasters like the Slocum disaster, and 
not merely to delude the public, we should not hesitate to require 
the doing of whatever should be done to protect life, even though 
an incident of such protection must be a slight burden upon the 
owners of the vessels affected. 

Mr. Speaker, my regret is that I have not an hour rather than 
ten minutes in which to discuss this large and important ques- 
tion. In the minute remaining of the time allotted me I can 
only say that if this amendment is voted down, as I do not doubt 
it will be, we are bound to have, illustrating the unwisdom of 
our course, other tragedies of the sea readily within the power 


is Congress ave prevente £ re broug “ar to- | ; : ; ; a s 
CF eS Comereee So Reve Prayers Bae we Hronger w bear to | man will waive the discrepancy, I will notify the Senate com- 


day the right principles. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, this amendment was brought 
to the attention of the committee and was unanimously voted 


down by every member of the committee. The bill provides that 


the crew of a vessel 





Mr. LIVERNASH,. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him | 


a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Is it true that the seamen of this country 
were denied a hearing before that committee on this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is not. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Was a hearing granted in fact? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. After the bill had been made up and after 
the subject was discussed there appeared a gentleman calling 


himself Ferauth, or something of that kind, who submitted the | 


amendment that he proposed and a printed argument in favor 
of the provision. It was received with the same respect that 
anybody is always received before that committee. The commit- 
tee unanimously opposed this change in the bill. Mr. Speaker, 
the bill provides what the crews of vessels shall be. They are 
to be “ well disciplined and qualified.” That is quite as far as 
the committee feels it safe to go. It is an addition to existing 


law. “ Well disciplined and qualified.” To have accepted the | 


amendment proposed by the gentleman from California would 


be to put it in the hands of a little organization over there to | 
dictate the age of men and their certificate to his qualification— | 


not the certificate of somebody else, but their certificate. I say 
without hesitation what was said before the committee repeat- 
edly, that there would be no ship leave the port of San Fran- 
cisco if that amendment was put in the bill. I ask for a vote. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 40, noes 84. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Thirty-one gentlemen have arisen: not a 
sufficient number; the yeas and nays are refused; the noes have 
it, and the amendment is rejected. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

TRANSPORTATION BY STEAM VESSELS OR AUTOMOBILES USING 

GASOLINE, ETC. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I now call up the bill H. R. 18208. I 
will take the House bill, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18208) to amend section 4472 of the Revised Stat 
utes—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will ask the Clerk to read the bill as 
amended. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that will be done. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18208) to amend section 4472 of the Revised Statutes so 
as to remove certain restrictions upon the transportation by steam 
vessels of gasoline and other products of petroleum when carried by 
motor vehicles (commonly known as automobiles) using the same as 
a source of motive power. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the amendment to section 4472 of the Re 


| vised Statutes, approved February 20, 1901, be amended to read as 


follows: : s 
*“* Nothing in the foregoing or following sections of this act shall pro 
hibit the transportation by steam vessels of gasoline or any of the 


| products of petroleum when carried by motor vehicles (commonly known 


as automobiles) using the same as a source of motive power: Provided, 
however, That all fire, if any, in such vehicles or automobiles be extin 


| guished immediately after entering the said vessel, and that the same 


be not relighted until immediately before said vehicle shall leave the 
vessel: Provided further, That any owner, master, agent, or other per 
son having charge of passenger steam vessels shall have the right to 
refuse to transport automobile vehicles the tanks of which contain 
gasoline, naphtha, or other dangerous burning fluids.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr.SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I think I have just discovered an 
inconsistency between this bill and the bill (H. R. 18202) which 
we have passed, in that this bill provides that the fire shall be 
put out immediately after entering the vessel, whereas the bill 
just passed provides that it shall be extinguished before entering 
the vessel. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will say to the gentleman from North 


| Carolina that I was authorized to make the change in that bill, 


but did not deem it important. The Senate has already passed 
this bill in the form as it is now amended, and there seems to 
be a good deal of haste to get the bill finally passed. I have 
here a letter from the Department pointing out what the gentle- 
man just said; but I do not think it is very important as 
compared with the passage of the particular bill. If the gent!e- 


mittee of the point he makes. 

Mr. SMALL. With the intention of having it ultimately cor- 
rected before it becomes a law. Which bill does the gentleman 
wish to become a law? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This bill. 

Mr. SMALL. Then before the bill which has just passed the 
House becomes a‘law, I trust the gentleman will have it cor- 
rected and made consistent with this bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have a letter already prepared for that 
purpose. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments were considered and agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 
and being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House agree to the following order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That hereafter, on any Saturday during the session, a motion 
to consider in the House as in Committee of the Whole bills on the Pri- 
vate Calendar of the classes hereinafter described shall have the same 
privilege as is given by the rules on Fridays to motions to go into Com 
mittee of the Whole House to consider bills on the Private Calendar 

All bills reported from committees other than the committees on Den 
sions, Invalid Pensions, Claims, and War Claims; but such as may in 
volve promotions of persons already in the Army or Navy or the placing 
of persons on the retired list of either service shall not be considered 
under this order. 

Bills yg from the Committee on Claims involving reimburse 
ment for lost checks, lost bonds, or lost revenue stamps shall be con 
sidered. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, this is the order that I sub- 
mitted yesterday for unanimous consent and objection was 
made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox]. He has 
authorized me to say this morning that he has no further ob- 
jection to the House agreeing to this. 
| Mr. SIMS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 
| This will not include the consideration of bills from the Military 

Committee to correet the military record of persons? 
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Mr. DALZELL. No. 

Mr. SIMS. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the order will be agreed 
to. 

There was no objection. 

BRIDGE OVER THE BOFUF RIVER AND BAYOU MACON, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the immediate consideration of the bill (H. R. 
17869) relating to the Monroe and Lake Providence Railroad 
Company, a bridge bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ZeENor, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

REGISTRATION OF TRADE-MARKS. 

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re- 
port on the bill (H. R. 16560) to authorize the registration of 
trade-marks used in commerce with foreign nations or among 
the several States or with Indian tribes and to protect the same, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the statement be read in lieu 
of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire calls 
up conference report on the bill H. R. 16560, and asks that 
the statement be read in lieu of the report. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 16560) to authorize the registration of trade-marks 
used in commerce with foreign nations or among the several 
States or with Indian tribes, and to protect the same, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 5 and 6. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of matter inserted by the said 
amendment, insert the following: “and exclusive ”, and strike 
out the words “prior to” in line 17 on page 6, and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ next preceding”, and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

FRANK D. CURRIER, 
Rost. W. BONYNGE, 
E. Y. Webs, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
A. B. KIrTREDGE, 
Louis E. McComas, 
S. R. MALLory, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The Clerk read the statement, as follows:, 
Statement of the managers on the part of the House. 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16560) to authorize the registra- 
tion of trade-marks used in commerce with foreign nations or 
among the several States or with Indian tribes, and to protect 
the same, submit the following written statement in explana- 
iion of the effect of the action agreed upon, and recommend in 
the accompanying conference report as to each of the Senate 
amendments : 

On amendment No. 1: The word “ drawing” is substituted by 
the Senate amendment for the word “facsimile” as the bill 
passed the House, and is self-explanatory. 

On amendments Nos. 2 and 3: The word “ mark” is substi- 
tuted in each instance for the word “ trade-mark” in the bill 
as it passed the House for the reason that the use of the word 
“trade-mark ” in this connection would not have accomplished 
the purposes of the proviso of the section in question. 

On amendment No. 4: The words “ and lawful” were stricken 
out by the Senate amendment, and by the conference report it 
is recommended that the words “ and exclusive” be substituted 
therefor. The purpose of this amendment is to prohibit the 
registration of any marks which are not technical trade-marks 
unless the applicant has used such mark exclusively for the 
period of ten years. The words “next preceding” are inserted 

.in place of the words “ prior to” the passage of the act, so as to 
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require the exclusive use of the mark for the ten years imme- 
diately preceding the passage of this act. 
On amendment No. 5: The fee for renewal of registration is 
increased from $5 to $10. 
On amendment No. 6: The date when the act is to take effect 
is made April 1, 1905, instead of upon its passage. 
FRANK D. CURRIER, 
Rost. W. BONYNGE, 
BE. Y. WEBB, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House agree 
to the conference report. 

The question was taken, and the conference report was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Currrer, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


GOLD AND SILVER USED IN THE ARTS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill H. R. 16578, 
an act to prevent the use of devices calculated to convey the im- 
pression that the United States Government certifies to the qual- 
ity of gold and silver used in the arts, with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments and ask for 
a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the House nonconcur in the Senate amend- 
ments and ask for a conference. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. MANN, and Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 


CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS. 


Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill H. R. 18676. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like to ask the 
gentleman if this is a unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. It is. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (AH. R. 18676) to amend the seventh section of an act entitled “An 

act to establish circuit courts of —- and to define and regulate in 


certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and 

for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891, and amended June 6, 

1900. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the seventh section of the act entitled “An 
act to establish circuit courts of — and to define and regulate in 
certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891, be amended by striking 
out the following words: “In a cause in which an appeal from a final 
decree may be taken under the provisions of this act to the circuit 
court of appeals,” so that the section will then read as follows: 

“Sec. 7. That where, upon a hearing in — in a district court or 
in a circuit court, or by a judge thereof in vacation, an injunction shall 
be granted or continued, or a receiver appointed by an interlocutory 
order or decree, an appeal may be taken from such interlocutory order 
or decree granting or continuing such injunction or appointing such 
receiver to the circuit court of appeals: Provided, That the appeal 
must be taken within thirty days from the entry of such order or de- 
cree, and it shall take precedence in the appellate court; and the pro- 
ceedings in other respects in the court below shall not be stayed, unless 
otherwise ordered by that court, or by the appellate court or a judge 
thereof, during the pendency of such appeal: Provided further, That 
the court below may, in its discretion, require as a condition of the 
appeal an additional bond.” 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, before anything more is done 
with the matter I would like to know just how this changes the 
present law. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Speaker, it strikes from the seventh 
paragraph of the act creating this circuit court of appeals these 
words : 

In a cause in which an appeal from a final decree may be taken 
under the provisions of this act to the circuit court of appeals. 

Jurisdiction is granted to entertain an appeal from the grant- 
ing of an interlocutory injunction or the appointment of a re- 
ceiver in all cases. “ The circuit court of appeals now has juris- 
diction over such appeals to such cases only, as upon final de- 
cree it has jurisdiction.” 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand now what it means. In other 
words, a case in which a question of jurisdiction was raised, or 
a question involving a constitutional question, which would also 
involve the appointment of a receiver or the granting of an in- 
junction can not now go to the circuit court of appeals until 
after final decree, and must go directly to the Supreme Court 
of the United States and then only after a final decree? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. That is the present situation, and this bill 
seeks to correct that. 


Mr. BARTLETT. So that if this bill is passed, a case in 


which was involved the constitutionality of a law or the ques- 
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tion of jurisdiction and at the same time involving the appoint- 
ment of a receiver or the granting of an injunction would go to 
the circuit court of appeals, as would other cases not involving 
this question? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. That is what this bill does. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It does not change the law which permits 
an appeal where the circuit court or the district court appoints 
a receiver? It does not change the act of 1899? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Not in the slightest. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I am very anxious about that, because I 
introduced that bill and am responsible for that act. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. It has the unanimous report of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. BARTLETT. I am quite satisfied about it. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 


third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRANTLEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


SUBPORTS OF ENTRY AT ROUSES POINT AND MALONE, N. Y. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call up a privileged bill 
(H. R. 15318) for the establishment of subports of entry at 


Rouses Point and Malone, N. Y., and in that connection I desire 
to say that an identical Senate bill has already passed. I ask 


’ 
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land applied for in such use, and in case objection to the grant of said 
land shall be made the said Secretary shall afford the parties so ob t 
ing a full opportunity to be heard. 

Sec. 3. That the compensation to be paid for said land by said appli 
cants shall be determined in the manner prescribed in section 3 of tf 
act of March 2, 1899, entitled “An act to previde for the acquiring of 

| rights of way by railroad companies through Indian reservations, In- 
dian lands, and Indian allotments, and for other purposes 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior shall make all needful 
rules and regulations not inconsistent herewith for the proper execu- 


| tion and carrying into effect of this act. 


| the 


unanimous consent to substitute the Senate bill in place of the | 


House bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk reported the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
substitute a similar Senate bill for the House bill. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Rouses Point, N. Y., and Malone, N. Y., 


be, and are hereby, established as subports of entry in the customs col- | 
lection district of Champlain, State of New York, and that the privi- | 


leges of the first section of the act approved June 10, 1880, relating 
to the transportation of dutiable merchandise without appraisement be, 
and the same are hereby, extended to said subports. 


The SPEAKER. 
Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MAJORITY REPORT ON DIVISION OF OREGON INTO JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


Mr. GILLETT of California. 
consent to withdraw the report made by myself on behalf of 
the Committee on the Judiciary to accompany the bill (S. 285) 


Is there | 


The question is on the third reading of the | 





Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous | 


to divide the State of Oregon into two judicial districts, and 


to substitute therefor in lieu thereof a new report, in order to 
correct certain errors or mistakes made in the first report now 
on file. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent to withdraw the majority report and substitute in 
lieu thereof another. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

WATER RIGHTS IN SPOKANE RIVER. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 15609) 
providing for the acquirement of water rights in the Spokane 
River along the southern boundary of the Spokane Indian Res- 
ervation, in the State of Washington, for the acquirement of 
lands on said reservation for sites for power purposes and the 
beneficial use of said water, and for other purposes, which I 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the right to the use of the waters of the 
Spokane River where the said river forms the southern boundary of 
the Spokane Indian Reservation may be acquired by any citizen, asso- 
ciation, or corporation of the United States by appropriation under and 
pursuant to the laws of the State of Washington. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and empowered to grant such appropriator or appropriators 
land on said reservation, whether the same has been allotted in sey- 
eralty to any individual Indians, but which has not heen conveyed to 
the allottee with full power of alienation, or whether the same remains 
unallotted, on the north bank of the said Spokane River, such as shall 
be necessary and requisite for overflow rights and for the erection of 
suitable water, electrical, or power plants, dams, wing walls, flues, 
or other needful structures required for the development of power or 
for the beneficial use of said water: Provided, That no land shali be 
granted under this act until after the Secretary of the Interior is satis- 
fied that the person, association, or company applying has made said 
application in good faith and with intent and ability to use said lands 
for the purposes above specified and that it requires the quantity of 











The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to have some explanation of this bill. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, the Spokane River 
forms the southern boundary of the Spokane Indian Reserva- 
tion for a considerable extent. There is quite a fall in the river. 
There are considerable rapids there which would furnish splen- 
did water-power facilities to the land on the north side. Being 
an Indian reservation there is no way by which sites for power 
purposes could be acquired. Our supreme court also has held 
that the riparian doctrine with reference to water holds in our 
State, and the question of the acquirement of water rights on 
reservation is a matter of some doubt. This bill simply 
authorizes the acquirement of water rights on the reseryation 
side of the river under the laws of the State of Washington, and 
the committee has put in a further restriction that it must be 
with the consent of the Secretary of the Interior. In order to 
secure sites for water-power purposes there is no law now 
under which the title to these sites can be secured. There is a 
law enabling companies to secure permits or licenses; but of 
course they would not want to expend large sums of money on a 
mere license or permit, so this bill authorizes the acquirement of 
title to this land under the procedure of law by which rail- 
roads can acquire rights of way through reservations, The 
money is to be paid into the Treasury for the benefit of the 
Indians, and the amendment suggested by the committee is that 
if any allotment is taken the sum received can be used by the 
Secretary of the Interior in the purchase of other suitable land 
for such allottee. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
in the river? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. They will probably dam the 
river. This is a matter they are willing to take care of at 
some future time. I will say, however, that the War Depnart- 
ment had the matter investigated, and I know from personal 
observation that that part of the river is not navigable. This 
is simply a matter in reference to Indian lands, however, and 
the acquirement of water rights. 

Mr. DALZELL. From what committee is this bill reported? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. From the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. It simply affects Indian lands and provides 
means by which persons can acquire the permanent rights. 

Mr. LOVERING. Does it carry the right to dam the river? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Oh, no; not at all. That mat- 


How is the water power to be used, by dams 


| ter, if it came up, would have to go to the Committee on In- 


terstate and Foreign Commerce. They have to take their 
chances on that. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


Chair hears none. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Now, Mr. Speaker, in the amend- 
ment as section 4 the word “ appropriation ” should be 
priator,” and I will move the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Antend the 
propriation ” 


“appro 


amendment as section 4 by 
and insert the word “ 


striking out 
appropriator.” 


the word “ ap- 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Do you accept the committee 
amendment? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes. 


The question was taken on the amendment to the amendment, 
and it was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question 
committee amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Jones of Washington, a motion to 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

SITTINGS OF CERTAIN COURTS IN 


Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to thie 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. 


now is on the 


agreeing to 


recoh- 


FERNANDINA, FLA 


The Florids 


asks unani- 
ill which the 


gentleman from 


mous consent for the present consideration of the 
Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Aa act (S. 4503) to provide for sittings of the circuit and district 
courts of the southern district of Florida in the city of Fernandina, 
in said district. 


Be it enacted, etc., That in addition to the times and places now 
fixed by law for the sitting of the circuit court of the United States for 
the southern district of Florida there shall be a session of the said 
circuit court in the city of Fernandina on the first Monday in April in 
each year hereafter. 

Sec. 2. That there shall be a regular term of the district court of 
the United States for the southern district of Florida in the city of 
Fernandina on the first Monday in April in each year hereafter. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of 
the committee amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, and 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Davis of Florida, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER AT OR NEAR PIERRE, 8S. DAK. 


Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill H. R. 18513. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill the 
title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18513) to extend the time for the commencement and 
completion of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near Pierre, 
S. Dak. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of the act approved July 1, 1902, 
authorizing the Duluth, Pierre and Black Hills Railroad Company to 
construct a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Pierre, S. Dak., be, and is 
hereby, amended by extending the time for commencing the construc- 
tion of said bridge to July 1, 1906, and by extending the time for com- 
pleting said bridge to January 8, 1908. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BuRKE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 

ras laid on the table. 


WILLIAM L. PATTERSON, 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill S. 5997. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to nominate, and, by and with the advice and 


consent of the Senate, to appoint William L. Patterson a second lieu- 
tenant in the United States Army. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to have some explanation. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, Mr. William L. Patterson is 
now a first lieutenant in the Porto Rican regiment. In 1901, a 
short time before his death, the late President McKinley nomi- 
nated him for examination for a commission in the Regular 
Army. Mr. Patterson was then within the proper age limit for 
such appointment. By some means or other, which Mr. Root 
and the present Secretary of War are unable to explain, a com- 
munication to Mr. Patterson of his nomination by the Presfdent 
was delayed, and some four months after that he passed the age 
limit. Since then he has been serving and is now serving as a 
first lieutenant in the Porto Rican regiment. This is a bill to 
carry into effect the nomination made by President McKinley, 
and to commission him a second lieutenant in the Army. The 
President and the Secretary of War both recommend its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; was read a 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SLAYDEN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


DAM ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI BIVER. 


Mr. BUCKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill S. 5972. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Minnesota |Mr. BuckK- 
MAN] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the bill S. 5972. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to 
the Sauk Rapids Manufacturing Company, a corporation organized 
under the laws of the State of Minnesota, its successors or assigns, to 
build a dam across the as River at the Sauk Rapids, so called, 
in said river, and between the village of Sauk Rapids, in Benton County, 
Minn., and the city of St. Cloud, or an addition thereof, in Stearns 
County, Minn., for the development of water power, and such works 
and structures in connection therewith as may be necessary or con- 
venient in the development of said power and in the utilization thereof: 
Provided, That the ss for the construction of said dam and ap- 
yurtenant works shall be submitted to and approved by the Chief of 
ingineers and the Secretary of War before the construction of the 
same: And provided further, That the said Sauk Rapids Manufacturing 
Company, its successors or assigns, shall not deviate materially from 
said —_— after such approval, either before or after the completion 
of said structures, unless the modification of said plans shall have been 
submitted previously to and received the approval of the Chief of Engi- 
neers and of the Secretary of War: And provided further, That there 
shall be placed and maintained in connection with said dam a sluice- 
way so arranged as to permit logs, timber, and lumber to pass around, 
through, or over said dam without unreasonable delay or hindrance 
and without toll or charges: And provided further, That said dam shall 
be so constructed that the Government of the United States may at 
any time construct in connection therewith a suitable lock for naviga- 
tion purposes, and may at any time, without compensation, control said 
dam so far as shall be necesSary for purposes of navigation, but shall 
not destroy or reduce the water power developed by said dam and 
structures to any greater extent than may be necessary to provide 
proper facilities for navigation, and the Secretary of War may at any 
time require and enforce, at the expense of the owners, such modifica- 
tions and changes in the construction of said dam as he may deem 
advisable in the interests of navigation: ae go med urther, That 
suitable fishways, to be approved | the Unit States Fish Commis- 
sioner, shall be constructed and maintained at said dam by said com- 
pany, its successors or assigns. 

Sec. 2. That in case any litigation arises from the building of said 
dam, or from the obstruction of said river by said dam or appurtenant 
works, such cases may be tried in the proper courts, as now provided 
for that purpose in the State of Minnesota and in the courts of the 
United States: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so can- 
strued as to repeal or modify any of the provisions of law now existing 
in reference to the protection of the navigation of rivers, or to exempt 
said structures from the operation of the same. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall be null and void unless the said dam 
herein authorized be commenced within three years and be completed 
within six years from the time of the passage of this act. 

Sec. 4. That the right to amend or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. 


The amendments were read, as follows: 


On page 3, in section 3, in line 15, after the word “ within,” strike 
out the word “three” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ one,” and 
on the same page and in the same section, in line 16, after the word 
“within.” strike out the word “six’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ three.” 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to inquire of the gentleman from Minnesota | Mr. 
BucKMAN] if this dam is on a navigable part of the Mississippi 
River? 

Mr. BUCKMAN. It is not navigable there. 

Mr. CLARK. It is not? 

Mr. BUCKMAN. It is not; no, sir. 

Mr. CLARK. What committee reported the bill? 

Mr. BUCKMAN. The Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
Committee. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I made the re- 
port. 

Mr. CLARK. Was it a unanimous report? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. The place is above Indianap- 
olis, where the water is very swift, and there is no navigation. 

Mr. CLARK. The purpose of ‘the bill is to generate elec- 
tricity for mechanical purposes? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Yes; there have been several 
of those dams. There have been provisions made for operation 
and all things necessary are provided. And if at any time navi- 
gation is needed, the Secretary of War may compel these dam 
owners to provide for that. 

Mr. CLARK. Is the dam liable to back up the waters of the 
river there so as to damage the land and the banks of it, or are 
there no farming lands there? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. The banks are high and there 
are no farming lands along the banks on that part of the river. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time; was 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BucKMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. : 


COURT-HOUSE FOR GILA COUNTY, ARIZ. 


Mr. WILSON of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of bill H. R. 18040. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arizona [Mr. WiLson] 
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asks unanimous consent for consideration of the bill of which 
the Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18040) to authorize Gila County, Ariz., to issue $40,000 
in bonds to build a court-house, and so forth. 

Mr. CLARK. Will the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. WiLson] 
explain the bill? 

Mr. WILSON of Arizona. This is a bill which provides for 
the building of a court-house and other public buildings in the 
county of Gila. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (HL. R. 18040) to authorize Gila County, Ariz., to issue $40,000 
in bonds to build a court-house, and so forth. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the board of supervisors of the county of 
Gila, Territory of Arizona, is hereby authorized to issue bonds of said 
county in the sum of $40,000 for the construction of a court-house and 
jail for said county and vaults for the preservation of its records. 

Sec. 2. That said bonds may be in such denominations as the said 
board may prescribe, and shall bear no more than 5 per cent interest 
per 2nnum, and shall not be sold for less than their par value. 

Sec. 3. That said bonds shall be made payable in thirty years, with 
an option on the part of the county to pay any or all of them after ten 
years from the date of their issue. 

Sxc. 4. That for the purpose of paying the interest on said bonds as 
it becomes due and provide for a sinking fund to pay said bonds the 
said board of supervisors shall levy and cause to be collected, as other 
county taxes are levied and collected, a sufficient tax on the assessable 
property in said county as will meet the interest as it falls due and pro- 
vide a reasonable sinking fund to pay said bonds when due. 

Sec. 5. That said bonds shall be printed with interest coupons at- 
tached thereto; each coupon shall represent one year’s interest on the 
bond, and when the interest represented in a coupon is paid the coupon 
shall be detached from the bond and placed by the treasurer with his 
other vouchers before the board of supervisors. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Roprnson of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table 


BRIDGE ON TUG FORK OF THE BIG SANDY RIVER. 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of bill H. R. 18358. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
HvuGcHES] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill which the Clerk will report. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 18358) to authorize the Borderland Coal Company, of 
Nolan, W. Va., to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at a 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
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point about 2 miles east of Nolan, Mingo County, W. Va., where the | 


same forms the boundary line between the States of West Virginia | 


and Kentucky. 


~ Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be lawful for the Borderland Coal 
Company, a corporation organized under the laws of West Virginia, 
to construct and maintain a footbridge and approaches thereto across 
the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at a point about 2 miles east 
of Nolan, Mingo County, W. Va., where the same forms the boundary 
line between the States of West Virginia and Kentucky, as the said 
company may deem suitable for its purposes, subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 2. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act 
shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a 
post route, and shall enjoy all the rights and privileges of other post- 
roads in the United States, upon which also no higher charge shall be 
made for the transmission over the same of the mails, or for through 
passengers, or freight po over said bridge and approaches than 
the rate per mile paid for transportation over the railroads leading to 
said bridge; and the United States shall have the right of way for 
postal, telegraph, and telephone purposes without charge therefor across 
said bridge and approaches. Said bridge shall be built and located 
under and subject to such regulations for the security of navigation as 
the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that object the 
said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for 
his examination and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge and 
a map of the location, giving for the space of 1 mile above and 1 mile 
below the proposed location the high and low water lines upon the 
banks of the river, the direction and strength of the current at all 
stages of the water, with the soundings, accurately showing the bed of 
the stream and the location of ony other bridge or bridges, such map 
to be sufficiently in detail to enable the Secretary of War to judge of 
the proper location of said bridge, and shall furnish such other infor- 
mation as may be required for a full and satisfactory understanding of 
the subject ; and until the said plans and locations are approved by the 
Secretary of War the bridge shall not be commenced or built; and 
should any change be made in the plan of said bridge during the prog- 
ress of construction or after completion, such changes shall be subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of War, and any changes which the 
Secretary of War may require at any time in the said structure shall 
be we ge made by the said company at its own expense. 

Ec. 4. That on any bridge constructed under the provisions of this 
act there shall be maintained at the expense of the company or corpo- 
ration owning or controlling the same such lights and other signals as 
may be prescribed by the Light-Hocse Board. 

Sec. 5. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of 
the bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year and 
completed within three years from the date hereof. 


Sec. 6. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 





- 
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Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. Hugues] a question. Is the Tug 
River a navigable stream at all? 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 


Mr. CLARK. I hardly thought it was, and I thought, if it 
was not, the easiest way would be to declare it nonnavigable. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, read a third time: was 


read a third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. Hucues, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid upon the table. 


HEIRS OF D. C. M’CAN AND EDWARD CONERY, SR. 


Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 5172) for the relief of the heirs of D. C. McCan and Edward 
Conery, sr. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to accept the sum of $23,897.70 from 
the heirs or legal representatives of D. C. McCan and Edward Conery, 
sr., sureties on the bond of Andrew W. Smythe, formerly superintendent 
of the mint at New Orleans, La., in full settlement and compromise of 
all claims en the part of the United States against the estates of ID. C. 
McCan and Edward Conery, sr., their beirs, legatees, and succs 
growing out of and arising from the judgment rendered against 
and in favor of the United States in the 
for the fifth circuit and eastern district 
division, in the cause entitled 


T 
them 
United States circuit court 
of Louisiana, New Orleans 
“United States v. Andrew Smythe and 


others,” No. 12329 of the docket of said court; and that, upon pay 
ment of said sum, full receipt and acquittance be granted to said 
parties. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to know from what committee 


that bill is reported? 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. From the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PAYNE. I thought it looked very much like a claim. I 
do not like to object——— 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. 
explain the bill 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). But I think that the same rule 
ought to be observed with respect to all reports from the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. If the gentleman will allow me. 

The SPEAKER. It seemed to the Chair, from a glance at the 
report, that it was properly the duty of the Chair to let this 
bill come before the House on a request for unanimous consent 
for its consideration. The Chair does not go, and has not gone, 
into the Claims Calendar to lay bills before the House, but 
it seems to the Chair there was enough doubt as to whether 
this was an ordinary claim to let the House have an opportunity 
to pass upon it. In other words, so far as the Chair is con- 
cerned, the Chair did not in this instance see proper to exer- 
cise his right as one Member to object. 

Mr. PAYNDE. I do not like to see bills taken out of their regu 
lar order, and as the Committee on Claims has a regular day, 
I think the same rule ought to be observed as to each one of 
their bills. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. If the gentleman will allow me 
one moment, I want to say further that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has brought in an order to-day to bring up bills 
from the Committee on Claims, about lost checks and stamps, 
etc., and this bill, while not included in that order, if I may have 
a moment or two for explanation, I will be able to show is of the 
same character. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman say that this is for lost 
checks or stamps? 

Mr, DAVEY of Louisiana. No, sir; and while I think is 
not included in this order, it is one that is generally similar. It 
carries no appropriation whatever, and it has the indorsement of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. Will the gentleman allow me to 
explain the case? 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection to the gentleman’s wakin 
an explanation, and I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. During the Administration 
President Harrison he appointed Dr. A. W. Smythe as superin- 
tendent of the mint at New Orleans. A fire took place in the 
vault of that institution and $25,000 was missing. The book- 
keeper was arrested charged with the theft of that $25,000, and 
was acquitted in the United States district court. The United 
States then instituted suit against A. W. Smythe and his sureties 
on his bond. The experts from the United States Treasury, 
during the examination of this vault, found the parts of about 
eleven hundred and some odd dollars of money in the vaulf. So 
they deducted that amount from the $25,000, and the United 
States received a judgment in the United States court against 


If the gentleman will allow me to 





it 


of 
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A. W. Smythe and his bondsmen. Sincé that time the bonds- 
men have both died, and the heirs are now endeavoring to settle 
up the estate. Over $23,818 has been paid into the Treasury of 
the United States by the estates of these bondsmen, and the 
costs of the court have also been paid, and the certificate of the 
subtreasurer at New Orleans is contained in the report. There 
is also a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, advising 
the passage of this bill. All that the heirs ask is a remission of 
interest. The money has already been deposited in the sub- 
treasury at New Orleans. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Has the bill the recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. It has. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this would seem to be a bill that 
ought to pass; and while it is pretty hard work to make dis- 
tinctions between these other claims, I will make no objection 
to this particular bill, but I do not want that to be cited against 
me as a precedent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Davey of Louisiana, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
BRIDGES ACROSS THE PEND D'OREILLE RIVER AND KOOTENAT RIVER, 

IDAHO. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask to call up from the Speak- 
er’s table the bill S. 6951, substantially the same as a House bill 
on the Calendar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 6951) to authorize the Spokane International Railway Com- 
pany to construct and maintain bridges across the Pend d’Oreille 


River and the Kootenai River in the county of Kootenai, State of 
Idaho. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Spokane International Railway Company, 
a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Washington, be, 
and is hereby, authorized and empowered to construct, maintain, and 
operate one bridge across each of the following-named rivers in the 
county of Kootenai, State of Idaho: The Pend d'Oreille River, at a 
point between Pend d'Oreille Lake and Seneaguoteen; the Kootenai 
River, at a point at or near the town of Bonners Ferry; and to lay 
railroad tracks on the said bridges, and to operate trains thereon as a 
part of its railroad. 

Sec. 2. That any bridges built under this act and subject to its limita- 
tions shall be lawful structures, and shall be recognized and known as 
post routes; and they shall enjoy the same rights and privileges as 
other post-roads in the United States; and equal privileges in the use 
of said bridges shall be granted to all telegraph and telephone com 
panies; and the United States shall have the right of way across said 
bridges and their approaches for postal-telegraph purposes. 

Sec. 3. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridges 


shall have and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the | 


passage of railway trains over the same, and over the approaches 
thereto, upon the payment of a reasonable compensation for such use; 


and in case the owner or owners of said bridges and the several railroad | 


companies, or any of them, desiring such use shall fail to agree upon the 
sum or sums to be paid and upon the rules and conditions to which 
each shall conform in using said bridges, all matters at issue between 
them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the 
allegations and proofs of the parties. 

Sec. 4. That all bridges authorized to be constructed under this act 
shall be built under and subject to such regulations for the security of 
the navigation of said rivers as the Secretary of War shall prescribe, 
and to secure that object the said company or corporation shall submit 
to the Secretary of War, for his examination and approval, maps of 
location and designs and drawings of each of the bridges; and until the 
said plans and locations are approved by the Secretary of War the 
bridges shall not be commenced or built; and should any changes be 
made in the plans of said bridges, or any one of them, during the prog- 
ress or construction or after completion, such changes shall be subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of War, and all changes in said bridges, 
or any one of them, required by the Secretary of War, at any time, or 
their entire removal, shall be made promptly by the corporations or per- 


sons owning or operating said bridges, at their own expense. 
Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved 
Sec. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of 
iges herein authorized is not commenced within one year and 
i within three years from the date thereof. 


rhe bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
zily read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. FrencH, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
the said bill was passed was laid on the table. 
SPEAKER. Without objection, the House bill (H. R. 
ISt4 ) the same subject will lie on the table. 


VESTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA. 
Mr. PUJO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 





present wwideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (TI. R. 17579) to ct >a new divisi the western judicial 
district of Louisiana, and to provide for ter t at Lake Charles, 
und for other purpose 


he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the parishes of Acadia, Calcasieu, Cameron, 
! constitute a division of the western judicial district 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 11, 





Sec. 2. That terms of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States for the said western district of Louisiana shall be held on the 
socend mpamage in January and June in each year at the city of Lake 
Charles, La. 

Sec. 3. That all civil process issued against persons resident in the 
said parishes of Acadia, Calcasieu, Cameron, and Vernon, and cog- 
nizable before the United States courts, shall be made returnable to the 
courts, respectively, to be held at the city of Lake Charles, and all 
prosecutions for offenses committed in any of said parishes shall be 
tried in the appropriate United States court at the city of Lake 
Charles: Provided, That no process issued or prosecution commenced 
or suit instituted before the passage of this bill shall be in any way 
affected by the provisions hereof. 

Sec. 4. That the clerks of the circuit and district courts of said dis- 
trict shall maintain an office in charge of themselves or deputy at the 
said city of Lake Charles, which shall be kept open at all times for the 
transaction of the business of said division: Provided, however, Vhat 
suitable rooms and accommodations are furnished for holding said 
courts free of expense to the Government of the United States until 
such time as a Federa! building shall be erected in said city of Lake 
Charles. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 

In line 8, after the words ‘on the,” strike out the words “ second 
Mondays in January and June” and insert “third Mondays in May 
and December.” 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Puso, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BILLS ON THE PRIVATE CALENDAR, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, with the permission of 
the House, that under the order agreed to by unanimous con- 
sent, at the request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [| Mr. 
DALZELL] this morning, making in order to-day and next Sat- 
urday for consideration of certain bills referred to in the order, 
that the Chair has caused the Calendar to be examined, and on 
the best information that can be obtained in the short time 
necessary, finds that probably thirty or more bills would appar- 
ently come within the terms of the order. Possibly there may 
be some not marked that come within the terms of the order, 
and some may be marked which do not come within the terms 
of the order; but, if there is no objection, the Chair will direct 
the Clerk to read the first bill that has been marked and then 
continue until all of them have been called. 

There was no objection. 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


RICARDO IGLESIAS. 


The Clerk read the bill (S. 2845) to authorize the appoint- 
ment of Ricardo Iglesias as midshipman in the United States 
Navy, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to —— Ricardo Iglesias, a graduate of the 
Naval Academy in the class of 1903, a midshipman in the Navy of the 
United States, in the line of promotion, to rank at the foot of said 
class: Provided, That the said Iglesias shall, before receiving a com- 
mission as ensign, become a citizen of the United States. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know jast 
what the order covers. The order has not been published, and 
some of us were not in here when it went through. I will ask 
unanimous consent that we may have the order read. 





The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the order. 

The Clerk read the order. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill to put a citizen of 
Costa Rica into the Navy of the United States as an officer. It 
seems that by resolution of Congress he was educated in the 
United States Naval Academy. After receiving that courtesy 
at the expense of the Government, this bill is introduced pro- 
viding that upon his becoming a citizen of the United States he 
may be appointed an officer in the Navy. I do not believe 
we ought to go into any such arrangement as that. I think we 
have citizens enough in the United States that apply as citizens 
to become officers in the Navy without going to Costa Rica 
and taking a man who has to become a citizen in order to get 
into the Navy. I think the bill ought not to pass. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. This is a citizen of Costa Rica and not 
Porto Rico. 

Mr. PAYNE. A citizen of Costa Rica. I do not know how 
the bill came to be reported here. It comes from the Committee 
|} on Naval Affairs. I do not see, under the circumstances, any 
| reason under heaven why we should go to Costa Rica for offli- 
| cers for our Navy, and naturalize them in order to get them in. 
| Mr. CLARK. I should like to ask the gentleman from New 

York if he objects to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; the bill comes up under the order just 
| adopted. 
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Mr. CLARK. What I wanted to find out was whether an 
objection would knock it out. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is nothing else, I 
move that the bill lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the bill lie on the table. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


LEOPOLD HERBERT SCHWERIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar under the rule 
was the bill (S. 2605) to authorize the appointment of Acting 
Asst. Surg. Leopold Herbert Schwerin, United States Navy, as 
an assistant surgeon in the United States Navy. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint 
Acting Asst. Surg. Leopold Herbert Schwerin, United States Navy, 
as an assistant surgeon in the United States Navy, with the rank of | 
lieutenant (junior grade), to take rank and position at the foot of the 
list, whenever, before the expiration of his present acting commission, 


he shall successfully ee the examination prescribed by law for the 
appointment of medical officers of this grade. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, that seems to be a promo- 
tion. 

Mr. DALZELL. That certainly does not come within the 
order, and is substantially a promotion. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. No; it is not a promotion; it is an 
extension of the limit of age. It is recommended by the Navy | 
Department and the Surgeon-General of the Navy. The report | 
will show the need of him. The man is now in the service, but | 
he can not go into the corps because of the limit of age under the | 
general law. 

Mr. PAYNE. How did they come to make the mistake? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. ‘They did not make a mistake. He 
was appointed before he became too old, and he has served a cer- 
tain amount of time. 

Mr. PAYNE. They must have overlooked the law in some 
way. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. They appointed him because they 
wanted him; they are always in want of assistant surgeons. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Was he appointed before he reached the age 
limit? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. He was, but the age limit prescribed 
by the general law prohibits him from being appointed. 

Mr. MANN. Did he know how old he was when he accepted | 
the appointment? [Laughter.] 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I should judge he did. I would say 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] that he did, because 
the examination requires information not only about one’s self, 
but of other people. 

The SPEAKER. The point is made that this bill does not 
come within the order. The Chair will be glad to have the re- 
port read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2605) to authorize the appointment of Acting Asst. Surg. Leopold Her- 
bert Schwerin, United States Navy, as an assistant surgeon in the 
United States Navy, having considered the same, report thereon with a 
recommendation that it pass. 


The bill has the approval of the Navy Department, as will appear by 
the following letter: 





NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 29, 19038. 

Str: I am in receipt of your letter of the 17th instant, inclosing a 
copy of the bill (S. 2605) to authorize the —— of Acting Asst. 
Surg. Leopold H. Schwerin, United States Navy, as an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy, and requesting an expression of the Department's 
views thereon. 

The Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, whose views in the matter are 
eae by the Bureau of Navigation, reports concerning this bill as fol- 
ows: 

“The records of this Bureau show that Acting Asst. Surg. L. H. 
Schwerin, United States Navy, was oqpetes on January 28, 1903, | 
and that he reached the maximum age limit allowed by law for admis- 
sion into the Medical Corps of the Navy on July 19, 1903. The effect 
of the within proposed legislation (bill &. 2605) is to waive the limita- 
tion of age up to the end of three years from his date of appointment 
as an acting assistant surgeon in the United States Navy, and as the 
examination for admission into the Medical Corps is in no other respect 
to be modified, this Bureau has no objection to urge against this bill.” 

The Department concurs in the foregoing views and makes no objec- 
tion to the passage of the proposed measure. 

Very respectfully, W. H. Moopy, 
Secretary. 


Hon. EvGenr HALgz, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
United States Senate. 


The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair, in answer to the 
point of order, that this in fact does provide legislation under 
which a promotion can be made from acting assistant surgeon 
to assistant surgeon. In the opinion of the Chair this does not 


—s within the order, and the point of order, therefore, is sus- 
tained. 
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Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, then I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill may be considered at this time 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani- 


mous consent for the present consideration of the bill. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I regret that I am obliged to 
object. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 


PETER C. ASSERSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar, under the order, 
was the bill (S. 3218) for the relief of Civil Engineer Peter C. 
Asserson, retired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to adjust the pay of and pay to Civil 
Engineer Peter C. Asserson, United States Navy, retired, the full 
amount of the retired pay of a rear-admiral of the nine lower numbers 
for the time he has been on active duty since his retirement with that 
rank and whenever hereafter he shall be employed on active duty. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the report 
read on that. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker; I desire to reserve a point of or- 
der on that bill, on the ground that it is a claim. 

Mr. DALZELL. From what committee does it come? 

Mr. BARTLETT. The Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of order 
that this does not come within the terms of the order for the 
consideration of bills at this time? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the point of order on 
the ground that the Naval Committee has no jurisdiction to 
make a report on this bill. 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, the language of 


| this bill provides for pay whenever the Secretary of the Navy 
| shall order this admiral on active service. It is not a claim. 


It is an addition to a claim. It provides for regulating his pay. 
It seems to me that it comes within the terms of the order. 

Mr. MANN. I may be mistaken. I thought from the reading 
of the bill that it provided for pay for this man while he had 
been on active duty. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Or when hereafter he shall be. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, well, a provision for pay for any duty he 
has rendered in the past is a claim against the Government, 
with which the Naval Committee has nothing to do. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I shall ask to 
have the report read. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I simply reserve the point of or- 


der. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls for the reading of the 
report. The Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3218) for the relief of Civil Engineer P. C. Asserson, United States Navy, 
retired, having had the same under consideration, report it back and 
recommend its passage. 

The bill had the hearty approval of the Department, as shown in 
Senate Report No. 638. 

Civil Engineer Asserson served faithfully as a volunteer officer of 
the line during the civil war. Subsequently he was appointed a civil 
engineer in the Navy. Under the law he was retired January 5, 1901, 
with the pay of a rear-admiral ($4,125). 

By the Department’s desire he was immediately ordered to active 
duty, and has ever rendered very valuable service. 

His active-duty pay as a retired officer is $3,500. In other words, 
Mr. Asserson has received $625 less per annum than he would have 
received had he done nothing, as he could, had he not been patriotic 
and so creditable to the service. 

He ought not to be compelled to make this sacrifice, and consequently 
the committee and the Department heartily recommend the passage of 


| this bill, which will reward a faithful and valuable officer for his effi 


cient service. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that it is a very 
dangerous precedent to permit a person having a claim against 
the Government to have that claim passed upon by some other 
committee than the Committee on Claims. Now, this is purely 
a claim against the Government, whether it be called a legal 
claim or a gratuity, and I take it that under the rules, being a 
private claim, the Committee on Naval Affairs has no jurisdic- 
tion and that that point of order can be made when the Dill 
comes before the House, and if that be the case I make the point 
of order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] to the fact that this bill was 
referred by the Speaker to the Committee on Claims. After- 
wards it was returned to the House with a request that the bill 
be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and it was so 
ordered; so that the gentleman’s point of order, the Chair be- 
lieves, would be good were it not that the change of reference 
was made by the express order of the House. The Chair will 
state further that if this bill had been reported by the Commit- 
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tee on Claims that it would not come within the terms of the 
order, but coming, as it does, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs it seems to the Chair that the point of order is not well 
taken, and that it does come within the terms of the order 
agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
bill do pass. 

The SPEAKBR. 
Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Stevens of Minnesota, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the 


The question is on the third reading of the 


JOHN BAXTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar under the rule was 
H. Res. 275. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 4662) for the relief of the heirs of 
John Baxter, with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is 
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the 
terms of the act of March 3, 1887, and generally known as the Tucker 
Act. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
that is not in order under this rule. 
The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained. This is 


a resolution and not a bill. 
RELIEF OF CERTAIN MEN, TWENTIETH REGIMENT NEW 
TEER INFANTRY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar under the order was 
the bill (H. R. 1860) for the relief of certain enlisted men of the 
Twentieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the men whose honorable muster out of the 
service of the United States as enlisted men of the Twentieth Regiment 
of New York Volunteer Infantry, to date from the Ist day of June, 
1863, was directed by the Secretary of War in a special order issued 
through the Office of the Adjutant-General of the Army, said order be- 
ing No. 152, and bearing date of the 4th day of April, 1866, shall be 
held and considered to have been honorably discharged from the mili- 
tary service of the United States on the ist day of June, 1863; and 
said order shall be recognized by all officials of the United States as 
having the same force and effect relative to the persons named and 
described therein as enlisted men of the Twentieth New York Volunteers 
that it would have had if it had been issued prior to June 1, 1863, and 
while said persons were still in the military service of the United States 
and bject to the orders of the Secretary of War. 


The committee amendment was read, as follows: 
Insert at end of bill: 


YORK VOLUN- 


“Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become 
due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, let us have an explanation from 
sombody as to what this bill means. 

Several Memepers. Let the report be read. 

Mr. MANN. I do not ask for the reading of the report, but 
I would like to have somebody state what this bill means. 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The Clerk began the reading of the report. 

Mr. MANN. 


co ieration in that committee some of those members ought | 
to be able to tell us about it. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, plenty of us can tell about it. 

Mr. MANN. That will do. I do not ask for a reading of the 
report. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, this report was made by Mr. 
PARKER, a member of the committee, who is not present. The 
purport of this bill is to make an order of the President, made 
by him of date 1866, that these 198 men who were discharged 
June, 1863, after two years’ service, shall be held to have re- 
ceived an honorable discharge at that time. I think in this 
case the men left the service because they believed their time of 

listment was out. They were desired to be held longer and 
the men quit. They were then marked absent without leave 
ind so placed upon the record. The matter was taken to | 
the President, and he set aside that order and ordered that 
these n be recorded as dismissed honorably from the service. 
It was later held by the Judge-Advocate that the President and | 
Secretary of War had no authority to set aside or modify an 
order that had been made and executed, and for that reason 
these men have to come in this way to get a former order of the 


President made an order by Congress. 
Mr. 
tion? 
Mr. PRINCE. 
Mr. MANN. 
discharge to ¢ 


MANN. Mr. Speaker, may I ask my colleague a ques- 
Yes, sir. 

Is there not now a law granting an 

nlisted men on almost any sort of proo 


honorable 
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| Affairs. 


Speaker, I ask for a reading of the report. | 


Mr. Speaker, there are several members of the | 
Committee on Military Affairs here, and if this bill received any | 
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Mr. PRINCE. No, sir; there Is not. 

Mr. MANN. I thought we passed a law not very long ago 
on that very identical question. 

Mr. PRINCE. There is a law granting an honorable dis- 
charge to men who served six months prior to the Ist of May, 
1865, who afterwards left the service and did not return to their 
command. It is mandatory upon the Secretary of War to give 
to that class of persons an honorable discharge and when they 
were not in desertion for a period exceeding four months. In 
this case these men were enlisted for a period of time and they 
served their full period of time. 

Mr. MANN. How long a time? 

Mr. PRINCE. I think it was for one year. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, I think I am somewhat familiar with 
the history of this regiment. A constituent of mine was a 
member of the organization and I have a bill pending with the 
Committee on Military Affairs now to give him an honorable 
discharge. The facts are that under the first call for troops 
during the civil war the call was for a period of ninety days 
only, and under that call this regiment was organized. The 
men supposed that they enlisted for ninety days only, and the 
officers of the company and regiment told them that the service 
would be but ninety days. They enlisted in the service with 
the understanding that they were to serve ninety days; but they 
remained in service about five months and then went home, 
claiming that the term of their enlistment had terminated. 
They were allowed to remain at their homes without arrest 
or molestation. 

The record shows, however, that the regiment was organized 
under the laws of New York as a regiment of State militia for a 
period of two years’ service, and when Congress authorized the 
enlistment of soldiers for a period of three years the governor 
of thé State of New York turned the regiment over to the Fed- 
These men en- 
listed with the understanding that it was for a three months’ 
period, and when they discovered that the Government was in- 
tending to hold them beyond the three months’ term more than 
half of the regiment voluntarily abandoned the service and went 
home. No attempt was made to arrest any of them. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman if he can tell the dif- 
ference between voluntarily going home and deserting? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. They abandoned the service on the 
ground that it was understood at the time of their enlistment 
that they were to go into the service only for ninety days. There 


| was no authority at the time they enlisted to enlist troops for the 


Federal service for longer than ninety days. That was the first 
call, and they went in under that call with that understanding. 
The Military Secretary of the War Department wrote the facts 
I have related about the organization and history of the regi- 
ment, and I referred the letter to the Committee on Military 
He said that the men and officers of the regiment 
claimed that was the understanding and that nearly all of the 
men in the regiment shared that belief. It was suggested that 
instead of a private bill for the relief of one man, such as I had 


pending, there should be a bill relieving all who abandoned the 


service under those circumstances, and this bill takes care of 
them. Most of the men went into the service later on, under 
subsequent enlistments, and served from one to three years. A 
constituent of mine served subsequently three full years, and 
was honorably discharged the second enlistment. 

Mr. MANN. And very likely he is entitled to a pension for 
that service? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. He is not getting it. 

Mr. MANN. He is not getting it because his record is not 
fixed right, but the probability that he may be entitled to a pen- 
sion may not be a sufficient reason for granting a pension to a 
man who deliberately, when the country needed him, deserted 
on the ground that the Government did not have the same 
understanding of his contract that he had. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. This is not a pension bill at all. It is 
simply keeping faith with the men who enlisted upon the as- 
surance of the officers that it was for a ninety days’ period. 
The evidence shows overwhelmingly that the officers and the 
men all understood when the regiment was recruited in the first 
place that it was for a three months’ service under the Federal 
Government. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
come pensionable? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. They will get honorable discharges; 
they will get that which they understood and were assured they 
would get. They all served more than the time for which they 
enlisted, as they supposed. They enlisted to go into the Fed- 
eral service, and the only time—— 

Mr. MANN. The men who deserted are treated as squarely 
as men who did not? 


If this bill passes, will not the parties be- 


bey! 


vt 
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Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
regiment. 

Mr. PRINCE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Capron]. 

Mr. CAPRON. There are a few lines in this report which I 
think I will specially address to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. MANN. There are many other Members of the House 
who are more aganst this than I am. 

Mr. CAPRON. I think it would relieve his mind of the trou- 
ble which seems to possess it in this particular case. I will 
read : 


Did the officers go home also? 


I think not. They stayed with the 


This is a bill enacting, in substance, that an order of the President, 
made in 1866, that these 198 men shall be taken to have been honorably 
discharged in June, 1863, shall be held good. 

The President of the United States did make that order to 
undo what has hitherto been an injustice, but that order was 
notin legal form. It was so found by General Ainsworth. This 


is upon the recommendation of the War Department that this | 


act of tardy justice be done to all of these men for whom bills 
have been brought; and they have presented their case through 
Members, and separate bills have been introduced. Some of 
them, I believe, have been already passed. I am not sure of 
that. This simply relieves them all. It gives them the right 
to what the President of the United States accorded them be- 
cause they had been unjustly treated. They were mostly Ger- 
mans. Most of them went into the service again, and not one 


for. The President of the United States so understood it, and 


| 
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It has seemed to the War Department that in justice to these men 
the relief that the Executive undertook to give them in 1866, for rea 
sons that were considered satisfactory at that time, ought to be given 
them now by legislation, and with that end in view, at the request of 
the chairman of the Military Committee of the Senate, this bill was 
introduced in the Senate several years ago, but has thus far failed of 
enactment. The same Dill is now pending in both the Senate and 
House of Representatives. 

Have I answered all the questions the gentleman desired to 
ask? 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask my colleague from Illinois if 
it would not be possible for the Committee on Military Affairs, 
which I know is a hard-working committee, to go into this sub 
ject and cover all cases of this kind? I know of any number of 
cases that are a great deal stronger than this, where men stand 
dishonorably discharged on the record who never deserted, who 
never voluntarily went home, who were in the service all the 
time, and fought all the time, but through some error they were 
marked as dishonorably discharged, and yet, with the order of 
the President, the War Department holds that those people can 
not be relieved of that record of dishonorable discharge. Now, 
is there no way by which the Committee on Military Affairs can 
take up that matter and change that situation? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. The fact that there are worthy cases 
is not any reason why we should not grant relief to these if we 
can. I think we had better grant relief to those we know ought 


| to be relieved. 
of them thought he was doing other than his contract called | 


this is simply tardy justice, with the provision that no pay, | 


bounty, or other allowance shall accrue from the passage of 
this bill. 

Mr. PRINCE. 
Indiana. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I understand the situa- 


I yield five minutes to the gentleman from | 


tion to be that there was an apparent effort on the part of the | 


soldiers of this organization to disobey an order and leave the | 


field without permission, as stated by my colleague from Indiana 
[Mr. CRUMPACKER]. In 1866 the matter of their conduct was 
carried to the President and the War Department. It was found 
that the soldiers in leaving were not deserters, but they acted 
within their legal rights; that their term of enlistment had 
expired. The War Department and the President undertook to 
grant them a discharge in 1866, knowing all the facts. Every- 
body felt that was the end of it; the soldiers of this organization 
relied on it. It has since been determined that the order of the 
President and the War Department was ineffective, and that it 
did not in fact grant them a discharge because the order had 
already been executed. 

Mr. PRINCE. If the gentleman will allow me. Has not that 
order that you have just stated only been promulgated within 
the last few years? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I think that is right. 

Mr. PRINCE. I think within the last five or six years the 
Judge-Advocate-General so held. Many of these men believed 
all along that they were entitled to and had a discharge until 
this order was promulgated. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Yes; 
these men relied on the order of the War Department and 
thought they were honorably discharged. The purpose of this 
bill is to do what they and the War Department thought had 
been done and was done until it was held that the action of the 
War Department was without the power conferred by law. 
This is to give force to that action, and give them a discharge, 
just as the President and the War Department thought they 
had done in 1866. Everybody acted in good faith. It was done 
at the time when the facts were all fresh. We simply give the 
authority now that they undertook to use at the time. I be- 
lieve this is an absolutely meritorious bill and ought to pass. 

It is in no way akin to nor like some fellow’s application 
made now, forty years after the transaction, and the witnesses to 
the transaction all dead. 


and we can well afford to adopt the action of the War De- 
partment, taken at the time the facts were known. 

Mr. PRINCE. Let me read a word or two before asking a 
vote: 


In 1866, on recommendation of General Grant, an order was made 
setting aside their dishonorable discharge and granting them an hon- 
orable discharge in lieu thereof. This order has been held invalid be- 
cause the dishonorable discharge had already taken effect, and this bill 
will validate this%rder. All of them served the full term of their en- 
a They took their punishment like men, and were punished 
enough. 

The bill was drawn by the Chief of the Record and Pension Office 
of the War Department. 


Mr. MANN. If this is a worthy case that is not a reason; 
but it is a reason why there should be further relief. I am call- 
ing the attention of the Committee on Military Affairs to the 
fact; and if this is a proposition to make fish of one and flesh 
of another, we ought to know it. The committee either ought to 
bring in a general bill covering the whole subject or not bring 
in special bills. 

Mr. PRINCE. In answer to my colleague's question, let me 
say this. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER] and 
myself are on this subcommittee, and I was put on this subcom- 
mittee since this report has been made, and that is why # was 
not as familiar with it, perhaps, as I ought to be. We went in 
person to the Military Secretary to carry out the suggestion 
made by my colleague. We asked him if he did not think it 
would be wise to have a general bill, one which would carry all 
orders made by the President, setting aside former orders, and 
granting an honorable discharge in the place of dishonorable 
discharge, so that the House and the committee would not be 
bothered with individual cases. After a full, a free, and frank 


| conference with the Military Secretary he was opposed to that 


kind of legislation, and we were of the opinion that it would not 
be wise to do it. I want to state frankly to my colleague and 
the House, there is no nation under the sun that has as liberal 
desertion laws as has the United States, but this is a class of 
cases which could in no possible way come under the law, be- 


| cause the law was passed in 1889. It refers to soldiers that 


served up to 1865, and these men, as stated by the gentleman 


| from Indiana [Mr. CRuMPACKER] and others, served until 1863. 
| So that the law can not reach them, because it did not become a 
| statute until 1889. 


until about five years ago | 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman from 


| Illinois [Mr. Prince] if there is anywhere a list of the names 


of these men? 

Mr. PRINCE. I am inclined to think that Mr. Parker had 
a list of these names. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did the committee ascertain whether 
among that list of names that would now be covered by the 
general provisions of this bill there are some of them who are 
not entitled to be covered by this sort of a general amnesty 
whether or not there might not be on the rolls of that regiment 
men totally unworthy of being discharged under this sort of 
legislation? 


Mr. PRINCE. I should answer the gentleman frankly. I do 


‘ c | not believe there is a name in the 198 but that ought to receive 
This action by the War Department | 


was taken at a time when there was no dispute about the facts, | 


this relief. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. PRINCE. 
order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
men by name? 

Mr. PRINCE. I can not answer that, but I do know that Mr. 
Parker is a man who goes into every detail of that kind. 1 
know that he sends for the name of everybody that would be 
affected by this bill, and I would say that, knowing him as I do, 
he has gone into every phase of it, and there is not a name pre- 
sented here of the 198 but that, I have no doubt, should receive 
this amnesty. 


How does the gentleman know that? 
General Grant investigated it and made the 


Did he make the order referring to these 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me say to the gentleman that in 1888, 
my recollection is, a general bill was brought in here, such a 
one as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] suggests. Pend- 
ing its discussion in the House, I drew some four or five amend- 
ments, and I think there were eight grounds, beginning with 
number one, upon which a soldier, who had been returned as a 
deserter or absent without leave, could be reinstated by mere 
application to the War Department. It was broad and sweep- 
ing; it went to the very verge of the provision that any honor- 
able soldier would say ought to be done. It undertook to reach 
out to the men who thought that the war was over and started 
for home, as a good many did, and to those who were sick and 
went home on sick leave and then said they didn’t know how to 
get back, and all the various grounds upon which a soldier could 
by his own affidavit clear up his record. 

That law stood on the statute book four years, as I recollect; 
it may have been longer, but there was ample opportunity 
for every one of these men to have stated his case to the War 
Department and receive an honorable discharge. These men 
and thousands of others let the time elapse and did not make 
their application, and now they are coming in, and any Member 
of Congress from the Northern States will justify me in saying 
that they come with a stereotyped story. 

I have an answer here from one of them to-day. He tells 
about how he was taken sick and his captain sent him home, 
and when he wanted to get back he didn’t know where his reg- 
iment was and then he got a letter from the captain telling him 
that he needn’t come back—that the war was over. I find in 
point of fact that he deserted to the enemy. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. But I understand this case differs 
from that from the fact that in 1866 these men presented their 
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question to the War Department, and it was held that they | 


were not deserters. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I would not object to this bill if I be- 


lieved, and I am bound under the statement of the gentleman | 


from Illinois that at some point of time the individual mem- 
bers covered by the President’s order stated their case to the 
War Department. But if I thought there was a regiment that 
misteok the time of their enlistment—not a very intelligent 
story to tell—that thought they were enlisted for six months, 
when they were enlisted for two or three years, and on that 
muster roll those reported as deserters or absent or whatever 
else it may be when there were men there who didn’t come 
under the general exceptions, I would be very much opposed to 
this, for I believe the time is about reached, and I believe the 
gentleman from Illinois will agree with me, when the man who 
has never made his case clear to the War Department is rely- 
ing very much upon dead witnesses and the absence of proof in 
his case. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I think we will all agree to that 


proposition. 

Mr. PRINCE. In answer to the gentleman I will say that 
these men made application in 1866. General Grant then fa- 
vored the action granting these men an honorable discharge. 
They rested under the belief that they had honorable discharge 
until about five or six years ago, when the Judge-Advocate-Gen- | 
eral held—they haven’t waited all this time— 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I see the difference in the cases, but I 
want to add to what I said that, in my judgment, the opinion of 
the Judge-Advocate-General of the Army was utterly fallacious 
and absurd. 

Mr. PRINCE. Let me go a little further, Mr. Speaker. We 
have before the Military Committee about 1,260 bills for deser- 
tion. We have passed favorably during this session, I think, 
three. We have killed from thirty to fifty, and there is hardly 
a week goes by but what the subcommittees are in session and 
they are reporting adversely from six to twelve of these cases. 
We are not in sympathy with these stereotyped cases where the 
soldier desired to join his regiment, but the boat went away 
just before he reached it and he never thought there was a sec- 
ond boat which he might have taken. 


I am very frank to say | 


to the House that I believe this is a proper and meritorious bill. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have introduced a number of these bills, 
Mr. Speaker, and I have the highest regard for the judgment 


Will the gentleman yield? 


of the Committee on Military Affairs, but what I object to is | 
that the bills, together with all the evidence—and in many in- | 
stances the evidence has thoroughly satisfied me that the appli- | 


cant was entitled to the relief prayed for—are referred to the 


that the bills ought not to be considered favorably or reports 
adversely upon them, and the committee sustains the position 
taken by the War Department. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentleman let 
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me say this: The usual procedure is for a Member to introduce 
a bill. That bill is referred, under the rules, to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. He then asks the Military Secretary to 
send to us the military record of the soldier. 

There is no recommendation on the part of the War Depart- 
ment that this soldier should or should not receive an honorable 
discharge. His military record is presented. Quite frequently 
it occurs that he is without question a deserter. Quite fre- 
quently it occurs that he has gone over to the other side and 
enlisted in the other cause. Then let me say to you that the 
Government has a‘clear record of every soldier who was en- 
gaged in the great struggle from 1861 to 1865. The Govern- 
ment has the record of the Federal soldiers and as well the 
records of the Confederate soldiers. They are tabulated, and 
within twenty-four hours after the committee asks for the mili- 
tary record of a soldier that military record is furnished to the 
committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh, I know that. 

Mr. PRINCE. And we are not governed in the slightest de- 
gree by any clerk, because no clerk ever makes a suggestion to 
that committee. It comes under the official seal of the Secre- 
tary. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. But he reports adversely upon the bill. 

Mr. PRINCE. He does not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. And no favorable action is had there- 
after upon the bills. 

Mr. PRINCE. I beg to suggest to the gentleman that the 
Military Secretary does not report adversely. He gives the 
facts—the record of the soldier. He tells that the soldier has 
made the application, and he gives a copy of every paper that 
the soldier has filed in asking to have his record cleared up. 
There is a transcript presented to the committee, and once in a 
while the Military Secretary says, “ Under existing law I have 
no authority to make any changes in this record.” He does not 
say “yes” or “no,” “favorably” or “unfavorably” to the 
committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not refer to the Military Secretary. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Provided, That the Military Secretary of the Army after investiga- 
tion of each case on the merits shall determine that it is meritorious 
and the soldier entitled to an honorable discharge. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I offer that after the 
clause of the bill that provides for the discharge, and I want to 
say this, that I have no doubt from what the gentleman has 
said here that there are probably a number of these men en- 
titled to an honorable discharge. I think a soldier in the posi- 
tion of the one that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crum- 
PACKER] has described, who came out of his regiment and after- 
wards reenlisted and served for three years, is undoubtedly 
entitled to an honorable discharge, and his subsequent service 
proves conclusively that he had no desire to desert the cause of 
his country. But I do not believe it is wise for us to come here 
without any protection to this bill and give an honorable dis- 
charge under this bill to some hundred and sixty-odd men with- 
out any investigation whatever. The Military Secretary is fair 
and competent, and it is imposing a hardship upon no man to 
make him prove his case before the Military Secretary. I there- 
fore hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the amend- 
ment, because I think it will only prove what the bill calls for. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes; I yield to my colleague as much time ag 
he desires. 

Mr. MANN. It is very likely, so far as I know, that this bill 
is a meritorious measure. Personally I.have always had a great 
deal of hesitancy about the passage of these bills to remove 
charges of desertion. There are many cases which are merito- 
rious. I know of one case where a gentleman was an officer in 
a particular company and regiment. He was detailed for duty 
under a separate command and was finally drafted off to a ter 
ritory near New Orleans, and while he was under the command 
ing officer of that command an order was issued from Wasli- 


| ington that all the officers in his original command who did not 
War Department, and there some clerk says to the committee 


report in a certain time would be subject to court-martial and 
discharge. He was notified of this order ang applied to his 
then commanding officer for permission to return to his regi 
ment, and was denied that permission. He was court-martialed 
because he did not return and was dishonorably dismissed from 
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the service, and the President afterwards issued an order set- 
ting aside that dismissal; but it was afterwards held that the 
setting aside was not legal and the man now stands dishonor- 
ably discharged from the service, although he was in the service 
all the time, although the only reason he did not report to his 
command was because the general he was then serving under 
threatened to arrest him if he attempted to leave. Yet we can 


pass no general bill covering cases of that sort without letting | 


in all sorts of other cases which are not meritorious. This gen- 
tleman came to me and I examined, or rather made a request 
for an examination, and General Ainsworth furnished me with 
a full statement, substantiating every claim that he had made, 
but I did not introduce any bill for him. I told him that his was 
simply an unfortunate case—one of those illustrations showing 
that abstract justice does not always prevail in the world; and 
it is far safer to the country to leave a few cases like that suf- 


fering than to let in, as will probably be the case if this policy | 


be pursued, out of sympathy, all of those men who voluntarily 
left the service for the purpose of avoiding danger. That is 
what these men did. Enlisted for ninety days, they say. Why, 
the country needed them as much at the end of ninety days as 


afterwards, and when they left the service at the end of the | 


ninety days they forfeited any claim they had upon the Gov- 
ernment, either for pension or for pay or anything else. They 
deserted in the face of the enemy, and now because forty years 
have passed away they propose the Government shall give them 
some money because they deserted and are alive. If they had 


remained in the service perhaps they would have been dead, | 


and we would not give the widows as much as we give them for 
remaining alive and for fleeing in the face of the enemy. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER and Mr. BARTHOLDT rose. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Iili- 
nois yield? 

Mr. PRINCE. To the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bar- 
THOLDT] for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman yields five minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BarrHorpr]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, the discussion of this bill 
recalls to my mind a statement contained in a letter which I 
received some four or five years ago from Col. Henry Ed- 
ward Roehr, of Brooklyn, under whom these men served. That 
letter was written to call my attention to this particular bill, 


and since these men have served under him during the war I | 
believe him to be thoroughly familiar with the merits of the | 


case. He claimed in that letter that every one of these men 
had served full time and was entitled to an honorable discharge, 
and that a great injustice had been done by the fact that what 
was an honorable discharge had afterwards been set aside. I 
did not pay particular attention to the matter, I am frank to 
admit, because it was a New York case and did not concern 
either my district or my State; but now since this discussion has 


come up it brings back to me the statement contained in that | 


letter, and I repeat it for the information of the House, namely, 
that the colonel of that very organization, who has since died, 
and, by the way, a cousin of mine, honestly believed these men 
to be entitled to the relief sought by this bill. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CRuMPACKER]. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, the statement that these 
soldiers served the full term of their enlistment is made from 
the standpoint of the soldiers. In the spring of 1861, under the 


first call for 75,000 soldiers for ninety days’ service, these men | 


enlisted in the service of the Federal Government, as they sup- 
posed, for that term. 

They had no military service in mind excepting that which 
followed the call of President Lincoln, and that was for only 
ninety days, because the President had no power to call for 
troops for a longer term of service. And they went into the 
service with that understanding. There was not a single one 
of them who had in mind that he was going into any organiza- 
tion of State militia or any idea that he was entering into a term 
of two years’ service in the State of New York. ‘They all served 
their full terms, and the soldier I have in mind, the one who 
lives in the district which I have the honor to represent, served 
five months, two months longer than the period he enlisted for, 
and then abandoned the service, because, he said, he had per 
formed his entire contract. He returned home, and within three 
months after his return home he reenlisted in a New York regi 
ment, served therein for three years, and has an honorable dis- 
charge from that second service. I speak only for him. His 
interests are involved in this bill. He did not desert in the face 
of the enemy; he did not abandon the cause of his country. 


Ile performed every minute of service that he contracted to per- | 


form. And I think, Mr. Speaker, that in his case, at least, there 
is merit, and under the operation of the amendment of the gen- 
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tleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop] there can be no 
sition on the Government, particularly in view of the fact th 
the President must have investigated the circumstances « 


nected with the service of these men when he made the orde! 
invalid though it was, granting them honorable dischat 


the 1st day of June, 1863. That was the date the regi 
which they originally enlisted was mustered out of servi 
bill is a meritorious one, and it ought to pass. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Mr. Speaker, I did not intend to take a | 
in this debate, but as a member of that committee, I think w 
owe it to ourselves, at least, that the House should 1 
something about the methods which obtain in that committee 
regard to this class of cases. It is not true that we just | 
out a bill here and there and report favorably without careful 
consideration of what it contains. Every bill is carefully 
tinized, and the fact remains that the overwhelming preponde! 
ance of them are reported adversely. It seems to me that is not 
an argument against a just and fair bill that a great many un 
just and unfair bills have been introduced. I may refer esp 
cially to the case stated by the distinguished gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN], and here is a case in which if a bill had 
been presented there is no doubt it would have been favorably 
reported and favorably acted upon by this House. An exami 
nation into the reports by this committee in this class of 





| will disclose the fact that we have endeavored simply to 
the action of Congress upon those cases in which t I 
ment, or the military officers, attempted to correct the r 

but failed for want of jurisdiction. In other words, when it 
occurred that immediately after the commission of the offense 
charged it was fully investigated by the Department, and the 
| Department held and decided that there was no cause for the 
charge of desertion and made a record of that fact, and 
tempted to remove the disability, but failed for some technical 
reason, the committee believed they had a right to give force and 
effect to what was attempted to be done by the Depariment. 
That is the case in this bill, and that is the case in practically 
all of the bills of this character reported by that committee 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is, if the Department had 
diction, this would have been done long ago? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. That is exactly the case. A good many 
of these cases grew out of the decision made by the Judge 
Advocate-General. I quite agree with my distinguished friend 
from Ohio that the decision is wrong, but the men are bound 
by it. It is the law and will remain the law until reversed by 
some future administration, and in order to carry out and 
into execution the decisions made by men who did their work 
at the time and at the place when they had the best knowl- 
edge of the facts, this committee has attempted to complete 
their work and give to these men the discharge that they would 
have had if the work of the Department had been held and 
considered to be valid. 

I might say here to the gentlemen of this House that it i 
not worth while to send to that committee a mere ordinary case 
of desertion—simply because the man got tired of his service 
and wanted to quit. 

Mr. CROMER. You have discovered that? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. It is well enough to have this matter 
known publicly. I have introduced a good many of those 
bills myself. They are reposing quietly in the pigeonholes 
of the committee room. 

Mr. CROMER. Will the gentleman permit an interrupti 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CROMER. Does not the Military Committee co 











all bills for desertion and correction of military records 
dinary cases, and refuse to investigate any of them? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. We investigate every case to wh 
attention is called. 

Mr. PRINCE. Let me suggest to my colleague that th 
served ten years. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from II 
[Mr. Prince] has expired. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I promised to give the gentlen 
from Tennessee [Mr. Greson] two minutes. At the end of that 


time I give notice to the House that I will call for a vot 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention « 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRuMPACKER] to an act | ed 
by Congress in 1902, and approved July 1. If the gentl ! 
will examine that act, he will find that it provides tl 
who enlisted in a previous organization and was marked a 4 


serter and afterwards reenlisted and served six or more 
and obtained an honorable discharged under the last enli 
he shall be discharged from all prior enlistments. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me say that there are some limi- 
tations in that act that take this case out of its operation 
| know that, because I received an officia! letter from General 
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Ainsworth on the subject, but I do not have in mind now what 
the limitations are. 

Mr. GIBSON. The limitation has reference to bounty. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It was either the date of enlistment or 
the period of former service, I do not remember which. This 
enlistment was early in 1861, in the first three months’ enlist- 
ment. These soldiers did not serve six months. I think that 
law applies to enlistments prior to July 1, 1861. 

Mr. GIBSON. ‘There is no limitation. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There is some limitation that General 
Ainsworth said excluded this class of cases. 

Mr. PRINCE. I call for a vote. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com- | 


mittee amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Prince, a motion to reconsider the yote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


JOHN W. THOMPSON. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1476) to amend the naval record of John W. Thomp- 


son, and secure for him an honorable discharge. 


The bill was read at length. 
Mr. PAYNE. Let us have an explanation of the bill. 


In the absence of anyone to explain the bill, I ask that it be | 


passed without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that the bill be passed 
without prejudice. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

CREIGHTON CHURCHILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6826) for the relief of Creighton Churchill, an ensign 
on the retired list of the Navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas the retiring board in the case of Ensign Creighton Churchill, 
UTnited States Navy, found him incapacitated for active service, said 
incapacity being the result of an incident of the service; and 


Whereas said incapacity no longer exists, as shown by a recent ex- | 


amination of the eyes, said examination showing vision to be normal 
with the use of glasses: Therefore, that the Navy Department may be 
enabled to command the services on the active list of the said Creigh- 
ton Churchill, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the action of the retiring board in the case 
of Creighton Churehbill, now an ensign on the retired list of the Navy, 
be hereby set aside, and the President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, is hereby authorized to appoint him a lieutenant on 
the active list of the Navy as of date of March 3, 1899, to take rank 
next after that of his classmate, Ford Hopkins Brown: Provided, That 
the said Churchill shall establish to the satisfaction of the Secretary 
of the Navy, upon examination provided by law for the promotion of 
officers, his mental, moral, professional, and physical fitness to perform 
the duties of a lieutenant on the active list of the Navy: And provided 
further, That he shall receive no pay or emoluments by reason of such 
reappointment to the active list of the Navy except from date of such 
reappointment, and that he shall be additional to the number of officers 
prescribed by law for the grade of lieutenant in the Navy and in any 
grade to which he may hereafter be promoted. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD... Mr. Speaker, I think that is subject to 
the point of order that it is a promotion, and does not come 
within the rule. 

The SPEAKER. So far as the Chair has been able to under- 
stand - 

Mr. BRICK. That part of the bill is stricken out, and if the 
Clerk will continue the reading of the rest the gentleman will 
find that it comes within the order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It does not make a promotion? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It restores him to the active list again. 

Mr. BRICK. It will restore him to the active list as an en- 
sign, which position he occupied at the time he was retired. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest that the amendment be read to the 
Tlouse. 

Mr. BRICK. The amendment has not been read. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be | 


reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the preamble and insert: 

“That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, to restore Creighton Churchill, 
now an ensign on the retired list, to the active list of the Navy: 
Provided, That the said Churchill shall, upon examination in accord- 
ance with regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy, 
before an examining board composed of five members, of whom three 











shall be line officers his senior in rank and the remaining two medical 
members, satisfactorily establish his mental, moral, professional, and 
physical fitness to perform active service, the place to which he shall be 
restored to be determined by the Secretary of the Navy after recom- 
mendation with regard thereto by said board: And provided further, 
That the said Churchill shall be carried as additional to the number of 
the arate to which he may be restored or at any time thereafter pro- 
moted.” 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think that clearly comes within the 
rule. This is an officer in the Navy, and authorizes him to be 
promoted. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It transfers him from the retired list to the 
active list, which is a promotion. 

The SPEAKER. The order, after speaking about certain bills 
on the Private Calendar, is as follows: 

But such as may involve promotions of persons already in the Army 
or Navy, or the placing of persons on the retired list of either service, 
shall not be considered under this order. 

Now the Chair will examine the bill a moment. 

As a matter of fact, this man is on the retired list now. 

Mr. BRICK. As an ensign. 

The SPEAKER. But the bill speaks of him as a lieutenant. 

Mr. BRICK. But we do not propose to put that back. 

The SPEAKER. But does it not involve a promotion? 

Mr. BRICK. When he gets back, of course he may be pro- 
moted some time or another during his life. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Does not the bill itself provide he shall go 
back as a lieutenant? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call attention to the fact 
that the order is as follows: 

That hereafter on any Saturday during the session a motion to con- 
sider in the House as in Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar bills of the classes hereinafter described shall have the same 
privilege as is given by the rules on Friday to motions to go into 
Committee of the Whole House to consider bills on the Private Cal- 
ener bills reported from the committees other than the Committees 
on Pensions, Invalid Pensions, Claims, and War Claims— 

That is, all the bills except from those committees on the 
Calendar— 
but such as may involve promotions of persons already in the Army 


or Navy, or the placing of persons on the retired list of either service, 
shall not be considered under this order. 


Now here is a person on the retired list, in the Navy now, and 
this legislation would involve his promotion. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, does not the original bill directly 
give him a higher rank than he has now? ‘That is the bill be- 
fore the House, and not the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

Mr. BRICK. All that this bill contemplates is that here was 
a man in the Navy who had gone through Annapolis, and who 
was an ensign, and became sick. He is now well again, and is 
willing to go back to active service. All that this bill contem- 
plates is that he shall be put back, restored to the Navy after 
proper examination, which the bill provides for. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman that 
on the gentleman’s statement the Chair would be quite willing, 
as one of the Members of the House, to vote for the bill, but the 
question is whether it is in order under the order that was 
adopted by unanimous consent this morning. It seems to the 
Chair that it is not so in order, but the Chair will submit, if the 
gentleman desires, the proposition to the House to consider it by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, the proposition is not one of 
promotion, it is simply a question of transfer of this officer from 
one branch of the service to another. 

The SPEAKER. The bill itself provides that he shall be ap- 
pointed a lieutenant. 

Mr. DAYTON. The amended bill provides that his position 
shall be fixed in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. 

The SPEAKER. Perchance the amendment may not be 
adopted. The order speaks of bills and the bills determine the 
question whether they are in order or not. The Chair thinks 
that this does not come within the class of bills to be considered 
as provided in the order. 

Mr. DAYTON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DAYTON. Do I understand that the original bill governs 





| instead of the one reported by the committee? I call the 


Speaker’s attention to the fact that the original bill did attempt 
to fix his rank, and therefore was subject to the point of order, 
but a substitute was reported in lieu of that by the committee. 
The SPEAKER. The substitute is a mere proposition of no 
higher grade than an amendment that might be offered by any 
Member. Perhaps the House might agree to the amendment 
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and it might not. The bill itself involves a promotion and in 
construing this order, the Chair must go by its terms. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The point of order is made against the bill, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DAYTON. I hope the gentleman will not insist on the 
point of order. I hope he will allow me to ask unanimous con- 


sent that the bill as reported and amended by the committee on | 


Naval Affairs may be considered. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. DAYTON. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman from | 


West Virginia that “ bills” are referred to in the order that was 
agreed to this morning. Now, this bill was reported back from 


the committee and an amendment proposed. The amendment | 


can have no status and if it gets consideration at all it gets con- 
sideration by virtue of the bill which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs and reported back. The Chair does not 
pass upon the question of the merit of the proposition. From 
the statement made here, it seems to the Chair that it has 
great merit, but it does not come within the terms of the order. 


Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask unanimous con- | 


sent that the bill may be considered as amended by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I 
would object to this bill, if it came up in the regular order for 
unanimous consent, but we are considering bills under a special 
order, and I do not think we ought to vary from that order while 
running under it, and therefore I demand the regular order. 


LEWIS POESSEL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar under the order 
was the bill (H. R. 13483) for the relief of Lewis Poessel. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the appointment of Lewis Poessel as pay- 
master’s clerk May 4, 1898, and assistant paymaster in the Navy Sep- 
tember 24, 1898, for temporary service during the war with Spain, 
shall not deprive him of the benefit of continuous service, but said 
Poessel shall receive on his enlistment of October 13, 1899, credit for 
all previous service, and shall enjoy the same privileges and receive the 
same pay from the date of such enlistment as he would have been en- 
titled to receive had his service been continuous and such enlistment 
been made within four months after discharge. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
that involves a promotion. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 


JOHN WANAMAKER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar, under the order, 
was the bill (H. R. 14522) directing the issue of a check in lieu 
of a lost check drawn by Col. John V. Furey, assistant quarter- 
master-general, United States Army, in favor of John Wana- 
maker, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Col. John V. Furey, assistant quartermas- 
ter-general, United States Army, be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to issue to John Wanamaker a duplicate of an original check, 
issued by the said John V. Furey on the 28th day of July 1902, No. 
63024, upon the assistant treasurer of the United States at Phila- 
delphia, in favor of the said John Wanamaker, for the sum of $2,921.73, 
which check is alleged to have been lost in transmission from the office 
of the assistant quartermaster-general in the city of Philadelphia to 
the said John Wanamaker, and it not having been presented for pay- 
ment to the assistant treasurer of the United States at Philadelphia: 
Provided, That said duplicate check shall be issued under such regula- 
tions in regard to its payment as have been prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury for the issue of duplicate checks under the provisions 


of section 3646 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, including 
an adequate bond of indemnity. 


The Clerk read the following committee amendments : 


On page 2, line 5, after the word “ its,” insert the words “ issue and.” 

On page 2, line 7, after the word “forty-six,” insert the words 
* thirty-six hundred and forty-seven.” 

Strike out, on page 2, lines 8 and 9, the words “including an ade 
quate bond of indemnity.” 

The SPBAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McCreary of Pennsylvania a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


JOHN SHAMBURGER, LOUIS SMITH, GEORGE HEPPEL, AND HENRY 
METZGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar under the order 
was the bill (H. R. 6821) to remove the record of dishonorable 
discharges from the military records of John Shamburger, Louis 
Smith, George Heppel, and Henry Metzger. 





RECORD—HOUSE. QAI? 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 








Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby aut! to 
| remove the record of dishonorable dis ’ SI 
| ords inst John Shamburger, I Ss ( ti i 
| Met , late privates of Company M,. Twelfth I ment N ‘ \ 
| unteer Cavalry, and grant each of them a cert ite I 
| charge, to date November 7, 1865: Provided, That no pay 
other emoluments shall become due or payable by vii rf | 


of this act. 
The Clerk read the following committee amendment: 


Insert after the word “and,” in line 7, the followinzc: 


| privates of said company, named in Special Orders No. 588, dated War 
| Department, November 7, 1865, revoking their previous dishon @ 


discharge, and.” 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire why we 
should discharge these men honorably? 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I think I can explain this bil 
may be allowed. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, in the absence of Mr. PArKrr, I 
will take charge of the bill, and yield to the gentleman from 
New York as much time as he desires. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, this bill passed the House and the 
Senate last Congress. The bill was introduced by my collea 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. ALEXANDER], who through 
illness is not able to be present at this time. This bill is s 
what similar to the one that was lait y : t 
from Illinois [Mr. Prince] and the gentleman f1 
CRUMPACKER] a few moments ago About two months 
war was over thirty-one of the members of the company referred 








to—M Troop, Twelfth New York Cavalry, at Tarboro, N. ¢ re- 
leased some of their comrades who were in the guardhouse. 
‘hey were tried for mutiny and sentenced to a year’s imprison- 


ment and dishonorably discharged. Later the President termi- 
nated their imprisonment after they had served five months 
and ordered that an honorable discharge be granted to each one 
Those men, several of whom I personally know, believed 
they were honorably discharged from the Army, and th 
ion prevailed until the Assistant Secretary of War some tim: 
since decided that the action of the President was illegal 

This bill is merely to carry out the order of the President at 
that time. Those gentlemen served their time of enlistment 
the service and did everything that was required of them. 
war was over when they committed the little act that they w 
imprisoned and dishonorably discharged for, and this is 


to renew the order of the President, as stated in the ! t, 
which, in response to the inquiry of the gentleman from G ia 
{Mr. Mappox] I will read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom w ref it iil 
(H. R. 6821) to remove the record of e 
military records of John Shamburger, I 
Henry Met , report the same back : 


dation that it do pass with t 























vord “and” in line 7 the follow i 
pany, n: med in special orders No. 586 
ber 7, 1865, revoking their pre vious d 
This is a bill simply carrying out I 
November 6, 1865, that the remainder of the sentence unc \ 
were suffering for acts done in June, 1865, should be i 
that they should be relea and given | or: 1 I ; 
was actually done. This y authorizes the S« y of 
make valid these discharges and the action of the I ; 
We annex the report made in the prey s Congr 
[House Report No. 2982, Fifty-sixth Congress, second sessi 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 13910) to remove the record of di norable discharge 
the military record of John Shamburger, Louis Smith, and v 
Metzger, having considered the same, report said bill back to the | @ 
with the recommendation that it do pass without amet idment 
This is a bill enacting that such record of dishonorable disc} ] 
removed and to grant each an honorable discharge, dated N 
1865, with proviso against pay, bounty, or other emolument ‘ ‘ 
of this act 
The three soldiers named were troopers, enlisted in 1863. 7 ‘ ved 
till 1865, when, with twen seven other men of * same tr 
pleaded guilty to having assembled, marched to regiment ! 
released four men in confinement, and that when lered to go 
quarters they said soldiers had rights—all this at ‘I » ie 4 e 
16, 1865. On this plea (all violence charged in pe at iz 
denied) they were found guilty of mut and sentenced : 
discharge, forfeiture of pay, etc., and a year's ir sonment 
ber 6, 1865, after a report that they had suffered enough by five r 
imprisonment, it was ordered by the President t the se nce iould 
be remitted and that they be released wit fu pay, allow i 
bounty and given honorable es This was actual But 
the Department now holds as of w that S$ or i 
void. If so, it should be validate It we iade after f 
tion at the time and to do justice. We annex the War D 
report in one case All are alike 
That is what they were convicted of. This 1 | sed 
House and the Senate, but in the last Congress thet 
agreeing vote between the two Houses. That is, the 
added that no pay or bounty or emolument be ¢ 
men by reason of receiving a discharge at this time he H e 
had not adopted that amendment on its bill, and owing to the 
| trouble, which gentlemen here will remember we x nto the 
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close of the last Congress, where a roll call was required on 
every proposition—— 


Mr. MANN. That was not our fault over here, the gentle- 
man must know. 

Mr. RYAN. That was the fault of this side, owing to that 
side forcibly throwing from the House a Democrat we believed 
to have been honestly elected. [Laughter.] However, that 
does not bear on this proposition. A roll call would be required, 
or perhaps two roll calls, to concur to the Senate amendment. 
Consequently this bill with many others failed of passage at 
that time. I hope now that the House will pass this bill, as it 
is on all fours with the one just passed. I remained here this 
afternoon simply because my colleague the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. ALEXANDER] is not able to be present, owing to 
illness. 

Mr. PRINCE. 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RYAN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote on the bill and 


JAMES QG. FIELD. 


The next business on the private calendar under the rule was 
the bill (H. R. 14509) for the relief of James G. Field, surgeon 
in the United States Navy. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he 


is hereby, authorized and directed to restore the name of James G. Field, | 


surgeon, United States Navy (not in line of promotion), to the line of 


romotion as an additional number in his grade, in accordance with the | 


p 
date of his original commission of May 23, 1887. 

The amendment in the nature of a substitute was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
“That the Presidént be, and he is hereby, authorized, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, to restore James G. Field, sur 


geon, United States Navy (not in the line of promotion), to the line of | 


promotion in accordance with the date of his original commission of 
May 23, 1887, to take rank next after Surgeon Eugene P. Stone: Pro- 
vided, That the said Field shall be carried as additional to the number 
of the - to which he shall be restored or at any time thereafter 
promoted. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, did I understand the Chair 
to sustain the point of order? 

The SPEAKER. 
volves promotion. 

Mr. COWHERD. I think not, Mr. Speaker. This is a gen- 
tleman who was a surgeon in the Navy and was retired by the 
retiring board. 

The SPEAKER. 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. COWHERD. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. COWHERD. 
tion ’’ means. 

The SPEAKER. 


Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order on that 


The Chair takes it for granted from the 
This restores him simply to service. 
The rule reads, “ involving promotion.” 

I do not know what “involving promo- 


The Chair will read. 


That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to restore the name of James G. Field, surgeon, 
United States Navy (not in line of promotion), to the line of ,.promo- 
tion as an additional number in his grade, in accordance with the date 


of his original commission of May 23, 1587. 

Now, then, here is the rule: 

But such as may involve promotion of persons already in the Army 
or Navy, or the placing of persons on the retired list of other services, 
shall not be considered under this order. 

Is this man in the Navy now? 

Mr. BONYNGE. Yes, sir; he is, I believe, as the report 
from the committee will show. He is now in active service, as 
shown by the committee report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit to the gentleman 
from Missouri this does involve a promotion. 

Mr. MANN. That is what it is for; if not, it would not be 
here. 


GRANTING AUTHORITY TO THE PRESIDENT TO RESTORE CERTAIN 
MIDSHIPMEN TO THE NAVAL SERVICE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar under the rule 
was the bill (H. R. 12273) granting authority to the President 
in his discretion to restore certain midshipmen to the naval 
service. 


The Chair understands the bill directly in- 





The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and ao. in his discretion, to appoint to the naval service 
the three midshipmen of the then first class who were dismissed on 
the 6th day of November, 1903, pursuant to the findings and recom- 
mendations of a court-martial, said ap ointment to be below the other 
members of said class, and said midshipmen to serve at sea in like 
manner as the other members of the class, subject to such examinations 
as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy. 


The committee amendment was read, as follows: 


Provided, That said appointment shall not be operative or effective 
unless and until said midshipmen shall have passed such examinations 
and conformed to such requirements as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order on 
that. I make the point of order that it confers rank which 
they do not have and involves promotion. 

Mr. BRICK. These persons are not in the Navy. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wants to ask a question. These 
three men who were midshipmen are not now in the Navy? 

Mr. BRICK. They are not now in the Navy. 

The SPEAKER. Now, let me read the order. 


All bills reported from committees other than the Committees on 
Pensions, Invalid Pensions, Claims, and War Claims. 


Now, here comes the exception; this bill is from neither 
one of those committees: 


But such as may involve promotion of persons already in the Army or 
Navy or the placing of persons on the retired list of either service shall 
not be considered under this order. 


Mr. CURRIER. But, Mr. Speaker, this involves promotion, 
and it seems to me to be within the spirit of the rule, certainly. 

The SPEAKER. After all is said and done, these three men, 
it is confessed, are now in private life. 

Mr. CURRIER. That is true. 

The SPEAKER. Now, it seems to the Chair, coming from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, that it does not come within the 
exception, because it does not involve a promotion. It is a flat 
proposition to authorize the appointment of three men in private 
life as officers in the Navy. It seems to the Chair that the point 
of order is not well taken. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move as an amendment 
to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and insert 
the following bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is that a Senate bill? 

Mr. BRICK. No, sir; a House bill—another bill. It is a bill 
that is drawn by the Judge-Advocate-General, which I desire to 
offer as an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves an 
amendment as a substitute for the bill, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized and empowered, 
in his discretion, to appoint to the naval service the three midshipmen 
of the then first class who were dismissed on the 6th day of November, 
1903, pursuant to the findings and recommendations of a court-martial, 
said midshipmen to take rank at the foot of the class from which dis- 


missed, and to serve at sea in like manner as the other members of said 
class: Provided, That such appointments shall not be operative or effec- 


| tive unless and until said midshipmen shall have passed such examina- 


tions and conformed to such requirements as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Navy.” 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

3RICK] a question? 

Mr. BRICK. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Is the amendment which the gentleman suggests 
now the bill that was sent by the President with his message? 

Mr. BRICK. ‘That is the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Then it is an Administration measure and ought 
to receive the support of both sides of the House. 

Mr. LLOYD. I will vote for it. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I have ob- 
jected to this measure before, and I did it, I hope, from patriotic 
principles—that is, to maintain the discipline down at the Naval 
Academy. My friend from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] introduced to 
me these young men, and magnificent specimens of American 
manhood they are. I have opposed this measure up to this 
time, and I hope that the action of this House up to this hour 
has been sufficient to meet all of the purposes; in other words, 
we intend to stand by the authorities down there. As the gen- 
tleman from Illionis [Mr. MANN] said, it ought not to be a party 
measure. It is not a party measure, and as one of the oppon- 
ents and a Democrat, I am in favor of the bill as it now 
stands. [Applause.] I never opposed this measure before. In 
other words, my judgment was one way and my sentiment was 
the other. I think we have gone far enough to satisfy the au- 


thorities at the Naval Academy that we are going to support 
them in all reasonable methods that they adopt there. 
[Applause. ] 


Now, as 
a Democrat, I favor the bill. 
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Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask a question 


for information. Has the class of which these three persons 
were members been graduated? 

Mr. BRICK. Yes. 

Mr. WANGER. Have they been members of that class dur- 
ing the last year? 

Mr. BRICK. No; they have not. 

Mr. WANGER. Then the substitute of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Brick] proposes to put them on a footing with the 
graduates without their having taken the last year’s course. 

Mr. BRICK. No, sir; I will explain that. They were within 
two or three months of being graduated when this unfortunate 
occurrence happened, and they were taken from the academy. 
This bill provides that they shall be put in the Naval Academy 
at the foot of their class and never be permitted to graduate 
or go back only upon proper and satisfactory examination. 

Mr. WANGER. If I understood the amended bill, it provides 
that they be put in the next class? 

Mr. BRICK. The bill provides that they shall be put in the 
Navy at the foot of their class. 

Mr. WANGER. That is your substitute? 

Mr. BRICK. Yes, sir; that is the substitute. 

Mr. WANGER. I was advised that they would be put in the 
next class. 

Mr. BRICK. They stood very high in their class. j 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. They stood within ten of the 
head, I think. 

Mr. BRICK. 
points behind, but some person has told me that it would be 
sixty points behind. They will be put at the foot in such a 
position that it will take long years of the best behavior for 
them to catch up with this handicap given to them. 

Mr. WANGER. That may be the effect, but what I want to 
get at was the understanding of these two propositions, and I 


I supposed that they would put them thirty | 


am not quite clear yet whether the gentleman from Indiana | 


[Mr. Brick] has stated whether or not the purpose of the pend- 
ing bill is to put them in the next class. 

Mr. BRICK. It puts them at the foot of the class. 

Mr. WANGER. That is, the substitute? 

Mr. BRICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WANGER. What is the provision of the bill which you 
propose to amend; in what class does that propose to put them? 

Mr. BRICK. That was at the foot of the next class, if I 
understand it correctly. This is the bill that the Judge-Advo- 
cate-General and the Administration thought was proper under 
the circumstances. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Brick] means that his amendment is the bill that the Judge- 
Advocate-General recommends. 

Mr. BRICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LIYTLEFIELD. And thinks it the proper legislation? 

Mr. BRICK. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And these young men were in the class 
of 1905, and this puts them at the foot of the class? 

Mr. BRICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
the head? 

Mr. BRICK. Yes, sir. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And this puts them away down at the 


foot, and under all promotion which they may receive they | 


| So that this bill will 
| offense had occurred in the Military Academy, 
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without appreciating the solemnity of the laws of the country, 
they disregarded them, and they were very properly sent away 
from the academy at once. Now the members of that class at 
Annapolis who faithfully observed the laws and were gradu- 
ated, or are about to graduate, are to be put in the Navy just 
ahead of the men who, two years ago, were properly sent away 
from the academy for violation of the laws. 

If this House wants a revival of hazing in the Military Acad- 
emy at West Point and the Naval Academy at Annapolis 
they will surely have it done under such a proposition as this. 
I hope that we will not from any sentimental weakness repeal 
that law, which punishes men for violating the regulatior 
but that we will let these young men understand now and 
all time that such misconduct will merit and receive the « 
approval of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. If these boys had been dismissed for 1 
action in the Military Academy they could afterwards have 
been appointed in the Army, could they not? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I understand that to be the conditi 

Mr. LACEY. Under existing law they can not be appointed 


in the Navy, for the reason that in the Navy no one can | 
pointed to the line unless graduated. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. And as the boys can not be restored to the 
academy for graduation, although within a few days of gradu- 
ation, this law is much harder on the Navy than it is on th 
who under like circumstances would get into the Army. That 
was the reason why the President, in his message on the bill, 
drawn by the Judge-Advocats that permission 


General, asked 


be given to appoint them, after examination, in the Nay 

below «all these others; and they will never graduate, but 
neither will the Navy lose them. I suppose the gentleman 
knows the trouble that occurred and what was done in this 


particular ease. It was a very mild thing that the boys did. 
only put them in a position where, if the 


they could have 


| been appointed by the President. 


They stood within about eight or ten of | 


never can get back where they would have been, on account of | 


this hazing, if they graduate with the class which they were en- 
titled to graduate with? They have got this handicap all the 
way along? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
ishment enough. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. 


The idea is that this is pun- 


I want to say a few words on the bill. 


Mr. BRICK. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Members will recollect, Mr. Speaker, that 


a few years ago a very deplorable condition was reported here 
from the academies established and maintained by the people 
for educating officers for the Army and Navy. 
affairs at our Military Academy was examined into carefully 
by a committee of this Housa The result was the enactment of 
special legislation intended to break up this practice of hazing. 
After the enactment of that statute these young men were 
guilty of a violation of the laws of the United States and of the 
regulations of the Naval Academy. They had been specially 
favored among all the young men of this country by being taken 
from their homes, carried to the academy, educated at the ex- 
pense of the people, and then were to be given a commission 
in an honorable service that would provide for them an oppor- 
tunity for an honorable career for life. Without seeming to 
have proper appreciation of the favor conferred upon them, 


| longer than somebody else, to humiliate a 
The condition of | 





Mr. SLAYDEN. I have no personal knowledge of tl 
young gentlemen. I do not know that I ever heard the name 
any one of them. I have no personal antagonism to them; 
I have heard that sort of argument made ever since I have been 
in Congress. Whenever anything has been sought in the An 
in the way of increase of pay or rank, we have been told that 
it ought to be done because the Navy had it, and we have had 
the same arguments made for the Navy, alleging that as the 
Army has such and such things the Navy should have it alse. 
It is no argument to me to say that because a man dismissed 
from the Military Academy can be put in the Army that a man 
dismissed from the Naval Academy should be put into the Navy. 
I am opposed to it in either case. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama. me 
to ask him a question. Does the gentleman think that a young 
man should be put under the ban for life because when a school 
boy he was guilty of some indiscretion, guilty of some slight in 
fraction of the rules of the Naval Academy? Would he say 
that for that we should forbid him from ever joining the Navy? 
That is the effect of this law. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I will say, in answer to my friend, that 
when a young man being educated as an oflicer disregards the 
laws of Congress so freshly made, he should be punished 
being kept out of the Navy. 

Mr. BRICK. I yield to the gentleman from Mississiy 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I haye no sort 


\ 
If the gentleman will permit 


of sympathy with hazing. In the character of schools that I 
have attended hazing was tabooed. ‘™n my own student day n 
the first “ University of the People,” established by Thomas J: 


ferson, any young man, or set of young men, who would have 1 
dertaken, because they had been at the university a year or two 
young man by. mak- 
ing him eat soup or assume a prayerful attitude or do anyt 
cowardly and submissive, would have been forced out of the 
school by the esprit de corps of the student body. There 
was an instance and never could have been one, for the stude1 
generally would have resented the attack on their fellow-student 
and he would have been visited with the full punishment of 
student opprobrium and ostracism that he deserved. 

Now, having said that much, Mr. Speaker, I want to say th 
I have resisted this bill up to this moment; I have resisted 
with the idea of teaching these young men and teaching their 
comrades at the Military and Naval academies that Congress 
would not “tumble over itself” to get them out of scrapes into 
which they had gotten themselves by violating the laws; that 
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the Congress of the United States is determined that they shall 
be punished and that an example should be set; that we were 
determined that their comrades should learn that we were in 
earnest about this matter and not in fun; that we did not be- 
lieve in that system which has prevailed at Eton and other Eng- 
lish public schools whereby it was thought that you could make 
a man of a boy by making a cad of a human being. 

But we have punished these boys now sufficiently; we have 
read this lesson to them. It has been read to the boys at both 
of these academies. In my opinion, they have learned it, and I 
believe they have learned that they have a master in the legis- 
lative body which makes laws for the United States and which 
determines that those laws shall be obeyed. 

It answers two purposes; first, it has punished them by keep- 
ing them upon the tenter-hooks for these years, in constant 
suspense, humiliated, feeling that they were helpless in the 
hands of the American people, who have through us taught 
them this lesson of submission on the part of military and naval 
satraps to the civil authority. Having taught them and their 
comrades a lesson, I am willing now, and rather anxious, that 
they should be given an opportunity to serve their country, that 
the cost of their education should not be thrown away. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

I have boys of my own, and I realize that if they had been 
sent to school in this environment, where this false esprit de 
corps of a strenuous life existed, consisting in being bullies 


themselves while they humiliated others, my boys might have | 


gotten into this sort of scrape and I might be appealing to the 
Congress of the United States to get them out of it. It was not 
so much their fault as the fault of their environment. 

Now, we have remedied the environment for others; we have 
taught them, I hope, that in order to make gentlemen of them- 
selves it is not necessary to humiliate smaller and younger boys; 
that it is never necessary for a gentleman to assert his author- 
ity or to assert his seniority or his standing by putting another 
boy in the attitude of not being an equal as a gentleman, but 
being a sort of a servant. The lesson has been taught and the 
American people have approved of it. 
the lesson, and I shall vote this evening for the first time for 
this bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. WANGER. Will my friend from Mississippi answer a 
question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. WANGER. Does not the gentleman think that these 
young men would serve their country as well and that there 
would be better justice to all concerned if they are put at the 
foot of the class which recently graduated than by being pro- 
moted over all the members of that class, as the substitute pro- 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In answer to that question, 
I would say that I have no objection to that amendment, and I 
will vote for it; but, whether the bill is amended or not, I am 
going to vote for its passage. 

Mr. WANGER. I want to suggest to the gentleman that the 
ill provides for the action which I have suggested. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Has the gentleman an amend- 
ment drawn for the purpose he suggests? 

Mr. WANGER. The bill provides that, and the committee 

asked to have substituted a provision that would put them back 
into the class of which they were members, thus putting them 
over the mem of the class who recently graduated. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Let me understand the gen- 
tleman. ‘The substitute now. before the House provides that 
they shall go to the foot of the class in which they would have 
graduated‘ 


Mr. KYLE. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And the bill provides that 
they shal! go back of the last class that graduated? 
Mr. WANGER. I so understand it. 


I 


em bers 


Mr. LACEY. If the gentleman will permit me to answer. | 
There was an amendment of that kind proposed in the last 
session of this Congress, but was not in the bill. This bill that 


was sent to the committee by the President and the Secretary of 
the Navy was drawn by the Judge-Advocate-General of the 


vy in precisely the form in which the gentleman from In- 
diana moved it as a substitute. When that bill was sent in 
the last class had not graduated: so at the time the bill was 
introduced it was putting them at the foot of the class to which 
they belonged, and they would lose perhaps forty or sixty 


umbers. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to a 
estion? Does not the substitute now proposed put them 
ahead of the class which graduated a few days ago? 

Mr ACEY. Yes. 


Mr. BURLESON. Yes. 
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Mr. SLAYDEN. 
dent a class has graduated. 


Since this bill was sent to us by the Presi- 


Mr. LACEY. 
men. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The bill puts them behind their own class. 

Mr. HUNTER. Subject to examination. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BRICK. Yes. 

Mr. WANGER. I move to amend the substitute by striking 
out the words “of the class of which they were recently mem- 
bers,” if that is the language, and substitute “of the class re- 
cently graduated.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And they are to be put in behind these young 


In line 9 of the substitute, after the word “class,” strike out the 
words “from which dismissed" and insert the words “recently gradu- 
ated;"’ so that it will read “at the foot of the class recently grad- 
uated.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the substitute. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the 


| gentleman from Indiana to yield me two minutes. 





These boys have learned | 


Mr. BRICK. I yield the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, do the Members 
understand the effect of this proposed amendment? It means 
a sentence, perhaps forever, for these three youngsters who 
slightly misbehaved themselves. We proposed to place them ut 
the foot of the class that was recently graduated, but the De- 
partment thought that position in the line would not be fair to 
the boys. They have not asked for any privilege; they have 
told the truth; they have neither lied nor stolen. They did 
commit breaches of discipline, and we thought perhaps they 
should be more severely punished than the present bill will 
punish them, if passed, but the Department concluded they 
should be restored to the foot of their own class, which will 
mean to them a deprivation of promotion of from six to ten 
years. This proposed amendment may mean from fifteen to 


| twenty-five years, and I hope, if it is the sense of the gentlemen 


of this House to restore these boys, that they will not punish 
them further by imposing this awful sentence upon them. I 
hope, therefore, the amendment of my colleague, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER], will be defeated. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have five min- 
utes on this proposition. - 

Mr. BRICK. Will not three minutes do? 

Mr. WANGER. Yes. 

Mr. BRICK. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, the amendment which I pro- 
pose confers the greatest privilege on three young men. It 
gives them every opportunity to serve their country and win 
promotion. The substitute, without being amended, proposes 
that every one of that faithful class which was recently handed 
its diplomas by the President of the United States, all of whom 
observed the regulations on hazing, shall be put behind these 
young men who have been away from the academy for more 
than a year, instead of those three offenders being put be- 
hind this class of worthy students and cadets who obeyed all 
the regulations and refrained from this practice. I am for 
granting amnesty and opportunity to these three young men, 
but not at the expense of every member of that faithful, duti- 
ful class recently graduated. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr: Brick] a question. 

Mr. BRICK. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I understand from 
information which bas just been given to me that when the boys 
graduate from the Naval Academy they do not take rank by 
numbers at all, but they take their rank and their promotion by 
their after-acquired service. Now, if that is correct, will not 
the fact that they are attached to the foot of their own class put 
them back with the class, but put them on an exact equality 
with every other member of that class for future promotion? 
Now, if that is true, it is an important matter, and one that we 
ought to understand and know about. They do not take rank 
in the Navy according to their standing in their class—that 1s, 
the number is not assigned to them according to standing. They 
have choice in position in the Navy in the various branches of 
the service according to rank in the class, but the number in 
line of promotion is acquired by after-acquired service. Is that 
correct? 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, as the cadets 


graduate from Annapolis they are given numbers, and there- 
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No other promotion 


after all promotion occurs by seniority. 
is recognized by law. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 
given? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. By merit when they graduate, 
and thereafter by seniority alone. They stand at the foot of 
the class; every other member of the class will be promoted be- 
fore these young men will be promoted under the law. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. How many are there? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I understand sixty or more. 

Mr. BRICK. You must understand these boys stood high up 
in their class. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 
better. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER]. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 61. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Well, the gentleman is not in time this time. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill and substitute. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The original bill, as reported, has a commit- 
tee amendment. The substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Brick] will be voted on after the original bill is 
perfected. The question now is on agreeing to the amendment 
to the original bill. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the substitute to the 
original bill. 

The question was taken and the substitute was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. 

The question was taken; 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 95, noes 28. 

So the bill was passed. [Applause.] 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, I want to move to amend the title 
so as to read: “A bill authorizing the appointment of certain 
midshipmen to the naval service.” 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title will be amended 
as suggested. 

On motion of Mr. Brick, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


On what basis is that number 


Then they ought to have known 


and the Chair announced that the 


LOUIS J. SOUER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar under the rule was 
the bill (S. 4096) for the relief of Louis J. Souer, collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the collection district of Louisiana. 

The Clerk began the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MANN. I rise first to ask for order, and second to find 
out what the bill is. We can not find out what is the number of 
the bill by calling the Senate number. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to credit the accounts of Louis J. Souer, 
collector of internal revenue for the collection district of Louisiana, 
with the sum of $3,861.88, being the value of tax-paid spirit stamps for- 
warded by registered mail March 21, 1902, under regular instructions 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, to the Treasury Department, 


which were destroyed by fire in a railway postal car near Charlottes- 
ville, Va. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; was read the | 


third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. PrRINcE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


JOHN H. SKINNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar, under the rule, 
was the bill (S. 2433) to amend the military record of John H. 
Skinner. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be directed to take up 


or place on the muster rolls of Company G, Eleventh Kentucky Cavalry, 
the name of John H. Skinner and give him only pay and allowances as 
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3ist day of March, 1863, to 
November 1, 1863, or such portion of said time as he, the said John H. 
Skinner, actually performed the duties of supernumerary second lieu 
tenant, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I want an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I will try to explain it the best 
I can. November 24, 1862, John H. Skinner was mustered 
in as a supernumerary second lieutenant, Company G, Eleventh 


Kentucky Volunteers. On the 3d of March, 1863, by act of 
Congress, the grade of supernumerary second lieutenant was 
abolished. This officer was in the faithful discharge of his 
duty, and he never received a notice of that order until 


Novem- 
ber 2, 1863, and he continued to serve as a supernumerary sec- 
} y 
SLOW 


ond lieutenant. I simply desire that the Recorp shall 
that fact. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time; was read the 


third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. PRINCE, a motion to reconsider the last 
was laid on the table. 


JOHN GRETZER, JR. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar under the order was 
the bill (H. R. 8413) for the relief of John Gretzer, jr. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That John Gretzer, jr., shall hereaft 
and considered to have been discharged from the military 
the United States as a private of Company D, First Regiment Nebrask: 
Volunteer Infantry, on the 23d day of August, 1899, by reason of disa- 
bility resulting from a wound incurred in said service and in the 
of duty. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 


vote 


‘rr be hel 


eer 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 


somebody explain this. Does this muster a man into the sery- 
ice who never was in it, and then discharge him? He never 
was in the Army at all. I suggest that it be laid aside until 


somebody can explain it. 

Mr. MADDOX. I will ask who introduced the bill? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It was introduced by Mr. Smirn 
Iowa. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill be passed over 
without prejudice. 

The bill was passed over. 

JAMES HARBER. 

The next bill on the Private Calendar under the order wa 
the bill H. R. 3916. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, that is the same character 
of bill. If we passed by ove we ought to pass by both. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
bill be passed over for the present. 

‘Phe SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
Chair hears none. The Clerk will read the next bill. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. What will be the effect of the request made 
by the gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. MANN] just now? 

The SPEAKER. 
rule. 


~ 
of 


Ss. 


+} 
the 


The 


That the bill will retain its place under the 


LAURA S. GILLINGWATERS. 

The next bill on the Private Calendar under the order was 
the bill S. 57. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That notwithstanding the records of the proceed 
ings and sentence of the court-martial in the case of Private James 2 
Gillingwaters, late of Company H, ‘Twelfth Missouri Cavalry Volunteers, 
the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized and directed to issuc 
to said Gillingwaters an honorable discharge of the date of his release 
from military control; also that the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he hereby is, directed to cause to be paid to Laura S. Gillingwat 
widow of the said James E. Gillingwaters, all pay and allowances f 


| feited by the proceedings and sentence of said court-martial and full pay 





and allowances up to date of his said release from military control, and 
an amount sufficient for this purpose is hereby appropriated out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; and said Gilling 
waters is hereby restored to all rights and privileges forfeited by sen 
tence of said court-martial. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this seems to be subject 
point of order, if I caught the reading of it correctly. 
that it be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. PRINCE. We might just as well dispose of it now, un- 
less the question of the point of order be made on the payment 
of the allowances mentioned in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. What is the point of order made by 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]? 

Mr. PAYNE. That it does not come within the rule. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, there is no doubt but that ther: 
may be a question about this coming under the rule. There 
may be a question as to whether this bill could properly be con 
sidered under the order. 

The SPEAKER. What was the point of order of the 
man from New York [Mr. Payne]? 

Mr. PAYNE. ‘That it does not come under this rule. 


to a 
I ask 
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The SPEAKER. That is very sweeping. The Chair will 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill be passed over 

without prejudice ne with the point of order pending. There 

vill be another Saturday and we can look into the bill in the 
meantime. 


Mr. PRINCE. 
The SPEAKER. The Chait 


R 
point of order 


rill sts ite ‘ths it he is aati to 
Under the order the bill will come 
ass of bills that are considered in the 
i ‘ommittee of the Whole. That would include 
ll bills, the Chair takes it, on the Private Calendar. This bill 
‘ovid irst move the charge of desertion, and then it 
ment of certain moneys due. One part of it 
V have gone to the Communi ttee on Claims, aa as to 
ther part, to > e Com mitte > on Military Affairs. Then it 


ile on the 


esict ate ad el 





s a Senate bill, the air discovers just now, and the point of 
ree eems to the Chis i & cps fg 
Mr. PRINCE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call it up and 


Mr. PAYNE. Is it a unanimous report? 
Mr. PRINCE. Yes; a unanimous report of the 
ie bill was ordered to be read a third aac; 
third time, and passed. 


omumittee. 
was read the 


JOHN GRETZER, JR. 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order now to re- 
tl ! to bill H. R. 8413, the bill that was passed a 
1 wit prejudice? The gentleman from Michigan 
Mr. YounG] is here and is prepared to state the nature of the 


The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes, of course, that it is 
ERWOOD. I do not propose to object to the bill, 
it I rise to a question of inquiry. After action is taken on 
the bill, I would like to ask the gentleman from New York 

-AYNE] how long he expects to work the House on Satur- 
day night? It is after 5 o’clock now. 


Mr. PAYNE. I would say to the gentleman from Alabama 


; Rwoop] that it occurred to the Speaker and the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] that, it being Saturday 
night, we might work until half past 5, and then we could rest 
ourselves by going to church to-morrow morning, and so, per- 
haps, dispose of this order. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The Clerk reread the bill. 
Mr. YOU NG. Mr. 


7 


Speaker, 


in the PI oe war. He was shot completely through the | 
] iby a Maus er bullet. He finally recovered. It was regarded 
most remark able cure. He was at the hospital at the time 


his service ended, and was discharged for the termination of 


After he had been discharged, as he had a right to be, 
for disability incurred in the line of duty, he would have had | 
certain preferential rights in the civil service of this Govern- 

t. Ile is now in the post-office, and desires the advantage of 


his discharge for disability, which he ought to have received. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Had he ever 


‘ Mr. YOUNG. Oh, yes; there was no question about that. 
The bill ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
We 1 
On ‘tion of Mr. Youna, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was | passe <1 was laid on the table. 
Mr. BARTLE We ought to treat the bill of the gentle- 
man from lowa Thr. HvutLui] in the same manner. 


Mr. PRINCE. He is not here, and nobody is here to ex- 
plain the bill. 
GOTTLIEB C. ROSE. 
(S. 60) for the relief 


ext business was the 1 of Gott- 


. ‘ . 1 se 
yas read as follows: 





it ¢ ted, etc., That Gottlieb C. Rose, late major of the Fourth 

{ ' shall considered and held to have been honorably 
e United States service on the 12th 

Ly I 1864 ertificate of such discharge shall be 

That this act shall not entitle the said Rose 


Mr. HILL of Connex ut. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 
i 

s before the Committee on Military Affairs in the last ten 

l every one of them has been turned down by the com- 

mittee, and I propose to know what I am voting on. I want 


to make an explanation of the bill. 





been mustered in the | 
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Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, this man, who was a captain, was 
dismissed from the military service for fighting a duel with 
one Grebe. Grebe, another officer of the Army, had an act of 
Congress passed about four years ago by which his dishonorable 
discharge was removed and he was given an honorable dis- 
charge from the Army. ‘The bill proposes to do the same thing 
by Captain Rose as was done by Grebe. It appears that these 
men were Germans. They had been in the German army, hay- 
ing been honorably discharged therefrom, and entered the servy- 
ice of the United States. It appears in the German army it 
is a disgraceful thing for a man to refuse to fight a duel when 
challenged. Rose accepted and fought the duel, and this bill 
is to give him an honorable discharge. His service in the Army 
was otherwise distinguished and vital. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Youne, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

LEONARD I. BROWNSON, 

The next business was the bill (S. 4060) an act for the relief 
of Leonard I. Brownson. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. MANN. Let us have a statement about the bill. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. PARKER] who made that report is not here, and I ask that 
the bill be passed without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be passed without 
prejudice. 

There was no objection. 

CAPT. FERDINAND HANSEN. as 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 2848) for the relief of 
Capt. ferdinand Hansen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to amend the military record of Ferdinand 
Hansen, captain of Company D, Fourth Regiment Missouri Cavalry, and 
issue to him an honorable discharge, to date from the 12th day of 
December, 1864: Provided, That nothing herein shall entitle said Fer- 


| dinand Hansen to any back pay or allowances to which he might have 





| being engrossed, 
Mr. Gretzer had military service | 


been entitled but for the action of the court-martial discharging him 
from the service. 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. 
at this duel [laught 
cumstances, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Speaker, Ferdinand Hansen was a second 
er], and was dismissed under the same cir- 


passed. 

On motion of Mr. Youne, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

WILLIAM A, TREADWELL, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3535) 
orable discharge to William A. Treadwell. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
this bill be passed without prejudice, as the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. PARKER] is not present. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be passed 
without prejudice. 

There was no objection. 

CHARLES STIERLIN. 
The next business was the bill (S. 68) for the relief of 


granting an hon- 


| Charles Stierlin. 


The bill was read at length. 

Mr. PRINCE. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be 
passed without prejudice, as the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. PARKER] is not present. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be passed 


without prejudice. 





There was no objection. 
JAMES DENTON. 


The next business was the bill (S. 
James Denton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to credit James Denton, collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the eighth district of Kentucky, with the sum of 
$57, 189.77 (loss of tax-paid spirit stamps of the amount of $49,401, 


4079) for the relief of 


‘ti ; | and stubs or coupons to the amount of $7,788.77) for stamps charged to 
xplanation of this bill. I have had half a dozen such 


him and lost in transit. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Hunter, a motion to reconsider the vote by 


; and it was accord- 


which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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MONONGAHELA IRON AND STEEL COMPANY, PITTSBURG, PA. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 16584) for the relief of 
the Monongahela Iron and Steel Company, of Pittsburg, Pa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas it appears that L. G. Boggs, pay director, United States 
Navy, did on the 13th day of June, 1904, issue a _check No. 8369 
upon the Assistant Treasurer of the United States, New York, N. Y., 
in favor of the Monongahela Iron and Steel Company, for the sum of 
$5,445.56, being in payment for “chain iron” rnished the United 
States Navy Department; which check was mailed by the said L. G. 
joges to said company, and was lost in transmission through the 
United States mails, and was never received by said company ; and 

Whereas section 3646, Revised Statutes of the United States, as 
amended by the provisions of the act of February 16, 1885, authorizing 
United States disbursing officers and agents to issue duplicates of lost 
cheeks, applies only to checks drawn for $2,500 or less: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That said L. G. Boggs, pay director, United States 
Navy, be, and is hereby, instructed to issue a duplicate of said original 
check, under such regulations in regard to its issue and payment as 
have been prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury for the issue of 
duplicate checks under the provisions of section 3646, Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed it was accordingly read the third time and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. Datzetr, a motion to reconsider the yote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ELLEN A. DUNN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12881) for the relief of 
Ellen A. Dunn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, instructed to redeem, in favor of Ellen A. Dunn, one coupon 
bond of the United States consols of 1865, of the denomination of $100, 
and No. 102339, said bond having been destroyed by fire the 24th day 
of July, 1871, and to pay to the said Ellen A. Dunn the amount of said 


bond, together with the interest on the same from the Ist day of July, | 


1870, to the 5th day of September, 1878. 

Sec. 2. That the said Ellen A. Dunn shall also execute and file with 
the Secretary of the Treasury a bond, with sufficient sureties, to be ap 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury, in the penalty of $300, con- 
ditioned to save harmless the United States from loss or liability on 
account of said bond or the interest accrued thereon, and to contain such 
words as to cover any liability resulting from any mistake in the des- 
ignation or description of the bond, so that in no event shall the United 
ee. be called upon by a rightful claimant for a second payment 
thereof. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I notice that this bill pro- 


vides for the payment of interest by the Government. The Goy- | 


ernment in no instance pays interest except when it agrees to 
do so by contract. If this was to provide for the payment of 
interest on the coupons burned there would be no objection; 
but this bond disappeared in 1871, and I apprehend the interest 
coupons were destroyed with the bond. The bond would have 
become due long ago. The Government in no way is responsi- 
ble for the loss, and, therefore, I do not think there ought to 


28 > e om } 
be any such provision for the payment of interest. There would 


be no objection to paying the interest on the coupons on the bond 
destroyed; but the bill itself gives the amount of the bonds and 
the interest thereon. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Interest on the bond? 

Mr. BARTLETT. No; coupon bonds. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think that bill had better be | 


passed without prejudice. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be passed 
without prejudice. 
There was no objection. 
W. W. MONTAGUE & CO. 
The next business on the Private Calendar under the order 


was the bill (S. 6270) directing the issue of a check in lieu of | 


a lost check drawn in favor of W. W. Montague & Co., of San 
Francisco, Cal. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That C. A. Devol, major and quartermaster, United 
States Army, be, and he is hereby, instructed to issue a duplicate of 
an original check issued by him on the 2d day of February, 1904, No. 
156017, upon the assistant treasurer of the United States at San 
Francisco in favor of W. W. Montague & Co., of San Francisco, Cal.. 
for the sum of $2,614.46, under such regulations in regard to its issue 
and payment as have been prescribed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury for the issue of duplicate checks under the provisions of section 
3646, Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 
and was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Grarr, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the tabel. 


M. L. SKIDMORE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar under the order 


ras the bill (H. R. 12679) for the relief of M. L. Skidmore. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $104.94 be refunded to M. I. | 
Skidmore, of Gaston County, N. C., by the Unit States Treasury, | 


the same being for internal-revenue stamps purchased by him from 




































































the United States Government to cover the taxes n two several 
packages of spirits, Nos. 138 and 139, produced in the month of 
May, 1896, by the said Skidmore, which stamps were lost in the mail 
and never received by him. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 


and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Wess, a motion to reconsider the last y 
was laid on the table. 

APPOINTMENT OF CERTAIN MIDSHIPMEN. 

The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
17850) authorizing the appointment of certain midshipmen 
the United States Navy. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, the subject-matter of that bill 
has been passed upon. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this bill will li 1 the 
table. 

There was no objection. 

RELIEF OF MISSION OF ST. JAMES, STATE OF WASHIN 

The next business on the Private Calendar, under the order, 
was the bill (H. R. 1520) for the relief of the Mission of St. 
James, in the State of Washington. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Whereas Congress, in the act entitled “An act to establish the 7 





S 
torial government of Oregon,” approved on the 14th of August, 1848, 
provided “ that the title to the land, not exceeding 640 acres, now 

pied as missionary stations among the Indian tribes in said Territ: 
together with the improvements thereon, be confirmed and established 
in the several religious societies to which said missionary societies 


” 


respectively, belong,’’ and by the act entitled “An act to establish t) 
Territorial government of Washington,” approved on the 2d of March, 
1853, provided “that the title to the land, not exceeding 640 acres, 
now occupied as missionary stations among the Indian tribes in said 
Territory, or that may have been so occupied as missionary stations 
prior to the passage of the act establishing the Territorial governm 
of Oregon, together with the improvements thereon, be, and is hereby, 
confirmed and established to the several religious societies to which 
said missionary societies, respectively, belong ;’’ and 
| Whereas the Secretary of the Interior, under date of January 29, 
1872, after reviewing the testimony adduced and the law in the case, 
acknowledged the existence of a Catholic mission, known as the “ Mis 
sion of St. James,” at Vancouver, Territory of Washington, at the date 
of the passage of the act of August 14, 15348, within the meaning and 
provision of the aforesaid acts; and 

Whereas by order of the Commissioner of the General Land Off 
dated September 29, 1859, there was made a survey of the said clai 
and a plat thereof, dated December —, 1861, approved by the survey: 
general of Washington Territory, was forwarded and is now on fil 
the General Land Office, such survey placing the mission ir 
as near the center of the claim as possible, and interferi: 
prior legal rights; and 

Whereas the Government of the United States having o 
portion of the said land for the purpose of a military post, a1 
expended a large amount of public money to establish and main 
military reservation thereon, notwithstanding the fact that the « 
fee and title to said land vested in the Mission of St. James, 
| provisions of the acts of Congress of August 14, 1848, and 
1853: Therefore 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be paid, out of any money in the 
| Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the Right Reverend Bishop of 
Nesqually, in the State of Washington, as trustee of the said Mission of 




















| St. James, the sum of $200,000 upon filing in the proper Department 
| a release to the United States, to be approved by the Attorney-General, 
| of all claim to the land embraced within the limits of the military 
‘eservation at Vancouver, in the State of Washington, and of all claim 
for damages for destruction of property on or near the said land by the 
United States troops or volunteers or Indians at any time anterior 1 


the date of said release. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will ask if there is anyone who knows 
| thing about this bill? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, the whereases in 
| the bill set out the facts in full. Many years ago, I forget the 
| date——— 

Mr. PAYNE. From what committee does this come? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Committee on Private Land 
Claims. It is a unanimous report from that committee. The 
bill was reported at the last Congress, but was not reached 

Mr. PAYNE. How much land is involved? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. A section of land was granted 
to these people and they actually settled on it. The Gover: 
ment took possession of it, dispossessed them, and took their 
improvements. The land is quite valuable. The committee re 
ommends that $45,000 be paid, and they assure me that if it had 
not been reported at that sum in the last Congress they would 
have recommended more. They consider the claim ju t and 
think it ought to be paid. 

Mr. MANN. Does this bill provide for the paymeut 
of $45,000 for the land? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. For the rights which this mis- 
sion had. The Government took the land which was granted 
them under the general law. The mission took possession of 
it and was caring for the Indians, and the Government thought 
that it needed it for a military reservation and took possession 
of it without any compensation to the mission whatever. 

Mr. MANN. When did they take it? 
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Mr. JONES of Washington. Many years ago; I do not re- 
member the date. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did the mission have title to it? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. They had title to it under the 
act of Congress granting a section of land to religious insti- 
tutions. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope that gentlemen will consent that this 
bill may be passed over without prejudice until the next day 
that these bills are in order. 

Mr. MANN. I could not consent to the passage of a bill like 
this with the small number of Members at present in attend- 
ance. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will ask 
that it go over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks that 
this bill be passed over without prejudice. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

ELLEN A. DUNN, 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, if there is no objec- 
tion, I would like to call up the bill (H. R. 12881) for the relief 
of Ellen A. Dunn, which was passed on the objection of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I think the bill as it is 
drawn protects the interests of the Government. It provides 
for interest up to a specified time, the time that the bond was 
called. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 


hereby, instructed to redeem, in favor of Ellen A. Dunn, one coupon 
bond of the United States consols of 1865, of the denomination of $100, 


99 


and numbered 102339, said bond having been destroyed by fire the 24th 
day of July, 1871, and to pay to the said Ellen A. Dunn the amount of 
said bond, together with the interest on the same from the Ist day of 
July, 1870, to the 5th day of September, 1878. 

Sec. 2. That the said Ellen A. Dunn shal! also execute and file with 
the Secretary of the Treasury a bond, with sufficient sureties, to be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury, in the penalty of $300, con- 
ditioned to save harmless the United States from loss or liability on 
account of said bond or the interest accrued thereon, and to contain 
such words as to cover any liability resulting from any mistake in the 
designation or description of the bond, so that in no event shall the 
United States be called upon by a rightful claimant for a second pay- 
ment thereof. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Hirx of Connecticut, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

WILLIAM B. BARNES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar, under the order, 
was the bill (S. 54) for the relief of William B. Barnes. 

The Clerk read the biil, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That William B. Barnes, late major, Eleventh 
Regiment New York Heavy Artillery, shall be considered and held to 
have been honorably discharged from the military service of the United 
States on September 30, 1863, and a certificate of such discharge shall 
be issued: Provided, That this act shall not entitle the said Barnes to 
any pay, bounty, or allowances. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Lloyd, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

HENRY E. RHOADES. 

The next business on the Private Calendar, under the order, 
was the bill S. 2164 for the relief of Henry E. Rhoades, assist- 
ant engineer, United States Navy, retired. 

The Clerk read the bill as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby author- 
ized and directed to transfer Assistant Engineer Henry E. Rhoades, 
upon the retired list of the United States Navy, from the half-pay list 
to the 75 per cent pay list of retired officers, under section 1588 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, to take effect from the date of 
his retirement. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, as I understand that bill, it pro- 
poses to retire this man with a promotion, and I make the point 
of order on that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

FREDERICK H. STAFFORD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar under the order 
was the bill (H. R. 15763) granting an honorable discharge to 
Frederick H. Stafford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Frederick H. Stafford, late captain Company 
G, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers, shall 
hereafter be held and considered to have been honorably discharged 
from the military service of the United States on the 2d day of Sep- 
tember, 1864, and shall be entitled to all the rights and privileges and 
benefits that are now or may hereafter be provided by law for honorably 


discharged officers or soldiers of the United States. Nothing in this 
act shall be so considered as to entitle the said Stafford to any pay. 
bounty, or allowances in addition to those to which he was entitled 
prior to the passage of this act. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear some ex- 
planation of this bill. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, this is a case of where an officer 
was summarily dismissed the service, charged with being drunk, 
who had no opportunity of having a court-martial or trial. 
The officer who relieved him said he was not drunk nor under 
the influence of liquor at all. Later on the President set aside 
the order, and he received an honorable discharge under the 
order of the President. He believed he was entitled to such 
and drew a pension, but within the last few months he has 
found out that the Judge-Advocate-General had ruled that the 
President had no right to make that order and set aside a 
former order. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PRINCE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

FRANK D. ELY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar under the order 
was the bill (H. R. 17175) for the relief of Capt. Frank D. Ely. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to relieve Frank D. Ely, captain, 
Twenty-ninth Infantry, United States Army, from accountability for 


the sum of $526.33, pertaining to the appropriation for subsistence of 
the Army for the fiscal year 1903. 


Mr.-PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, will some one explain that bill? 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill which shows that 
Captain Eli while with his regiment situated at Cebu and acting 
assistant commissary had in charge some money belonging to 
the Government. During a night in January, 1903, the house 
was entered, the safe blown down, and $526.33 of the Govern- 
ment funds stolen. The thief was apprehended, tried, and con- 
victed, and is now in jail serving his sentence. Captain Eli 
immediately asked for a board of inquiry, which after a full 
and complete investigation exonerated him. 

Mr. PAYNE. And this is a bill to restore the money or to 
give him credit for the money? 

Mr. PRINCE. It is simply to give him credit for the money. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PRINCE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


LIEUT. D. W. BLAMER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar, under the order, 
was the bill (H. R. 18527) for the relief of Lieut. D. W. Blamer, 
United States Navy. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to issue to Lieut. D. W. Blamer, United 
States Navy, duplicates in lieu of United States 3 per centum coupon 
bonds, loan of 1908 to 1918, numbered 17307, 17308, and 17309, for 
$20 each, and 23256 and 23257, for $100 each, with interest coupons 
attached dated November 1, 1898, and subsequently, said bonds and 
coupons having been lost and destroyed through the wreck of the 
U. 8S. 8S. Charleston on November 2, 1899: Provided, That the said 
D. W. Blamer shall first file in the Treasury a bond in the penal sum 
of double the amount of the principal of said bonds and the interest 
that would accrue thereon until the same should become due and pay- 
able, with good and sufficient sureties, to be approved by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, with condition to indemnify and save harmless the 
United States from any claim on account of the said bonds and inter- 
est coupons. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Grarr, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


WILLIAM H. BEALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar, under the order, 
was the bill (H. R. 13944) for the relief of William H. Beall. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the records as having been 
honorably discharged the name of William H. Beall, late a paymaster 5 


steward on gunboat Fairplay, and issue to him a discharge to bear date 
of August 15, 1863. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear an explana- 
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tion of that bill. If there is no one here to give me an explana- 
tion, I ask that it be passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be passed 
over without prejudice. 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint reso- 
lutions of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was requested : Y 

S. 7008. An act permitting the Washington Market Company 
to lay a conduit across Seventh street west ; 

S. 6872. An act for the relief of Madison County, Ky.; 

S. 7078. An act to fix the allowances and percentages of the 
collector at the port of New Haven, Conn. ; 

S. 5108. An act to amend an act for the prevention of smoke 
in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, approved 
February 2, 1899; 

S. 6292. An act for the relief of Delia B. Stuart, widow of 
John Stuart; 

S. 6017. An act for the relief of certain homestead settlers in 
the State of Alabama; 

S. 5494. An act removing the charge of desertion from the 
name of William R. Garner; 

S. 5094. An act to promote the efliciency of the reserve 
militia and to encourage rifle practice among the members 
thereof; 

S. 622. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Joseph Sierra, deceased; and 

S. Res. 101. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to deliver a condemned cannon to the National Encamp- 
ment of the Grand Army of the Republic. 


| 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with | 


amendments bill of the following title: 

H. R. 15578. An act to prevent the use of devices calculated 
to convey the impression that the United States Government 
certifies to the quality of gold or silver used in the arts. 


SENATE BILLS AND JOINT BESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolution 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their ap- 
propriate committees as indicated below : 

S$. 622. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Joseph Sierra, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

S$. 5004. An act to promote the efficiency of the reserve mili- 
tia and to encourage rifle practice among the members thereof— 
to the Committee on the Militia. 

S. 5494. An act removing the charge of desertion from the 
name of William R. Garner—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

S. 6292. 
John Stuart—to the Committee on War Claims. 

S. 6872. An act for the relief of Madison County, Ky.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. R. 101. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver a condemned cannon to the National Encampment of 


the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Military | 


Affairs. 


S. 7078. An act to fix the allowances and percentages of the | 
collector at the port of New Haven, Conn.—to the Committee on | 


Ways and Means. 
JACOB LYON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar, under the rule, 
was the bill (S. 5337) for the relief of Jacob Lyon. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to issue to Jacob Lyon, late of Battery 
BE, Second Regiment United States Artillery, a bounty land warrant of 
— by reason of his military service rendered prior to March 3, 

ow). 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some 
explanation of this, it seems to involve the issuing of a bounty 
land warrant. 

Mr. GIBSON. 
Georgia. 

Mr. LACEY. 
bill. 

Mr. GIBSON: 


I can explain that to the gentleman from 
I think the report will explain it; it is a Senate 


This bill was introduced in the last Congress 


An act for the relief of Delia B. Stuart, widow of 
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and the Congress before that, and went to the Committee on | 


War Claims. It is now offered here from the Senate, and is 
reported from the Committee on Public Lands. The beneficiary 
in this case served over a year in the Regular Army, from 1854 
until March, 1855. He put in a elaim for a bounty land warrant 


, 


but it was rejected upon the ground that there was no recognized | Say that? 


HOUSE. 





Indian war. The Pension Bureau reqnires that a soldier 
draw a land warrant if there is a recognized Indian war. In 
other words, there must be a proclamation by the President 
or an act of Congress recognizing the war as in exist e 
proof filed before the committee in this case, as appears from thi 
report, shows that this soldier was in the Everglades of Florida 
and his company was fighting the Seminole Indians for nearly 
a year. So the Committee on War Claims in the last C 
gress and the Congress before the last, and the Committee on 
Public Lands in this Congress, and the Committee of the Senate 
all hold that this is a most meritorious measure. ‘This man 
is now a very old man and served over a year in the Regul 
Army, and under the law volunteers who serve fourteen days 
get a land warrant—— 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman what is the effect of 
his getting this land warrant; what does it amount to? 

Mr. GIBSON. It gives him the right to go out and wherever 


he finds a hundred and sixty acres of land to locate a land war- 
rant on that land. 

Mr. MANN. It presents him with a hundred and sixty 
of land at $5 an acre; that is what it amount to. He ean sell 
it at $5 an acre and perhaps at $10 an acre, because it is get, 


ting more valuable every day. 

Mr. GIBSON. He goes wherever he can find the land. 

Mr MANN. This does not apply to ordinary soldiers? 

Mr. GIBSON, Yes, sir; fourteen days’ service as a volunt 
entitles a man to a land warrant. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman mean to say 
soldier of the civil war gets a land warrant? 

Mr. GIBSON. This is not a civil war. This was from 1854 
to 1855, in the Seminole Indian war. 

Mr. MANN. Is there any more reason why this man should 
be given a land warrant than a soldier of the civil 
active in that war? 


Mr. GIBSON. There is no law, Mr. Speaker, giving a soldier 
of the civil war a land warrant. They were paid bount 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ten 

Mr. GIBSON. I vield five minutes to the gentleman 

Mr. LIND. I do not want five minutes, but I 
the misapprehension of the gentleman from Illinois [ 
MANN]. A land warrant of the character here referred to 
not be lk ted on a tract of Government land. It can onl 
located on land known technically as “ offered” land, az 1 
only State in which there is any remaining, to my knowledge, 


is Missouri. Land of that character is regarded as worthless. 
It can only be used for the purpose of p: ig the commutati 
price under the homestead law, and a soldier’s warrant of t 
character of land is quoted at from a hundred and seventy-five 
to a hundred and ninety dollars. ; 

Mr. MANN. Is the land warrant of the character proposed 
here different from any other land warrant 

Mr. LIND. It is the same character of th 
throughout the State of Illinois and elsewhere on “ 
when we had “ offered” land 
used up in the South, but it is not locatable west of the Mi 


River. 





of the same kind t 





Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman mean to say that tl! 
any land in Missouri worthless? 

Mr. LIND. Well, it is so regarded. 

Mr. MANN. And this land warrant would be ] ted on | l 
of that kind? Is it not a fact this land warrant would be Jo l 


somewhere on timber land of considerable value’ 


Mr. LIND. I can not say as to that. But tl tate I 
made was this, that in the State of Missouri tl 
offered land subject to entry by this kind of warrant. 


nly State in the Union, however, where there is 
that character, and I assume that it can not 
or it would not remain unentered 





Mr. MANN. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that tl 
be laid over until we take up this class of cla gain. I 
not heard any reason yet why it should pass 1 the 


why it should be laid over is be ise we have not heard 
reason why it should pass. 
Mr. GIBSON. It is a question for the House. 


Mr. MANN. And it is a question for any M 
House at this stage of the proceedings. 

Mr. GIBSON. I yield five minutes to the gentle: 
New York [Mr. Payne]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I did not desire any tir 
ply wish to make a motion to adjourn. The gentk in fre 
Illinois [Mr. MANN] said that we ean not this bill h 
a fuller House, and we might just as well yield to th 

Mr. GIBSON. Did the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
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Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Illinois thinks there ought 
to be a larger membership present or a better reason given for 
the passage of the bill. 

MILITIA AND DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


By unanimous consent reference of the bill (H. R. 18863) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the organization of 
the militia of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” 
was changed from the Committee on the District of Columbia to 
the Committee on the Militia. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Scort, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. Garpiner, of Michigan, for five days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. ALLEN, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills and joint 
resolutions: 

H. R. 10516. An act for the relief of Edward J. Farrell; 

H. R. 17350. An act declaring Grand River to be not a navi- 
gable stream; 

H. R. 18207. An act to amend sections 1, 5, and 6 of an act 
entitled “An act authorizing the construction of a wagon, toll, 
and electric-railway bridge over the Missouri River, at Lex- 
ington, Mo.,” approved April 28, 1904, extending the provisions 
thereof to steam-railway cars, locomotives, and other motive 
power, and extending the time for commencing actual con- 
struction of said bridge; 

H. R. 18428. An act to authorize the Leckrone and Little 
Whiteley Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Monongahela River; 

H. J. Res. 184. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to furnish a condemned cannon to the armory at St. Paul, 
Minn., to construct a memorial tablet; and 

H, J. Res. 213. Joint resolution for appointment of a member 
of Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. WACHTER, also from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 


reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills | 


of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 17992. An act to permit the legislative assembly of the 
Territory of Oklahoma to make appropriations for the erection 
of buildings for the Agricultural and Mechanical College of 
said Territory ; and 

H. R. 18757. An act making an appropriation for clearing the 
Potomac River of ice. 

Then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 5 o’clock and 48 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 





munication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred | 


as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Acting Secretary of State 
subinitting an estimate of appropriation for chargés d’affaires 
ad interim—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- | 


lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. DIXON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6757) to amend 
section 2288 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4590); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. BIRDSALL, from the Committee on the. Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 17999) concerning foreign-built dredges, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4591); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 





which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18514) to 
amend an act to prohibit the passage of special or local laws in 
the Territories, to limit Territorial indebtedness, and to legalize 
the indebtedness of school district No. 1, in Pawnee County, 
Oklahoma Territory, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 4592); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MORRELL, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18725) 
supplemental to the act of February 9, 1821, incorporating the 
Columbian College, in the District of Columbia, and acts amend- 
atory thereof, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 4593); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
4609) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint a 
deputy collector of customs at Manteo, N. C., reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4594) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7081) 
to mark the grave of Maj. Pierre Charles L’Enfant, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
4595) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 18902) to 
authorize Everett Leftwich, of Williamson, W. Va., to bridge the 
Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at Nolan, Mingo County, 
W. Va., where the same forms the boundary line between the 
States of West Virginia and Kentucky—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 18903) to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Logan, Utah— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 18904) to amend section 12 of 
an act to provide for eliminating certain grade crossings on 
the line of the Baltimore and Potomac Railway Company in the 
city of Washington, and so forth, approved February 12, 1901— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A biJl (H. R. 18905) to authorize the 
construction of irrigation works on the Yellowstone and Mis- 
souri rivers, in Montana and North Dakota, and permit the use 
of the waters of said rivers—to the Committee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands. 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 18906) authorizing the con- 
struction of two bridges across the Ashley River, in the counties 
of Charleston and Dorchester, S. C.—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

sy Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 18907) for the survey and 
allotment of lands now embraced within the limits of the Fort 
Peck Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and the sale 
and disposal of all surplus lands after allotment—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER of Leuisiana: A bill (H. R. 18908) to amend 
a bill making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 


| preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and 


for other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 18909) providing 
for the setting aside for governmental purposes of certain 
ground in Hilo, Hawaii—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 
74) for the printing of additional copies of a certain report—to 
the Committee on Printing. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 18910) for the relief of 
Charles H. Pohlman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H. R. 18911) for the relief of the 
estate of J. P. Walker, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 18912) for the relief of 


Mr. McGUIRE, from the Committee on the Territories, to | Frank Caldwell—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


“we 


nA INRE 2A a aN i atone 


Peo 









= 


A 








Li. A ARADO SET AR ea a pay ia ail es EN ie es 





1905. 





By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 18913) granting an increase 
of pension to Kate Duffie—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 18914) granting a pension to 
Flora A. Knight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 18915) granting a pension 
to Samuel Hunter Knepley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 18916) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Bancroft—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 18917) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah A. J. Tayman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 18918) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David C. Howard—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18919) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 18920) granting a 
pension to Leola V. Franks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 18921) providing for the adjudi- 
eation of certain land claims by the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 18922) for 
the relief of M. G. Jetton, J. P. Jetton, D. M. Jetton, B. H. Jet- 
ton, and M. G. Williams, heirs at law of Mitchell Jetton, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R. 18923) for the relief of Charles 
IF. Beller—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 18924) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin IF’. Tinkham—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 18925) granting a pension 
to P. R. Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18926) granting a pension to Hiram Hender- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18927) granting a pension to E. C. Durfey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18928) granting a pension to Susan Swiler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18929) granting an increase of pension t 
Oren Blair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18980) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson W. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18931) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 189382) granting an increase of pension to 
William Nevitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18933) granting an increase of pension to 
George R. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 189384) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Bush—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18935) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Dewey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18936) granting an increase of pension to 
C. V. Lincoln—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$y Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 18937) for the 
relief of Herman W. Reichow—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18938) to correct the military record of 
Hiram D. Gates—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 18939) for 
the relief of the heirs and assignees of Thomas Whaley and 
wife—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 18940) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of John 
Klein—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 18941) granting an increase 
of pension to Ebenezer Gill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 








) 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the American Hardware Man- 
ufacturers’ Association, favoring consolidation of forestry af- 
fairs in the Bureau of Forestry of the Department of Agri- 
culture—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of Dallas, Tex., against religious leg- 
islation for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the house of representatives of the State of 
Oregon, favoring placing of the Willamette River in condition 
for free and unobstructed navigation from Eugene to Portland, 
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Oreg., for the entire year—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of the American Anti-Saloon League and other 
temperance organizations, favoring Senate amendment to the 
statehood bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Bethel 
and Yuba, Wis., against religious legislation for the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columb 

By Mr. BISHOP: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 395, of 
Cadillac, Mich., against reduction of duty on cigars and to- 
bacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of the Brotherhood of Locomo 
tive Firemen of Omaha, Nebr., favoring bill H. R. 7041—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of McPherson Post, No. 4, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Nebraska, of Fremont, Nebr., favoring 
bill H. R. 12041—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of Maine, favoring 
a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the American 
Anti-Saloon League and other temperance organizations. favor- 
ing the Senate amendment to the statehood bill—to the Commit 
tee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the American Hardware Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation, favoring repeal of the desert-land law and timber and 
stone act—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Bourse, favoring extension 
of the term of ten years’ contract for pneumatic-tube service—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petition of Vern Y. House, against re- 
duction of tariff on cigars and tobacco from the Philippines 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the Maritime Association of 
New York, relative to the destruction of derelicts in the North 
Atlantic Ocean—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the American Hardware Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation, relative to public lands and forestry—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of citizens of Burlington, Wind- 
ham, and Windsor, Vt., against religious legislation for the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. HAY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Sarah 
A. J. Tayman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of Hiram D. Gates, late first 
lieutenant Company K, Third Regiment Minnesota Volunteers, 
for correction of military record—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of citizens of Van Petten, Ill., fayor- 
ing the Cooper-Quarles bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
loreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the American Federation of Musicians, 
favoring bill H. R. 18421—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of the American Federation of Musi- 
cians, favoring bill H. R. 18424—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of St. Louis Chapter, American Institute of 
Bank Clerks, favoring the Gaines currency bill—to the Com 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

$y Mr. KITCHIN: Joint resolution of the senate and house 
of the legislature of North Carolina, favoring an appropriation 
for the Jamestown Exposition—to the Select Committee on In- 
dustrial Arts and Expositions. 

sy Mr. KLINE: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 388, Pa- 
triotic Order Sons of America, of Geigers Mills, for restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Resolution of the legislature of Cali- 
fornia, relative to establishment of a national park at The Pin 
nacles, Monterey County, Cal.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Ohio Millers’ Association 
favoring enlarged powers for the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

Also, petition of the National Association of Agricultura! Im- 
plement and Vehicle Dealers, against commutation clause of the 
homestead act—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the Maritime Association of the Port of 
New York, favoring bill S. 2262—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the American Hardware Manufacturers’ As- 


2434 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 12, 





sociation of New York, against the commutation clause of the 
homestead act—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York, for 
passage of bill S. 2262—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the American Federation of Manufacturers, 
of Washington, D. C., favoring the passage of bill H. R. 18424— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of citizens of Maple Grove, 
Mich., against religious legislation—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MLIERS of Indiana: Petition of citizens of Hunting- 
ton, Ind., against religious legislation in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PORTER: Petition of the board of directors of the 
Philadelphia Bourse, favoring an extension of the term of ten 
years of contracts for pneumatic-tube service—to the Committee 
ou the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the 
Smithfield Street Methodist Episcopal Church, against repeal 
of the anticanteen law—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the same society, favoring bill H. R. 4072—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of members of the Woman’s Missionary Society | 
of the Lincoln Avenue Methodist Church, against repeal of the | 


anticanteen law—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the same society, favoring bill H. R. 4072—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of children of Mitchell Jetton—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIDER: 
and Wellesville, N. Y., against religious legislation in the Dis- 


trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. | : ec - ei oe 
Also, petition of citizens of Wellesville and Andover, N. Y.,| 2ave reached a great age and yet have lived but half bves. 


7 
t 


gainst religious legislation in the District of Columbia—to the 


Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Petition of citizens of St. Lawrence County | 


| 





cils of the nation; but rather let us rejoice that he lived and 
wrought and left behind him the memory of a character 
worthy of all emulation. Peace to his ashes and youth to his 
soul, which we dare to hope sweeps on in unbroken continuity 
to her sg conquests and greater victories in the realms of eter- 
nal day. 

Inspire the minds and hearts of those who shall speak here 
to-day of his deeds and character, and God grant that depart- 
ing we shall leave the world a little better that we have lived 


| and wrought; and everlasting praise be Thine, through Jesus 


Christ our Lord. Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
EULOGIES ON THE LATE HON. GEORGE FRISBIE HOAR. 


Mr. LOVERING. 
tions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts offers the following resolutions, which the Clerk will re- 
port. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolu- 


Resolved, That, in pursuance of ‘the special order heretofore adopted, 
the House proceed to pay tribute to the memory of Hon. GEORGE FRISBIB 
Hoar, late a Senator from the State of Massachusetts. 

Resolved, That as a particular mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a faithful and 
distinguished public servant, the House, at the conclusion of the memo- 
rial proceedings of this day, shall stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be, and is hereby, instructed to send a copy 
of these resolutions to the family of the deceased. 


The question was taken; 
mously agreed to. 


and the resolutions were unani- 


Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Speaker, some men there are who 


Senator Grorce Frispre Hoar lived a full and complete life in 


| the best sense. 


By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Paper to accompany bill for 


relief of Benjamin F. Tinkham—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RODEY: Petition of citizens of various towns and 
cities in mass meetings in every county and town of New Mex- 


ico, urging concurrence of the House with the Senate amend- | 


ment of the statehood bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Petition of the American Hardware 
Manufacturers’ Association, relative to the public lands and 
forestry—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Maritime Association of New 
York, for provisions to destroy derelicts in the North Atlantic— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the American Hardware Association, for 
repeal of the timber and stone act—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of the Patriotic Order Sons of 
America of southern Pennsylvania, for restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of citizens of Franklin, N. J., favor- 
ing a constitutional amendment abolishing polygamy—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sunpay, February 12, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Mr. WILLIAM J. Browninea, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had designated Hon. GroraE P. LAWRENCE-as Speaker 
pro tempore for this day. 

Che Chaplain, the Rev. Henry N. CoupbEen, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Eternal Spirit, God, our heavenly Father, in response to a 
beautiful and long-established custom, we are assembled here 


to-day in memory of one who served his country long and well 
in both branches of the National Congress, and who, though 


dead, still lives in the hearts of his countrymen; whose lips, 
though hushed, still speak in eloquence for the downtrodden 
and oppressed; whose heart, though still, yet throbs in the life 
of his nation. A scholar, a patriot, a statesman, broad in his 
conceptions, firm in his convictions, with unbounded faith in 
God and man. We honor him for what he did, and yet more 
for what he was. Gentle, sweet, tender in his home, revered 
by his friends, beloved by his neighbors, honored by his fellow- 
citizens. We are not here to mourn, though he will be missed 
by those near and dear to him, by his friends, and in the coun- 


He touched the world at all points, and drew inspiration from 
every worthy source. 

Every waking hour found him oceupied, if not in absorbing 
the riches of all knowledge, then in working out the great 
problems of civil government. 

Great men make a great nation, and no nation is greater 
than the men who make it. 

No one realized this better than Senator Hoar, and so, while 
modestly filling his own niche, he points with peculiar acumen 
and appreciation to the great men and statesmen who have con- 
trolled the destinies of nations, and especially of our own. 

The men and women whom he met were all the world to him. 
He cherished them for the good that was in them. That they 
played so important a part in his life is shown by the fact 
that in his autobiography he mentioned not less than a thousand 
men and women whom he had either met and known or whose 
lives he had studied and admired. 

American liberty was dear to him, and he would have every 
one enjoy it. 

He abhorred manacles, whether upon himself or his fellow- 
men; whether they fettered his limbs or his conscience, his 
body or his soul. 

He could not have lived in Russia. He might have died in 
Siberia. At all events, had his lot been cast in a country with- 
out a constitution his life would have been given to bringing the 
people to the enjoyment of a free government. 

Mr. Hoar was a master of language. Words were his willing 
slaves and fell into line at his command, whether to overthrow 
an opponent in debate, to point an argument in court, or to 
illuminate a beautiful page in history. 

If oceasion required, he could lash with sarcasm. 
for a time, but it never blistered. 

To see Senator Hoar among his books in his own library was 
to see him at his best and in his happiest frame of mind. His 
books were precious to him, and while he valued them for their 
contents he would almost caress them like children in his fond- 
ness for them. 

Mr. Hoar was an enthusiastic and intelligent traveler. His- 
torical places had for him an infinite charm, and he sought them 
out with a direct and unerring instinct. 

I remember meeting him once in the old part of London. Not 
in Temple Bar, not in Westminster, nor the Tower, where Ameri- 
can travelers are wont to frequent, but down in the narrow 
lanes by Crosby House and in the old haunts of the early 
kings. 

For hours we wandered about in out-of-the-way places. He 
was entirely at home and pointed out to me spots of historical 
and literary interest of which I had never dreamed. He found 


It smarted 
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his way about through the byways and obscure passages like a 
professional cicerone. : 
Senator Hoar was early at the cradle of the Republican party. 


He stood as one of its sponsors and never forgot his vow to bring | 


it to a full and complete confirmation. 

The party did not always follow his lead; it did not always 
do as he would have it do; but he never forsook it, and this is 
nll the more remarkable because he was a man of such intense 
feelings and strong convictions. He was the best exponent we 
have ever seen of a party man. 

I could easily fall into a personal and reminiscent vein, for I 
knew Senator Hoar a large part of my life. It was he who first 
suggested to me the idea of becoming a Member of this House, 
and all through my term of service he has been most encour- 
aging and helpful. 

I have not always agreed with him, but so consiuerate was he 
that in differing from bim I did not forfeit his respect nor lose 
his friendship. 

Probably one of the most trying periods in his public life 
was during the debate and ratification of the Spanish treaty. 

The treaty was ratified by the Senate February 6, 1899, late 
in the afternoon, and it so happened that I went over to the 


Senate next morning to ask Senator Hoar to get the appropria- | 


tion in the river and harbor bill increased for Plymouth Harbor. 
A great storm had washed away a mile of breakwater, and 


I said to him that there was danger of Plymouth Rock being | 
| of his most conspicuous public service and the body with which 


washed away. He replied very seriously, and almost with 
tears in his eyes, ‘“ Mr. Loverine, Plymouth Rock was washed 
away yesterday afternoon at 4 o'clock.” 

I would not refer to this chapter in his history were it not 
that while differing from him I had the utmost respect for his 
attitude upon the question, and as it was the subject of a brief 
correspondence between us at the time and that his letter may 
be on record, I take this occasion to read two letters that passed 
between us. 

House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., February 3, 1899. 


Hon. Georce F. Hoar, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Senator: I trust that you are alive to the great responsi- 
bility you are taking upon yourself in defeating the treaty. 

If a single drop of American blood is shed, will it not bring the bitter 
execration of the American people upon your head, to say nothing of the 
misery that will follow an inevitable business panic? 

Can it be that you, and almost you alone, of all the Republicans in 
the Senate are right and they are wrong? Can it be that the spirit of 


patriotism has gone out of two-thirds of your peers and rests only in | 


one-third, and that third made up of the enemies of the Administration 
and the party of your life? 


You do not deplore the situation in the Philippines more than I do. | 
I am opposed to imperialism, I am opposed to expansion, but believe 


that greater troubles and greater sorrows await our country from the 
defeat of the treaty than from its ratification. 


Nothing but my lifelong admiration for you, amounting almost to | 


idolatry, gives me the right to speak to you like this. 

It may be said that the question is greater than any party, but is it 
greater than the people? I believe that the people throughout the 
country would, by an overwhelming majority, vote to ratify the treaty. 
I remain, 


Yours, very sincerely, Wm. C. LOVERING. 





COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., February 3, 1899. 

My Dear Sir: I feel deeply the responsibility that rests upon me. 
But I must do my duty as God gives me to see it. He never gave me 
to see anything more clearly since I stood with the little band of Free 
Soilers in my youth, and again with the little band of men who resisted 
the Know-nothing craze in 1854, than I see my duty in this matter. 
I do not think you know how many good and brave men in Massa- 
chusetts, earnest Republicans, zealous party workers, young men and 
old, are with me on this question. I know, too, how many men in the 
Senate who feel constrained by mere party fidelity or a desire to stand 
by the President to vote for the treaty loathe and abhor it as much 
as Ido. But my course was taken without knowing who would stand 
by me or who would differ from me, and I must pursue it; and it does 
not depend in the least upon majorities or minorities, but upon justice 
and righteousness. 

This treaty undertakes to buy the sovereignty over 10,000,000 human 
beings and pay for it in money. I have in my veins the blood of a 
revered ancestor who was one of the five men who presented the im- 
mortal Declaration of ee to the assembly which adopted 
it. I will not consent to disgrace my lineage by trampling upon it 
now. I think peace will come to us sooner if the treaty be rejected 
than if it be ratified. But better years of business depression, better 
even years of bloodshed than the infamy of such a transaction. 

You ask me if the question is greater than the people. Your ques- 
tion is exactly that which some of our worthy but timid business men 
used to put to Charles Sumner before the war. Perhaps you can an- 
swer it for yourself by first answering the questions— 

Whether righteousness be greater than the people. 

Whether truth be greater than the people. 

Whether justice be greater than the people. 

Whether freedom be greater than the people. 

It is certainly greater than any one party, or any one generation. 

Now, my friend, I would like to ask you to consider a question : 
You and I have taken a solemn oath to support the Constitution. The 
Constitution provides that no treaty shall Be adopted without the ap- 
proval, or to use the precise phrase of the Constitution, the “ advice 








, 


and consent of the Senate.’ In this advice the consent of two-thirds 
of the Senate must concur. Now, do you think that I ought, when 
considerably more than two-thirds of the Senate do not concur, and 
contrary to my sense of what is for the public interest, to vote for the 
treaty because of my party, or because the majority of the people ap 
prove it? I do not, in fact, believe that a majority of the American 
people approve it, and I do not think that a majority of my own party 
Wilt a great while. But that is not material to this particular ques 


i 


tion. Am I bound by the Constitution and my oath to vote upon the 
merits of the question as I see it, or have I a right, violating my oath 
and violating the Constitution, to surrender my opinion to that of a 
majority of the party, and act against it? When you cast a vote in 
the House of Representatives under such a constraint you wil! be a 
very different man from the Mr. LovexinG I have so long known and 
honored. ; 
I am, with high regard, faithfully yours, 
Geo. F. Hoar 

Hon. WILLIAM C. LOVERING. 

This letter is submitted without comment, excepting to say 
that as it gives a true insight into the character of a great 
man it should be published. It is entirely to his credit and in 
keeping with a perfectly consistent life. 

When next Massachusetts shall be asked to place a statue 
of one of her distinguished men in the National Capitol she can 
not pay a higher tribute to herself than by selecting the late 
Senator Hoar for that honor. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. It was appropriate that 
the historical oration upon the events and achievements of Mr 
Hoar’s life should have been delivered in the Senate, the scene 


his name and fame will ever be associated, but he was also a 
prominent and useful Member of this House in his earlier man- 
hood, and it is appropriate that we, too, should express our ap- 
preciation and our sorrow, although the superb eulogy by Sena- 
tor LopcE has portrayed his characteristics and achievements 
with a fidelity and beauty and completeness that makes further 
speech superfluous. 

Yet I feel that I must add a word testifying to my personal 
admiration and affection. With us of a younger generation 
his intercourse was so kindly and helpful, he was so free from 
assumption or arrogance, and his conversation was always so 
entertaining and instructive, abounding in reminiscences of 
great men and great events that our personal loss is irreparable. 

When a great man dies our natural query is, Wherein lay 
his greatness, where was the hiding of his power? I think 
we will all agree that Mr. Hoar’s success was no result of 
chance, that it was not any accident that wafted him to emi- 
nence. In whatever sphere of life he had been born he would 
have made himself a man of mark. He was endowed with that 
restless, questioning, indomitable energy which examines and 
investigates everything, which would be an engine powerful 
enough to drive any man to some success, and which when ap- 
plied as motive force behind his clear, strong, penetrating intel- 
lect propelled it unerringly through all obstacles and attained 
great results. 

The overmodest statement of Daniel Webster that he was con- 
scious of no genius except a genius for hard work was more true 
of Mr. Hoar. Without great natural endowments he could 
never have won his brilliant triumphs, but he spared no toil in 
arriving at his conclusions or defending them, and so in his 
jlater years his mind was an arsenal full of rich spoils from 
which he could draw on any occasion. His life well illustrates 
the verse— 

The heights by great men reached and kept 
Were not attained by sudden flight, 

But they while their companions slept 
Were toiling upward in the night. 

Every opinion he formed was the result of thorough reflection 
and research. To satisfy his own Yankee inquisitiveness he must 
go to the bottom of every question, and it is characteristic that 
he should have said near the close of his life that he was ready 
to debate and defend any position he had ever taken with any 
opponent of sufficient importance. Such thoroughness, com 
bined with such intellectual power, would be sure to make him 
a leader of men, and so it is natural that we find him prominent 
even in his short service in this House. 

One of his most attractive characteristics was the air of cul- 
ture and scholarship which pervaded all his thought and work. 
We hear much discussion in these days of the value of a college 
education, whether a practical business experience is not better, 
whether the scholar in politics is not a failure. We hear the 
boast for men high in public service that they are not pedants 
or theorists; that they are men of the people, practical politi- 
cians, good workers if not good speakers, able to accomplish 
results if not to convince or please an audience. All honor to 
the men who by their own training and force have made their 
way to power. But I do not doubt that a broad culture would 
have made them more useful. Certainly Mr. Hoar’s career 
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singularly illustrated the assistance education may give. His 
retentive memory held ever at hand stores of material on which 


he could draw not only to illustrate his speeches and fill them 


with classical allusions which so charm and stimulate the ap- 
preciative hearer, but which also enabled him to repel assaults 
and discomfit opponents. Culture tends, perhaps, to make a 
man more theoretical and less practical because it teaches him 
to search out fundamental principles and base his action not 
on momentary popularity but eternal right. It lifts the compass 
by which he guides his life out of the conflicting currents raging 
about him into a serener and clearer atmosphere; but if it 
makes him at times at odds with the world, he is more sure in 
the long run to be consistent, to be right, and to be approved, as 
was Senator Hioar. 

In the high literary finish which marked his work in the 
Senate Mr. Hoar was but following Massachusetts precedents. 
From the first the men who have represented our State and 
greatly influenced our national history, the men we look back 
upon with pride and gratitude, have exemplified culture as well 
as force. As you look through the long line of distinguished 
men who have established the standard for a Massachusetts 
Senator, from Adams down through Webster, Choate, and 
Everett and Sumner to Hoar and Lopcr, you can but feel a 
thrill of pride in their achievement and recognize admiringly 
not only the native power, but the scholarship, the assiduous 
art and labor, which has made their works American classics ; 
and you can but wonder whether the practical statesman of 
to-day, with all his astuteness and skill in producing results, 
does not belong to a lesser type and measure up to a lower 
standard than those giants of the past. 

At all events, we can rest assured that Senator Hoar felt the 
inspiration of his great predecessors, that he strove nobly on 
their exalted plane, that he condescended to nothing of which 
they would be ashamed, that he too left models of clear thought 
and glowing eloquence, and Massachusetts may well feel con- 
tent that he, her latest son, has kept alive her old traditions of 
power and importance, has held high her old standards of 


character and ability and scholarship and eloquence, and has | 


added another to that long list of illustrious statesmen who, 
by their bearing in the Senate Chamber, have brought glory 
and influence to their proud Commonwealth and have affected 
the current of the nation’s history. 


Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, Senator Hoar has gone. His 
great work here is finished. With no thought of self he gave the 
best that was in him to the State. During a long life there had 
been but one thought—to serve his country with all his strength 
and with all his ability. His was in very truth a consecrated 
service. And that life of self-sacrifice is appreciated. With 
one voice the American people are saying, “ Well done, good 


and faithful servant.” On every hand there is sincere expres- | 


sion of a sense of personal loss. Men of every political faith 
are bearing testimony to his great abilities, to the purity of his 
life and the nobility of his character. 

Others have sketched in detail the story of his life. They 
have told of his ancestry; of his boyhood at Concord and his 
life at Harvard; of his success at the bar; of the part he bore 
in the great battle against human slavery; of his service in 
the House of Representatives, and of his great career in the 
Senate. They have spoken of his unselfish and untiring in- 
dustry, his profound learning, his eloquence, and his remarkable 
influence in shaping legislation and in the solution of the diffi- 
cult problems which have confronted the American people. As 


I listened to the words of his associates in the Senate I was | 
impressed, as all must have been, with their absolute sincerity. | 


They loved and respected Senator Hoar because daily service 
with him had shown them that he was always loyal, always 
true to the highest ideals, always striving for the welfare of 
his country. 

He was one of the founders of the Republican party. He has 
said that no political party in history was ever formed for ob- 
jects so great and noble, and that no political party in history 
was ever so great in its accomplishment for liberty, progress, 
and law. But notwithstanding his loyalty to party (a loyalty 
which lasted until the end) he was true to his own convictions 
of right erd wrong, and when he believed his party to be wrong 
opposed it with all his energy and ability. Never did he oppose 
any policy with greater force and eloquence than that of his 
party with reference to the Philippine Islands. That in taking 
this position he was following the dictates of his conscience was 
never questioned by the Republicans of Massachusetts. He 
would net have been the Senator whom they trusted so long 
and implicitly had he ever favored a party policy which he be- 
lieved to be wrong. ‘There was no reason to fear that they 
would desert him for his devotion to principle. Genuine and 
honest independence never lost him their support. 





His love of country has been spoken of as a passion, as an 
intense and mastering emotion. Indeed, he once defined love of 
country to be the highest and purest of human affections, the 
master passion of the loftiest natures. A man of intense con- 
victions, of undoubted loyalty to his party and his State, his 
object was ever his whole country. He sought the progress and 
development of every State, and was never moved by petty sec- 
tionalism. 


This nation is a composite— 
He said. 


It is made up of many streams. The quality, hope, and destiny of 
our land are expressed in the phrase of our fathers, pluribus unum— 
of many, one; of many States, ome nation; of many races, one people; 
of many creeds, one faith; of many bended knees, one family of God. 


He was very happy in the thought that the bitter feeling 
growing out of the great conflict of the civil war was passing 
away, that the sections were again being bound together by 
the ties of citizenship. He tried to teach the lesson that the 
North and the South are indispensable to each other, that it is 
only through a genuine and indissoluble union that the United 
States can fulfill its mighty destiny and become a power for 
good among the nations of the earth. He had an abiding faith 
that however separated the States had become by differences 
they would at last surely be drawn together by a common love 
of liberty and a common faith in God. Each passing year is 
proving that such faith was justified. He had a strong sense 
of justice, and did not permit his own positive convictions to 
blind him to the honest and worthy motives which actuated 
those who differed with him. To be faithful to the truth as he 
saw it was his motive, and he freely conceded to opponents equal 
honesty of purpose. And from none have come more generous 
words of appreciation and affection for Grorce FRIsBieE HoAR 
than have been spoken by those who fought for the lost cause. 
He is mourned to-day not alone by the people of the North. In 
the eloquent words of Senator DANreL, of Virginia, “All the 
States bow their heads beside his tomb. Together they bind 
their wreaths of honor and affection and lay them encircled 
there.” 

A sincere Christian, he loved to teach peace, good will, broth- 

erly kindness, and charity to all men. He was one of those who 
are ever striving to bring in the Kingdom of God. That the 
power which created this world of ours is conscious and benefi- 
cent was to him a supreme certainty, and upon that foundation 
rested his hope of immortality. To his mind things about which 
Christians differ are in the main nonessential. He could, 
therefore, as he said, have “no patience with the spirit which 
would excite religious strife. It is as much out of place as the 
witheraft delusion or the fires of Smithfield.” However devoted 
men might be to a sect or denomination, he would have them 
| work together in the fellowship of the church universal. 
I can not close without referring to his unfailing kindness, 
| courtesy, and helpfulness to the younger men who were associ- 
ated with him. To them he was a personal friend and their loss 
is a personal one. They were always sure of a pleasant smile 
and a kindly greeting from him. An indefatigable worker, he 
was never too busy to aid them in any way that he could, to 
give them the benefit of his long experience and to help them 
over the rough places by wise suggestions. His counsel was 
encouraging and inspiring. Companionship with him brought 
good cheer. The world seemed brighter and life had more of 
promise and hope. 

Senator Hoar never sought office. His ambition was to con- 
| tinue his successful career at the bar. He loved his home and 
his books and his profession. He preferred the comforts and 
opportunities of private life to any distinction which might come 
from public life. But the people called him, and a request from 
them was a command. His long service involved personal sacri- 
fice, but he had an ample and satisfying reward in the con- 
sciousness of work well done and in the unbounded confidence 
of an appreciative constituency. 

A great man has passed away, but the results of his work will 
live. Memories of him will bring good cheer and encouragement 
to all who love their country and seek to be of service to their 
fellow-citizens. We should not think of him as dead. Indeed— 








There are no dead; we fall asleep, 
To waken where they never weep. 
We close our eyes to pain and sin, 
Our breath ebbs out, but life flows in. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, 
Mr. McCat1, has been confined to his home by illness for sev- 
eral days and has asked me to express to the House his extreme 
regret at not being present to-day to pay his tribute to the mem- 
ory of Senator Hoar, for whom he cherished a deep friendship, 

| admiration, and affection. 
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Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker, in the death of Senator Hoar 
the nation has lost one of its greatest statesmen and Massachu- 
setts one of her first citizens. He was spared to a ripe old 
age, retaining his faculties and activities unimpaired till near 
the end. On the 30th day of September, 1904, he passed away 
at his home in Worcester, surrounded by his family and friends. 
He had been in failing health but a short time before his death. 
He remained in attendance upon his duties in the Senate until 
the close of the second session of the Fifty-eighth Congress. 
Reconciled and with serene composure, awaiting the final dis- 
solution, he became the center of a nation’s love and received, 
as he justly merited, the benedictions of a grateful people. 
With Christian resignation he bowed to the divine decree. 

The announcement of his death caused general mourning by 
all the citizens of his beloved State of all parties, classes, and 
conditions of men. The habiliments of mourning were displayed 
from every home where thoughtful and grateful people dwell. 
Messages of sympathy, condolence, and sorrow came from across 
the continent. 

Few public men were better loved when living or more deeply 
mourned when dead. Great as he was in life, he is surpassing 
great in death. Time will not allow upon an occasion like this 
for one to speak of but a few of the marked characteristics of 
this great and good man, characteristics and attributes which 
made him the great exemplar to those who come after him—the 
great national figure he was. 

He was faithful to truth as he saw it, to duty as he under- 
stood it, to consitutional liberty as he conceived it. A man is 
great only in comparison with his fellow-men. Measured by 
this standard Senator Hoar holds high station among the first 
men of his age. He exemplified his greatness in his devotion 
and service to the paramount ideals of his manhood; he was 
constant and devoted in his integrity to the principles he pro- 
fessed. 

He loved liberty with an intensity shared by few. This 
seemed to be his controlling passion through a long and hon- 
ored life. It compelled him to defend the right of asylum for 
the Chinese upon our soil. He was always solicitous for the 
welfare of our Indian wards. He was the constant champion of 
the cause of the colored race; their sure friend in the time of 
their extremity. His love of liberty for all people fitted to se- 
cure and enjoy it led him to espouse the cause of the inhabitants 
of the Philippine Islands. He repelled the suggestion of their 
being held subjects of an independent republic. With his ideas 
of the eternal fitness of things he could not conceive how a 
people loving liberty, and securing it through blood, carnage, 


and war, should deny liberty to others seeking and demanding | 


it. He had no sympathy with the popular acclaim of empire 
and expansion when these were to be secured at the cost of lib- 
erty. He could not conceive how, upon any principle of justice 
or righteousness, the liberty and independence of a people could 
be bartered away for sordid commercial exploitation. 

When his party denied liberty to their fellow-men and strayed 
from the path of justice and righteousness and abandoned the 
high ideals for which he believed his party should stand, he 
broke away from his fellow-leaders in his party and threw him- 
self into the breach, battling valiantly and ably for the rights 
and liberties of the Philippine people. It must have been a 
great trial and disappointment for him, the long-trusted leader 
of his party, to part company with his associates of a lifetime, 
his friends, and his Administration. But he heard the call to 
duty and the ery of the oppressed, the entreaties and prayers 
of a people seeking liberty. He could not turn a deaf ear to 


their supplications. His history and the history of his beloved | 
country were behind him. He never had faltered under like | 


conditions; he could not now. There was no doubt or uncer- 
tainty clouding his vision. He needed no time for reflection or 
decision. His course of action was as clear to him as the noon- 
day sun. He never did and could not now compromise with 
dishonor and injustice. And when the future historian, re- 
moved from the strife, the clamor, and the prejudice of the pres- 
ent, impartially writes the history of this period, it will be 
made to appear that the position taken upon the Philippine 
question by Senator Hoar was the just, patriotic, and correct 
one, and the honor his name will then secure wiil more than 
compensate for the great sacrifices he made, for all he suffered 
and endured for conscience sake, and it should never be forgot- 
ten that in his course on this Philippine question he followed 
not only the dictates of his conscience and his mature and wize 
judgment, but he departed not from the path that Phillips, Sum- 
ner, and Lincoln trod. 

In the great debates which attended the Administration policy 
toward the Philippines, which policy Senator Hoar constantly 
criticised and denounced, there was no more potent factor, no 
more popular acclaim, than was found in the sentiment con- 
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tained in the phrase, “ Who will haul down the flag?” I have 
yet to learn of a clearer or more correct exposition and complete 
answer to that inquiry than is contained in the luncuage of 
Senator Hoar in his great speech on April 17, 1900, when he 
said: 


Certainly the flag should never be lowered from any moral field over 
which it has once waved. To follow the flag is to follow the principles 
of freedom and humanity for which it stands. To claim that we must 
follow it when it stands for injustice or oppression is like claiming 


that we must take the nostrums of the quack doctor who stamps it on 
his wares, or follow every scheme of wickedness or fraud, if only tl 
flag be put at the head of the prospectus. 

No one loved the flag and what is stands for more than did 
Senator Hoar, and few men have stated more correctly when 
and where it should be supported and defended than did he 
the language above quoted. 

Senator Hoar was not permitted to live long enough to see 
his great efforts, the greatest of his later life, in behalf of the 
Philippine people crowned with success and the results and a 
complishments they so richly deserved, nor to witness what the 
outcome and lasting effect of the policy of his party, which | 
opposed, toward the Philippines is really to be. 


Al 


To his loved land he gave, without a stain, 
Courage and faith, vain faith, and courage vain, 

He, subtle, strong, and stubborn, gave his life 
To a lost cause, and knew the gift was vain. 





Later shall rise a people sane and great, 

Forged in strong fires, by equal war made one, 
Yelling old battles over without hate, 

Noble, his name shall pass from sire to son. 


Senator Hoar died, as he lived, in the firm conviction that the 
policy he advocated toward the Philippines was the correct 
and true policy, and that the policy which the Administration 
of his own party had adopted would in the end prove dangerous 
| and subversive to the best interests and good name of the 
American people. 

He felt that the die was cast and that nothing but the sobering 
influences of time and effect could eradicate the error and right 
the wrong; and in the closing sentences of his great speech of 
April 17 he accepts the inevitable, recanting nothing and re- 
affirming all that he had said and done in the cause of liberty 
humanity, and righteousness. These are his last parting words 
to his associates and the American people on this-subject: 

I know how feeble is a single voice amid this din and tempest, this 
delirium of empire. It may be that the battle for this day is lost. 
But I have an assured faith in the future. I have an assured faith 
in justice and the love of liberty of the American people The stars 
in their courses fight for freedom. The Ruler of the heavens is on 
that side. If the battle to-day go against it, I appeal to another day, 
not distant and sure to come. I appeal from the clapping of hands 
and the stamping of feet and the brawling and shouting to the « t 
chamber where the fathers gathered in Philadelphia. I appeal from 
the empire to the Republic. I appeal from the millionaire, and 
boss, and the wire-puller, and the manager to the statesman of thi 
elder time, in whose eyes a guinea never glistened, who lived and died 
poor, and who left to his children and his countrymen a good name 
far better than riches. I appeal from the present, bloated with m 
terial prosperity, drunk with the lust of empire, to another and a better 
age. 1 appeal from the present to the future and to the past, 

Senator Hoar had the courage of his convictions in a pre 
eminent degree. I know of no man in modern times who 
excelled him in courage to declare his convictions in civil and 
| political matters and to accept the consequences. He seemed 
to be perfectly oblivious to the injurious effect any declara 
| tion of his might have upon himself, politically or otherwise. 
| When others, through discretion or temerity, halted, he boldly 

stepped to the front and led the charge, regardless of how the 
result of the contest might affect himself. One noted example 
of this is found in his argument before the Senate in th 
Belknap impeachment trial, and I reproduce it here as charac 
teristic of him during his whole political career. I believe that 
few men just entering, as he was, upon their political careers 
would have had the courage, had they been possessed of the 
information and occupying the position he did, to arraign his 
party associates and men in official positions as he did upon 
that occasion. 

Hear his masterly denunciation of corruption in high places 
and bribery in office: 


the 





My own public life has been a very brief and insignificant one, ey 
tending a little beyond the duration of a single term of Senatorial 
office; but in that brief period I have seen five judges of a high court 
of the United States driven from office by threats of impeachment for 
maladministration. I have heard the taunt from the friendliest lips 
that when the United States presented herself in the East to take 
part with the civilized world in generous competition in the arts of 
ife the only product of her institutions in which she surpassed ! 





others beyond question was her corruption. I have seen, in t State 
of the Union foremost in power and wealth, four judges of her ¢ ts 
impeacked for corruption and the political administration of her chief 
city become a disgrace and a byword throughout the world I have 
seen the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs in the House, 
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now a distinguished member of this court, rise in his place and de- 
mand the expulsion of four of his associates for making sale of their 
official privilege of selecting the youths to be educated at our great 
military school. When the greatest railroad in the world, binding to- 
gether the continent and uniting two great seas which wash our shores, 
was finished, I have seen our national triumph and exultation turned 
to bitterness and shame by the unanimous reports of three committees 
of Congress—two of the House and one here—that every,step of that 
mighty enterprise was taken in fraud. I have heard in highest places 
the shameless doctrine avowed by men grown old in public office that 
the true way by which power should be gained in the Republic is to 
bribe the people with the offices created for their service, and the true 
end for which it should be used when gained is the promotion of selfish 
ambition and the gratification of personal revenge. I have heard that 
suspicion haunts the footsteps of the trusted companions of the Presi- 
dent. 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the eulogies 
of GrorGE FRispie Hoar contain such an able and exhaustive 
discussion of his life and his services to our country that ad- 
ditional addresses must seem like supererogation. 

I rise simply in appreciation of the value of his work, not 
only to the country, but to our public men. For his life is full 
of lessons, which if pondered will surely raise the ideals of our 
public officials. 

He died, after a life of nearly fourscore years, full of honors, 
but with little of this world’s riches. Public service of nearly 
half a century had left him a comparatively poor man. But 
he carried to his grave—and it will last while men have 
memory—that which is better than riches, the undying love of 
the people of the United States for his lifelong battle against 
every form of corruption that threatened the purity of our pub- 





lic service and the permanence of our institutions. It is pleas- | 


ant indeed to see that though in his lifetime, when moved by 
righteous indignation, he dealt powerful blows to that system 
which was subversive of human liberty, to-day the voice of the 
South is raised to pay tribute to the great man whom once 
they did not understand, but whom they learned to love. 


He was a constant foe to every form of race hatred and re- | 
ligious intolerance. An American of Americans himself, he | 
refused to stand with those who would shut the nation’s doors | 
against the poor and the oppressed of the world, for his broad | 
mind would not permit him to regard one set of God’s creatures | 


as so inferior to ourselves that we should deny them the oppor- 
tunity to breathe with us His air and enjoy with us His sun- 
shine. ; 


Though a Protestant whose faith was strong and uncompro- | 


mising, he saw the seas of Knownothingism and A. P. A.-ism 
sweep over our country, carrying with them a flood of bitter 
animosities, hateful discriminations, and foul wrongs, and he 
manfully withstood the current, buffeting its waves with the 
same vigor with which he would have repelled an attack upon 


the religion of his fathers. He lived to see the men whom he | 


defended against the first of these proscriptive movements 
march with those of his own race and faith to battle for the 
preservation of the Union when its integrity was menaced. He 


saw them settle down to the pursuits of peace, saw them help- | 


ing in every field of industry to build up the country’s greatness, 
saw them educate their children to love the flag their fathers 
had fought to defend, and saw them again attacked by a new 
set of religious bigots marshalled under the old banner of hate, 
though under a new name. Then again, aided by the prestige 
of long and faithful service to his country, he struck down with 
a single blow the enemies of fraternal love and religious free- 
dom, and the hearts of millions swelled with gratefulness, while 
a prayer to God to bless GEorRGE FRISBIE HOAR rose to every 
Catholic’s lips. 

Through all the stormy conflicts between religion and sci- 
ence, during which many of the brightest minds were attracted 
by the philosophy of atheism and agnosticism, he preserved in 
its integrity his religious faith even to the end of life. Would 
that his example might lend inspiration to the wavering to cling 
to their faith in a Supreme Being through all the vicissitudes of 
existence! 

That love of liberty and equality which made him one of the 
great forces that ultimately freed the slave could not fail to 
compel him to raise his voice against the stifling of the aspira- 
tions for freedom of the people of the Philippine Islands. 
Stronger than all constitutional questions that were urged, 
mightier than all economic objections which were raised, was 
his hatred of a system that was built upon the theory of the 
inequality of men. He had witnessed the cause of human 
liberty triumph often in foreign lands over the forces of des 
potism, he had witnessed the shackles fall from millions in 
his own land, and having an abiding faith in the justness of his 
countrymen, he could not be brought to believe that they would 
sanction the government of an alien people against their will 
until the tyranny, as it seemed to him, was actually accom- 
plished. His passionate appeal to his party to let these people 





govern themselves in their own way was but the voice of his 
ancestry that had defied the might of kings when it usurped 
the rights of men. 

And now this man has passed out of our vision, but not out 
of our memory. He will be remembered as a great man, but, 
what is better, he will be loved as a good man. When the 
deeds of men the glitter of whose lives was as the cold bril- 
liancy of the diamond are forgotten, the life of Grorce FRISBIE 
Hoar wil be recalled as one that shone like the blood-red ruby, 
combining the warmth of a grand soul with the effulgence of 
a great mind. 


Mr. GREENE. Mr. Speaker, I accept the duty which devolves 
upon me as representing in part the great Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts in paying tribute to the memory of the late 
Senator GrorcE FrRispie Hoar, realizing my inability adequately 
to express the just appreciation with which the constituents I 
have the honor especially to represent held this most marvelous 
and distinguished man during his long and eminently successful 
life. 

The city in which I have lived from my youth—the city of 
Fall River—is one of the most cosmopolitan cities in the coun- 
try, having within its limits possibly every nationality on the 
face of the earth, more than 80 per cent of its population being 
of foreign birth or being by direct descent from those born on 
foreign soil. His tender sympathy with the oppressed and the 
downtrodden, his courage and fortitude in defending freedom 
of thought and freedom of action in both religious and secular 
affairs, found a ready response among a people who had emi- 
grated from other lands to seek an asylum where the rights of 
men would be respected and the privileges of religious freedom 
would be guaranteed. 

‘lo them Senator Hoar represented the highest type of Ameri- 
can citizenship, and the people of that community rejoiced when- 
ever he came among them. They read with satisfaction his 
vigorous criticisms of those who tried to confine him within 
the narrow limits of religious prejudice in determining the 
worth or qualification for public service of his fellow-men. 

My earliest recollections of him began with the agitation for 
the destruction of the great curse of human slavery. The arrest 
of Anthony Burns and his return by the Commonwealth in obe- 
dience to law as an escaped fugitive slave awakened the con- 
science and determination of the people of Massachusetts to 
prevent future repetitions of this appalling and unwelcome exhi- 
bition of holding human beings in perpetual bondage. 

Senator Hoar never faltered in his belief that slavery was 
wrong, and, regardless of political associations which had 
endeared him to his friends and made him prominent in the 
political councils of the Whig party, he forsook them all and 
became one of the most prominent leaders in the Free Soil party, 
a party which had for its avowed purpose the destruction of 
human slavery as a blot and curse long endured by a people 
who had endeavored to found a nation devoted to the principles 
of human freedom and the maintenance of equality and human 
rights. 

The revelations of history of the last half century demon- 
strate beyond dispute that had his preeminent abilities been 
devoted to the pursuit of wealth or of distinction in the line of 
his chosen profession he would have ranked among the greatest 
of his time and generation and have been showered with abun- 
dant remuneration as a reward for the service which his natural 
abilities, retentive memory, and legal training would have en- 
abled him to render to the individuals and corporations who 
would have been gratified to have commanded his services. 

He turned from the great opportunities which were within 
his grasp and yielded to the demand of his countrymen that he 
should engage in the conflicts and accept the sacrifices which a 
public career exacts from a faithful public servant. He tried to 
retire from the public service and take up the duties of his 


| chosen profession, for he was a lover of books and an earnest 


student of literature. The harder problems involved in legal 
procedure only awakened within him greater zeal and determi- 
nation successfully to solve them, thereby achieving the distinc- 
tion and rewards which a successful and honored legal career 
would certainly have afforded him. 

But as he retired from one degree of the public service he was 
called to other and higher distinctions. 

My personal acquaintance with Mr. Hoar began in the year 
1876. That year, as chairman of the Republican city committee 
of Fall River, I received him as the opening speaker of that 
eventful political campaign. The gentleman who presided on 
that occasion was the Hon. Robert T. Davis, who still survives, 
one of my predecessors in the House of Representatives and 
one of the pioneers of the antislavery movement and a lifelong 
friend and active coworker with Senator Hoar, although three 
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years his senior. They were both members of the constitu- 
tional convention of Massachusetts. I seldom met the Senator 
in after life that he did not refer to their association and friend- 
ship and their companionship in Congress. In his address in 
my home city I was charmed by the eloquence and logie of Mr. 
Hoar, and ever afterwards followed his public career with 
keener appreciation and interest. 

The result of the election of 1876 was a matter of doubt for 
many months, and there was finally evolved a scheme of settle- 
ment which resulted in the establishment of an Electoral Com- 
mission, which by act of the Congress was empowered to deter- 
mine all questions of controversy arising from said election. 
Senator Hoar was appointed by the Speaker of the House a 
member of the Electoral Commission, and contributed by his 
ability and conservatism to the peaceful and orderly determi- 
nation of what seemed to many anxious and patriotic citizens 
one of the most alarming periods of the nation’s history. 

It is not necessary that I should recount his eminent service 
in this body. Let the student of history examine the record of 
his acts, his eminent wisdom, and his expressions upon many of 
the important questions which demanded solution in that period 
of the nation’s life so closely following the civil war and he will 
find abundant evidence of his marked ability and industry. 

In the year 1880 I was selected an alternate delegate to the 
Republican national convention, which resulted in the nomina- 
tion of President Garfield. I was granted the privilege of meet- 
ing with the Massachusetts delegation in all its deliberations. 
Senator Hoar was chairman of the State delegation, and also 
was chosen temporary chairman of the convention. In all the 
stormy conflicts which the contests between the great leaders 
of the party seeking for supremacy aroused Senator Hoar re- 
mained calm and undisturbed. The late James A. Garfield, the 
nominee of the convention, then United States Senator, and late 
Senators Roscee Conkling and John A. Logan, and ex-Senator 
William E. Chandler, and the present Senators WirrmMm P. 
Frye, EPucenr Hate, CHAUNCEY M. Depew, JuLtus C. Burrows, 
Witiram B. ALLISON, SHELBY M. CULLoM, and HEenry Casor 
Lopcr, and Chester A. Arthur, the nominee of the convention 
for Vice-President, and others prominent in party councils, were 
participants in the work of that convention. Between the 
friends of the two principal candidates, General Grant and Sen- 
ator Blaine, there was a great struggle to secure the permanent 
chairmanship of the convention, and finally the differences were 
adjusted by the unanimous request that Senator Hoar should 
occupy the position, and he became the permanent presiding offi- 
cer. His work, though extremely difficult, met the approval of 
the entire assemblage. 

At the meetings of the State delegation his counsel and direc- 
tion were of the highest order. He was so highly regarded as 
a safe and judicious leader by the Republican party as a whole 
throughout the State that he was always a prominent figure in 
their campaigns, and he presided at the State conventions in 
1871, 1877, 1882, and 1885, and was a delegate at large to the 
national conventions of 1876, 1880, 1884, and 1888. 

His greatest field of activity, however, was in the United 
States Senate. He was a member of that distinguished body 
for more than twenty-seven years. The tributes of his asso- 
ciates are the greatest that could possibly be awarded a human 
being. Estimated in comparison with the reward and triumphs 
of a private career, the latter would not be entitled to considera- 
tion. Senators intimately associated with him in his political 

areer and in sympathy with his extremest partisan political 
opinions could not speak of him more kindly and generously 
than did those who had been his most bitter political enemies. 
These tributes of Senators from all parts of the Union show 
how completely his public career had become interwoven into 
the entire fabric of the nation’s life. He became known to the 
aspiring youth, and his history seemed familiar to the hoary 
pilgrim traveling along life’s pathway. 

Future generations will ponder over his career and be better 
able to solve the problems with which they may be confronted 
by contemplating the struggles through which he passed and 
recognizing the great accomplishments which his industry and 
fidelity had been the means of achieving toward the upbuilding 
and perpetuating of the life of the nation. 

In the intimacy of private conversation and association the 
extent of his knowledge of the country’s progress and develop- 
ment and his familiarity with the work of the earlier figures 
in national history were made both apparent and interesting. 
I especially remember on one oceasion when journeying with 


him from Washington toward his home he referred to the | 


marked change in the requirements of communities from the 
public servants at that time over the requisites during his 
student life at Harvard College. He said that the late Rufus 
Choate was announced to deliver a political address in Roxbury, 
a suburb of Boston, and he, with a number of his fellow-stu- 
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dents, attended the meeting. Mr. Choate had a carefully 
prepared address which he had committed to memory and de 
livered it to the entire satisfaction of his auditors. 

A few nights afterwards Mr. Choate was announced to speak 
in South Boston, and, with his fellow-students, Mr. Hoar at- 
tended the meeting, and the same identical speech was deliy- 
ered. Several of the students laughed rather immoderately. 

gain a few nights later Mr. Choate was announced to speak 
in Cambridge, and Mr. Hoar, with his fellow-students, were 
again among his auditors, and they were regaled again with pre- 
cisely the same address. Mr. Hoar said that some of the 
students rudely “ guffawed.” 

At that time, he said, there were no shorthand reporters, nor 
was it customary to publish reports of speeches, the usual 
method being to publish an item stating that the Hon. Rufus 
Choate had addressed an interested audience upon the issues 
of the day, while at the present day it was customary for 
newspapers in many instances to publish remarks of public 
speakers in full, making it incumbent upon them to make ex- 
tended research and provide very largely new and original mat- 
ter for each public address. This, he said, became an exaction 
which taxed the abilities of public servants of the present day 
to an extent which possibly the individual citizen hardly real- 
ized. 

Senator Hoar was one of the early founders of the Repub- 
lican party. His wisdom was displayed very largely in framing 
the national and State platforms in critical periods of the 
nation’s history. 

It was my good fortune frequently to serve with him upon 
the committee on resolutions at State conventions. The ability 
displayed by him in rapidly characterizing in vigorous and 
terse language the consensus of opinion of the assembled com- 
mittee was marvelous to contemplate. He seemed to have the 
proper expression to compass the desired result always at his 
command. The Republicans of Massachusetts always felt that 
they owed him a debt of gratitude which they never could re- 
pay, except by awarding to him their highest honor, and there 
was no division of sentiment in renewing his commission as 
United States Senator, and his greatest honor was that the party 
and the people called him to its service in that distinguished 
body for the longest period ever granted to any one of its citi- 
zens during the life of the Commonwealth. 

Having been called upon at the time of his decease for a 
| brief expression regarding his life and service, I used the fol- 
| lowing language, which I quote in closing the limited address 
| which this occasion has called forth: 





By the death of Senator Hoar the Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
| and the nation have been sadly bereaved. Possibly no man in public 
life touched the hearts and lives of the people of the entire country so 


intimately as he. 

iis great works and public acts are interwoven into the nation’s 
history for more than the last haif century, and his remarkable record 
of public service will become an inspiration to the youths of to-day 
and to future generations, awakening them to higher and holier con- 
ceptions of their duties to their country and to their fellow-men. 


Others have eulogized him with words of power and elo- 


quence, but words fail adequately to express the sorrow and 
affliction which the State and the nation suffer in the removal 
| of this great man from the activities of social and political life. 
| The world has been enriched and humanity has been ennobled 
because he lived and wrought among us. 

He was a politician in the highest sense, fearless and inde 


| pendent; keen and sharp in his criticisms, but kind in every 
act and thought. He sacrificed his life and abilities for the 
public good, thereby exemplifying the highest type of enlight- 
ened Christian citizenship. His words and accomplishments 
will be preserved and regarded by his fellow-count 
among the brightest and noblest pages of our country 
during the last half century. 

It was my privilege to meet him frequently during the ses 








| 

| 

| sions of Congress. His companionship seemed almost a bene- 

| diction, He was always cheerful and interesting, with a r 
| markable memory of events and of many of the best histori 
and literary productions. 

| I was assigned as a member of the committee from this body 
to attend his funeral at the city of Worcester, where he 1 led 
at the time of his decease. Business was entirely suspended, 
and as far as possible the entire populace viewed his 


while lying in state at the city hall. 
The following day his body was deposited in the 


ground of his birthplace in the historic town of Concord, Mass., 
| there to remain among those of his ancestors who ere the 
| earlier settlers of the Commonwealth and particij } 

| preliminary struggle of the Revolutionary war at Concord 


bridge. 
I gladly add my tribute to the memory of the distinguished 
scholar, statesman, and patriot, the late Senator Hoar, 
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Mr. TIRRELL. 
at Concord, Mass., August 29, 1826. He died September 30, 


Mr. Speaker, Grorce Frispre Hoar was born 


1904. He sleeps in his native town again—that sleep that 
knows no waking until the firmament shall be rolled together 
like a seroll. As this town is in the district I have the honor 
to represent, it is both a duty and a pleasure to pay a tribute 
to his memory. Environment had much to do with molding his 
character. His courage, his persistency, his ambition, his 
patriotism drew their inspiration from the hills, the valleys, 
the men, and the history of his native town. 

Hereditary greatness descended to him to a remarkable degree 
through many generations. His family is one of the few ex- 
ceptions—so few you can almost count them upon your fingers— 
of inherited genius. His genealogy is a history of leaders from 
the early colonial days. They fled from England when the 
tyranny of the Stuarts rendered impossible the free exercise of 
religious and political belief. They are conspicuous in the just 
administration of law for the Indian as well as for the white 
inhabitant. They were of the immortal band who fought at 


Concord and Lexington. They were numbered among those 
who formulated the Constitution. They defended the negro 


when ostracism and obloguy were the reward. They severed 
party connections and cooperated in the organization of a new 
party allegiance when conscience no longer permitted their ad- 
herence to the dominant political creeds. ) 

spicuous within our memory for their virile intellects, their ripe 
learning, and their widespread political influence throughout 
the country. All this is well known, but the subtle influence 
which made the character of Senator Hoar, even in his early 
days, from the air he breathed, the fields he roamed, and the 
men and the institutions they had created, through two hundred 


years of strenuous effort, has been but slightly touched upon. | 


To that I call attention now. 

Concord was among the first settlements of the Massachusetts 
province. Agriculture was the industry of the people. The 
broad meadows and uplands by the Concord River attracted the 
emigrant. It was a frontier town. 
A theocratic community was organized. 
state. The Bible was the rule of faith and action. The minis- 
ter was the leader of the flock. jsut while his superior educa- 
tion and godly character made him as one apart, his people fol- 
lowed him only so far as their own interpretation of the Scrip 
tures convineed their conscience that he properly 
the Inspired Word. It is true, dissenters found no countenance 
among them. <A deviation from established dogmas banished 
them from the colony. They saw no other way of worshiping 
God in peace. Now, strange as it may appear, this ‘independ- 


They have been con- | 





It was settled by Puritans. | 
The church was the | 


interpreted 


ence of interpretation of Sacred Writ, and the injunction upon | 


all to study it and follow it according to their consctence, led to 
a curious result. To this result the Hoar family contributed as 


active participants in colonial and religious affairs. It ex- 
plains the anomaly of Grorce Frispre Hoar as a type of what | 
inight be denominated a modernized Puritan of the nineteenth | 
century He was their eulogist, as appears in many a masterly 
addres Ile had the characteristics himself of those worthies 
whom he extolled. At the same time he wes the antithesis of | 
the Puritan in his tastes, his religious affiliation, and his broad | 


unsectarian views. This apparent contradiction is inexplicable 
until the development of the New England town is studied and 
the threads of igious life are gathered together. 

Take a tour through the old colonial 

In all of them, in some central location, generally by the town 
common which in those days surrounded the church, a white 


Soe mand 
its rel 


spire ornamenting the most conspicuous church of the village, 
me of them illustrative of the best architecture of a hundred 
years ago, will meet your view. It is the church, the old church 


of the town. It is of the Unitarian faith which he espoused. 
t is the revolt of the independent, God-fearing, truth-seeking 
Puritan, who in the progress of generations worked his way 
through narrowness and bigotry to a broad conception of the 
relations between God and man, so that in the Puritan district 
of Massachusetts to-day there is a more liberal, independent, 

i conscientious religious opinion than in almost any other 
section of the country. The Puritan reaction swung far, far- 
ther than some of us can follow, but it evolved a manhood which 
in philosophy, statesmanship, and literature has not had its 
equal in the history of the American nation. Senator Hoar was 
a type of the best product of that evolution. 

We know through his autobiography it was not his intention 
to enter public life. His brief service in the Massachusetts 
house of representatives and senate was not specially attractive 
to him. His suecess at the bar was so quickly and easily won 
that he expected and was satisfied with its honors and emolu- 
ments. It absorbed his time and attention. It was only great 
occasions, then, which brought him into public notice. 


towns near Concord. | 


| his motives and actions. 


lytical cast of his mind, his logical powers, his command of prec- 
edent, his grasp of principles, and his ability to marshal facts 
made him a formidable antagonist in the great causes in which 
he was engaged. It was not through his seeking that at 43 
years of age he again entered political life. For eight years he 
represented his district in Congress; for twenty-seven years 
thereafter he was in the Senate of the United States. Thus for 
thirty-five consecutive years, and until his death, he was in the 
public service. 

I can think of no better illustration of the basis of his polit- 
ical action throughout this period than by a remark he uttered 
at a centennial address to which I listened a few years ago. 
He traced the history of the old town from its early settlement, 
bringing, as was his wont, the worthies of the early days before 
us. He told us what they had done to fashion and upbuild the 
nation, and emphasized the underlying thought of his discourse 
that their record showed and history proved that righteousness 
alone could save the nation. Temporary expedients would fail. 
Policy would be ineffective. Injustice would defeat its own 
ends. Equal rights, equal laws, equal privileges, for rich and 
poor, high and low—these were the prerogatives of all. 

How he illustrated this in his long career! He never truckled 
to publie opinion. He was the most independent partisan of 
our generation. He was at times at variance with his party on 
vital issues, yet held unshaken its loyalty and support. He was 
unanimously reelected when he dissented from the almost 
unanimous attitude of his party on a party issue. The position 
was unique and puzzling if you did not know the man. It was 
because he was honest, fearless, conscientious, and righteous in 
It was because we knew he could not 
be otherwise and just to himself. It was because his life, as an 
open book, was before us, and we believed that the tortures of 
the Inquisition, aye, the martyr’s fate, could not turn that 
righteous soul. So he won our respect, admiration, and love in 
his public career as one removed from the limitations of the 
politician and from whom it was not necessary to seek an ex- 
planation. 

Of course, these were but incidents in a long and illustrious 
career. Even he could not have retained party support unless 
he essentially represented his party’s principles. He was an 
ardent advocate and supporter of Republican tenets, and in 
great crises in his party’s history one of its most prominent de- 
fenders. I remember once at a State convention in Massa- 
chusetts he was called upon unexpectedly to address the dele- 
gates. For half an hour he held them enthralled as he re- 
hearsed his party’s history. It was the most remarkable ex- 
hibition of extemporaneous eloquence I ever listened to, not 
even Phillips or Burlingame or Andrew or Sumner, as I have 
heard them, equaling that effort. 

Ile had a felicitous choice of words, a loftiness of thought, an 
aptnese of quotation, a grasp of historical detail, a familiarity 
with the best literature, and a knowledge of the great men and 
deeds of all ages, so that his address, while ornate at times, 
was so elevating in character, so choice in expression, so 
abounding in illustration drawn from an unerring memory, 
that to hear him at his best was part of a liberal education. 
He had a memory that never failed him in oration or debate. 
In the campaign of 1900 he opened the canvass in his native 
town. I sat upon the platform by his side. He held a huge 
pile of manuscript in his hand containing a speech it was his 
purpose to deliver. He told me it was his custom to write out 
and read his first address and afterwards to speak extempo- 
raneously. I remarked that I enjoyed his extemporaneous 
addresses best. Whether it was my remark or not I can not say, 
but when it came his turn he placed the manuscript upon the 
desk and for an hour and a half, without turning a leaf or 
referring to the manuscript, addressed the audience. The next 
morning the manuscript copy appeared in the daily, papers, and 
in sequence, thought, argument, reference, and words it ap- 
peared to be identical with the one delivered. It seemed to 
me at the time an astonishing feat of memory. His scholar- 
ship, memory, industry, and natural gifts made him a leader 
in great events in his public career. 

He was one of the managers in the impeachment case of 1876. 
Iie was one of the Electoral Commission of 1877. He was a 
constructive statesman, as the tenure-of-office act, the Presiden- 
tial-succession law, the bankruptcy law, and the antitrust en- 
actments attest. He was an indefatigable worker. One waitch- 
ing him in the Senate might think him idly passing away the 
hour. He was watching and listening. He seemed indifferent 
to what was going on. But let an error in argument be made 


or a misstatement of fact asserted, or, to him, false conclusions 
drawn in the course of that debate, and instantly his voice 
would ring throughout the Chamber. 
The ana- | was a brusqueness in his manner, 


Some might say there 
His voice was not melodious 
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and honeyed words were not natural to him. He was too 
sincere to touch even the hem of a hypocrite’s garment. He 
said what he meant, though not intentionally would he wound 
a friend. He wanted friendship and sympathy, but not if 
thereby there was to be a sacrifice of principle. If he be- 
lieved a man to be a demagogue or dishonest he was unrelent- 
ing in his opposition and vitriolic in his wrath. He did not 
want his friendship. He courted his opposition. But for all 
others was the outstretched hand and kindly heart. 
sympathy of a great man, ready to aid, when practicable, in 
trivial as well as important matters. 

When the light of such a name goes out the shadows for a 
while appear to gather. But not for long, for his work remain- 
eth in imperishable record in the history of his State and coun 
try. He rests in Sleepy Hollow Cemetery, in Concord. Near 
him is the grave of Emerson, the first of American philosophers, 
the seer of the idealism of American youth. There is also 
Thoreau, whose spirit yet seems haunting the hills and valleys 
of Sleepy Hollow or along the shores of Lake Waldon, not far 
away. There also is Alcott, the American teacher, and his 
family, so widely known. There also, only a few feet away, 
lies the greatest of American romancers, who in the little room 
at the old Salem custom-house penned the Scarlet Letter, whose 
conclusion is indeed the life lesson of him of whom we speak, 


He had the | 
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wherein Hawthorne says that he has failed in his purpose un- | 


less he has shown in this work he had created that in living 
and dying we must Be True, Be True. 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, that Senator Grorce Frise 
Hoar will hold a high place and fill a large space in the annals 
of his time goes without saying. Of Revolutionary stock, a 
descendant of Roger Sherman, he was American to his heart’s 
core, and he devoted his life to the service of the Republic, 
which rewarded him with her affection, her confidence, and her 
adiniration. His lines were cast in pleasant places and in a 
history-making epoch. Though sometimes he was viciously 
assailed, at others he ran the risk of having applied to him the 
Scriptural injunction, “ Woe unto you when all men shall speak 
well of you,” and at last, having almost reached the Psalmist’s 
extreme allotment of fourscore years, he had that— 

Which should accompany old age, 
As honor, love, obedience, troops of friends. 

Pleasant as it would be to me to enter into the details of his 
life, character, and labor, that delightful task must be left to 


others closer to him and more familiar with those facts which | 


constitute the essentials of biography; but the invitation to 
speak here and now has suggested to my mind a few thoughts 
which may or may not be of interest to those who hear and read 
what is uttered on this occasion. 

Job exclaimed: “Oh,that mine adversary had written a book !” 
From that day to this when a man has taken his pen in hand 
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fame, he most probably would not have enumerated his Com 
mentaries as even the smallest and humblest of them, but they 
constitute his clearest, strongest, and most enduring title to the 
favorable consideration of mankind. 

Napoleon, the most astounding son of Mars, with clearer 
vision and a wiser judgment as to the relative value of human 
achievements, proudly declared that he would descend to pos 
terity with his Code in his hand, a prophecy which has been 
amply verified. The crimson glories of Montenotte, Lodi, Ar- 
cola, Marengo, the Pyramids, Austerlitz, Ulm, Jena, and Wagram 


Leipzig, Waterloo, and the dismal journey to 
St. Helena; the thrones which he ravished from hostile kings 
and bestowed upon his brothers, sisters, and stable boys passed 
again to his royal enemies whom he had despoiled; the imperial 
crown, bought with so much blood and so much 

son, never encircled the brow of that pathetic child of misfor 
tune; but the laws created by the fiat of the Corsi 
influence and bless the lives of 75,000,000 people because they 
His career illustrates 


crime for his 


an Colossus 






were grounded in justice and in wisdom. 
and enforces the truth contained in Bulwer-Lytton’s famous 
lines: 

Beneath the rule of men entirely great 

The pen is mightier than the sword 

Others have marched as strenuously and fought as bravely 

as Xenophon and his ten thousand, only to vanish into oblivion 
but he and his band are among the immortals because he wrote 
the Anabasis, which has delighted and instructed millions of 


ambitious boys and which will delight and instruct succeeding 
millions till the earth shall perish with fervent heat 

The triumphal expedition of Geu. Alexander W. Doniphan 
and his heroic Missourians into the heart of Mexico by way of 
Santa Fe, traversing a vast wilderness full of hostile savages; 
subsisting on the enemy’s country; winning numerous victories 
over the very flower of tae descendants of the knights of 
Castile and Aragon; never losing a gun, a flag, a prisoner, or 
a skirmish, though frequently engaging ten their own 
number; never drawing from the Government a dollar, a ration, 
a piece of clothing, or an ounce of ammunition from the moment 
they left Fort Leavenworth, Kans., till ragged, 
invincible, they reported to Gen. Zachary Taylor on the red 
field of Monterey, having added an empire to the Union, is the 
most astounding martial achievement in the entire history of 
the human race. In difficulty, in courage, in fortitude, in glory, 
in results it eclipses utterly the far-famed retreat which Xeno 
phon has embalmed in immortal prose 

Every schoolboy knows by heart the fascinating story of 
the Greeks: but few remember the more won 
ance of the Missourians. Mirabile dictu! The 


times 


starving, but 


lerful perform 


glorious name 


| of Doniphan, the conqueror of New Mexico, Arizona, and Chi 


to write a book it has been assumed that he also took his repu- | 


tation, if not his life, in his hand; but the fact that what the 
man of Uz considered an extra-hazardous performance is not 
necessarily fatal to the performer is demonstrated by the event 
of the November election, when Col. Theodore Roosevelt, who 
has written many books, in which he expressed his opinions 
of persons and things with startling freedom, not to say aban 
don, was chosen President of this puissant 
overwhelming majority. This seeems to signify that the Ameri 
can people admire candid and courageous speaking 
book. 

However that may be, I rejoice and hail it as a healthy sign 
of the times that our public men are more and more growing 
into the habit of writing, in the evening of their lives, books 
of a more or less reminiscent nature, recording from 
standpoint their views of the transactions which they witnessed 
and part of which they were. What they say in that regard 
may be taken and accepted as part of the res geste. 

Cresar owes as much of his fame to his Commentaries as to 
his victories. The fruits of his conquests have long since per 
ished. The mighty empire which he founded has crumbled into 
dust. Happily for mankind, the system of government for 
which his name has become the synonym is in process of ulti- 
mate extinction; but by his Commentaries he has helped to 
form the minds of the youths of every civilized country under 
heaven through twenty centuries of man’s most interesting his- 
tory and most stupendous endeavor. So long as education is 
valued Cesar will exercise imperial sway over the human mind. 
not by the power of his invincible sword, which is rust, but by 
his cunning with the pen. Fighting was the serious business of 
his life. The preparation of his Commentaries was merely a 
mental recreation in his tent at eventide, amid the clatter of 
camps and the clangor of arms. Had he been catechised as to 
his deeds on which would be builded the towering fabric of his 





Republic by an 


even in a 


their | 


huahua does not even appear in some of our most ambitious 
encyclopedias. The reason is that General Doniphan, of Mis 
souri, did not emulate the laudable example of General Xeno- 
phon, of Greece, by writing a history of his own campaign; 
consequently he and the brave Missourians who fol 
all-conquering banner are to dumb forgetfulness a prey ~~ "rw 
true ‘tis pity; and pity ‘tis ’tis true.” While I am not general 
counsel for the star actors in the world’s drama, IT make bold to 
suggest to them that if they desire a square deal in history they 
would do well to imitate Csesar and Xenophon and write the 
histories themselves, 

Who cares a straw what Joseph Addison did or did not do : 
Secretary of State? But who that has a love of learning in his 
heart would be willing to see the last copy of the Tattler and 
the Spectator committed to the flames? 

Jobn Milton wrought much and successfully in the cause of 
human liberty, but Paradise Lost is his crowning glory 

Lord Macaulay, the statesman, the lawgiver, the ofliceholder, 
would have been forgotten years ago, but so long as our ve! 
nacular—the most elastic and virile 
dren of men—is used, the history, the poems, and, above all, 
the essays of Thomas Babbington Macaulay will inspire the 
human mind and thrill the human heart. 

Every scholar that has lived during three centuries has 
regretted that Lord Bacon was ever high chancellor of Eng 
land, an office which he disgraced, and in disgracing which he 
also disgraced the noble profession of the law; but every 
scholar—aye, every lover of our kind—in all that long lapse of 
years has thanked Almighty God that Francis Bacon wrote the 
Novum Organum and De Augmentis, by which, turning the In 
man mind to utilitarianism, he contributed more to human coi 
fort than was ever contributed by any other of the multitud 
nous sons of Adam. 

The imperial house of Austria has long been 
in European affairs. Henry Fielding, the English novelist, was 
related to it by ties of blood; and Gibbon, the historian of The 
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Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire, declares that Fielding, 
by writing “Tom Jones,” shed more luster upon our race than 
all the Hapsburgers that ever lived. 

Of what interest to us are the achievements of Bulwer pére 
in the rdle of statesman, or of Bulwer fils as governor-general 
of India? But till the end of time men will read with interest 
and women with tears Eugene Aram and Lucile. 

Thomas Brackett Reed, that masterful man whose memory 
we all cherish with infinite pride, was one of the great Speakers 
of this House, and accomplished a tremendous revolution in 
parliamentary procedure; but his fame is already a fading tra- 
dition. What would not the world give for a book from his 
trenchant pen expressing his honest opinions as to the men and 
measures with which he was associated? It would be a fit 
companion piece for Gulliver and The Letters of Junius. 

Senator CHAUNCEY MITCHELL Drprew ranks high in the Sen- 
ate; but the best service he could render his kind would be to 
devote his days and nights to writing a book of reminiscences. 
Many New Yorkers would make creditable Senators; but no 
other living man could write a book of such intense and abiding 
interest as could Senator DEPEw. 

There has been much sneering at “the scholar in politics.” 
That manifestation of bad temper and jealousy is easy and 
cheap. On a memorable occasion an eminent practical Pennsyl- 
vania politician referred to an illustrious citizen of Boston who 
had been named for a high diplomatic post as “one of them 
literary fellows,” with a profane adjective which the proprieties 
forbid me to repeat in this distinguished presence on this his- 
toric occasion. Nevertheless and notwithstanding Col. Thomas 
Hart Benton, of Missouri, by writing his Thirty Years’ View 
did more to make himself a great, an indispensable historic figure 
than he accomplished by his arduous service of six full Roman 
lustrums in the Senate and of one term in the House. As long as 
government exists on this continent he will be regarded as a 
standard authority on all matters pertaining to Congressional 
legislation. By writing his Twenty Years of Congress James 
Gillespie Blaine made a most valuable contribution to our politi- 
cal literature and achieved for himself a more permanent re- 
nown than if the supreme ambition of his heart had been grati- 
fied by an election to the Presidency. 

Samuel Sullivan Cox, one of the most brilliant of mortals, a 
Representative in Congress for many years from both Ohio and 
New York, as well as minister to the Sublime Porte, and the first 
man that ever delivered a speech in this Hall, may fade from 
public memory as a statesman, but The Buckeye Abroad, Why 
We Laugh, and The Three Decades of Federal Legislation will 
be perused with pleasure by millions yet unborn. 

For thirty-odd years, in House and Senate, Grorer FRISBIE 
Hoar was one of the most conspicuous legislators and orators 
of the times in which he lived. No great statute was placed 
upon the books which he did not have a hand in shaping. No 
important question arose which he did not discuss; but long 
after all that he did and said in this Chamber and the other has 
passed from the minds of men his Autobiography of Seventy 
Years will challenge the admiration of his countrymen. His 
noblest mental offspring was the last. 

His book has been criticised on two grounds—as being too 


ezotistical and as assigning to New Englanders in general, and 
Massachusetts men in particular, too high rank. At first blush 
I deemed both criticisms well taken, but upon mature refiection 
I concluded that neither is tenable. An autobiography, whether 
written by a Harvard man or by a Davy Crockett, is in the very 
nature of things egotistical, for the ego is the very essence of 
the theme. What might be offensive or preposterous in private 
conversation or in public speech may be appropriate and even 
pleasing in autobiographical writing. 

When he came to the grateful task of assigning the status of 
New Englanders and Bay State men he evidently took to heart 
the precept of St. Paul: 

But if any provide not for his own, and especially for those of his 
own house, he hath denied the faith, and is worse than an infidel. 

Even if it be conceded that he did overpraise the men of New 
England and Massachusetts— 


His failings leaned to virtue’s side. 

For an undue friendliness to one’s kindred and neighbors is 
greatly preferable to jealousy of them, and bears testimony of 
a nobler soul. 

Indeed, he had much cause to be lavish of panegyric in speak- 
ing of the men of Massachusetts. To merely walk the streets 
of Boston and read the inscriptions on her monuments, her 
statues, and her buildings is a liberal education in patriotism. 
Should an inhabitant of another planet, versed in both Latin 
and English, descend upon that city, without any prior knowl- 


edge of our history, he would naturally conciude that Massa- 
chusetts, single-handed and alone, originated and achieved the 


Revolution, created the Republic, and has sustained and goy- 
erned it from the first. If he should read Massachusetts books, 
which constitute a great multitude which no man can number, he 
would be confirmed in this erroneous impression. No complaint 
ean reasonably be made of Massachusetts or of Senator Hoar 
for unduly exalting the horn of Massachusetts men. What I 
do complain of is that the people of the South and West have 
not pursued the same plan with their own worthies, and have 
permitted them to be killed off by the inexorable rule of exclu- 
sion. Their pioneer statesmen, warriors, orators, and State 
builders were content to do things, great and glorious things, 
but were careless of what record was made of their achieve- 
ments. ‘The incorrigible New England habit of book-making 
accounts for the fact that her influence in America is large out 
of all proportion to her area, population, or achievements. Her 
writers would be destitute of human nature if they were not 
biased—unconsciously, perhaps, but biased nevertheless—in 
favor of New England men, New England women, New England 
performance, New BWngland scenery, New England opinion, and 
even of New England climate. Of course the ground already 
lost by the South and West in this regard can never be re- 
covered; but surely it is high time to go resolutely, systematic- 
ally, and extensively into the book-making business themselves. 
This much they owe to their ancestors, to themselves, to their 
posterity, to history, to truth, and to patriotism. 

Thousands of statesmen, orators, soldiers, and lawyers have 
lived and been forgotten; but it may be safely stated that since 
Guttenberg invented movable types no man has written a really 
great book who is not still remembered by intelligent persons. 

Macaulay says: 


One of the most remarkable circumstances in the history of Bacon's 
mind is .the order in which its powers expanded themselves. With 
him the fruit came first and remained to the last. The blossoms did 
not appear till late. In general, the development of the fancy is to 
the development of the judgment what the growth of a girl is to the 
growth of a boy. ‘The fancy attains at an earlier period to the per- 
fection of its beauty, its power, and its fruitfulness, and, as it is first 
to ripen, it is also first to fade. It has generally lost something of 
its bloom and freshness before the sterner faculties have reached ma- 
turity, and is commonly withered and barren while those faculties still 
retain all their energy. It rarely ha — that the fancy and the judg- 
ment grow together. It happens stl more rarely that the judgment 
grows faster than the fancy. This seems, however, to have been the 
case with Bacon. His boyhood and youth appear to have been singu- 
larly sedate. His gigantic scheme of philosophical reform is said by 
some writers to have been planned before he was 15, and was undoubt- 
edly planned while he was still young. He observed as vigilantly, 
meditated as deeply, and judged as temperately when he gave his first 
work to the world as at the close of his long career. But in eloquence, 
in sweetness, and variety of expression, and in richness of illustration, 
his later writings are far superior to those of his youth. 


These words may be applied almost literally to Senator Hoar. 
From the day he delivered his great philippic against Mr. Sec- 
retary Belknap to the hour of his death he spoke as frequently 
perhaps as any other man in public life, and every word that 
fell from his lips was read with eagerness by the intelligence of 
America. His style constantly grew richer, more imaginative, 
and more ornate, until some of his later speeches partook 
largely of the nature of epic poems. The peculiar order of 
growth which Macaulay notes in Bacon’s mind, and which I 
have just stated to be true with reference to Senator Hoar’s, is 
also true, though in a lesser degree, of the intellects of Grover 
Cleveland, Benjamin Harrison, and William McKinley. The 
feature in which their minds and styles seem to have changed 
most markedly in their advanced years was that of humor. 
Prior to their induction into the Presidential office it would be 
difficult to discover even a trace of humor in their writings or 
their speeches; but after quitting the White House both Mr. 
Cleveland and General Harrison developed a rich vein of humor. 
On his trip to California President McKinley lightened up his 
speeches with genial humor, which was a grateful surprise to 
his countrymen. Even on his deathbed he uttered one delicious 
mot at the expense of his physicians. I hold it truth that this 
development of humor in these three illustrious citizens of the 
Republic was so much clear gain to all our people. 

It may possibly be—who knows?—that these men were dow- 
ered with the humorous faculty at birth, but the occupations of 
their lives had been so serious and so pressimg that they never 
had leisure or inclination to indulge its exercise. 

It is a matter of congratulation that they did develop that 
faculty, for I believe in Carlyle’s dictum that “ Humor has 
justly been regarded as the finest perfection of poetic genius.” 

The career of Senator Hoar suggests still another thought— 
that all the world, including Massachusetts, is growing more 
liberal and more tolerant. As a matter of fact, Massachusetts 
has always been liberal and tolerant above the average in the 
range of opinion permitted to her public men. Nevertheless, 
the fact remains that Boston shut the doors of Faneuil Hall 
in the face of Daniel Webster, the greatest New Englander 
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who ever saw the light of day, the greatest orator who ever 
spoke the English tongue, and that the legislature of Massa- 
chusetts passed resolutions of censure upon Charles Sumner, 
because they had run counter to the public sentiment of their 
constituencies. But Senator Hoar’s was a happier fate, for, 
notwithstanding the fact that he ran counter to her public 
sentiment more frequently and more violently than either Sum- 
ner or the godlike Daniel, Massachusetts reelected him in his 
extreme old age to a fifth full term in the Senate of the United 
States. With her increasing generosity the.Old Bay State 
would probably have kept him in the Senate a half century 
had he lived so long. This wiser liberality was not only an 
honor to Massachusetts and a gratification to Senator Hoar, 
but is an added glory to the Republic and to the human race. 


Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I came to these memorial ex- 
ercises to listen to the eulogies on the life and services of Sena- 
tor Hoar delivered by those who knew him best and respected 
him most highly, by his friends in the Massachusetts delegation, 
who admired and loved him. The words uttered have been 
“arnest and beautiful and form an appropriate tribute to the 
memory of the great departed. It is not possible for me to 
strengthen or embellish what has been said, yet my admiration 
for the deceased statesman was so intense that I can not let this 
occasion pass without adding my humble offering of respect and 
esteem to the memory of this great American, alihough I can 
not fittingly state my high regard for him as a man and my ap- 
preciation of his services to the people. 

He was indeed a grand and good man. His State and country 
have suffered a great loss. He personified the highest type of 
the New England citizen, and therefore of the American citizen. 
He was a native of Massachusetts and a descendant through 
many generations of Puritan ancestors. They were a remark- 
able people—severe, austere, uncharitable, and perhaps bigoted, 
but they were the result of trying and heroic times and condi- 
tions. They feared God and nothing else. They were perse- 
cuted in their native land for conscience sake, and bade farewe!] 
to their homes and friends, embarked in a frail and unseaworthy 
craft, braved the dangers of an unexplored ocean, and landed on 
the frost-bound shores of a hostile wilderness; and they dared 
all and endured all for their convictions. 

They fought their way against an inclement climate and ster- 
ile soil, savage beasts, and more savage men. They felled the 
forests and erected churches, schools, and colleges, and estab- 
lished a cradle of liberty in which was bred a remarkable gal- 
axy of poets, historians, scholars, orators, philosophers, states- 
men, and patriots. Trial and adversity made them strong and 
self-reliant. They were frugal, industrious, temperate, honest, 
capable, and enterprising. 

Senator Hoar was an offspring of that stock and civilization. 
He inherited their sterling virtues, and by broad scholarship, 
the liberal spirit of modern Harvard, extensive travel, and ac- 
quaintance with many peoples and customs, and a mind always 
open and in search of light and truth, he became more mellow, 
charitable, and lovable than his rigid forefathers. His father 
was an able lawyer, in easy circumstances, and the son was 
given the best opportunities for education and culture, which 
he diligently improved. He graduated from Harvard at 20, 
commenced the practice of law at 22, and was elected to the 
Massachusetts house of representatives at 26. From that time 
on he was almost continuously in publie life, in the service of 
his city, county, State, and nation. He was also a member of 
and took an active interest in many charitable, literary, and 
historical associations. He continued the practice of his pro- 
fession, and by reason of his industry, systematic habits, and 
remarkable mental equipment he did well everything he under- 
took. 

He was a Republican in polities and firmly believed his party 


the only one competent to properly conduct the affairs of gov- | 


ernment; yet because he was an independent thinker he some- 


times differed with the majority of his party leaders in the | 


Senate, and expressed his views according to his convictions. 
However, he never lost the respect and confidence of his col- 
leagues in that body on either side of the Chamber, for while 
they could not concur with his views they fully believed in his 
honesty, sincerity, patriotism, and singleness of purpose. And 
be it said to the credit of Massachusetts that when last returned 
to the Senate he was in open opposition to the Administration’s 


Philippine policy, with which the Republican party of his State | 


was in accord. 

That was the last great political, intellectual, and moral battle 
of his eventful career. To him it was essentially a moral ques- 
tion. 


of antagonism. He was too big, too high-minded, too patri- 


He took his stand not from selfishness or through a spirit | 


He believed that the Administration, in the 


otic for that. 
ratification of the Treaty of Paris, was forgetful of the teachings 
of the fathers; that it was drifting away from the traditions, 


ideals, and the fundamental principles of the Republic. That 
treaty followed close on the victory over Spain. Our people 
were excited. The fire of battle was in their blood. The greed 
for more land seemed to have taken possession of them. The 
spirit of expansion and commercialism was dominant. ‘The 
Senators who approved the treaty doubtless believed they were 
recording the prevailing sentiments of their several constitu 
encies. ‘They yielded to the temporary clamor and appropriated 
the Philippines. Not so Senator Hoar. He comprehended the 
situation. He seemed to see the end frem the beginning. H«¢ 
had clear and positive views and the courage to express them. 

In that memorable parliamentary debate he stood almost alon 
on the Republican side of the Chamber, taxing to the utmost 
the great powers of his brave heart and resourceful brain 
striving to convince his colleagues that the ratification of that 
treaty would prove to be a grave mistake. 
was right, he yielded not to the taunts of his enemies or the 
appeals of his friends, like the letter read by Mr. Lovertne ile 

vent down to defeat, but he had the consolation of having stood 
by his convictions and of having remained true to the traditions 
of his State and the long line of his illustrious aneestors. The 
logic of events has established the wisdom of some of his argu 
ments. It is a pity that he could not have lived a few years 
more, that he might witness the vindication of his views and 
see the pendulum of publie opinion swing back to the position 
of unselfish patriotism and true Americanism on which he 
stood. 

Iie was a constructive statesman, and by his thorough in- 
vestigation of facts and precedents, his analytical mind and 
intellectual integrity he explained and illumined many dry pub- 
lic questions and made them clear and interesting to the ord 
nary reader. By his practical wisdom, force of character, and 
earnestness of purpose he impressed his personality on our 
legislation to a degree seldom equaled. He did not court no 
toriety, neither did he avoid responsibility in order to escape 
criticism. He was a man of pure mind, lofty aspirations, and 
high ideals, and did his duty day by day as he saw it. 

Only a short time ago he completed and published an auto 
biography. It is a work of unusual merit, written in his simple 
pure, delightful style. It illustrates his modesty and absence 
of egotism, for it is a history from personal knowledge of his 
time rather than of himself and what he did. It is very inter 
esting and instructive, and a source of inspiration to the youth 
of our country. 

Ile did not close his books at the end of his college course or 
think of having completed his education, but continued the en- 
joyment of reading and study during his long, busy life, and 
retained the buoyancy and freshness of boyhood, and was one 
of the youngest old men in the country. Neither did his ener 
gies seem to abate with advancing years. He died while in the 
full tide of his moral and intellectual activity and at the zenith 
of his great fame and influence. His general scholarship and 
literary attainments were recognized in educational centers, for 
honorary degrees were conferred upon him by 
greatest colleges and universities. He was a favored son of the 
Old Bay State. From boyhood he was the recipient of many 
social, literary, and political distinctions, which he bore with 
such simplicity and grace that the people delighted to honor 
him. He was a grand old man, respected, beloved, revered by 
all, and to-day Massachusetts mourns the loss of her 

| citizen. 

In Washington he lived in a plain, temperate, economical 
manner. His influence was derived not from grand dinners and 
social functions, but from work and worth. His power was 
great and grew with his years of service. His opportunities for 
gain were many were he pecuniarily inclined, yet it is said he 
| died a comparatively poor man. This needs no commentary in 
these times. It speaks for itself. 

In the United States Senate, a body composed largely of mil 
lionaires, many of whom entered through the financial doorway, 
Senator Hoar stood almost alone. He was not the representa 
tive of any trust, combine, or special interest; neither was he 
engaged in the advancement of his own schemes, using his ollice 
|} a8 a means to an end. Le was a plain, straightforward, unas 
| Suming gentleman, a profound thinker, an able orator, a fearless 
advocate. of what he believed to be the best, an accomplished 
statesman, an incorruptible patriot, and an ideal Senator of the 
American Congress. In his death his State has lost her most 
worthy and distinguished son and the Republic her most able 
and accomplished legislator, for take him all in all be was the 
foremost character in our public life. 


Conscious that he 


su 


then 


inany of our 


first 


2444 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 12, 





Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, Massachu- 
setts has good reason to be proud of the long line of eminent 
statesmen which she has given to the legislative service of the 
nation. The Commonwealth has been fortunate in the exist- 
ence of political conditions which rendered it possible at all 
times to select for Congressional service men of the highest 
character, ability, and devotion to duty. This has been espe- 
cially true of her representation in the Senate. 

I appreciate how difficult the task of attempting to place a 
just estimate upon the character and services of a life at its 
close. The place which Mr. Hoar will take in American his- 
tory can be-far better determined a generation hence than now. 
Great political policies which he espoused or opposed still re- 
main unsettled. Future events must decide the wisdom and 
value of the opinions which he so earnestly and ably contended 
for during the closing years of his life. No one, however, will 
question but that he was one of the great men of the genera- 
tion in which he lived. He possessed those qualities of char- 
acter and temperament which. rendered him most attractive 
to the American people. He was aggressive and fearless, and 
at the same time tolerant and liberal. He possessed intense 
convictions, which he was ready to defend in any field of intel- 
lectual conflict. He worked out his own standards of charac- 
ter and conduct. He was a humanitarian in the broadest sense 
of the term. He recognized good in all mankind. He under- 
stood and sympathized with the tremendous struggle of the 
human race to improve its condition, and he was easily moved 
by sympathetic impulses. 

My acquaintance with Mr. Hoar began in 1875. He was then 
a Representative in Congress from the Worcester district, but 
he was still in active touch with the practice of his profession 
which he loved so well. He was then 49 years of age. The 
mellowing influence of years was not then upon him. He was 
the keen, caustic, aggressive lawyer, the equal if not the supe- 
rior of any attorney of his years in his own Commonwealth. 
3y inheritance, education, and temperament he was equipped 
for a great career at the bar. Had he remained out of politics 
and devoted his life to his chosen profession there can be no 
doubt he weuld have achieved great fame as a lawyer and taken 
a foremost rank at the American bar. 

When Mr. Hoar entered Congress he was 48 years of age. He 
had already acquired fram the practice of his profession what 
may properly be regarded as a competency for most attorneys. 
He contemplated after a service of one or two terms in Con- 
gress to return to private life and continue the practice of law. 
3ut like nearly all Members of Congress, he yielded to the fas- 
cinating influence of a public career. He felt the broadening 
influence of his surroundings. He was in touch with the great 
Republic, and felt the ceaseless throb of the pulse of a restless 
and ambitious nation. The ardent patriotism of six genera- 
tions of American ancestry was in his veins. His law books 
were closed, but the history of his country was open to him as 
never before. He reviewed in a new light the great struggle 
from Plymouth to Yorktown, and from Yorktown to Appomat- 
tox, and that other great struggle of legislative conflict begin- 
ning with the Declaration of Independence and the Articles of 
Confederation down to the amendments to the Constitution, 
which worked out the reconstruction of the Republic and ren- 
dered its future secure. 

The noted success of his Congressional career during his first 
two terms in the House made him conscious of his capacity and 
power in this new field of activity, and he decided to yield to 
the command of his constituency and devote his life to the 
public service. For thirty-five years—a full generation—he 
gave the best that was in him to the service of his country. 
During that long period no important question of legislation 
was under consideration that did not receive his careful thought 
and attention. Upon most of them is to be seen the impress of 
his keen and forceful intellect. 

No man of his time had a more comprehensive knowledge of 
American history. It was a knowledge always at his command. 
But few men have lived who knew the literature of the world 
better than he. The habits of the scholar never deserted him. 
His library to him was peopled with the great spirits of the 
past. He loved to commune with the best thoughts of all ages. 
He made a careful study of the English language. His diction 
was pure and forceful. In the later years of his life he pre- 
pared his speeches with the greatest care. He believed, as he 
had the right to, that they were to live in American history. 

In the early years of his life he was an intense partisan. He 
was a member of the Free Soil party, which was pledged to a 
great reform. But with advancing years he ceased to be a 
partisan. He was fond of the political party to which he be- 
longed, but his long experience had taught him that even a 
political party may not always be right. He looked upon politi- 


eal parties as a means to an end. ‘Above party and party creed 
was the Republic. Mr. Hoar took exception to several of the 
policies adopted by the Republican party, and he did not hesitate 
to criticise and even denounce his own party in the belief that 
it was his duty to do so. He entertained positive views con- 
cerning the acquisition and the government of the Philippines. 
He was opposed to any policy which did not provide the same 
form of government for all people living under tlhe American 
flag. The wisdom of his views upon that question can not yet’ 
be determined. No man has the right to say that he was not 
right and the majority of his party wrong. A generation hence 
that question can be determined with exact justice to all. No 
one questions the courage, the patriotism, and the devotion to 
duty of Mr. Hoar. He reached his conclusions after careful 
study, and was always prepared to defend them. 

Within a little more than a half century Massachusetts has 
been called upon to mourn the loss of three great statesmen— 
Webster, Sumner, and Hoar. All represented her in the Con- 
gress of the nation. Each achieved his greatness in the Senate 
Chamber. Each in his time was the idol of her people, and with 
the close of their earthly careers deep sorrow rested upon the 
old Commonwealth. But no more profound or lasting sorrow 
ever filled the hearts of the people of my Commonwealth than 
did the announcement of the death of Mr. Hoar. He was the 
friend of all the people; he had served all with equal fidelity and 
devotion. He was a product of Massachusetts by birth, educa- 
tion, and citizenship. Massachusetts gave this son to the Re- 
public. The service which he rendered must hereafter be a 
part of the history of the nation. 


Mr. KELIHER. Mr. Speaker, the country has suffered the 
loss of a great son whose useful, brilliant, and exemplary life 
was, in the main, devoted to the upliftment of his fellow-men 
and the elevation of the civic standards of his State and nation. 
Massachusetts mourns the loss of Grorecr Frispre Hoar and the 
nation shares her sorrow; for both will miss his wise, sound, 
and patriotic counsel. 

In accordance with a time-honored custom, we consecrate 
these few hours to the memory of the late Senator, in which 
we may pay our worded tributes to the distinguished dead and 
briefly summarize a few of the many of his virtues that earned 
for him the everlasting love, honor, and respect of the American 
people. 

Upon occasions of this kind the eulogist is apt to stray beyond 
the confines of accurate review and trespass the tempting fields 
of exaggeration and fulsomeness. With a subject so replete 
with interesting and historic data as the life of Grorcr FRISBIE 
Hioar there is neither necessity nor excuse for leaving the 
straight paths of impartially chronicled history of the State 
he so brilliantly represented and the nation he so loyally and 
conscientiously served. ; 

He was a splendid type of Massachusetts citizenship—sturdy, 
virile, cultured, liberal, and intensely patriotic. Embodying 
the finest traditions of the country he so ardently loved, he was 
a fine example of the old-school American statesman, fast dis- 
appearing, more’s the pity, to whose rugged honesty, consistent 
conservatism, and marked ability the present generation should 
give thanks for the proud position these United States occupy 
in the world of nations. 

Senator Hoar came of a sturdy stock of ancestors that for 
generations back contributed liberally to the fame and glory 
and the material and intellectual wealth of Massachusetts and 
New England. They were always a public-spirited and patri- 
otic people who were ever conspicuous in agitations and up- 
risings, moral or physical, that had for their purpose the 
protesting against an abridgment of the religious freedom of the 
people or arresting the encroachment of governmental tyrannies. 

All these commendable traits Greorce Frispre Hoar inherited 
and effectively brought into play during his active and influen- 
tial service to his State and country. His grandfather was one 
of that immortal band of untrained, undisciplined patriots that 
faced the British regulars on the memorable April day one hun- 
dred and thirty years ago and fired that history-making volley 
the echo of which will ever sound in the hearts of the American 
people. 

The spirit that rebels against injustice impelled armed re- 
sistance by his grandfather at Concord to the further impo- 
sition of unjust taxation by the despotic and doltish George. It 
incited the vigorous, effective, and impressive battle main- 
tained by Senator Hoar till the final call against the adoption 
by his party of a policy that he so vigorously denounced as un- 
righteous and un-American, 

Like his fathers before him, he eagerly took up the cause of 
the lowly and oppressed and valiantly prosecuted the fight for 
liberty of the struggling Filipino, parting upon this great issue 
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with the party he so ardently loved and for which he had so 


untiringly toiled all his life. A strict constitutionist, he re- 
sisted with his profound reasoning, matchless oratory, and in- 
domitable opposition the adoption of the new and radical 
doctrine of the Republican party that established a republic 
in Cuba and by force of might denied one to the Filipino, ac- 
quiring sovereignty over the Philippines instead. 

His veneration for the Constitution and unyielding adherence 
to a strict construction of its provisions weakened his in- 
fluence in the Senate, but immeasurably increased the affection 
the people bore him. The attitude of Senator Hoar upon the 
Philippine question was consistent with every public act of his 
life. 

In the earlier days, when the spirit of race and religious 
bigotry was rampant, when the movement to proscribe the alien 
was gaining alarming impetus, GrorGE FRispie Hoar stood up, 
a colossal figure, in opposition. For this Christian stand taken 
by him and men of his kind a tremendous debt of gratitude is 
owed by the immigrants of fifty years ago, their children and 
grandchildren. 

The son of an alien myself, I recall with thankfulness my 
father’s frequent and feeling reference to the liberality and 
broadmindedness of Senator Hoar in those trying times. Like 
many of his kind, my father sought these friendly shores 
whose arms were said to be extended in readiness to grasp in 
friendly embrace those who sought relief from the oppressions 
and tyrannies of monarchical governments, and whose ambition 
it was to seize the opportunities in which this country so 
richly abounded. 

Forced from an unfortunate country whose history is one of 


never-ending wrong, every page of which makes the heart sick ; 


with its record of persecution and annihilation, my expatriated 
father, with hope unlimited, sought refuge in this country, the 
Mecca of the oppressed of the world. Imagine his surprise and 
disappointment to soon find an element in the land he had 
dreamed of as the garden of liberty shrieking their hatred of the 
foreign born, and demanding their suppression, deportation, and 
ofttimes their destruction. 

When feeling and prejudice ran high, with no fear of political 
or social effect, Senator Hoar stood up in opposition, and did 
much to bring the American people to a realization of the incon- 
gruous position they had taken. When again, in my day, this 
spirit of intolerance and narrowness was revived; when men 
high in the councils of his party and influential in shaping its 
policies covertly connived at the unpatriotic work that was 
going on, or cowardly evaded meeting the reprehensible issue, 
Senator Hoar came out into the open and denounced it as vehe- 
mently as his intense nature would permit. His denunciation 
stirred the people so thoroughly that the unholy movement soon 
died unwept, dishonored, and soon forgotten. 

Senator Hoar’s masterly attributes were a blessed inheritance. 
It is not to be wondered that he was scholarly, for his A B C’s 
were taught him by a mother who inherited rare intellectuality 
which she instilled and imparted to her son, and in his rudi- 
mentary studies he was instructed by an exceptionally talented 
father. 

That he was intensely patriotic was due not only to the infiu- 
ence of heredity, for environment contributed as well. Nursed 
by a mother whose father, Roger Sherman, was a potent factor 
in shaping the events that led to the Revolutionary war, and 


rocked upon the knee of a father whose father stood at Con- | 


cord Bridge, one of the intrepid few that fired the shot that gave 
impetus to the war that resulted in the formation of this great 
nation, he could not be otherwise than patriotic. 

As a lad he romped upon highways and byways that were 
rich in historical traditions, and grew into manhood in an at- 
mosphere of patriotism. He imbibed freely of the profound 
philosophy from the pure wells that were plentiful within the 
confines of classic Concord from the time he arrived at the age 
of understanding. The effect upon young Hoar would lend 
credence to the theory that— 


Youth, like the softened wax, with ease will take 
The images that first impressions make. 


Nature gave bountifully when endowing Senator Hoar. She 
made him industrious, and he applied that industry to the end 
that his fellows might benefit from it; she lavished upon him 
literary attainments, and the result of his efforts in those fields 
were inspiring and instructive; she made his nature broad and 
liberal, and that liberality exercised a potent influence in en- 
larging the scope of civie rights and religious freedom of the 
harassed and circumscribed; she blessed him with rare powers 
of statesmanship that were all exerted in enhancing the honor 
and glory of his country. 

Mr. Speaker, Massachusetts has filled the places allotted her 
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in yonder Hall by the nation, where in bronze and marble the 
several States may perpetuate their favorite sons. Were there 
another place available the overwhelming sentiment of the peo 
ple of Massachusetts, without regard to race, religion, or polit- 
ical party, would be voiced in favor of the selection of a statue 
of him who embodied her ideals of manliness, patriotism, liber- 
ality, learning, and statesmanship-—Grorce FRispie Hoar. 


Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Speaker, there were several other 
Members who desired to speak, but who have been unable to 
be present. I therefore ask unanimous consent that permission 
be given to those who desire to do so to print in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Massachusetts? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Now, in pursuance to the resolution heretofore adopted, the 
House stands adjourned. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 37 minutes p. m.) 
journed. 


the House ad- 





SENATE, 
Monnay, February 13, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALe. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed 
ings of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and 
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

MESSAGE 


FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browninec, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed with amendments the following bills; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate: 

S. 45038. An act to provide for sittings of the circuit court and 
district courts of the southern district of Florida in the city of 
Fernandina, in said district; and 

S. 5972. An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River between the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton 
County, Minn., and the city of St. Cloud, Stearns County, Minn. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution: 

S. 54. An act for the relief of William B. 


sarnes ; 


S. 57. An act for the relief of Laura S. Gillingwaters: 
S. 60. An act for the relief of Gottlieb C. Rose; 


S. 2433. 
Skinner ; 

S. 3218. 
retired ; 

S. 4079. An act for the relief of James Denton; 

S. 4096. An act for the relief of Louis J. Souer, collector of 
internal revenue for the collection district of Louisiana. 

S$. 5172. An act for the relief of the heirs of D. C. McCan and 
Edward Conery, sr.; 

S. 5997. An act authorizing the President to nominate and 
appoint William L. Patterson a second lieutenant in the United 
States Army ; 

S. 6270. An act directing the issue of a 
lost check drawn in favor of W. W. 
Francisco, Cal. ; 

S. 6337. An act for the establishment of subports of entry at 
Rouses Point and Malone, N. Y.; 

S. 6951. An act to authorize the Spokane International Rail 
way Company to construct and maintain bridge across the Pend 
d’@reille River and the Kootenai River in the county of Koote- 
nai, State of Idaho; and 

S. R. 65. Joint resolution providing for an extension of time 
for completing the highway bridge and approaches across the 
Potomac River at Washington, D. C. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H. R. 1860. An act for the relief of certain enlisted men of 
the Twentieth Regiment of New York Volunteer Infantry; 


An act to amend the military record of John H. 


An act for the relief of Civil Engineer P. C. Asserson, 


check in lieu of a 


Montague & Co., of San 


H. R. 2848. An act for the relief of Capt. Ferdinand Hansen; 
H. R. 6821. An act to remove the record of. dishonorable dis- 
charges from the military records of John Shamburger, Louis 


Smith, George Heppel, and Henry Metzger; 
H. R. 8413. An act for the relief of John Gretzer, jr.; 
H. R. 12679. An act for the relief of M. L. Skidmore; 
H. R. 12881. An act for the relief of Ellen A. Dunn; 
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H. R. 14522. An act directing the issue of a check in lieu of 
a lost check drawn by Col. John V. Furey, Assistant Quarter- 
master-General, United States Army, in favor of John Wana- 
maker ; 

Ii. R. 15609. An act providing for the acquirement of water 
rights in the Spokane River along the southern boundary of the 
Spokane Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington, for 
the acquirement of lands on said reservation for sites for power 
purposes and the beneficial use of said water, and for other 
purposes > 

H. R. 15763. An act granting an honorable discharge to Fred- 
erick H. Stafford ; 

H. R. 16584. An act for the relief of the Monongahela Iron 
and Steel Company, of Pittsburg, Pa.; 

H. R. 17175. An act for the relief of Capt. Frank D. Ely; 

H. R. 17564. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
tha L. H. Spurgin; 

Ii. R. 17579. An act to create a new division of the western 
judicial district of Louisiana, and to provide for terms of court 
at Lake Charles, La., and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 17869. An act relating to the Monroe and Lake Provi- 
dence Railroad Company ; 

H. R. 18040. An act to authorize Gila County, Ariz., to issue 
$40,000 in bonds to build a court-house, and so forth; 

H. R. 18196. An act to amend section 4405 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; 

H. R. 18197. An act to amend section 4463 of the Revised 
Statutes relating to the complement of crews of vessels; 

H. R. 18198. An act to amend sections 4417, 4453, 4488, and 
4499 of the Revised Statutes relating to the Steamboat-Inspec- 
tion Service, and section 5344 of the Revised Statutes relating 
to “eg by officers or owners of vessels; 

Hi. 18201. An act to amend sections 4418, 4480, and 4483 of 
the a v vised Statutes and to repeal sections 4435, 4436, and 4459 
of the Revised Statutes, all relating to the Steamboat-Inspec- 
tion Service; 

Ii. R. 18202. An act to amend sections 4415, 4416, 4423, 4426, 
4449, 4452, 4470, 4472, 4498, and 4233 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to steamboat inspection ; 

H. R. 18208. An act to amend section 4472 of the Revised 
Statutes so as to remove certain restrictions upon the trans- 
portation by steam vessels of gasoline and other products of 
petroleum when carried by motor vehicles (commonly known 
as automobiles), using the same as a source of motive power; 

H. R. 18358. An act to authorize the Borderland Coal Com- 
pany, of Nolan, W. Va., to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big 
Sandy River at a point about 2 miles east of Nolan, Mingo 
County, W. Va., where the same forms the boundary line 
between the States of West Virginia and Kentucky; 

Hi. R. 18513. An act to extend the time for the commencement 
and completion of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
Pierre, S. Dak.; 

H. R. 18527. An act for the relief of Lieut. D. W. Blamer, 
United States Navy; and 

H. R. 18676. An act to amend the seventh section of an act 
entitled “An act to establish circuit courts of appeals, and to 
define and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the 
courts of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 3, 1891, and amended June 6, 1900. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to 
the following bills: 

. 4169. An act granting a pension to Galena Jouett; 


S. 5732. An act granting a pension to Philip Lawotte; 

S. 5947. An act granting an increase of pension to Florence 
O. Whitman; and 

S. 6152. An act granting an increase of pension to Anne E. 
Wilson. 


The message further announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (U1. R. 16560) to authorize the registration of trade-marks 
used in commerce with foreign nations or among the several 
States or with Indian tribes and to protect the same. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15578) to pre- 
vent the use of devices calculated to convey the impression that 
the United States Government certifies to the quality of gold 
and silver used in the arts, asks a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. MANN, and Mr. SHACKLEFORD 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further transmitted resolutions passed by the 





House commemorative of the life and public services of Hon. 
GEORGE F'RISBIE Hoar, late a Senator from the State of Massa- 
chusetts. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

H. R. 17992. An act to permit the legislative assembly of the 
Territory of Oklahoma to make appropriations for the erection 
of buildings for the Agricultural and Mechanical College of 
said Territory; and 

H. R. 18757. An act making an appropriation for clearing the 
Potomac River of ice. 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. McLAURIN presented the credentials of HERNANDO DE 
Soto Money, chosen by the legislature of Mississippi a Senator 
from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1905; which 
were read, and ordered to be filed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the 
legislative assembly of the Territory of Oklahoma, relative to 
the enactment of the so-called “ pure-food bill;” which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the legislative assembly of 
the Territory of Arizona, remonstrating against granting to the 
State of Utah certain land north of the Colorado River; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of the Union League Club, 
of Chicago; of the Commercial Club, of Chicago, and of the In- 
ternational Arbitration Society, of Chicago, all in the State of 
Illinois, praying for the ratification of international arbitration 
treaties; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming presented a joint resolution of the 
legislature of Wyoming, relative to the opening of the Shoshone 
Indian Reservation; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as fol- 
lows: 

{The State of Wyoming, office of the secretary of state.] 
UNITED STATES oF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 


I, Fenimore Chatterton, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, 
do hereby certify that the hereunto attached is a full, true, and cor- 
rect copy of House joint resolution No. 5, the same being a joint reso- 
lution relating to the opens of the Shoshone Indian Reservation. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Wyoming. 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 10th day of February, A. D. 1905. 

[SBEAL.] F. CHATTERTON, 

Secretary of State. 
By C. L. HINKLE, Deputy. 


House joint resolution No. 5, a joint resolution relating to the opening 
of the Shoshone Indian Reservation. 


Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Wyoming 
(the senate concurring), That the immediate opening of the Shoshone 
Indian Reservation would be a vast benefit to the State of W yoming as 
well as to the entire West, and advantageous to the Indians concerned. 

We therefore urge that the Congress of the United States pass a bill 
for such opening at the present session. 

Approved February 8, A. D. 1905. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming presented a petition of Rocky Moun- 
tain Subdivision, No. 103, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi- 
neers, of Wyoming, and a petition of Sheridan Subdivision, No. 
624, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Wyoming, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the employment 
of any man as a locomotive engineer who has not had at least 
three years’ experience as a locomotive fireman; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of the Inter- 
denominational Council of Women, of New York City; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of New York City, and of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Lockport, all in the 
State of New York, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No, 279, Cigar- 
makers’ International Union, of Plattsburg, N. Y., and a me- 
morial of Local Union No. 229, Cigarmakers’ International 
Union, of Binghamton, N. Y., remonstrating against any reduc- 
tion of the duty on tobacco and cigars imported from the Phil- 
ippine Islands; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Philippines. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Woodlawn. 
New York City, Brooklyn, Syracuse, and Phoenix, and of the 
New Yorker Deutscher Apotheker Verein, of New York City, all 
in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
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tion to amend the patent laws relating to medicinal prepara- 
tions; which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of the National League Com- 
mission of Buffalo, N. ¥., and a petition of the Fruit and Prod- 
uce Trade Association of New York City, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merece Commission; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the United States Export 
Association, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, 

He also presented petitions of Just in Time Lodge, No. 149, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of New York City; of 
L. S. Coffin Lodge, No. 311, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, 
of Mechanicville, and of Local Division No. 444, Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, of Olean, all in the State of New York, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill; ” 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

IIe also presented a petition of the Merchants and Manufac- 
turers’ Board of Trade, of New York City, praying for the en- 





actment of legislation providing for increase of salaries of the | 


President, Vice-President, Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, members of the Cabinet, and Representatives and Dele- 
gates in Congress; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Spencer Chemical Fire 
Company, of Spencer, N. Y., and a memorial of the Tioga Hose 
Company, of Waverly, N. Y., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called “ Morrell insurance bill;” which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ 
Association, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of leg 
islation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of W. E. Morse Division, No, 611 
3rotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Eldon, Mo., prayi 
for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of John B. Sleman, 
jr., of the city of Washington, praying for the enactment of lex- 
islation to establish a juvenile court and probation system in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of John B. Sleman, jr., of the 
city of Washington, praying that an appropriation of $2,000 be 
made for the establishment of public playgrounds in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. KEAN. I present a memorial of the directors of the 
United States Export Association, relative to the so-called 
“ Townsend railroad-rate bill.” I ask that the memorial may be 
read, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

There being no objection, the memorial was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, as follows: 


Interstate 


Ii « 


“ 


[United States Export Association, New York.] 
At a meeting of the directors of the United States Export Associa- 
tion, held February 11, 1905, the following memorial was adopted 
To the honorable the members of the Senate of the United States: 


l 


Your memorialists respectfully ask your consideration of the fol- 
| lowing points bearing upon the Townsend bill, conferring rate-making 
| powers upon the Interstate Commerce Commission, which has been 


He also presented a memorial of the Clothiers’ Association of | 
New York City, remonstrating against the repeal of the present | 


bankruptcy law; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
Mr. GIBSON presented a joint resolution of the legislature of 


Montana, relative to the election of United States Senators by | 


direct vote of the people; which was referred to the Committee 


on Privileges and Elections, and ordered to be printed in the | 


ReEcorD, as follows: 


House joint resolution No. 1. Resolution requesting Congress to call 
a convention for the purpose of proposing an amendment to the Con- 


stitution of the United States, which amendment shall provide for | 


the election of United States Senators by direct vote of the people. 

Whereas a large number of the State legislatures have at 
times adopted memorials and resolutions in favor of the election of 
United States Senators by popular vote; and 

Whereas the National House of Representatives has on several oc- 


various | 


casions within recent years adopted resolutions in favor of this pro- | 


pesed change in the method of electing United States Senators, which 
were not adopted by the Senate; and 

Whereas Article V of the Constitution of the United States provides 
that Congress, on the application of the legislatures of two thirds of the 
several States shall call a convention for proposed amendments; and 


believing there is a general desire upon the part of the citizens of the | 


State of Montana that the United States Senators should be elected by 
a direct vote of the people: Therefore, be it r 
Resolved (if the senate concur), That the legislature of the State of 
Montana favors the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
which shall provide for the election of United States Senators by popu- 
lar vote, and joins with other States of the Union in respectfully re- 
questing that a convention be called for the purpose of proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, as provided for in 
Article V of the said Constitution, which amendment shall provide for 
a change in the present method of electing United States Senators, so 
that they can be chosen in each State by direct vote of the people. 
Resolved, That a copy of this joint resolution and application to Con- 
gress for the calling of the convention be sent to the secretary of state 
of each of the United States, and that a similar copy be sent to the 
President of the United States, the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives, and also to each of the United States Senators from Montana 
and our Representative in Congress, 
Wrtuiys A. HEDGEs, 
Speaker of the House. 
EDWIN Norris, 
President of the Senate. 
Approved January 31, 1905. 
J. K. Toone, Governor. 
Filed January 31, 1905, at 4.15 p. m. 
A. N. Yoper, Secretary of State. 


UnIteD Starrs or America, State of Montana, ss: 


passed by the House of Representatives : 

First. A matter of very great importance has been acted upon hastily 
and without due investigation and consideration. 

Second. The main evil—unjust discrimination—is not 
this bill, and this is the chief thing to be remedied. Rates in this 
try, as a whole, are low enough, less than one-half those 
cipal countries. 

Third. The Townsend bill makes the findings of the 
Commerce Commission operative in thirty days unless enjoined by the 
courts. This should be changed so as not to be operative until passed 
upon and confirmed by the courts, the reason for this being that mos 
rates are basic. One change might affect a thousand or a million d 
inflict irreparable damage on our transportation interests, whereas an 
aggrieved shipper has a remedy against responsible carriers through 
courts, the action of which it is proposed to expedite. The N 
Board of Trade, representing forty-six of the principal commercial o 
ganizations of the United States, at its recent annual conve n 
adopted a unanimous report by a committee of which Mr. E. P. Ba 
the chief promoter of this legislation, was a member, expressly i 
A copy of the action of the National Board of T 


remedied by 
coun- 


of other prin- 


Interstate 





ing this view. is 
annexed. 

Fourth. The Townsend bill not only does not remedy unjust discrim- 
inations by means of private-car lines and terminal railroads, but fails 
to recognize that reasonable agreements between carriers are ne 3 
sary to remove the cause of uniust discriminations The She n 
antitrust act, which, under the decision of the Supreme Court in the 


rans-Missouri’’ and “ Joint-traffic "' case, mak 

gal, was not intended to apply to railroads, as is evidenced by the - 

laration of the late Senator Hoar, who was chairman of the Judiciary 

Committee of the Senate when this law was enacted 7 
Fifth. While opinions may differ as to the advisability of conferring 

additional powers upon the Interstate Commerce Co: on 





RES Suecn a 








those conferred by the Elkins amendment have been fair tried 

can be no doubt that the Townsend bill is a crude measure, | 
| passed to please an honest and popular President, who in his n 
heart only wants what is reasonable and would be as sorry as any 

to have ill-advised action We therefore hone that the Senate will 


I, A. N. Yoder, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby | 


certify that the above is, with the exception of corrections in orthog- 
raphy and punctuation, and insertion of omissions or substitute words 
in brackets, a true and correct copy of house joint resolution No. 1, 
resolution requesting Congress to call a convention for the purpose of 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, 
which amendment shall provide for the election of United States Sena- 
tors by direct vote of the people, enacted by the ninth session of the 
legislative assembly of the State of Montana and approved by J. K. 
Toole, governor of said State, on the 31st day of January, A. D. 1905. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State. 

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 31st day of 
January, A. D. 1905. 


(SEAL.] A. N. Yooper, Secretary of State. 


| quately and 


carefully investigate the whole question before taking action. 
Respectfully submitted by 
[SBAL. ] THE UNITED STATES Export ASSOCIATI 
Attest : 


Hytton Swan, Secreta 


Mr. KEAN presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Reformed Church of Franklin Park, N. J., prayir 
tion of an amendment to the Constituti: 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the legislature of Mir 
sota, praying for the enactment of legislation to enl: 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; wh 
read, and referred to the Committee on 
as follows: 


ig for the adop 


n to prohibit polyg 








h was 


Interstate Commerce 


A memorial from the legislature of the State of Minnesota to 
Congress of the United States, for the early enactment of the 
giving the Interstate Commerce Commission enlarged and ads 
powers to regulate railroad rates. 

Resolwed by the house f representatives of the State of Mi 
the senate thereof concurring, That the Congress of the United 
be, and is hereby, respectfully urged to et into law. a 
practicable, authority to the Interstate ( 
effectively regulate railroad rates and to enforce such 
reasonable rates as it may fix 

Resolved, That the secretary of state | and is he vy, requested to 
forthwith transmit certified copies of this 


mmerce ¢ mr 


and the House of Representatives of the Cor - 1 to 1d es 
to each of the Senators and Representatives 1 from tl State 





Approved February 7, 1905. 
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FEBRUARY 13, 





UNITED STATES oF AMERICA, 
State of Minnesota, Department of State. 
I, P. E. Hanson, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota, do 


hereby certify that I have compared the annexed copy with the 
original memoria! in my office of a memorial from the legislature of 
the State of Minnesota to the Congress of the United States, being 
Hi. F. No. 2, approved February 7, 1905, and that said copy is a true 
and correct transcript of said memorial and of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State at the capitol in St. Paul this 9th day of Feb- 
ruary, A. D. 1905, 


[SEAL. ] P. BE. HANSON, Secretary of State. 


Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hen- 
dricks, Detroit, and Browns Valley, all in the State of Minne- 
sota, praying for the enactment of legislation to amend the 
patent laws relating to medicinal preparations; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PENROSE presented sundry papers to accompany the 
bill (S. 4901) for the relief of Emaline Johns; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades League of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pennsylva- 
nia, and a petition of the Retail Druggists’ Association of Chi- 
cago, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to amend the 
patent laws relating to medicinal preparations; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of E. D. Baker Post, No. 8, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding that, if allowed, all pensions shall date from the filing of 
the first application; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Iie also presented petitions of Washington Camp, No. 388, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Geigers Mills, Pa., and a 
petition of Washington Camp, No. 228, Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, of Newmanstown, Pa., praying for the adoption of more 
stringent laws and regulations governing immigration; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a concurrent resolution of the 


lation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 





the expiration of the present session, and that we urge our Senators 
and Representatives to use their best efforts to that end. 
S. CONANT Parks, Chairman. 
Attest: W. T. ADAMS, Secretary. 


Mr. WARREN presented resolutions of the legislature of 
Wyoming relative to the opening of the Shoshone Indian Reser- 
vation; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the National Board of 
Trade, praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the National Business League, 
of Chicago, Ill., praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the present public-land laws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a memorial of the United States Export 
Association, of New York, remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called “'Townsend railroad rate bill;”’ which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 17240) granting an increase of pension to Luther 
Kaltenbach; and 

A bill (H. R. 16501) granting an increase of pension to George 
Jaggers. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 17411) granting an increase of pension 
to Abel Grovenor, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 202) granting a pension to Harriet E. Penrose, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 18728) to authorize the board of super- 
visors of Berrien County, Mich., to construct a bridge across the 
St. Joseph River near its mouth, in said county, reported it with- 


; Sa . “=< | out amendment. 
legislature of North Dakota, relative to the enactment of legis- | 


mission: which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 


Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the Rrecorp, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution introduced by the committee on railroads, relating 
to Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Whereas the arbitrary power of the railroads to fix rates subject to 
no modification by the shippers or the people has by unjust discrimina- 
tions built up huge monopolies that are antagonistic to public good: 
Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate of the ninth legislative assembly of the State 
of North Dakota (the house of representatives concurring), That we urge 
and earnestly request our Senators and Members in Congress to assist 
in the enactment of a law giving increased power to Interstate Com- 


merce Commission in conformity with the recommendations contained 
in President Roosevelt's message to Congress. 
Resolved, That an engrossed copy of tbese resolutions be forwarded to 


each of our Senators and Members in Congress. 


Mr. FORAKER presented a memorial of the National Wine | 


Growers’ Association of America, of Sandusky, Ohio, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called “ pure-food bill ;” 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WARREN. I present resolutions adopted at a mass 
meeting of sundry citizens of Fremont County, Wyo., relative 
to the opening of the Shoshone Indian Reservation. I ask that 
the resolutions may be printed in the Recorp, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

LANDER, WyoO., February 7, 1905. 
Resolutions passed by a mass meeting called by the mayor held at 
Lander, this date. 

Whereas a treaty was signed April 21, 1904, between the Indians 

occupying the Shoshone Indian Reservation, located in this county, 


and the Interior Department for the cession of their surplus lands, and 
the suid Indians are very anxious to have the provisions of that treaty 
carried into effect; and 

Whereas a great deal of railroad building by three or more lines has 


been planned contingent upon the passage of this bill, and the develop- 
ment of this State and other regions of the West and Northwest are 
dependent upon prompt Congressional action in this matter; and 

Whereas both State and Federal courts have held unanimously that 
actual use of the waters for beneficial purposes is necessary in order to 
secure any right or claim for the use of water; and 

Whereas the waters of the streams traversing the Shoshone Indian 
teservation herein mentioned are rapidly being appropriated elsewhere: 
Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we do hereby respectfully petition Congress to give 


this matter immediate and favorable consideration to the end that this 
legislation, vital and important to our section, may be enacted before 


Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 6484) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen Scott, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 


| report thereon. 





| 
| 
| 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 5118) granting an increase of pension to Andrew R. 
Mark, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 14575) granting an increase of pension to Laura 
P. Swentzel ; 

A bill (H. R. 1263) granting an increase of pension to David 
Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 17290) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Grove; 

A bill (H. R. 17900) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 


| ward M. Mobley ; 


A bill (H. R. 14909) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
I. Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 15919) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Fike: and 

A bill (H. R. 15661) granting an increase of pension to Mal- 
den Valentine. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15723) granting an 
increase of pension to Frederick Leloh, to submit an adverse 
report thereon, and to move its indefinite postponement, the 
beneficiary thereof having died since the bill was passed by the 
House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
indefinitely. . 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5887) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Swinney ; 

A bill (H. R. 7609) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Ryon; 

A bill (H. R. 3273) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 5205) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Wilson; 


The bill will be postponed 


Sapte 5 


sexton ah 


2 RN ate ANGI Le at Hig halla 





bie: 


| 
i 











1905. 


A bill (H. R. 10392) granting an increase of pension to Silas 
B. Irion; 

A bill (H. R. 11303) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Balsking ; 

A bill (H. R. 10353) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
S. Riggs; 

A bill (H. R. 17917) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Ilammack : 

A bill (H. R. 17361) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel H. Benfro; 

A bill (H. R. 17222 
liam G. Mullen; 

A bill (H. R. 17390) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel Sunderland 

A bill (H. R. 17448) granting an increase of pension to Oscar 
Hinkley ; 

A bill (H. R. 17660) granting an increase of pension to James 
li. Wasson ; 

A bill (H. R. 17977) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Barnhard ; 

A bill (H. R. 16177) granting an increase of pension to Elisha 
C. Davidson; and 

A bill (H. R. 18144) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Stout. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6472) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Hice, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee oa Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reportel them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thyreon: 

A bill (H. R. 17635) granting a pension to John Burke; 

A bill (H. R. 7761) granting an increase of pension to Quintus 
Hummel ; 


granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
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A bill (H. R. 17800) granting an increase of pension to | 


Charles H. Penoyer ; 

A bill (H. R. 18095) granting an increase of pension to Char- 
iotte F. Russell ; 

A bill (H. R. 10691) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Hilyard ; 

A bill (H. R. 11899) granting an increase of pension to James 
Sleeth ; 

A bill (H. R. 11465) granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
ces E. Rex; and 

A bill (H. R. 18268) granting an increase of pension to Annie 
Crawford. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 15305) granting a pension to Isaac F. 
Clayton, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (CH. R. 17261) granting a pension to Mary A. Gibson; 

A bill (H. R. 18003) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
towan ; 

A bill (HI. R. 17770) granting an increase of pension to Ma- 
tilda D. Clark; and 


A bill (H. R. 17236) granting an increase of pension to Sarah | 


B. Hirll. 
Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


was referred the bill (S. 7124) granting an increase of pension | 


to Harris Howard, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 7125) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo D. 
Cousins, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (HW. R. 11855) granting an increase of pension to John 
Cross ; 

A bill (H. R. 11859) granting an increase of pension to Deb- 
orah H. Bliss; 

A bill (H. R. 15874) granting an increase of pension to John 
Kingdon; 

A bill (H. R. 17274) granting a pension to Louis A. Lavalley ; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 5876) granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
S. Carleton. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 15617) granting an increase of pen- 
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sion to Aaron S. Gatliff, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Hie also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 7155) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide Worth 
Bagley, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (CH. R. 17147) granting an increase of pension to James 
A. Gossett; and 

A bill (H. R. 15252) granting an increase of pension to Maria 
Edmundson. 

Mr. BALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 6477) granting an increase of pension to Alice § 
Shepard ; 

A bill (H. R. 17755) granting an increase of pension to Davis 
D. Osterhoudt ; 

A bill (H. R. 17653) granting an increase of pension to Heze 
kiah H. Sherman ; 

A bill (H. R. 17595) granting an increase of pension to Cather 
ine A. Hogan; 

A bill (H. R. 17558) granting an increase of pension to Sarab 
A. Morrison ; 

A bill (H. R. 17849) granting an increase of pension to James 
Freeman ; ; 

A bill (H. R. 17262) granting an increase of pension to Jenni¢ 
N. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 9271) granting an increase of pension to William 
Dyas; 

A bill (H. R. 2114) granting an increase of pension to William 
McCloud; and 

A bill (H. R. 15529) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Elkinton. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whon 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 13656) granting an increase of pension to Mary 





W. Martin; 





A bill (H. R. 17232) granting an increase of pension to Marth: 
McAfee; and 

A bill (H. R. 17773) granting an increase of pension to Wil 
liam Hubbs. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whon 
was referred the bill (H. R. 11204) to ratify and confirm 
lease made by the Seneca Nation of New York Indians to Joh 
Quilter, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whon 
was referred the bill (S. 3954) providing for the deposit of a 
model of any vessel of war of the United States Navy bearing 
the name of a State or city of the United States in the capito 
building or city hall of said State or city, reported it wit! 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORGAN (for Mr. Batx), from the Committee on Public 
Health and National Quarantine, to whom was referred the bil 
(S. 7055) to provide a leprosarium for the segregation of lepers 
and to prevent the spread of leprosy in the United States, re 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ELKINS, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 6965) to promote the security 
of travel upon railroads engaged in interstate commerce, an 
to encourage the saving of life, reported it without amendment 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whon 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 14108) granting an increase of pension to Tim 
othy L. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 5284) granting an increase of pension to Joh 
Maupin ; 

A bill (H. R. 15823) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Liddil ; 

A bill (H. R. 15822) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
P. Beeckmon ; 

A bill (H. R. 17244) granting an increase of pension to Joli 
Winemiller ; 

A bill (H. R. 17605) granting an increase of pension to Josep! 
B. Scott; and 

A bill (H. R. 16099) granting an increase of pension to Lafay 
ette Boutwell. 
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RAILROAD BRIDGES IN LOUISIANA, 


Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17481) authorizing the 
Alexandria, Bayou Macon and Greenville Railway Company to 
construct bridges over Red River, Little River, Ouachita River, 
and Bayou Louis, in Louisiana, to report it favorably without 
amendment. 

Mr. McE NERY. I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
bill just reported from the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for in 
form ition. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I shall have to object to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. It is a bill which the Senator from Louisiana 
[ Mr. McEnery] desires to have passed now, and he does not 
often trouble the Senate. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It is getting to be almost planting time, and 
the agricultural appropriation bill has been long before the 
Senate. I shall ask to have the appropriation bill taken up as 
soon as the routine business is concluded, 

Mr. BERRY. The bill has been partly read. It is a bill in 
which the Senator from Louisiana is interested, and it is not 
often that he makes such a request. I hope the bill will be 
allowed to go through 

Mr. PROCTOR. Very well, I will not insist on my objec 
tion in this case 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill; 
and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PRIVATE PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to announce that the Committee on 
; will be unable to consider any further Senate bills for 
vivate pensions, and unless those having in charge the several 
ippropriation bills will be kind enough to yield in a day or two 
for the consideration of the Pension Calendar it will be impossi- 
ble to have those become laws which are now on the Calendar. 


Pension 
T 
' 


{CHOOLS IN ALASKA, 

Mr. NELSON I am directed by the Committee on Territo 
ries, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 7012) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the construction and mainte- 
nance of roads, the establishment and maintenance of schools, 

nd the care and support of insane persons in the district of 
\laska, and for other purposes,” to report it favorably without 

mendment and to ask for its present consideration. It is sim- 
ply to correct an error in the enrollment of a bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
bill reported by the Senator from Minnesota. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration? 

Mr. BATH. 1 wish the title to be read again 

The Secretary read the title of the bill. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to say to the Senator from Tennessee 
that it is only to correet an error in enrollment. The act, as it 
passed, provided for the election of a board of school officers, the 
members of the first board to hold for one, two, and three years 
Che word “one” was left out by mistake in enrollment. That 
is all there is in the bill. 

Mr BATE. So it only affects the machinery of it? 

Mr. NELSON. That is all—just one word to supply an error. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres 
deration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered fs in Com 
mittee of the Whole. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 

’ } 


i 


Is there objection to its pres- 


ent consi 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 7167) to enable the Sec 
ulture to establish and maintain quarantine dis 

ts, to pe t and regulate the movement of cattle and other 
} efrom, and for other purposes; which was read 


e by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
vi } restry 
Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 7168) for the relief of 
f I nin the State of Kentucky ; which was read twice by 
( ] tiee on Claims 
Mr. CULLOM ucs ntroduced a bill (S. 7169) provid 


L, street to Connecticut 








FEBRUARY 13, 


avenue extended ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 7170) for the relief of 
James A. Russell; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Hie also introduced a bill (8S. 7171) granting an increase of 
pension to Lewis R. Bland; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 7172) pro- 
viding for the appointment of an appraiser of merchandise and 
an assistant appraiser for the customs collection district of 
Puget Sound, State of Washington; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
go to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MONEY. I think the proper reference of the bill is the 
Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is what the Chair has 
just suggested to the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WEHTMORDPE introduced a bill (S. 7173) to provide a life- 
saving station at or near Greenhill, on the coast of South 
Kingston, in the State of Rhode Island; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 7174) for the relief of Mary 
Marsh; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 7175) for the relief of the 
estate of Oliver Milburn, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (8S. 7176) to amend sections 
826, 827, 834, and 934 of the Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia, relating to the definition of larceny, the restitution 
of stolen property, the definition of embezzlement, and to im- 
prisonment of prisoners convicted of crime; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 


I ask that the bill be referred 


The Chair thinks it should 


AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WETMORE submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $50,000 for the improvement of Pawtucket River, 
Rhode Island, intended to be proposed by him to the river and 
harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
appropriation for improving the harbor of Great Salt Pond, 
Block Island, Rhode Island, and for extending south jetty and 
dredging from $20,000 to $50,000, intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. McE NERY submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $100,000 for constructing two locks and dams, one near 
Catahoula Shoals, Louisiana, and the other near Franklin 
Shoals, Arkansas, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the 
river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BERRY submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $480,000 for improving upper White River, Arkansas, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MONEY submitted the following amendments, intended 
to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed: 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $100,000 for the pro- 
tection of the harbor at Natchez, Miss., on the Mississippi River ; 

An amendment proposing to increase the appropriation for 
continuing improvement and for maintenance, Pascagoula River, 
Mississippi, from $50,000 to $225,000; and 

An amendment providing for a survey of the anchorage basin 
at Gulfport, Miss., and channel therefrom to the roadstead at 
Ship Island, and for a survey of Ship Island Pass between Ship 
and Cat islands. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted an amendment providing that in 
the removal of the water hyacinth from the navigable waters of 
the State of Florida no chemical process injurious to cattle 
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which feed upon the water hyacinth shall be used, intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment authorizing the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms to appoint Thomas Kennedy as a laborer in the 
Senate folding room, at a salary of $840 per annum, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (for Mr. Foster of Washington) sub- 
mitted an amendment proposing to carry into effect an agree- 
ment of May 9, 1891, between the Indians residing on the Col- 
ville Reservation and the Commissioners appointed by the Presi- 
dent under the authority of the act of Congress approved 
August 19, 1890, to negotiate with the Colville and other bands 
of Indians on the Colville Reservation, ete., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CONVENIEN STATIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is a message on the table from the 
House of Representatives, transmitting amendments to Senate 
bill 4156. I should like to have the amendments laid before the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
4156) for the establishment of public-convenience stations in the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGBR. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendments made by the House of Representatives, and ask for 
a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
GALLINGER, Mr. HANSBROUGH, and Mr. MARTIN were appointed. 


AFFAIRS IN SANTO DOMINGO. 


Mr. BACON. I submit a Senate resolution, for which I shall 
ask present consideration unless some Senator prefers that it 
shall go over. I ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I give notice that I shall have to object— 

Mr. BACON. This is morning business. 

Mr. PROCTOR. But I shall have to object to its present 
consideration. 

Mr. BACON. 
ator objects it will go over. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I must object to its present consideration. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to have it read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
asks that it may be read. The Secretary will read it. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas on the 3lst day of January, 1903, there was signed by 
W. F. Powell, chargé d'affaires, on behalf of the United States, and by 
Jno. Feo, Sanchez, ministro de relaciones exteriores, on behalf of the 
Republic of Santo Domingo, a protocol of an agreement between the 
United States of America and the Dominican Republic, in words us 
follows 


PROTOCOL OF AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
AND THE DOMINICAN REPUBLIC, FOR THE SUBMISSION TO ARBITRATION 
OF CERTAIN QUESTIONS AS TO THE PAYMENT OF THE SUM HBREINAPTER 
AGREED TO BE PAID BY THE DOMINICAN GOVERNMENT TO THE GOVERN 
MENT OF THE UNITED STATES ON ACCOUNT OF THE CLAIMS OF THE SAN 
DOMINGO IMPROVEMENT COMPANY, OF NEW YORK, A CORPORATION UNDER 
THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY AND A CITIZEN OF THE 
UNITED STATES, AND ITS ALLIED COMPANIES. 

Whereas differences exist between the Dominican Government and the 

“San Domingo Improvement Company” and its allied companies; and 
Whereas, as the result of those differences, the interests of the Im 

———_ Company and its allied companies, viz: “‘ The San Domingo 

‘inance Company, of New York,” “ The Company of The Central Do- 

minican Railway,” both being corporations created under the laws of 

New Jersey, and the National Bank of San Domingo, a company orig 

inally organized under a French charter, the two latter companies being 

owned and controlled by the San Domingo Finance Company, are seri- 
ously affected ; and 

Whereas it is agreed, as the basis of the present settlement, that the 
improvement company and its allied companies shall withdraw from 
the Dominican Republic, and that they shall be duly indemnified by the 
latter for the relinquishment of their rights, properties, and interests. 

The United States of America and the Dominican Republic, through 
their respective representatives, W. F. Powell, chargé d'affaires, and 

Juan Feo. Sanchez, secretary of state for foreign relations, have agreed 

upon the following articles : 

z. 


It being hereby agreed that the Dominican Government shall pay to 
the Government of the United States the sum of $4,500,000 (four mil- 
lions five hundred thousand dollars), in American gold, on terms to be 
fixed by the arbitrators, said payment to be made and accepted as full 
indemnity for the relinquishment by the companies above mentioned of 
all their rights, properties, and interests, and in full settlement of all 





I can have the resolution read, and if the Sen- | 


The Senator from Georgia | 
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accounts, claims, and differences between the Dominican G 

and the said companies; the terms on which the inde: ty t ! 
upon shall be paid shall be referred to a board of three arbitr: 

one to be named by the l’resident of the United States, one y th 
President of the Dominican Republic, and the third by the President of 
the United States and the President of the Dominican Repub! : 
but if, within sixty days after the signature of the pr t } ‘ : 
the third arbitrator shall not have been so named, he all then be 
selected by the Dominican Government from members of t! United 
States Supreme Court or the United States circuit cou of ay 

from names presented. 

In case of the death, absence, or incapacity of any i 
the event of his ceasing or omitting to act, the vacancy sha we i 
in the same manner as the original appointment, the period : 
days to be calculated from the date of the happening of the vaca 

Ey. 


The arbitrators shall meet in the city of Washington, within sixty 
days after the date of the appointment of the third arbit 


The vote of the majority shall suffice for the decision of all q ns 

submitted to the tribunal, including the final award 
LIT. 

Within six months after the signature of this prot l, « y 
shall present to the other and to its agent, and also to each of the 
arbitrators, two printed copies of its case, accompanied with t ke 
ments and evidence on which it relies, together with the atidavits of 


their respective witnesses. 

Within a further period of two months, eit! 
manner, present a counter case, with additior ( 
dence and affidavits, in reply to the case, documents, and evide 
the other party. 


party may n 
7 





ments 


If the other party shall, in its case or counter case, refer t iny 
document in its exclusive possession without annexing a copy, it 
upon the request of the other party, furnish the latter witl 
and either party may call upon the other, through the arbit t 
produce the originals or certified copies of any papers da 





evidence, 
IV 
Within two months after the expiration of the term allowed for the 
filling of counter cases, each Government may, by its agent, as well as 


by additional counsel, argue its cause before the arbitrators, both orally 
and in writing. Each side shall furnish to the other copies of any 
written arguments, and each party shall be at liberty to make a 


written reply, provided that such reply be 
months specified. 


submitted within the two 
7 

The companies above mentioned shall cede and transfer to the Do 
minican Government, and the latter shall acquire from the companies 
the properties mentioned herein, the times, terms, and conditions of the 
delivery of which shall be fixed by the arbitrators 

1. All the rights and interests which they may possess in tl 
of the Central Dominican Railway already constructed, as w 
rights and interests which they may have in the extension of 
ways from Santiago to Moca, and from Moca to San Fra 
Macoris. 

2. All rights and interests which they may have in the National Ban} 








3. All bonds of the Republic of which they may be the bholde the 
amount of which shall not exceed £850,000 nominal (eight hundred and 
fifty thousands sterling pounds nominal), and shall be no is tl 
£825,000 (eight hundred and twenty-five thousands sterling pounds 
nominal). 

It is understood that all these bonds are of the cla bearing four per 
cent annual interests, excepting as to £24,000 (twenty-fou ho ds 
sterling pounds) two and three-quarter per cent bond wi ill be 
accepted at the rate of sixteen 2.4 bonds for eleven 4 nds \ 
list of the bonds shall accompany the case of the United S 

VI 

It is agreed, as the basis of award to be made by the arbitrato that 
the sum specified in Article I hereof shall be paid in monthly in 
ments, the amount and manner of collection of which shall be fixed 1 
the tribunal. The award shall bear interest from the date of its r 
dition at the ° 

The Dominican Government having, in its recent negotiations with 
the American companies, proposed to pay, on account of its inde d- 
ness to them, a minimum sum of $225,000 (two hundred and twenty-five 
thousands dollars), per annum, which was to be increased on a sliding 
scale, it is agreed that the Dominican Government shall, pendlr the 
present arbitration, and beginning with the ist of January, 1905, y 
to the Government of the United States for the use of the At an 
companies the sum of $225,000 (two hundred and twenty-five thousands 
dollars) per annum, in equal monthly installments, the agzrecate a t 
so paid, at the date of the award, to be taken into account 
arbitrators. 

VII. 

The award of the tribunal shall be rendered within a year fr 
date of the signature of the present protocol. It ull be in w 
and shall be final and conclusive 

Vill 

Reasonable compensation to the arbitrators for thei: ces and all 
expenses incident to the arbitration, including the cost of such « ul 
aid as may be necessary, shall be paid by the Governments in < al 
moieties. 

Done in quadruplicate, in English and Spanish, at San Domingo 
City, this 31st day of January, 1903 

[SEAL] Jno Feo SANcimn 

Ministro de Relaciones Erté 

[SEAL] W. F. Poweu 

(ij aA 


AGREEMENT TO THE NAMING OF ARBITRATORS 


It is hereby agreed, on the part of the Dominican Government, 
through Juan Francisco Sanchez, Secretary of State for For n Re 








lations, and the Chargé d’'Affaires of the United States of North Amér- 
ica, in the person of W. F. Powell, each acting for his respective Gov 
ernment, agree that neither of the signatory parties to this pro ol 
for international arbitration, to which has been referred certain dis 
agreements existing between the Dominican Government on the one 
side, and the Santo Domingo Improvement Compary on the othe shall 
name its arbitrator as stated in said protocol, until after a period of 
ninety (90) days from the date of signing the same, in order ft w 
the Dominican Government to come to an agreement with the Santo 


Domingo Improvement Company, and the date referred to in the ap- 
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peenmees of the third arbitrator shall bear same as that expressed 
above. 

To the above we agree, and with good faith to carry the same into 
effect, have here-unto affixed our names and attached thereto the Seals 
of our respective Offices. 

Done this 3lst Day of January, 1903. 


[SEAL] JNO Fco SANCHEZ 
Secretary of State for Foreign Relations 
of the Republic of San Domingo. 
W. F. PowELu. [SEAL] 
Chargé d’Affaires of the United States 
tai of North America. 
ATK 


Whereas it is publicly alleged and understood to be true that, in pur- 
suance of said protocol and of the award by the arbitrators made in 
pursuance thereof, one or more custom-houses of the Dominican Repub- 
lic bave been taken possession of by officers of the United States and 
persons subject to their direction and control, by whom and by which 
moneys and customs duties at the ports at which said custom-houses 
are sitnated are now being collected for the payment of the amounts 
specified in said award, the following having appeared in the Washing- 
ton Post February eleventh, nineteen hundred and five, to wit: 

“Cablegrams were received yesterday at both the State and Navy 
Departments from Santo Domingo. The text of these was withheld 
from publication, but it was stated that they permitted the under- 
standing that Lieutenant-Commander Leiper, from the Detroit, had 
established himself as collector of customs at Monte Cristi. There was 
no report of threatened disturbance, though an intimation was conveyed 
in the cablegrams that some of the Dominican leaders in opposition to 
Morales’s administration do not view with satisfaction the action b 
the American naval commander in establishing himself at Monte Cristi. 

* + = * * » . 


“The State Department has received a mail report from Mr. Dawson, 
the American minister at Santo Domingo, descriptive of the negotia- 
tions that have been proceeding between himself and Commander Dil- 
lingham on the one side and President Morales on the other respecting 
the administration of the Dominican customs by the United States. 
The report does not include the last phases of the exchanges, including 
the signature of the protocol, which is now on its way to Washington. 

“It is positively declared at the State Department that the instruc- 
tions to Admiral Sigsbee were based upon the arbitration award of last 
Summer, and that the admiral’s actions are not in any manner influ- 
enced by the new protocol which awaits the approval of the United 
States Senate before becoming effective. The arbitration award con- 
templated the administration of Dominican customs at four named 
ports by agents of the United States, and Mr. Abbott was selected at 
the instance of the New York claimants under the award and installed 
as collector of customs at Puerto Plata. Complaint having been made 
that the receipts at Puerto Plata were insufficient to meet the award, 
it was contemplated that the collections should be extended so as to 
include Monte Cristi, and President Morales himself is said to have been 
willing that this should be done, so that if any opposition has been 
developed to the installation of an American naval officer as collector 
at Monte Cristi it is said to have certainly been among that element 
opposed to the government of President Morales. 

‘*The propriety of further extending the collections to the remaining 
ports named in the arbitration award, Sanchez and Sanana, has been 
considered, but in view of the small business at those ports it is said 
that such action would hardly pay, though Admiral Sigsbee has dis- 
cretionary authority to make further details of customs collectors 
there. 

“The State Department has no intention of taking any step under 
the terms of the pending Dominican protocol unless the document is 
first approved by the United States Senate.” 

Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on Foreign Relations 
be, and it is hereby, authorized and directed to make investigation and 
report to the Senate as follows: 

First. Whether the said protocol of an agreement, if authorizing 
the award as aforesaid, is a valid and binding agreement or conven- 
tion between the United States of America and the Dominican Re- 
public, without having been made by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, as prescribed in article 2, section 2, of the Constitution 
of the United States. 

Second. Whether it is competent, under the Constitution of the 
United States, for any agreement, convention, or protocol, not made 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, but solely through 
and by the Executive Department, or an officer thereof, with a foreign 
government, to bind the United States and such foreign government, 
and to constitute a constitutional agreement, by and under which the 
United States Government shall be authorized and empowered to take 
possession of the custom-houses of such foreign government and to 
administrate the same through fits officers, employees, or agents, and 
to assume the responsibility for the collection of such customs duties 


at such custom-houses and the disbursement of the same and to be- | 


come accountable therefor to such foreign government and to the credit- 
ors thereof: and, furthermore, to hold said custom-houses until the 
moneys awarded under said arbitration shall have been fully collected, 
and to hold the said custom-houses by the authority and forcible power 
of the United States through its officers, employees, or agents, either 
civil, military, or naval. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over 
under objection. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that it may go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It goes over under an objec- 
tion already made. 

Mr. BACON. I ask that the resolution introduced by me, 
which has gone over, shall be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed. 

Mr. LODGE subsequently said: If the resolution of the Sena- 
tor from Georgia is referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions I shall have no.objection to that reference being made. 

Mr. BACON. ‘That course will be agreeable to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection the 
resolution will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 


Mr. BACON. ‘The order to print will stand. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution offered this 
morning by the Senator from Georgia will be so referred, and 
the order to print will stand. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
B. F. Barnes, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had approved and signed the following acts: 

On February 7, 1905: 

S. 5799. An act to provide for the extension of time within 
which homestead settlers may establish their residence upon cer- 
tain lands which were heretofore a part of the Rosebud Indian 
Reservation, within the limits of Gregory County, S. Dak., and 
upon certain lands which were heretofore a part of the Devils 
Lake Indian Reservation, in the State of North Dakota. 

On February 8, 1905: 

8. 5888. An act to allow the Minneapolis, Red Lake and Mani- 
toba Railway Company to acquire certain lands in the Red Lake 
Indian Reservation, Minn. ; 

8. 5987. An act to amend an act to regulate the height of 
buildings in the District of Columbia; and 

S. 6514. An act for the relief of the Church of Our Redeemer, 
Washington, D. C. 

On February 9, 1905: 

8S. 6371. An act to confirm title to lot 5, in square No. 990, in 
Washington, D. C.; 

8. 6489. An act to amend section 9 of the act of August 2, 
1882, concerning lists of passengers ; 

8. 6834. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River between Lyman County and Brule 
County, in the State of South Dakota; and 

S$. 6312. An act authorizing the changing of the levels of cer- 
tain lakes and the disposal of certain lands under the terms of 
the national reclamation act. 

On February 11, 1905: 

S. 6450. An act to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing 
the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company to construct 
a combined railroad, wagon, and foot passenger bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Yankton, 8. Dak.” 


BOUNDARY LINE BETWEEN SOUTH DAKOTA AND NEBRASKA. 


Mr. NELSON. I am directed by the committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7117) establishing that 
portion of the boundary line between the State of South Dakota 
and the State of Nebraska south of Union County, S. Dak., 
to report it favorably without amendment, and I submit a re- 
port thereon. I call the attention of the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. Krrrrepee] to the bill. 

Mr. KITTREDGE., I ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill just reported. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I gave notice that I should have to object to 
any such request. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. It is a very short bill. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I have already objected to similar requests 
and I must be consistent. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on 


| the Calendar. 


REINTERMENT OF BODY OF JOHN PAUL JONES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


For a number of years efforts have been made to confirm the histor 
ical statement that the remains of Admiral John Paul Jones were in 
terred in a certain piece of ground in the city of Paris then owned by 
the Government and used at the time as a burial place for foreign 
Protestants. These efforts have at last resulted in documentary proof 
that John Paul Jones was buried, on July 20, 1792, between 8 and 
9 o'clock p. m., in the now abandoned cemetery of St. Louis, in the 
northeastern section of Paris. About 500 bodies were interred there, 
and the body of the Admiral was probably among the last hundred 
buried. It was incased in a leaden coffin, calculated to withstand the 
ravages of time. 

The cemetery was about 210 feet long by 120 feet wide. Since its 
disuse as a burial place the soil has been filled to a level, and covered 
almost completely by buildings, most of them of an inferior class. 

The American ambassador in Paris, being satisfied that it is prac 
tical to discover and identify the remains of John Paul Jones, bas, 
after prolonged negotiations with the present holders of the property, 
and the tenants therof, secured from them options in writing, which 


| give him the right to dig in all parts of the poy during a period 


of three months for the purpose of making the necessary excavations 


| and searches, upon condition of a stated compensation for the damage 


| and annoyance caused by the work. 


The actual search is to be con- 
ducted by the chief engineer of the municipal department of Paris, hav 
ing charge of subterranean works, at a cost which has been carefully 
estimated. The ambassador gives the entire cost of the work, includ 
ing the options, compensation, cost of excavating, and caring for the 
remains, as not exceeding 180,000 francs, or $35,000, on the mapyee! 
tion that the body may not be found until the whole area has been 
— If earlier discovered the expense would be proportionately 
ess. 

The great interest which our people feel in the story of Paul Jones's 
life, the national sense of gratitude for the great service done by him 
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toward the achievement of independence, and the sentiment of mingled 
distress and regret felt because the body of one of our greatest heroes 
lies, forgotten and unmarked, in foreign soil, lead me to approve the 
ambassador's suggestion that Congress should take advantage of this 
unexpected opportunity to do proper honor to the memory of Paul 
Jones, and appropriate the sum of $35,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, for the purposes above described, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of State. 

The report of Ambassador Porter, with the plans and photograph 
of the property, is annexed hereto. - 

In addition to the foregoing recommendation I urge that Congress 
emphasize the value set by our people upon the achievements of the 
naval commanders in our war of “oo by ge 4 for the 
erection of appropriate monuments to the memory of two, at least, of 
those who now Hie in undistinguished graves, John Paul Jones and Jolin 
Barry. These two men hold unique positions in the history of the 
birth of our Navy. ‘Their services were of the highest moment to the 
young Republic in the days when it remained to be determined whetier 
or not she should win out in her struggle for independence. It is 
eminently fitting that these services should now be commemorated in 
suitable manner. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tue Wuite House, February 13, 19065. 


Mr. HALE. Let the message be referred to the Committee | 


on Naval Affairs and printed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message of the Presi- | 


dent and the accompanying papers will be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. The Chair thinks that it 
will not be necessary to print ‘the map and illustration accom- 
panying the message. 
REPORT OF PUBLIC LANDS COMMISSION. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 


lowing message from the President of the United States; which | 


was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to .he 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I submit herewith the second partial report of the Public Lands | 


Commission, appointed by me October 22, 1903, to report upon the con- 


dition, operation, and effect of the present land laws and to recommend | 


such changes as are needed to effect the largest practical disposition 
of the public lands to actual settlers who will build homes upon them, 
and to secure in permanence the fullest and most effective use of the 
resources of the public lands. The subject is one of such magnitude 
and importance that I have concluded to submit this second partial 
report bearing upon some of the larger features which require imme- 
diate attention without waiting for the final statement of the Commis- 
sion, which, from the very nature of the case, it has not been possible 
to complete at this time. I am in full sympathy with the general con- 
clusions of the Commission in substance and in essence, and I commend 


its recommendations to your earnest and favorable consideration. The | 


existing conditions, as set forth in this report, seem to require a radical 
revision of most of the laws affecting the public domain if we are to 
secure the best possible use of the remaining public lands by actual 
home makers. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tue Wuite House, February 13, 1905. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

H. R. 1860. An act for the relief of certain enlisted men of the 
Twentieth Regiment of New York Volunteer Infantry ; 

H. R. 2848. An act for the relief of Capt. Ferdinand Hansen ; 

H. R. 6821. An act to remove the record of dishonorable dis- 
charge from the military records of John Shamburger, Louis 
Smith, George Heppel, and Henry Metzger ; 

H. R. 8413. An act for the relief of John Gretzer, jr. ; 

H. R. 15763. An act granting an honorable discharge to Fred- 
erick H. Stafford; and 

H.R. 17175. An act for the relief of Capt. Frank D. Ely. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance: 

Ht. R. 12679. An act for the relief of M. L. Skidmore; 

H. R. 12881. An act for the relief of Ellen A. Dunn; 


H. R. 14522. An act directing the issue of a check in lieu of a 
lost check drawn by Col. John VY. Furey, assistant quarter- 
master-general, United States Army, in favor of John Wana- 


maker ; 


If. R. 16584. An act for the relief of the Monongahela Iron 


and Steel Company, of Pittsburg, Pa.; and 


Ht. R. 18527. An act for the relief of Lieut. D. W. Blamer, 


United States Navy. 
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The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary : 
H. R. 17579. An act to create a new division of the western 


judicial district of Louisiana, and to provide for terms of court 
at Lake Charles, La., and for other purposes: and 

H. R. 18676. An act to amend the seventh section of an act 
entitled “An act to establish circuit courts of appeais, and to 
define and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts 
of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 
3, 1891, and amended June 6, 1900. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 


and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

H. R. 17869. An act relating to the Monroe and Lake Provi- 
dence Railroad Company ; 

H. R. 18196. An act to amend section 4405 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; 

H. R. 18197. An act to amend section 4463 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to the complement of crews of vessels ; 

H. R. 18198. An act to amend sections 4417, 4453, 4488, and 
4496 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the Steamboat-Inspec- 
tion Service, and section 5344 of the Revised Statutes, relating 
to misconduct by officers or owners of vessels ; 

H. R. 18201. An act to amend sections 4418, 4480, and 4483 of 
the Revised Statutes, and to repeal sections 4435, 4436, and 4459 
of the Revised Statutes, all relating to the Steamboat-Inspection 
Service ; 

H. R. 18202. An act to amend sections 4415, 4416, 4423, 4421 

4449, 4452, 4470, 4472, 4498, and 4233 of the Revised Statutes o 
the United States, relating to steamboat inspection ; 
H. R. 18358. An act to authorize the Borderland Coal Com- 
| pany, of Nolan, W. Va., to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy 
| River at a point about 2 miles east of Nolan, Mingo County, 
W. Va., where the same forms the boundary line between the 
States of West Virginia and Kentucky; and 

H. R. 18513. An act to extend the time for the commencement 
and completion of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near 

Pierre, 8. Dak. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of House bill 18329, being the 
agricultural appropriation bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 18829) mak- 
ing appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1906. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. 
STEWART] to strike out certain words beginning on line 16, 
page 40. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Before the vote is taken on that I wish to 
say that there is an amendment suggested by the Senator from 

| Nevada to which the committee has no objection, on page 41, 
line 18, after the word “advisable,” to insert “and report the 
result in the bulletins of the Department.” 

Mr. STEWART. I am glad that the Senator has conceded 
thus much to publicity. The necessity for that much publicity 
and much more is to my mind very apparent. : 

Mr. President, as I shall not again participate—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One moment, please. The 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror] has referred to a pr 
posed amendment of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Srewari 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is no objection to that amendment 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Chair stated. the 
Senator from Nevada [{Mr. Stewart] had an amendment pend- 
ing on which the yeas and nays were ordered on Thursday last. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the amendment be stated, and 1 will 
make my remarks on that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The other amendment of 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Srewarr] referred to by the 
Senator froin Vermont will be stated, if there be no objection. 

The Secrerary. On page 41, line 18, after the word “ advis 
able,” it is proposed to insert “and report the result in the 





. 
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H. R. 15609. An act providing for the acquirement of water | bulletins of the Department.” 


rights in the Spokane River along the southern boundary of the 
Spokane Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington, for 
the acquirement of lands on said reservation for sites for power 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. STEWART. Now, Mr. President, I ask that the amend- 
ment I have pending may be read. 


purposes and the beneficial use of said water, and for other pur-| The Secrerary. On page 40, after the word “countries,” in 
poses, ae — —— by its title, and referred to the Com- | line 16, it is proposed to strike out: 
1e ‘ ‘ 

— cages ares — : : Yo enable the Secretary of Agricuiture, In collaboration with the As 

H. R. 17564. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha | sociation of Uiiicial Agricultural Chemists, and h other experts as 
L. H. Spurgin was read twice by its title, and referred to the | he may deem necessary, to establish standards of purity for f | prod 
‘ ittee on Pensions. ucts and to determine what are regarded as adulterations ft! ‘in, for 
Comaasts m Pension the guidance of the officials of the various States and of the courts of 


H. R. 18040. An act to authorize Gila County, Ariz., to issue | justice. 


$40,000 in bonds to build a court-house, ete... was read twice by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 





Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not wish to occupy the 
| time of the Senate at any length so near the close of the session, 
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and I shall be as brief as possible. I should not occupy. the 
time of the Senate even briefly were it not that I fear the sub- 
ject of the purity of food is not fully appreciated. The adultera- 
tion of food is certainly sapping the health of the people of the 
United States. If we were undertaking to get soldiers now, 
as we were in 1861, from all sections of the country we would 
find great difficulty in securing sound young men. The officers 
of the Army in selecting soldiers in the war with Spain found 
that difficulty. The trouble is that nearly all our food is adul- 
terated. What we want to attack is the poison trust. Here is 
an example found in the Washington Post of Saturday last of 
what that trust is doing: 


PACKERS CORNER EGGS—45,000,000 oF THEM IN COLD STORAGE IN 
CHICAGO, 





CuicaGco, February 10. 

The Daily News says: 

“It is estimated that there are 45,000,000 eggs in cold storage in 
Chicago. Notwithstanding this a famine in the product exists and 
householders are paying 38 cents a dozen. The big meat packers are 
said to have a corner on the market. Last spring when eggs were 
cheap the meat packers and a few heavy dealers secured hundreds of 
thousands of cases of eggs, which were at once put away for a time, 
when, owing to natural conditions, the market supply of fresh would 
be unequal to the demand. The eggs were bought at a price ranging 
from 15 to 17 cents a dozen.” 

That is one of the specimens of what is being done. I am 
told on good authority that in August and September of each 
year millions of chickens and turkeys are killed. Many of 
them are taken to Chicago and put in cold storage, and those we 
get now were probably killed last August or September. 

Then, again, as to fish. The fish that are now eaten were 
caught in pleasant weather and then frozen and kept for use. 
Some of them are kept for years. The meat that we eat is 
killed at one or two places, and whether it is embalmed or not 
it is decayed to such an extent that it is injurious to health. 

The adulteration of food has become a national evil of vast 
magnitude. There have been many futile efforts here to pass 
pure-food bills. Senators here have in vain recited for days the 
facts in reference to the adulteration of foods. As they have 
shown, almost everything we eat is adulterated. 

I have thought that if we followed the simple plan which was 
suggested by Doctor Wiley, to analyze and publish the analyses of 
the materials of which certain favorite beverages are composed, 
the results would astonish the people. For instance, take 
Scotch whisky. The aroma that we have in Scotch whisky is 
from kerosene. Poisons in almost every form are administered 
to the people. You have got all these investigations; and then 
the amendment under consideration provides for having a con- 
sultation not only with these chemists, but with other experts | 
in order to fix a standard. What in the world will you do with 
the standards when you get them fixed? They can not be used, 
except to advertise what somebody has manufactured. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is a little wrong about that, I 
think. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not catch what the Senator says. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator has forgotten the language of 
the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. No; I have not. | 

Mr. SPOONER. This is the provision: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture, in coliaboration with the | 
Association of Official Agricultural Chemists, and such other experts | 
as he may deem necessary, to establish standards of purity for food | 
products and to determine what are regarded as adulterations therein, 

j 


for the guidance of the officials of the various States and of the courts 
of justice. 

Mr. STEWART. That is the language of the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Were not the latter words stricken out? 

Mr. PROCTOR. No; but there was a proposition made by the | 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumsBer] to strike out those | 
words. 

Mr. SPOONER. But they have not yet been stricken out? 

Mr. STEWART. No. The words “for the guidance of the | 
officials of the various States and of the courts of justice” are 
still in the bill. 

How would the officials know whether the articles as to which | 
the standards had been fixed contained formaldehyde or any | 
other poison? How can the officials test them? What we want | 
to have is an analysis by the Department and have published 
to the world what the articles contain. 

What good would it do to fix the standards? The standards | 
may be a good advertisement for somebody to sell poison; but 
why hare this provision for an official standard? Why call in 
men to consult with Doctor Wiley about these things? This mat- 
ter should be relegated to the Chemical Bureau of the Department 
of Agriculture. They should have a free hand to analyze and 
publish to the world the results of their analysis, and they will 
do it. Then it would be in good hands. Nobody would object 
to that, so as to prevent people being poisoned. We want to en- 
courage that. The amendment of the Senator from Vermont is 
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all right as far as it goes. It says “ when it is deemed advisable 
by the Secretary.” I think the present Secretary would deem it 
advisable to have this exposé, but I tell you there is a tremendous 
pressure brought to bear on the Secretary to prevent such pub- 
lications. I remember years ago when the Department pub- 
lished an analysis of beer and the trouble the Secretary brought 
upon himself. I went down there and talked with him about it, 
but nothing could be done because the opposition was too great. 
I believe that if you have thorough work in the Department and 
publish the evil results you could then easily pass pure-food bills 
or anything else to stop these evils; but you can not get pure-food 
bills through Congress because Senators and Representatives 
can not agree upon them. No good can be accomplished until 
the facts have been published and the people thoroughly under- 
stand the entire question. But let the Department publish the 
facts, and the country will then see to it that the sale of these 
poisons is stopped. 

This is the dumping ground for unwholesome food. Last year 
we had a resolution passed through here for the purpose of 
securing examinations of meat, but there is no examination 
at all. 

Just see what the people have to eat here in some of the 
hotels. The hotels are not to blame for it, for they can not buy 
any other meat. Meat is sold here that was killed, say, five 
years ago and brought here frozen. Perhaps it had formalde- 
hyde put in it immediately after it was killed, but it is brought 
here and washed with a little boracic acid to make it look 
bright. This meat is hung up and exposed to the air before it 
gets to the table, but by the time the people eat it it has accu- 
mulated ptomaine poison, and every person who uses it is more 
or less affected. That practice prevails very generally. Even 
Senators in this Chamber have been affected by it. You go 
down to a hotel in the morning and you find men, after having 
made a hearty meal of this kind of meat, saying they do not 
feel very well, that they have heart disease, colic, or something 
of that kind. It was meat of this character which killed many 
of our soldiers down in Cuba, but still the people continue to 
eat it. 

I say there ought to be publicity about this matter. The peo- 
ple should be furnished with information by which they can 
protect themselves against what is being done in this way. 
There are plenty of Senators here who show the effects of that 
kind of bad food. They complain of not feeling all right. They 
would be much healthier and look brighter than they do now 
if they ate better food. It is a matter that is rapidly coming 
home to you, Senators, and coming home to the people of the 
entire country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Srewarr], on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be again stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
again stated. 

The Secretary. On page 40, line 16, after the word “ coun- 


| tries,” it is proposed to strike out: 


To enable the Secretary of Agriculture, in collaboration with the 
Association of Official Agricultural Chemists, and such other experts as 
he may deem necessary, to establish standards of purity for food prod- 
ucts and to determine what are regarded as adulterations therein, for 
the guidance of the officials of the various States and of the courts of 
justice. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I wish to inquire whether 


| or not the latter part of that clause has not already been 
| stricken out—* for the guidance of the officials,” ete.? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
been. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I remember that an amendment was 
offered to that effect,and I thought it had been adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not so appear on tbe 


It does not appear to have 


record. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I made a suggestion along that line, but 
I did not make a motion for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. , 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, if in order, I would move to 
amend the amendment by striking out the words, in lines 21 
and 22, “for the guidance of the officials of the various States 
and of the courts of justice.” Is it not in order to move that 
these words be stricken out? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is entirely in order. 

Mr. BATE. I should like to have the part proposed to be 
striken out read. We do not over here know what is pending. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I make the motion to strike out the words 
which I have read, and which I think are the only objectionable 
ones. 

Mr. BATE. Will the Secretary repeat those words? 
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The: PRESIDENT pro tempore; Will not the effect of the NOT VOTING—42 


amendment of the Senator from Vermont be that the words | 


will still remain in the bill? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment be that the words would remain in the bill? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I moved that from the committee in order 
to perfect the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ver- 
mont what is the object of the provision with those words 
stricken out? I suppose the authority to be established must 
be for the benefit of somebody, and there would be no provision 
for publication. 

Mr. PROCTOR. 
the general publie for what they are worth. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is not this a new provision? 

Mr. PROCTOR. No; it is not a new provision. 
provision has been in previous laws. 


This same 
I do not think the pro- 


is particularly objectionable, but some opposition kas been made 
to it, and there is no objection to striking out the words I have 
indicated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror] to strike out 
the words indicated by him. 

The amendment was: agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question recurs on the 
amendment submitted: by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Srew- 
ART], on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. The Sec- 
retary will call the roll. 

Mr. BATH. I want to know what was stricken out. 
could not understand it over here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment which has 
just been agreed to will be again stated. 

The Secretary. On page 40, line 21, after the word “ therein,” 
strike out“ for the guidance of the officials of the various States 
and of the courts of justice.” 

Mr. BATE. That is all I want. 

The Seeretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, may the amendment be again 
stated? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has commenced. 

Mr. BAILEY (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Eitkins]. He 
does not appear to be in his seat, and I therefore withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Nretson]. 

Mr. DEPEW (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McEnery]. 
and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. GAMBLE (when his name was:called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. NeEwnanps]. I do not see 
him present, and therefore withhold my vote. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote “ nay.” ; 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Farrpanxs]. I 
whether he has voted. 

The PRHSIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
the Senator from Indiana has not voted. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BALL. My colleague [Mr. ALLEe] is unavoidably de- 
tained from the Senate. 

Mr. SIMMONS (after having voted in the negative). I in- 
quire of the. Chair whether the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Crarr], with whom I am paired, has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
he has not voted. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have a general pair with that Senator, and 
will therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 41, as follows: 


We 


It is too late. The roll call 


I am paired with 


I have a pair with 





YEAS—7. 
jate Fulton Kearns Teller 
Dubois Heyburn Stewart 

NAYS—41, 
Alger Daniel Lodge Pettus 
Allison Dryden Long Platt, N. Y. 
Bacon Foraker McComas Proctor 
Ball Frye McCreary Seott 
Bard Gallinger McCumber Spooner 
Blackburn Gibson Mallory Stone 
Burrows Hale Millard Taliaferro 
Carmack Hansbrough Nelson Wetmore 
Clay Kean Overman 
Cockrell Kittredge Patterson 
Crane Latimer Perkins 


Would not the effect of that | 


The reports are published for the benefit of | 





He is not present, | 


inquire | 





= = 
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Aldrich Clarke, Ark, Foster, Wash. Morgan 
Allee Culberson Gamble Newlands 
Ankeny Cullom Gorman Pent 
tailey Depew Hawley Pla Conn 
Berry Dick Hopkins Quarles 
Beveridge Dietrich Knox Simmo 
surnham Dillingham McEnery 5 
Burton Dolliver McLaurin rillman 
Clapp Elkins Martin Warren 
Clark, Mont. Fairbanks Mitchell 
Clark, Wyo. Foster, La. Money 
So. Mr. Stewart’s amendment was rejected. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not desire to discus 


ther the question of the Congressional distribution of seed, bu 
as I said in the Committee of the Whole, when the subject was 
previously debated, I desire to offer an amendment and ask 1 

a vote upon it, I move to substitute for the clause on page 2, 
line 14, running to line 21 on page 32, the clause which | 
to the desk. The effect of my amendment is to retain the d 


Set : : | tribution of seed by the Department of Agriculture and to ab 
yISLO rhic ave mov Ss c as funy Dé ls ‘ : 7; : : 
vision which I have moved to strike out has done any harm or | ish Congressional distribution. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ma 
chusetts offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is moved to substitute for the claus 
ginning on page 29, line 14, down to line 21 on page 32, the fol 


lowing: 


Purchase and distribution of valuable seeds: For the purcl 
gation, testing, and distribution of rare and valuable seeds, b 3 
shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants; for rent and repairs; the en 
ment of local and special agents, clerks, assistants, and other | 


quired, in the city of Washington and elsewhere; ail necessary 
fixtures and supplies, fuel, transportation, paper, twine, g 
postal cards, gas, and electric current, traveling expenses, and a 


um printing, 


sary material and repairs for putting up and distributing the same, and 
to be distributed in localities adapted to. their culture, $300,000 
vided, That $27,780 of which sum, or so much thereof as the Secretary 


hase, test, proj 


of Agriculture shall direct, may be used to collect, pur 
agate, and distribute rare and valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, 
cuttings, and plants from foreign countries or from our possessions fo! 
experiments with reference to their introduction into and cultivation in 
this country; and the seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and 
plants thus collected, purchased, tested, and: propagated shall not : 

cluded in general distribution, but shall be used for experimental t« ; 
to be carried on with the cooperation of the agricultural ex} ent 
stations. 

Mr. LODGE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be again stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair) I 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts will be 
again stated, 

Mr. LODGE. My amendment is simply a substitute 
existing provision, only it confines the distribution of s 
the Agricultural Department and abolishes the 
distribution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On what page is the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 
stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. On page 29, line 138, it is proposed to strike 
out the clause of the bill down to and including line 21, page 382, 
and to insert in lieu thereof the amendment just read, 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. President, I move to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting “ three” instead of “one.” 


for the 
ed to 


Congressional 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from South Carolina | Mr: LAtTimMger] will be stated. 


The Secrerary. Before the word “ hundred” it is 
to strike out “one” and insert “ three ;” to read, “ three 
hundred thousand dollars.” 

Mr. LODGE. That increases the appropriation for Conyre 
sional distribution $100,000? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the effect of it 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. President, this matter of the distribution 
of seed has been coming up in Congress for the last twelve years 
and has been discussed in both branches. The other House, 
when this bill was before that body, only lacked three or four 
votes for increasing this sum to $300,000 instead of $260,000. I 
realize that members of the Senate have but little interest in the 
distribution of seeds. Their quota is only about 12,000 pack- 
ages, which do not go over the State, and which creates dis- 
satisfaction in certain communities to which but a few pack 
ages of seed are sent out, there not being enough to go around 
to all their constituents. But the Members of the House have 
about 12;000 packages each, and these, with the Senators’ quota, 
pretty well supply the demand, and those are valuable seed. 


proposed 


It was stated’ by a distinguished member of this body a few 
years ago that we would never be able to increase the produc 
tion of cotton in the Southern States beyond 12,000,000 or 
13,060,000 bales. Mr. President, one of the best farmers in one 


of the counties of South Carolina has increased the production 
of cotton on his farm from one to two bales an acre, and this 
has been done largely by the use of improved seeds. In every 
section of the South we want to iucreuse our crop of « 


tton. 
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The labor is the same in producing 500 pounds of seed cotton 
per acre as it is in producing 2,000 pounds per acre of seed cot- 
ton. ‘The difference in the production is in the value largely of 
the seed planted. 

We have many improved varieties of seeds, and yet the va- 
riety produced by this particular farmer, who has taken special 
pains with his seed, is an improvement’‘upon them. Through 
this distribution by Congressional aid the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture can purchase those seeds from that farmer and they will 
go into every section of the South in one season, a few packages 
of the improved variety going to farmers in different sections, 
and they are rare and valuable. 

The amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts proposes 
to cut down the appropriation from two hundred to one hundred 
thousand dollars. I maintain that that sum will not be suffi- 
cient to continue the distribution of improved varieties of seed 
that are being grown in the different States of the Union, and 
no appropriation made by Congress, in my judgment, as I said 
a few days ago, brings greater remuneration to the American 
people than that for improved seed. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts undertakes to reduce this appropriation simply because 
there is very little interest probably in the State of Massachu- 
setts on this proposition, but there are vast agricultural areas 
where the masses are interested, where the farmers are poor, 
where they have not the information as to where these improved 
varieties of seeds can be obtained. The Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, through the information that comes into the Department, 
has an opportunity to get these improved varieties of seed, and 
through this distribution he can send them to every section of 
the Union. 

I hope that if the Senate interferes at all with this appropria- 
tion, instead of decreasing it $100,000 it will increase it to 
$300,000. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, against the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Latimer] I make the 
point of order that it is out of order under section 2 of Rule 
XVI. I make the point of order that the amendemnt proposes 
to increase an appropriation and has not been referred to a 
committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. The question is on agreeing to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I do not think the sending 
out of ordinary commercial seeds is a legitimate and proper 
use of the public money, but, as I stated the other day, the pro- 
portion of ordinary seeds sent out is diminishing every year. 
The Department is working very hard to use the entire appro- 
priation for valuable seeds, varieties that may be common in 
one section, but are not in another. I think it is an evil that 
will cure itself. It has the sanction of long custom, and al- 
though I agree with the Senator from Massachusetts that it 
was unfortunate that it was ever started, I believe to try to stop 
it now will have the very effect of intensifying it and leading, 
as it did once before, when we agitated it, to an increase of the 
appropriation. I think it is very much better to endure the 
present evil “than fly to others that we know not of.” I hope 
the amendment will not prevail, and I should be very glad 
indeed if the Senator from Massachusetts could see his way 
clear to withdraw it. 

Mr. LODGE. I will not withdraw the amendment, but I 
withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts withdraws the demand for the yeas and nays. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BACON. I wish to offer two amendments. The first 
amendment is on page 54, line 17, and then there is another 
subsequent amendment on page 55, line 2. They are of the same 
nature—that is, one is pursuant to the other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SecreTary. On page 54, at the end of line 17, after the 
word “ month,” insert the words: 

And in the case of the cotton crop reports issued on the 3d, 10th, 
17th, and 25th days of each month, beginning with the month of May 
and extending to the month of February next succeeding. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I wish the Senator from Georgia would 
state the effect of the amendment. 

Mr. BACON. I will. 

Mr. President, there is no matter in which the agricultural 
interest of my section of the country is so deeply interested as 
this particular matter. It is not offered as a matter of form, 
but in the sincere hope that it may be incorporated in the bill 


and subsequently be a part of the law. It looks to an exten- 
sion of the service which is now given to the country under the 
appropriation heretofore made and under the provisions of law 
heretofore enacted by which the Secretary of Agriculture en- 
deavors to inform the people of the United States, or all of 
those who are interested in the cotton crop, of the condition of 
the cotton crop at the time of the report, both as to all matters 
which will contribute to the production and as to the extent of 
the production later along in the season. 

This is a matter which does not simply concern the cotton 
planter. It concerns all those who are interested either in the 
production of cotton or in the utilizing of cotton in manufac- 
ture or in commerce thereafter. I can not better bring to the 
appreciation of the Senate the importance of this matter than to 
state, not with any attempted accuracy, but generally, the great 
evil and, I may say, disaster which resulted during the past year 
from the present imperfect manner in which that service is per- 
formed, not by reason of any inefficient effort on the part of the 
Secretary, but because of the fact that the law as it now stands 
does not enable him to make such a report as will prevent the 
evil and the disaster. 

Under the law as it now stands the Secretary of Agriculture 
is required to make a monthly report of the condition of the cot- 
ton crop. In the early part of the season he begins with a report 
as to the acreage, by which those who are interested in the ques- 
tion of production, or who will during the year become interested 
in the question, are enabled with some degree of approximate 
accuracy to forecast the probable size of the crop. 

Then, as the season advances, reports are made as to rainfall 
and other conditions, from which also these deductions can be 
drawn; and then later on in the season, when the plant ap- 
proaches maturity, other estimates of the probable production 
are made, and later still other estimates. Each month the De- 
partment issues a bulletin in which there is an estimate of the 
probable size of the crop. 

Now, these estimates being a month apart, the result neces- 
sarily is this: If conditions change materially during the 
month, there will be very great variance in the estimates. The 
whole country waits for the estimate of the Agricultural De- 
partment. The exchanges wait for it. The manufacturers 
wait for it. The exporters wait for it. The cotton planters 
wait for it. When the report comes, if it is of an unexpected 
nature, the fluctuation in the price of cotton is so great as to 
be absolutely disastrous to those who are engaged in its pro- 
duction or in the use of the raw material. 

I call the attention of the Senate to this as a fact: During 
the present cotton season the Department of Agriculture, at the 
beginning of the month, or on the third of the month, I believe, 
which is the date fixed for these reports, published an estimate 
as to the size of the crop. 

At that time the estimate was such as to make the price a 
very large one and to encourage those who had cotton which 
had been produced by them to think it was going to be still 
greater; and yet at the beginning of the succeeding month, 
during which interval there was no report from the Department 
and no intimation to those who were thus interested that there 
had been such changed conditions as would result in a greatly 
variant report, another estimate was made, which made, as I am 
informed, a difference of about $40,000,000 in the value of the 
cotton then on hand unsold and in the hands of the planters. 

The Senate, of course, will appreciate the fact that if the re- 
port of the Secretary of Agriculture was correct, that change in 
price was a legitimate change in price, because there was that 
change in the question of supply and demand which would have 
made that variance in price. But the point is this: If there 
had been successive reports at shorter intervals that loss would 
not have fallen altogether upon those who were engaged in the 
production of cotton, as it practically did. There would have 
been the same depreciation in the price and in the total value of 
the cotton, but, advised as they would have been of the estimates, 
from which lower prices would result, the losses would not have 
fallen exclusively upon the cotton planter, but would have been 
distributed between the cotton planter and the cotton consumer. 

Mr. CARMACK. I should like to ask the Senator what par- 
ticular advantage there is to the planter in having these inter- 
mediate reports during the early stages of the crop? What 
particular advantage to the farmer is there in having any re- 
port at all during that time, especially during the early part of 
the season? 

Mr. BACON. The planter is not so much interested in the 
early part of the season, of course, as he is in the latter part, 
but there are others who are interested in this matter besides 
the planter. All of our American factories, which take one- 
third of our entire cotton crop, are interested. There are over 
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4,000,000 bales of cotton manufactured in the United States. 
Two-thirds of the crop goes abroad. One-third is manufactured 
in the United States. And every man who is engaged in the 
manufacture of cotton, every man who is engaged in commer- 
cial business in connection with cotton is interested from the 
day the first furrow is run to the day, nearly a year later, when 
the last bale is ginned in any information which can give him 
some idea as to what will be the probable size of the crop. 

As the season progresses and the plant matures, when it be- 
gins to be put upon the market, it is of the utmost importance to 
the planter that he shall have not monthly but more frequent re- 
ports, in order that he may be saved from the losses which come 
from these violent and excessive fluctuations when the estimates 
are separated in their publication by thirty days’ interval. 

Mr. CARMACK. I can understand that; but it has seemed 
to me that when you get the amount of the acreage anything 
else you may find out about the cotton crop in the early part of 
the season is little better than mere guesswork, and that is 
true until the plant begins to mature. 

Mr. BACON. I intend speaking about conditions when it be- 
gins to mature. The latter part of the season is what more 
particularly concerns the planter, and I am coming to that sub- 
division later. I intended to suggest to the distinguished Sen- 
ator in charge of the bill that if the expense as to the more hu- 
merous reports is greater than the Government can bear, it might 
not be extended over the whole period, but might be limited to a 
shorter period. 

Mr. CARMACK. 
gest. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator did not permit me to progress far 
enough to make that suggestion. The Senator will remember 
that at the time he interrupted me, the last sentence I had ut- 
tered was one in which I endeavored to show how it was that the 
planter lost so great an amount of money by reason of the fact 
that these reports are not sufficiently frequent; and I mentioned 
this fact: I think it was in the month of November or December— 
and I have forgotten which—the beginning of the month, the 
estimates of the Department from the information which it ob- 
tained was that the production was so limited that the price 
would be very high; and it was high. 

Thirty days ran along with the planters absolutely in ignor- 
ance of the fact that the Department was receiving informativn, 
which, when published, would make such a change in the 
amount of probable production that the remainder still in their 
hands was worth $40,000,000 less than it was at the beginning 
of the month. If, on the contrary, the information in the posses- 
sion of the Department had been given at shorter intervals the 
planters would not have been misled and by selling their cotton 
they would have saved at least a part of this great loss. 

Now the point is this—the question of expense is another 
matter, and I hope Senators will distinguish between the two. 
The point is whether or not the presentation which I make is a 
correct one; whether there is a great evil, and whether it 
results in subjecting the planters to great loss. Then the next 
question is whether we can afford to correct this evil and pro- 
tect the cotton planters from this loss. 

Are the interests involved sufficiently great to justify the 
change in the law and the expense necessary for its correction? 
I hope Senators will not have any doubt in their minds as to the 
present difficulty, a difficulty arising out of monthly reports, 
which have such an interval between them that in that interim 
there is such a fluctuation in the probable amount of production 
as to be absolutely disastrous to those who are engaged in the 
production, because they have been kept in ignorance all the 
time of those things in the knowledge of the Department which 
are going to result in this tremendous reduction in price. 

Mr. President, I said there was no question in which the agri- 
cultural interests of the South are so much interested as in this 
particular question involved in this particular amendment 
which I have offered. There is not a thing you can possibly 
put in the agricultural bill which will mean so much in dollars 
and cents to the cotton producer as this, and there is nothing 
you can put in that bill which, in the opinion of the cotton pro- 
ducers, can mean so much as this amendment. 

Now, as evidence of that, I will call attention to the fact 
that within the past month there assembled in the city of New 
Orleans a representative convention, composed of delegates from 
the entire cotton-producing country, men informed, men of ad- 
ranced ideas, men of large interests, a convention which resulted 
from the tremendous loss to the cotton producers, because the 
law last year was what you propose it shall remain this year. 

The law last year provided for only monthly reports, and there 

yas in consequence this tremendous disaster to the cotton pro- 
ducers. This tremendous loss which befell them in one month 


That is the very point I wanted to sug- 
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caused them to come together in convention in New Orleans 
from all over the cotton States, and to ask that they should have 
more frequent reports from the Agricultural Department. 

They, it is true, did not go as far as this amendment pro 
poses. They asked for semimonthly reports. They would have 
preferred, of course, weekly reports. They would like to know 
every day if they could, and if it is, in the opinion of the Senate, 
too expensive to give weekly reports I can not imagine how it 
can be that the Congress of the United States can turn a deaf 
ear to so great a necessity as this and refuse to give sem 
monthly reports. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Geor-* 
gia yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator from Texas [Mr. Batrey] 
were here, because in the Committee on the Census some time 
within the last two weeks, at his instance and on his presenta 
tion of the interests of the cotton grower, very much after the 
good fashion in which the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] is 
representing that interest, an amendment was made to a bill 
before that committee providing for semimonthly reports, as | 
remember. 

Mr. BACON. The difference is that those relate to the gi 
ners. Itisa different thing altogether. 

Mr. HALE. I wanted to call the Senator's attention to the 
reasons given for it. 

Mr. BACON. Itris in a different Department. 
Census. 

Mr. HALE. That is the very point to which I am calling the 
attention of the Senate. Certainly the subject-matter, while it 
is in another Department, is the same—reports from time to time 
of the condition and extent of the cotton crop. Is it the inten- 
tion of the Senator and of Senators who are representing and 
who are very much interested in this product that there shall 
be duplicate reports with respect to this same industry? Is 
the Census Bureau to have an army of employees who shall re- 
port semimonthly upon the condition of the cotton crop and 
the Secretary of Agriculture to have another army of employees 
devoted to the same subject and to make reports? I should like 
to know what is the Senator’s idea about it. 

My attention was called to it because I am a member of the 
Committee on the Census. When the Senator from Texas 
brought forward his project, we agreed with him. I agree with 
the Senator from Georgia as to the importance of this matter. 
I repeat, at the risk of wearisome reiteration, does the Senator 
think there should be two Departments invested with this same 
authority, each having its army of employees reporting upon the 
same subject-matter; and if that is done, what will be the re- 
sult if they differ? It is a very interesting subject. 

Mr. BACON. I am ready to answer the question whenever 
the Senator from Maine wil! permit me. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is very quick in his apprehension. 
He sees what I have in my mind. 

Mr. BACON. I hope so. 

Mr. HALE. And now I will be very glad to hear the Senator's 
statement in regard to it. 

Mr. BACON. Whenever the Senator concludes. 

Mr. HALE. I am obliged to the Senator from Georgia for 
yielding. 

Mr. BACON. The amendment I have offered does not propose’ 
in any manner to change the present system, which will continue 
to exist if the amendment is not adopted. It simply proposes to 
change some of the details of the system which will exist 
whether the amendment is adopted or not. 
census reports are no new thing. 


That is in the 


In other words, the 
They existed last vear, and 


it has simply been a change of detail as to the census reports. 
By the change the census reports will be more frequent. In 
the same way the contemporaneous reports of the Secretary of 


Agriculture existed last year, and it is proposed that they shall 
continue to exist whether the amendment which I have offered 
is adopted or not. 

. So the inquiry of the distinguished and honorable Senator 
from Maine does not go to the point upon which I am endeavor 
ing to have the attention of the Senate. 

I am not seeking to add to the system by incorporating the 
dual system, which the Senator from Maine indirectly criticises. 
That is a system which now exists. It existed last year. The 
two services thus contemporaneously existing are altogether 
on different lines. The Census Department is limited to the 
single thing of getting statistics from the ginneries. The scoj« 
of the work of the Agricultural Department is a great deal 
wider, and goes to all matters which will affect the question of 
the production of cotton. That has heretofore been recognized 
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as a proper dual system. It has heretofore been recognized 
that it is proper to have on the part of the census the statistical 
information as to the number of bales ginned, and the much 
wider information as to all conditions of the crop which is to 
be gathered from and through the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. President, I come back to the proposition upon which I 
was addressing the Senate at the time of the interruption of 
the Senator from Maine, and that is, first, the question whether 
there is an evil here of this magnitude which can be corrected 
by the proposed amendment, and, second, whether, if there is 
such an evil, it is of such importance as to justify and require 
its correction on the part of Congress. 

Now, Mr. President, I have said that this is a matter which 
does not simply concern the cotton planter. It concerns very 
largely the entire business interests of this country. The cot- 
ton crop is the most important agricultural product made in the 
United States, viewed from its relation to the general commerce 
of the country. It is the largest of all single exports, either 
agricultural or mineral or manufacturing. 

The largest of all single exports is the cotton crop. Taking 
the exports of 1903-4 as a basis, it brings more gold into this 
country—and when I speak of bringing in gold I mean the gold 
actually brought in and the gold that is kept from going out, 
because if the cotton did not go in its place the gold would have 
to go—it brings more gold into this country than any other two 
single products. Nay, sir, this greatly understates the case. It 
brings more gold into this country than any other four products. 
It has done more in the last forty years to maintain the finan- 
cial system of this country on a firm basis and to keep the bal- 
ance of trade in favor of the United States than any other two 
products or any other four products added together. 

Next to raw cotton the next largest articles of export from the 
United States are wheat, including wheat flour, and iron and 
steel manufactues, and yet the value of cotton exported is 
nearly twice as much in value as both of them added together. 
The value of cotton is equal to about one half of all the agricul- 
tural exports of every kind from the United States including all 
animals and animal products, and it is about equal to the value 
of the exports of all manufactured articles of every kind and 
description. Take the entire value of the exports of wheat 
and wheat flour, of corn, including corn meal, of oats, of rye, of 
barley, of hogs, including hams, lard, and all other hog products, 
of cattle, including dressed beef and all other cattle products, 
take all these export values and add them together, and the ex- 
port cotton exceeds them all in value by many millions. 

Mr. President, in my own State the cotton crop last year 
sold for more than all the gold that was dug in all the mines 
of the United States, including its Territories and outlying 
possessions, and the part of the crop that went from my single 
State to foreign parts, which was two-thirds of it, amounted to 
within a very small fraction as much in dollars as all the gold 
dug in all the United States in the year. The cotton crop as a 
whole each year amounts in gold dollars to more than twice as 
much, or about twice as much, as all the gold dug in all the 
mines of all the world in a year, and the part of the cotton crop 
that goes abroad and that brings gold into the United States 
amounts to more in gold dollars than all the gold that is dug in 
all the mines of all the world in a year. 

And yet it is a fact, Mr. President, that those who confer this 
great benefit upon this country in producing an article that 
holds in its steadfast grip the gold of the world and refuses to 
let it leave the country, have less of the benefits and the en- 
couragements from governmental agency than those of any 
other great industry in this country. It is an impossibility that 
they can have any benefit under any tariff legislation, because 
their product is an export and not an import, and yet it is a 
fact that there is scarcely an article used in the production of 
cotton but what is itself made very much higher in its cost to 
them by reason of the tariff legislation of this country, which 
enriches others at their expense. Upon every article used by 
them—plows, harness, chains, wagons, tools, and equipment of 
every kind—they are compelled to pay nearly two prices on 
account of the tariff, and yet the tariff law denies to them the 
poor boon of even free cotton bagging and free cotton ties. 

Cotton is the most difficult of all crops to raise. It takes a 
longer time to raise it. It takes twelve months in the year to 
make a cotton crop; some people say thirteen. My distinguished 
friend from Mississippi [Mr. Money], who represents a great 
ectton State—next in production to Georgia—says thirteen, and 
it is a common saying in the South that it takes thirteen months 
in the year to make a cotton crop. 

In other words, from the time the first furrows are begun to 
be run until the last boll of cotton is picked, is frequently thir- 
teen months, and during that entire interval there is little or 
no time to rest. It is an unceasing attention, a constant labor, 





and when by reason of such failure of the Government to give 
the reports in a degree of proper frequency, as was the case last 
year, there is such a fluctuation in the price that the profit on it 
is nothing, and cotton is to-day selling at less than the cost of 
production in a great many sections of the country. 

Mr. President, this great interest is not limited to them. All 
the great cotton manufacturers of the country, in order that 
they may fix their prices for the manufactured goods, are inter- 
ested in the question, What shall be the volume of the cotton 
crop? They are all of them interested in order that they may 
know whether there is such a prospective profit in the business 
as will enable them to expand their business. They are all of 
them interested in it to know what wages they can pay to their 
laborers. Every cotton-goods jobber is interested, every ex- 
porter of goods is interested, and every importer of goods is in- 
terested. There is no single industry in this country which 
affects so widely the general business of the country—North 
as well as South—and in which there are such a vast number 
and variety of people interested as those who are interested in 
the question as to what will be the volume of the cotton crop. 

Now, Mr. President, what does the Secretary of Agriculture 
say in response to this amendment? He recognizes the fact 
that it is a proper thing for the Agriculture Department to make 
these reports. It is a system which has been inaugurated for 
some time past, and the complaint is not against the system, 
but upon the fact that it has not been sufficiently expanded. 
Before that system was inaugurated there were other estimates 
made by private individuals and by representatives of commer- 
cial bodies and organizations. They were made largely upon 
very imperfect information, upon limited information, and there 
was great evil resulting from it. Some were interested parties, 
and of course their estimates were biased. It was thought that 
when the Government undertook to furnish the information the 
cotton producers would be relieved from the great evil which 
resulted from the estimates being in the hands of private par- 
ties. There has been benefit from it, but there is as it now 
stands an immense evil, one involving not a little amount of 
money, but vast sums of money, as I have stated, in one month 
losing to the cotton planters on the part of the crop still held by 
them about $40,000,000. 

Now, with this vast product, more than $600,000,000 in value, 
all of it a gold crop—two-thirds of it used as an actual gold 
crop in bringing gold into the country—is the question of a few 
hundred thousand dollars to stand in the way? 

The representative of the Secretary of Agriculture, in a letter 
which the Senator from Vermont now holds in his hand, esti- 
mates, if I recollect aright, that to make the reports as re- 
quired in this amendment would involve an additional expendi- 
ture of some four hundred and odd thousand dollars. Now, 
Mr. President, I say if it does involve that amount, this industry 
affects not only the cotton planter, but it affects all engaged in 
any way in the commercial operations of cotton. The banks of 
the country, the manufacturers of the country, the jobbers of 
the country, and the retail merchants as well, those engaged as 
employees in the manufacture of cotton, and many others in 
the various ramifications, direct and indirect, of this business, 
are interested in it. 

What we desire is that the Secretary shall continue in the 
work, but that he shall be put in a position to make it a safe 
work; that it shall be such that if there are changed condi- 
tions they shall be made known promptly to the country; that 
the reports which come in to him in his office for the 3d of the 
month shall not be kept secret and locked up until the 3d of the 
next month, and that endless disaster shall not be brought upon 
the country by its all being suddenly and unexpectedly precipi- 
tated at one time as information to the country. 

There is one other feature of the amendment which I have 
offered which I think is an important addition to the system as 
it now exists—that is, that the Secretary shall not only publish 
his estimate, but that he shall publish a synopsis of the informa- 
tion upon which he makes his estimate. 

There was a great outcry, whether just or unjust, of course, I 
am not prepared to say, that the Secretary had made an im- 
proper estimate; in other words, that he had not correctly ex- 
amined and formed his conclusions upon information which he 
had. The second amendment which I have offered in this con- 
nection looks to the giving of that information to the public, in 
order that they may not only have the estimate of the Secre- 
tary, but that they may have the information by which they may 
be able to form some judgment for themselves whether or not 
his estimate is correct. I see, Mr. President, by reason of the 
approach of the time for the Senate to meet as a court of im- 
peachment, it will be impossible to conclude this subject this 
morning unless the Senator is prepared to accept the amend- 
ment, which I hope he is. 
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Mr. PROCTOR. As it is very evident that the bill can not 
be concluded before the meeting of the court, I wish to give 
notice that immediately on the adjournment of the court I shall 
ask that the agricultural bill be taken up again. 


GOLD AND SILVER IN THE ARTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the ac- 
tion of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15578) to prevent the use 
of devices calculated to convey the impression that the United 
States Government certifies to the quality of gold and silver 
used in the arts, and requesting a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. ELKINS. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and accede to the request of the House for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
KEAN, Mr. Foraker, and Mr. CARMACK were appointed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER DAM. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
5972) entitled “An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Mississippi River between the village of Sauk Rapids, Ben- 
ton County, Minn., and the city of St. Cloud, Stearns County, 
Minn.” 

The amendments were, on page 3, line 15, to strike out “ three 
years ” and insert “ one year;” and on page 3, line 16, to strike 
out “six” and insert “ three.” 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the Senate concur in the House 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 


Brow NING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 1227% 








3) authorizing the appointment of certain mid- | 


shipmen in the United States Navy; in which it requested the | 


concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

S. 2654. An act to amend chapter 55 of an act entitled “An 
act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia; 

S. 6088. An act authorizing the closing of part of an alley in 
squgre No. 733 in the city of Washington, D. C. ; 


S. 6244. An act to change the lunacy proceedings in the Dis- | 


trict of Columbia where the Commissioners of said District are 
the petitioners, and for other purposes ; 
S. 6422. An act to amend an act approved February 12, 1901, 


ings on the line of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Com- 
pany in the city of Washington, D. C., and requiring said com- 
pany to depress and elevate its tracks, and to enable it to relo- 
cate parts of its railroad therein, and for other purposes ; 

S. 6425. An act to amend section 4472 of the Revised Statutes 
so as to remove certain restrictions upon the transportation by 
steam vessels of gasoline and other products of petroleum when 
carried by motor vehicles (commonly known as automobiles) 
using the same as a source of motor power; 

S. 7008. An act permitting the Washington Market Company 
to lay a conduit across Seventh street west: and 


S. 7081. An act to mark the grave of Maj. Pierre Charles 
L’Enfant. 


IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE CHARLES SWAYNE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 2 o’clock p. m.). The 
hour to which the Senate sitting as a court of impeachment 
adjourned has arrived. The 
please take the chair. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut assumed the chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pratr of Connecticut). 
The Senate is now in session for the trial of the impeachment 
of Charles Swayne, United States district judge in and for the 
northern district of Florida. The Sergeant-at-Arms will make 
proclamation. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms made the usual proclamation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeaut-at-Arms will no- 
tify the managers if they are in attendance. 

The managers on the part of the House of Representatives 


to conduct the impeachment were announced by the Assistant | 


Sergeant-at-Arms, and by him conducted to the seats assigned 
them. 

The respondent, Judge Charles Swayne, accompanied by his 
eounsel, Mr. Higgins and Mr. Thurston, entered the Chamber 
and took the seats assigned them. 


} 


Senator from Connecticut will | 
| time, which is a disputed point, when Elza T. Davis, one of the 
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The Journal of the Senate sitting as a court for the trial of 
the impeachment Saturday, February 11, was read 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I move the adoption of the 
following order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read by the Secre 
tary. 

The order was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate sitting 
for the trial of the impeachment of Charles Swayne, 150 copies { 
brief prepared by the counsel for the respondent, and that the usual 
number be not printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are the managers ready to 


proceed? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, in respect to the application 
made by counsel for the respondent for an attachment against 
Louis P. Paquet, we desire to have the matter properly investi 
gated as to whether the witness is really able to attend or not, 
and to that end we ask that the attachment may issue, and that 


| the officer or the Sergeant-at-Arms serving the same may be 


charged with the discretion of determining whether the witness 
is able to attend or not. That is the course which has been 
pursued in practice with which I am familiar. In other words, 
where there is doubt in the mind of the court or of counsel as 
to whether a witness is able to attend or not, the court awaits 
the return of the sheriff or the marshal in the premises. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sixth rule of the 
for impeachment trials provides that motions for attachment 
must be decided by the Senate rather than the Presiding Offi 
cer. Whether it be necessary for the Senate to retire to consult 
upon this matter the Presiding Officer does not know, but he 
will state the motion to the Senate. 

Mr. Paquet, a witness summoned for the respondent, has fur- 
nished the certificate of a physician that he has been ill since 
January 31, and is still ill, confined to his bed, and probably 
will not be able to travel for two or three weeks. Counsel! for 


Senate 


| respondent now moves that an attachment may issue, and that 


the Sergeant-at-Arms in serving the same be authorized to use 
his discretion to determine whether the witness is or is not able 
to travel. Unless there be some motion made to retire for the 
consideration of this question, the Presiding Officer will submit 
the motion to the Senate. [Putting the question. ] 

Mr. TELLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President-—-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been 
requested. I suppose the Presiding Officer should first ascer- 
tain whether there is a second. Is there a second? 

Mr. FORAKER. Before the yeas and nays are ordered, I 
should like to inquire whether or not any statement has been 
made as to the testimony that it is sought to bring before the 
Has anything been stated as to the 
importance of it or the nature of it? We are entirely without 
any advice except only that a witness has furnished a pbhysi- 
cian’s certificate that he is unable to travel and will not be able 
to travel for two or three weeks. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, in answer to the query of the 
Senator, I have to say that the witness is a most material wit- 
ness and his testimony most important. He is one of the three 
attorneys in the Davis and Belden case who were charged with 
contempt in that case. He left Pensacola, as I am instructed 
will be shown, immediately after the publication of Sunday 
morning in the newspaper, and went to New Orleans, and 
was not tried for contempt before the court. He took a writ 
of prohibition from the supreme court, or the circuit court of 


So 


| appeals, I am not certain to which he appealed, and thereafter 


| there 


he came into the court for the northern district of Florida, and 
apologized and admitted the contempt and was dis 


| charged. 


Now, his testimony goes much beyond that. It goes to the 
other two witnesses, was employed as counsel in the Florida 
Maguire suit, and as to that point we are very anxious to have 
his testimony. Really in an ordinary case his absence wouid 


| be a ground for a continuance of the case, in the opinion of 


counsel for the respondent. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, if I am in order to make an 
inquiry, in order that the statement of the Presiding Officer 


| may be distinctly understood, I understood the Presiding Officer 





to say that the Sergeant-at-Arms would be clothed with dis- 
cretion. From that I gather that if the witness is not in a con- 
dition to be brought with safety to himself he wonld not be 
brought, and if he is in a condition to be brought he will be 
brought. Is that the meaning of the word “ discretion” in that 
connection? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was what the Presiding 
Officer understood from counsel when the motion was made. 





2.460 


Mr. HIGGINS. 
dent. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I desire to inquire 
whether it is not possible for counsel to agree to take the deposi- 
tion of this witness? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the managers respond? 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Mr. President, we offered to take 
the deposition of Mr. Durkee in Jacksonville, Fla., and it was 
declined on the part of counsel. But we are quite willing to 
take Mr. Paquet’s deposition, if there is time for it, in New 
Orleans, if he can not be brought here. We would much prefer 
to have him brought here, because we think he is quite as im- 
portant a witness for us as for them. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, there is great difficulty in the 
preparation of interrogatories and the taking of a deposition and 
its return in time for the closing of the testimony in this case. I 
think it is impossible for it to be done. The taking of the testi- 
mony would be through with before that testimony or deposi- 
tion could be executed. But we are willing, and I make the 
tender, to receive the testimony of Mr. Paquet before the in- 
vestigating committee, if the managers are willing to accept 
that. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. We could not do that. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Well, that is all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, whether a witness shall be 
brought by an attachment or not is for the judgment of the 
Senate as a court, I should think, and I should like to hear it 
somewhat discussed, if there are authorities sustaining the 
proposition, that a court issues an attachment for a witness 
leaving it to the sheriff to determine whether the judgment of 
the court or the writ shall be executed or not. 
to have the authorities produced. 


That is the correct understanding, Mr. Presi- 


So far as the Senate knows, this witness is not able to at- | 


tend. The Presiding Officer has laid before the Senate a letter 
of the wife of the witness, stating his condition, and a certifi- 
eate of his physician that he is ill—not only confined to his 
house, but confined to his bed—and is not able to travel. I 
suggest that at least the matter be not decided at once. 

Mr. HIGGINS. 
it should not be decided at once, but I beg to say one word in 
respect to the matter raised by the Senator; 
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sent me a letter, which I received yesterday, saying that he had 
been served; that he was ill and had not been able to start, but 
he thought he would be able to get here by Tuesday morning— 
that is, to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. That he would be able to get here? 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Yes; to get here. But yesterday a 
dispatch was received from him that he thought he would start 
on Tuesday morning. Mr. Belden is certainly a very important 
witness in this case. He was one of the persons who was put 
in prison for contempt by Judge Swayne, and we need him in 
this trial. In order to preserve our rights, we ask for this at- 
tachment. We will endeavor to get him without sending the 
attachment for him if we can, but we do not want to be held 
guilty of laches in not applying for an attachment just as soon 
as we find the witness is not here. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask if this witness is not one of the per- 


| sons upon whose motion charges against Judge Swayne have 





been filed and presented to the Senate? 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Mr. President, he is one of the per- 
sons. He is not a reluctant witness. He is a sick witness. He 
says he is sick in bed and can not start before Tuesday morning. 
He is not a reluctant witness in any sense. I will not say he is 
an eager witness, but I will say he is very desirous of being here. 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to say, Mr. President, that I think 
the opinion of the Senate in respect to this part of the procedure 
is that we should proceed as fast as possible. A great deal of 
the time of the Senate is being consumed at this late stage of the 
session by the hours that we are obliged to put in each day in 
this trial. The time is further consumed by controversies about 


| the presence of witnesses who do not appear here, and the juris- 
I should like | 


diction of the Senate over other public business is all the more 
and more taken away. I may venture to express the hope that 
in these matters counsel, if possible, will relieve the Senate of 
these controversies about the presence of witnesses. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer will put 
the question to the Senate, unless there is further 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, before that is done, may I ask 





| for whom is the attachment sought? 


Mr. President, I accept the suggestion that | 


and that is that | 


the date the certificate of the physician was made was several | 


days ago. To be sure, we had a telegram here on Saturday from 
Mrs. Paquet stating that such a certificate had been forwarded ; 
but beyond the actual condition of the witness at the time the 
certificate was furnished, it becomes altogether a 
conjecture thereafter as to when he would or when he would not 
be able to travel. Therefore a messenger or an oflicer of this 


matter of | 


court would be the most effective agency for ascertaining the | 


matter on the ground. 
I will say further to the Senator that I only have made this 
suggestion as a matter of practice within the knowledge, and fa- 


miliar knowledge, of whatever court may have had such a prac- | 


tice. Of course, one of the diffieulties of this tribunal is that 
it is made up from all the land, and the practice in different 
courts may be different on this point; but it is the practice 
with which E have been familiar for forty years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer under- 
stands, then, that for the present the motion is withdrawn or 
laid over. 

Mr. HIGGINS. It lies over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ceed? 

Mr. Manager PALMER. I wish to ask for an attachment for 
Simeon Belden, of New Orleans. I will state that I had a let- 
ter from Mr. Belden stating that he was ill, had the grippe, but 
that he thought he would be able to get here by Tuesday morn- 
ing. 
A dispatch was received in this city by somebody yesterday that 
he expected to start on Tuesday. In order to preserve our 
rights, I that we have an attachment for Mr. Simeon 
Belden, who is a very important witness in this case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Do the managers desire that 
that motion shall be decided at this time? 

Mr. Manager PALMER. I think so, sir. I think we ought 
to have it recorded that the attachment has been requested. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the House ask for an attachment for Witness Simeon Belden. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, before I vote for an attachment 
I want to know something about the facts. 
seats here we did not hear what the manager said as to the 
facts. We do not even know whether this man has been served 
with a subpena. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Well, Mr. President, the Sergeant- 
at-Arms reports that this man was served, and, as I stated, he 


Are the managers ready to pro- 


ask 


asks for the yeas and nays. 


I telegraphed him yesterday that he must start at once. | 


The managers on the part of | 


Sitting in the back | 


Mr. Manager PALMER. For Simeon Belden. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is made that an at- 
tachment issue for Simeon Belden. 

Mr. SPOONER. As I understand it, Mr. President, this wit- 
ness is subpcenaed on behalf of the managers, and the managers 
state that he is eager to come, and not attempting to evade at 
all compliance with the subpeena issued by the Senate. He is 
anxicus to come, and will come as svon as he can, but he has 
been detained by {Nness. I hardly feel like voting to issue an 
attachment for a witness who is eager to come and will come 
at the earliest possible moment, but who in the meantime is de- 
ained or delayed by illness. That seems to be this case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the 
question? [Putting the question.] In the opinion of the Chair, 
the “ noes” have it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 
Is there a second? 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Terrier] did 
not ask for the yeas and nays on this question. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not ask for the yeas and nays on this. 

Mr. BERRY. It was on the other case that the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TeLter} asked for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer under- 
stood that the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Parrerson]} 
asked for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President 

Mr. PATTERSON. I asked for the yeas and nays, Mr. Presi- 
dent, on the motion for an attachment for Simeon Belden. I 
think the managers on the part of the House are entitled to the 
attachment. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, just a word. I understood one of 
the managers to say that this witness had notified the managers 
that he would reach here Tuesday. They had been notified that 
he was sick; his wife had telegraphed that he was sick, and he 
has a certificate of a physician sent here statmg that he was 
sick. 

Several Senators. No. 

Mr. BERRY. ‘That is the other case. 

Mr. CLAY. Well, I think a certificate was read here the 
other day stating that the witness was sick. 

Mr. BERRY. That was in the other case—the case of Mr. 
Paquet. 

Mr. CLAY. 1 may be mistaken about that, but the manager 
says, anyway, that the witness will be here; that he has stated 
that he was sick, and that he will start Tuesday. He is doing 
the very best he can to get here, and I ask the managers on the 
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part of the House, would it not be better to wait until Tues- 
day? They might hear from him again, and it might save the 
necessity of asking for an attachment. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Well, Mr. President, we are entirely 
willing to wait. All we are asking is that we shall not be ac- 
cused after a while of having omitted to apply for this attach- 
ment in time. I am perfectly content to wait. I do not want 
to attach this man; I do not think he ought to be attached 
really; but, at the same time, we must preserve the rights we 
have got here, so that somebody may not rise here and say after 
a while, “ Why did you not apply for this attachment last 
Monday?” 

Mr. PATTERSON. In view of the statement of the manager 
on the part of the House, I withdraw my request for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer under- 
stands that the motion is for the prese \t withheld. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ceed with the witness? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I take the liberty of stating, Mr. 
President, that, in conformity with the very just suggestion of 
the Senator, I shall endeavor to have the evidence of the wit- 
nesses to be called as brief as is consistent with the necessities 
of the case. I hope that, with the exception of one formal wit- 
ness, I can close all the evidence on the question of nonresidence, 
so as to give the Senate some time to attend to other duties 
this afternooon. I call Mr. Wentworth. 


Are the managers ready to pro- 


George P. Wentworth sworn and examined. 


By Mr. Manager PERKINS: 

Question. Where do you live? 

Answer. Pensacola, Fla. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I want the name of the witness first. 

The WITNESS. George P. Wentworth. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if we are to take part in this 
trial, which we think we must, under our oath and the Con- 
stitution, I insist that we shall be allowed to hear what is go- 
ing on. If the manager conducting the examination would 
stand in the middle of the center aisle or somewhere near there, 


we probably could hear, and the other side of the Chamber ought | 


to hear quite as well as they now do. We in this part of the 
Chamber can not hear from the point where the manager is 
standing. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I desire to stand wherever the 
Senate can hear me best. I had supposed on Saturday after- 
noon when I stood here that the questions and answers were 
heard in all parts of the Senate from the fact that I heard no 
complaint from any one afterwards. If that was a mistake, 
then I can change my position to-day, but I judge that on Satur- 
day I was heard in all parts of the Senate, including the last 
two rows on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I should like to say that on 
Saturday the manager was not heard here a great deal of the 


time. We did hear the witnesses, and so we got along very 
well. This morning we have not been able within the last few 


moments to hear the managers at all. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I think I will make myself heard 
in the questions. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager Perkins.) Where do you live? 

A. Pensacola, Fla. 

Q. How long have you lived there? 

A. Since 1877. 

Q. What is your business? 

A. I am secretary and general manager of the Escambia 
Realty Company, and a practicing lawyer also. 


Q. Were you at any time a clerk in the office of the district | 


attorney or any other public office? 

A. Yes, sir; I was clerk, appointed March, 1898: 
January 1, 1903, and was reappointed January 1, 1905. 

(). You were a clerk in what office? 
wine a States attorney’s office for the northern district of 

orida, 

@. From what time? 

A. From March, 1898, to January 1, 1903, at which time I re- 
signed, but was reappointed January 1, 1905. 

Q. You knew Judge Swayne? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you, from your position as clerk, have occasion to 
know when Judge Swayne was in Pensacola? 

A. Yes, sir; I did to a certain extent. 

Q. Were you present at the terms of court? 

A. Yes, sir. 


resigned 
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Q. Did you have any business or relations with the judge from 
your position as clerk? 

A. Well, not directly ; indirectly I did, sir. 

Q. As representing the office? 

A. Yes, sir. 

. How long was Judge Swayne present in Pensacola, to your 
knowledge, from March, 1898, to 1903? 

A. Well, as a rule, he would come to Pensacola just before 
the holding of court and would leave generally right after t! 
adjournment. 

Q. How many terms of court were held a year? 

A. There were two terms a year held in Pensacola generally. 
Some years there was one term held in Tallahassee 
years two terms, according to the— 

Q. How much time was occupied by those terms of 
in all? 

A. In Pensacola, ten days or two weeks; in Tallahassee, about 
one week; that is, each term. 

Q. Each term. Was Judge Swayne present in Pensacola or 
Tallahassee, to your knowledge, from 1898S down to 1900 except 
during the terms of the court? 

A. Yes, sir; he would come there occasionally to hold court 
in chambers and consider any motions. 

Q. For how long a time? 

A. Generally two or three days. 

Q. Well, was he there at any time, to your knowledge, ex- 
cept when he was there officially holding court of some sort? 

A. Not to my knowledge; no, sir. 

Q. Not to your knowledge. Did you have occasion to send 
his papers from the office of the United States attorney when 
he was not there? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where did you send them? 

A. Guyencourt, Del. 

Q. What sort of papers did you have to send there? 

A. Well, in the northern district of Florida there is no reg- 
ular provision for the appointment of an assistant district at- 
torney. Only during a term of court is one allowed and his 
appointment had to be approved by the district judge. We 
would generally forward the papers to him there, and he would 
forward them to the Attorney-General. Occasionally, I think, 
there were motions and orders for juries. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS (to the witness). Speak distinctly, 
Mr. Wentworth, so that all the Senators can hear you. 

The WITNESS. Yes, sir; I think there were occasionally 
orders to draw juries sent to him in Delaware. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager PERKINS.) You may state how it was 
in reference to the orders required in the United States district 
attorney’s office, except those that were granted while the court 
was actually in session. What was done with them all? 

A. Well, there were a good many of them that were sent to 
him at Guyencourt. Of course occasionally he was 
court in some other part of the country—Texas. 

Q. How much delay resulted from that? 


it 


‘y ; 
and some 


court 


holding 


A. Well, I can not say as to that; I do not know how much 
delay. Simply the delay of forwarding the order to Judge 


Swayne and receiving it back; that was all. 

Q. To your knowledge, was there any time, except when 
Judge Swayne was actually holding a term of the court, at 
which your office could apply to him for an order except by 
mail? 


A. No; not while he was holding a term of court: 


no, sir. 

| Q. No; “except.” Was there any time, except when he was 
| holding court, that the United States district attorney could 
| obtain an order from Judge Swayne except by mailing the 


papers to him? 

|; <A. Not to my knowledge; no, sir. There may have 
Q. Not to your knowledge. By whose instructions were these 
| various papers and draft orders sent to Guyencourt? 

The WITNESS. By whose instructions? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Yes. 

A. The district attorney instructed me. 

Q. The district attorney instructed you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. You did not receive any instruction yourself from Jud 
Swayne? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you know of any place where Judge Swayne stopped 
in Pensacola during the years 1898 and 1899, except at the 
hotel? 

The WITNESS. During 1898 and 1899? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Yes. 

A. No, sir; I do not. 

Q. Do you know of any place from 1899 down to 1903? 


ra 


| 
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A. Yes, sir. 
North Barcelona street, for a while. 

q. When was that? 

A. I do not know exactly. I can not tell you exactly. 

Q. Do you remember how long it was? 

A. Yes, sir; he occupied it for a while. 
ture was in the house for some time. 

Q. How long was he in there—in that cottage—to your knowl- 
edge, if you know? 

A. I could not state, sir. 

Q. You could not state? 

A. No, sir. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. That is all. 


Cross-examined by Mr. HicGIns: 


I know his furni- 
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He occupied the Simmons residence, I think, on | 


| 


Q. Mr. Wentworth, what was the cHaracter of the orders | 


that you had to send to Judge Swayne when he was out of the 
jurisdiction? 

A. They were principally, as I said before, applications for 
the appointment of an assistant district attorney during the 
holding of the court. . 

@. Would you have to have that order made frequently ? 

A. Well, just during a term of court. Just prior to the hold- 
ing of a term of court we would have to have an order, and 
that order would be forwarded to the Attorney-General. We 
would make formal application to be indorsed by the judge, 
and after it had been indorsed by the judge it was referred to 
the Attorney-General, and he would appont. 

@. Would he appoint the assistant district attorney? 

A. The assistant district attorney; yes, sir. You see the 


northern district of Florida is not provided with a regular as- | 
It is simply a temporary appointment | 


sistant district attorney. 
during a term of court. 

Q. You say such orders when made were sent by you to Judge 
Swayne at Guyencourt? 

A. As a rule. 

Q. As a rule? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where else did you send them to him, if not there? 

A. Well, I think on one or, possibly, two occasions they were 
sent to Texas. I could tell, of course, by the letter book. I 
have not the letter book. 

Q. You have not the letter book? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You knew that Judge Swayne was at Pensacola while he 
was holding court? 

A. While he was holding court; yes, sir. 

Q. But when he was not holding court, what did you say? 


A. I said he was generally at Guyencourt. 
©. How do you know he was there? 
A. By sending those orders there--the applications for ap- 


pointment, 

Q. You drew the inference that he was there by the district 
attorney telling you to mail them there? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That is all you know? 

A. That is all I know. 

Q. Except when you sent them to Texas? 

A. I think to Texas on one or two occasions. 

Q. Where did the judge go; do you know? I will put it this 
way: Did he leave Pensacola after court? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How do you know? 

A. Well, I did not see him around the court or around the 
house. 

Q. You did not see him? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you see him leave? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know, of your own knowledge, that he did go? 

A. Well, I can swear to it as well as I can swear to any- 
thing - 

Mr. HIGGINS. Please answer my question. I ask the Re- 
porter to read the question. 

The Reporter read as follows: 

Q. Do you know, of your own knowledge, that he did go? 


A. No, sir; I can not say that I know of my own knowledge. 

Q. Do you know where Judge Swayne, in bodily presence, 
was when he was in Pensacola? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you not know that, except in the summer months and 


possibly up to October, he never was in Delaware but occasion- | 


ally? 
A. No, sir; I do not. 


Q. Do you not know that at the time he was absent from '! 


FEBRUARY 13, 


Pensacola during the winter time of the years of which you 
speak, he was holding court in his circuit, but outside of his dis- 
trict? 

A. I can not swear to it; no, sir; I do not know it of my own 
knowledge. 

Q. Then you do not know? 

A. I do not know of my own knowledge. 

Q. I am only asking for your knowledge. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You say you are a lawyer, sir? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How many orders were required to be made a year for 
the appointment of a United States attorney? 

A. Two. 

Q. Two? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. At what time of the year would you mail them? 

A. It would be generally in March and May, and then again 
about November, I think. 

Q. And then again about November? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Or before November? 

A. The latter part of October or the first of November. 

Q. And there were no other orders that you had to send for 
except those which concerned the appointment of an assistant 
United States attorney? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You: do know that Judge Swayne resided in the Sim- 
mons’s residence or cottage? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. But you can not say when? 

A. I can not say. 

Q. Or for how long? 

A. No, sir; I can not say for how long. 

Q. And then do you know of his staying at Pensacola be- 


| tween the terms of court at any other place than the Simmons’s 


cottage? 

The WITNESS. Since when? 

Mr. HIGGINS. At any time. 

A. Yes, sir; he was at Captain Northrup’s house for some 
time, and, I think, at Mr. Marsh’s house for some time. 

Q. When were those times? 

A. I can not state definitely. 

Q. You can not state definitely? You have stated that he 
never was there except during terms of court? 

A. I still adhere to that proposition. 

Q. How could he be staying between terms of court at the 
houses you have just spoken of? 

A. I did not mean to conyey that idea. 

Q. What idea? 

A. The idea that he was in Pensacola at other times than the 
times he was holding court. As I stated on my direct examina- 
tion, it is possible he was there some time holding court in 
chambers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer thinks 
the witness misunderstood the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Hicerns.) I am going to ask the question: Do I 
understand you to say that when he was staying at Captain 
Northrup’s and Mr. Marsh’s, and—what is the other place? 

A. The Escambia Hotel. 

(). The Escambia Hotel—that you only knew of his staying 
there during terms of court? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Not between terms? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. That is of your knowledge? 

A. Yes, sir; that is all. 

Q. But he might have been in town and you not know it? 

A. Yes, sir; he might have been there, and I not know it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. That is all. 

Reexamined by Mr. Manager PERKINS: 

Q. What class of orders did you say you sent to Judge 
Swayne? 

A. The appointment of assistant district attorney. 

Q. Were orders sent for the calling of a jury? 

A. Well, those were sent, but my knowledge is not direct— 
not personal knowledge on that fact. 

Q. Were those orders sent from the district attorney’s office? 

A. Well, I think they were on one or two occasions. 

Mr. HIGGINS (to the witness). Speak of your own knowl- 
edge, sir. 

The WITNESS. I can not swear positively. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager PerKINs.) Were orders sent in ref- 


| erence to the adjournment of the term from the district attor- 


ney’s office? 
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q. From what office would those orders go? 

A. I think from the clerk’s office. 

@. When you sent those orders to Guyencourt, what became 
of them? Did you receive them? 

A. Occasionally we received them back; and sometimes they | 
were sent by Judge Swayne, in an inclosed envelope, to the 
Attorney-General. 

@. When you received them back, were they signed by Judge 
Swayne? | 

| 
' 


A. No, sir; not to my knowledge. | 
| 
| 


A. Yes, sir. 

«. Did they come back in the ordinary course of the mail? 

A. Yes, sir. 

q. From Guyencourt? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you state how many letters a year were written from 
the district attorney’s office addressed to Judge Swayne at 
Guyencourt? 

A. I am positive of two. I do not know all—about two, but 
I do not know how many more. 

Q. The other orders and letters were not under your jurisdic- 
tion? 

A. No, sir. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. 

Mr. A. C. Biount, 

Mr. NELSON. 
witnesses. 


Thatisall. Call Mr. A. C. Blount, jr. 
jr., sworn and examined. 

Mr. President, it is very difficult to hear the 
I think if the witnesses would occupy a stand right 
in front of the Reporters there in the center, we could hear much 
better than up where they are placed. I have found great diffi 
culty in hearing the witnesses over here. I would suggest that 
the witness be allowed to take his stand right in front of the 
inanagers and the attorneys. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The witness suggests that he 
thinks he will be able to be heard. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I should like to ask, Mr. President, 
in view of the suggestion made by the Senator from Colorado, 
whether the questions which I put are now heard. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, we have had no difficulty in 
hearing the last witness and the last examination. I have not, at 
any rate, and I understand my associates say the same thing. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Mr. President, I trust if there is 
any complaint the Senators will notify us, because unthinkingly 
sometimes one omits to speak sufficiently loud. 

sy Mr. Manager PERKINS: 

Q. Mr. Blount, where do you live? 

A. I live in Pensacola, Fla. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the witness will have to 
do very much better than that, if he is to be heard by any Sena- 
tor in this part of the Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer is doing 
the best he can to have the witness heard. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Senators have no difficulty in hearing the 
Presiding Officer, but the witness we do not hear, nor have we 
heard very many of the witnesses. The examination, so far as 
the witnesses are concerned, seems to be conducted as though it 
were a hearing in chambers. 

Q. (By Manager Perkins.) Where do you live? 

A. I live in Pensacola, Fla. 


Q. How long have you lived there? 

A. Forty-four years. 

Q. What is your business? 

A. I am a lawyer. 

Q. Do you hold any position there; and if so, what? 

A. I hold no official position at present. 

Q. You have been a judge there? 

A. I have been judge of the criminal court of record for eight 


years. 

Q. How long have you known Judge Swayne? 

A. Ever since he has been district judge for the northern 
district of Florida. 

Q. Have you had occasion to see him from 1894 down to 
this time? 

A. I have, frequently. 

Q. What law office are you connected with? 

A. I am junior member of the firm of Blount & Blount. 

Q. You may state whether that office has had a large practice 
in the United States court? 

A. It has. 

Q. And that has been true during all this period? 

A. All of this period. 

Q. Have you known Judge Swayne personally? 

A. I have. 

Q. During what time, from 1894 to 1900, was Judge Swayne 
in Pensacola, to your knowledge? 


|} tirely correct. 


A. To the best of my recollection, very little longer th: 


court over which he presided held its sessions 


Q. And how long a time did those terms las 

A. Usually about two weeks. 

Q. Two courts in each year? 

A. Two courts in each year. One in the fall, usually in N 
vember, and the other in the spring, usually in March 

Q. De you know where he stayed when in Pensacola? 

The WITNESS. While in Pensacola? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Yes. 

A. He stayed, to the best of my 

Mr. HIGGINS. Beg pardon. I do not 
tion, sir. 

Mr. Manager 


information 
want your 
PERKINS. I 
He is stating his kno. 
No: “information ” is what he said 

To the best of my knowledge and belief 


Mr. HIGGINS. 
The WITNESS. 


Mr. Manager PERKINS. Go on. 

A. He stayed at the Escambia Hotel. He also stayed 
boarded with Capt. W. H. Northrup. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager Perkins.) And did you know, Judze 


Blount, of any other place, except Northrup’s boarding how 
and the Escambia Hotel, where Judge Swayne could | I 
Pensacola from 1894 to 1900; and, if so, where? 

A. I know of no other place, unless it may 
house belonging to Capt. B. F. Simmons, which he leased for a 
time. 

©. Do you know when he leased it? 

A. I do not. 

(). Do you 
there? ; 

A. I can not say that I do. 

@. Did the office of Blount & Blount have any 
send papers, which required the signature of Judge Swayne or 
the action of Judge Swayne, to him when the court was not in 
session? 

A. It did. 

Q. During all those years? 

A. During all those years. 

Q. What did you do with them? 

The WITNESS. Do you mean when he was not in 
of Pensacola? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. 
Where did you send them? 

A. They were usually sent to Guyencourt, Del. 
Q. Did you afterwards receive them back? 

A. I presume we did. 

Q. What is your rec 

A. We did, whenever 

(). Signed or acted upon by the Judge? 

A. In almost every instance, so far as I can recollect. 

Q. Did any delay in obtaining orders or relief r« 
this procedure? 

A. Sometimes. 

(). Were those 
acted upon at the 
district? 

A. If you will permit me to state, most of our business con 
ducted in Judge Swayne’s court was conducted by the senior 
member of our firm, Mr. W. A. Blount. Personally, I do n 
recollect ever having sent an order to Judge Swayne for hk 
signature. 

Q. You knew of papers that were sent by the offi 

A. I knew that papers were sent and papers received back 

Go. 7 you whether you can state | 
whether those papers were such as might 
the judge on the spot if he had been there? 

A. They were. 


have been 1 


know, of your own knowledge, how long he was 


occasion to 


- 


the city 


When he was not in Pensacola. 


lection? 


sult from 


orders or 


time if 


papers such as could I 
there had been a judge present in the 


ask from your 


have been med 


wiedre 


Q. Did you sell a house to Judge Swayne? 
A. I did. 

Q. When? 

A. On the 30th day of May, 1903. 

Q. That was a house in Pensacola? 

A. It was my private residence. 

Q. In Pensacola? 

A. In Pensacola. 


Q. What price was paid for it or a 
A. I was paid $4,000. 
Q. It was the residence which yourself had occupied? 
A. It was. 
Q. And that was in May, 1903? 
A. May, 1908. 
-. Has that house been since occupied by Judge Swayne and 
his family? 
A. It was occupied by him and his family. 


greed to be paid? 
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Q. From what time to what time? 

A. To the best of my recollection, his family moved in in the 
fall of 1903. 

Q. And how long did they stay there? 

A. They stayed there at least during that winter. 

Q. Until the spring of 1904. Were the furniture and the per- 
sonal effects of Judge Swayne and his family moved into the 
house after he purchased it? 

A. I did not visit the house after I sold it. 

Q. You do not know how that was. During those years did 
you have frequent conversations with Judge Swayne? 

A. More or less frequent, in his private office. 

Q. Do you remember any times when he made any remarks 
in reference to an early adjournment of the court? 

A. I do not know that I exactly understand. 

Q. Did you ever hear Judge Swayne make any remarks from 
the bench or off the bench with reference to the adjournment 
of his court? 

The WITNESS. That is rather indefinite. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I have to be indefinite because | 
my friend on the other side objects to my leading witnesses. 

A. I heard him say, of course, that he intended to adjourn 
court, 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Yes; I dare say. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager PrerxKins.) Did he ever make any re- 
marks, that you remember, in reference to a desire to adjourn 
the court early, for any reason? 

A. I have heard him say so. 

Q. How often? 

A. I presume once or twice. 

Q. What did he do when he made those remarks; did he ad- 
journ the court? 

A. The court would be adjourned. 

Q. There was still business on the docket? 

A. I think so, at times. 

Q. What reason did he give, if you remember, for adjourning 
the court? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to know to what article of im- | 
peachment this evidence is directed? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. It bears upon the question of resi- 
dence—all of it. 
Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, we did not hear the last few 
questions and answers, and we should like to have them re- 
peated. I refer to the questions with respect to the adjourn- 

ment of the court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Reporter will read the 
questions and the answers. 

The Reporter read as follows: 





Q. Do you remember any times when he made any remarks in refer 
ence to an early adjournment of the court?—A. I do not know that I 
exactly understand. 

Q. Did you ever hear Judge Swayne make any remarks from the 
bench or off the bench with reference to the adjournment of his court? 

The WitTrNEss. That is rather indefinite. 

Mr. Manager Perkins. I have to be indefinite because my friend 
on the other side objects to my leading witnesses.—A. I heard him say, 
of course, that he intended to adjourn court. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Yes; I dare say. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager Perkins.) Did he ever make any remarks, that 
you remember, in reference to a desire to adjourn the court early for 
any reason?—A. I have heard him say so. 

Q. How often?—A. I presume once or twice. 

Q. What did he do when he made those remai‘xs; did he adjourn the 
court ?—A. The court would be adjourned. 

@. There was still business on the docket?—A. I think so, at times. 

@. What reason did he give, if you remember, for adjourning the 
court? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The witness may answer the 
question. 

A. I do not know that I recollect any reason that he gave. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager Perkins.) Did you ever hear him say 
where he was going when the court was adjourned? 

A. To the best of my recollection he would speak of his going 
home to Guyencourt, Del. 

Q. Did he ever give to you any address as to where to send | 
letters or papers after he had adjourned the court; and if so, 
what? 

A. Unless he was going to hold court in some other district, | 
his address was Guyencourt, Del. | 





Q. You say that he referred to his home in Guyencourt, Del. 
Is that correct? 

A. It is, to the best of my recollection. 
Q. How often did he do that? 

A. It is impossible for me to say. 

Q. Once or many times? 

A. I can not say it was many times; I can not say it was 
once. It was at least once, and, to the best of my recollection, 
more than once. 


Q. Did he ever refer to his horses at Guyencourt? Did he 
speak of having his horses at Guyencourt? 

A. He had. 7 

Q. Did he ever make any other reference to Guyencourt; and 
if so, what? 

A. No other reference that I know of, except that he desired 
to go to Guyencourt to look out for some fine horses he had— 
good, thoroughbred horses. 

Q. Did he ever to your knowledge have any horses in the 
northern district of Florida? 

A. None to my knowledge. 

Q. Did he to your knowledge have any residence at Pen- 
sacola from 1894 to 1900? 

Mr. HIGGINS. We think that is asking for an opinion. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Oh, no. It is simply asking 
whether there was any place to the knowledge of the wit- 
hess 

Mr. HIGGINS. It is the same objection that was made on 
Saturday. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Not quite. Then a witness was 
asked whether, in his opinion, Judge Swayne was a resident, 
and the Presiding Officer held that that was a question of law. 
I am now asking for a question of fact—whether, to the knowl- 
edge of this witness, who saw Judge Swayne during all these 
years—there was any place in Pensacola occupied by Judge 
Swayne as a residence. 

Mr. HIGGINS. That is a different question. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Just as I might ask whether my 





| friend has a residence—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer thinks 
the question may be answered. 

Mr. HIGGINS. It is not objectionable in its present form. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Very well. 

The WITNESS. He had no residence, no permanent resi- 
dence, in the city of Pensacola up to the time he leased the Sim- 


| mons house. 


Q. (By Mr. Manager Perkins.) Did he have any sort of 
a residence that you know of, except at the boarding house and 
tavern where he stayed? 

A. None. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. You may cross-examine. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Hiaerns: 


Q. You speak of your sending orders or letters, correspondence, 
to Judge Swayne at Guyencourt, unless he was holding court 
out of his district. 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). Will you please state how much he was, within your 
knowledge, holding court out of his district during the time of 
which you have testified? 

A. It would be simply impossible for me to tell how much 
time he occupied in holding court in other districts. 

Q. So that, be it much or little, you can throw no light on the 
matter to the court by your evidence? 

A. None whatever. 

(. You do happen to know of the judge giving you his address 
as at Guyencourt? 

A. I do. 

Q. Do you know whether he ever did that other than in the 
summer and autumn vacation? 

A. The yacation of the court, if held in March 

Mr. HIGGINS. I am not speaking of the court vacation. I 
am speaking of the vacation which the American people take 
for their comfort. 

The WITNESS. I am talking about Judge Swayne’s vaca- 
tion. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I am, too. 

The WITNESS. I said to the best of my recollection the va- 





| cation began in March and ended in November. 


Q. (By Mr. Hieerns.) I ask if it was during that time that he 
gave you his address as Guyencourt? 

A. It was. 

Q. Do you know of his having gone to Delaware as early as 


| March? 


A. I do. 

Q. When? 

A. I can not name the year. 

Q. How do you recall it and fix it? 

A. As many other things are fixed in my mind, without being 


| able to tell the time and date. 


Q. Can you name any circumstance by which you can remem- 
ber his being there at such a time? 

A. I can not fix the time and date, but I can recollect that he 
has gone away from Pensacola in March, or a little after March, 
after holding court and adjourned court, to Guyencourt, Del. 
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Q. You know that? é 

A. I know it as well as I know any other thing that has 
passed within my—— 

Q. How do you know where he went? 


| 
| 





A. Simply because he stated he was going to Guyencourt, Del. | 


@. As early as March? 

A. I think so. 

». Do you more than think, Mr. Blount? 

A. I believe. 

@. You have said you do not know whether the Judge was 
holding court out of his district during most of the winter 
months during those years? 

A. He frequently held court out of the district, in Texas; 
sometimes he sat on the court of appeals, in New Orleans, La. ; 
and sometimes he held court at Birmingham, Ala., and once he 
held court at Huntsville, Ala. How much oftener, I do not 
know. 

Q. Did you have occasion to communicate with him by corre- 
spondence while he was at all of those places? 

A. I do not think that personally I ever did communicate with 
him. 

Q. Individually, I understood you to say that there was but a 
single occasion when you did correspond directly with him. It 
was done by your office, but not by you? 

A. I do not know that I ever had any communication per- 
sonally. 

Mr. HIGGINS. ‘That is all. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I think that is all. 


William W. Potter sworn and examined. 
By Mr. Manager PERKINS: 

Question. Mr. Potter, where do you live? 

Answer. Pensacola, Fla. 

@. How long have you lived there? 

A. About twenty-odd years. 

Q. Have you held any official position? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What? 

A. I was clerk of the United States district court and deputy 
clerk of the United States circuit court for the northern district 
of Florida. 

Q. During what period? 

A. From 1899 to 1895. 


@. You held this position during the year 1894 and part of | 


1895? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Down to what time in 1895? 

A. I think it was in June. 

Q. What has been your business since that time? 

A. I have been employed in the mercantile business. 

Q. Have you had anything to do with Judge Swayne’s court 
since 1895? 

A. No, sir; only as a juror. 

Q. Only as a juror? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). What is your recollection as to how long Judge Swayne 
was in Pensacola in any one year during the time you were 
clerk ? 

A. In the fall of 1889 or in the winter of 1889-——— 

Mr. HIGGINS. That does not cover this point. 

The WITNESS. I think it was in the spring of 1890-—— 

Mr.. Manager PERKINS. Never mind about 1890. Come 
down to 1894. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager PERKINS.) 
the years 1894 and 1895? 

A. Well, I do not think he was there more than two or three 
months in the year. 

Q. Was he there at any time to your knowledge except when 
terms of the court were held? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you have any occasion to send papers to him from 
your office? 

A. Very few. I think I did send some. 

Q. Do you remember where you sent them? 

A. I sent them to Guyencourt, Del. 

Q. By whose instructions? 

A. Well, I could not say about that. 

@. You got instructions from somebody to send them to Guy- 
encourt? . 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When you sent them to Guyencourt, did you receive them 
back from Guyencourt? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Signed by the judge? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember where Judge Swayne stoy 
cola in 1894 and 1895 and 1896? 

A. I think he stopped at the Escambia Hotel for « 
and the other places I do not exact ly recollect, but there w 
other places he stopped at. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I think that is all. 

Mr. HIGGINS. We have no questions. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Call Mr. Coston. 


yped in Pens 


Charles M. Coston sworn and examined. 
By Mr. Manager PERKINS: 

Question. Where do you live? 

Answer. Pensacola, Fla. 

Q. How long have you lived there? 

A. Since June 5, 1895. 

Q. What is your business? 

A. Lawyer. 

). Have you known Judge Swayne? 

A. I have. 

Q. How long? 

A. I think since October, 1895, to the present time. 

Q. Have you known of his being present at Pensacola holding 
court? 

A. I have, sir. 

Q. Had you any business before the court? 

A. I am a practicing attorney before that court, and have 
had business before it constantly. 

Q. Then you have at all times known when that court was in 
session? 

A. I have. 

Q. And you have known whether the Judge was there to held 
the court? 

A. I have. 

Q. You have known of his whereabouts? 

A. I have. 

Q. Have you known of his being in Pensacola at any time 
except when the court was in session? 

A. I have not, sir; only for a short time, if any. 

Q. How long a time, if any? 

A. I should judge not more than one week or ten days sub- 
sequent to the adjournment of the court; and then only on rare 
occasions. 

Q. How often did that occur? 7 

A. Very rarely. It was just only on rare occasions that he 
was there at a time subsequent to the holding of the cour 

Q. Do you remember his occupying the Simmons cottage? 

A. I do. 

Q. When was that? 

A. I can not say that I remember the exact year. 

Q. Would it be your recollection that it was about 1900? 

A. I think it was about that time. 

Q. How long was he in the Simmons cottage, 

A. I can not say exactly. 

Q. About how long? 

A. If I remember correctly, it may have been a year 
years. 

Q. That he rented it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know how large a portion of the time he was 


if you know? 


or two 


| actually in Pensacola? 


A. A very small portion of the time. 
the time that court was in session. 

Q. In other words, he rented the cottage, but he did not 
cupy it except during the sessions of the court? 

A. No, sir; he did not. 

Q. Where did he stop before renting the Simmons cottage? 

A. At the Escambia Hotel, if I remember correctly. 

Q. Down to the time that he rented the Simmons cottage, 
did you know of any residence that Judge Swayne had 
sacola? 

The WITNESS. 
mons cottage? 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Yes. 

A. I do not, unless you describe a residence at a hotel 
residence in a city. 

Q. You did not know of his being there prior to 1900 at any 
time, except when he was at the hotel, during the terms of the 
court? Is that the fact? 

A. That is a fact. 

Q. Did you have any occasion to send papers to Judge Swayne 
at any time? 


As I said, only during 


In Pen 


Up to the time of the renting of the Sim 


sitll 
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A. I ean not recall that I have ever had oceasion to do so. 
My business before the court was largely criminal. 

Q. Do you remember any time when cases stood over any 
term of the court? 

A. Do you mean cases in which I was interested? 

& Tes. 

A. No; I do not. As I said, I am a criminal lawyer; my 
practice is largely criminal, and of course there was no occa- 
sion for cases to stand over. 

Q. How long did those terms of the court last? 
A. That is a very difficult thing to say. 

Q. What is your recollection? 

A. Well, I should judge from ten days to two or three weeks. 
(. And there were how many terms a year? 

A. I think we have two terms there a year—that is, what you 
y call two legal terms, and then, of course, they may have a 
special term that can be called by the judge himself. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I think you may cross-examine. 

. Cross-¢xamined by Mr. Hiccins: 
Q. You say that Judge Swayne was at the Escambia Hotel? 


ry? 


A. He was, sir. 
@. And at other places? 
A. Yes, sir. 


@. Where? 

A. The other places mentioned, you mean—the places that I 
have mentioned in my examination in chief. 

(). You mentioned the Simmons cottage? 

A. Yes, sir; the Simmons cottage. 

(). The Blount House? 

A. I did not mention the Blount House. I was not asked 


any other place? 


>. ive at 
\. At Capt. W. H. Northrup’s residence. 
t 


Q. Did he » at any other place within your knowledge? 

\ N¢ sir’. 

@. Do you know where he was when he was not in Pensacola? 
\ N 


(). Do you know on what duty he was serving or whether he 
was serving on duty or not? 

A. I do not, sir. 

®. You can only speak of whether he was in Pensacola so far 

A. That is all. 

(). And it is to that that your testimony has been confined? 

A. That is all. 

Mr. HIGGINS. That will do. 

Reexamined by Mr. Manager PERKINS: 
©. When did he go to the Blount House: in 1903? 
A. I think it was in the latter part of 1902 or in 1903. I do 


not know positively. 
(. At these times that Judge Swayne was there did you ever 
see any of his family with him? 


\. I did, perhaps on one occasion, as I remember correctly. 


q. On what oceasion? 
A. The occasion was when the United States cruisers were in | 
port. He had his daughter and, I think, one of his sons there. 


On another occasion I remember his having introduced me to his 
oldest son, who I believe is a lawyer in Delaware. 

Q. In what year was it that the cruisers were at Pensacola? 

A. I think it was in 1902. I am not positive as to that. 

@. How long were the son and daughter at Pensacola at that 
time? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 13, 


never there long enough to afford me an opportunity to visit 
them. 
Mr. Manager PERKINS. So I understand. That is all. 


Joseph C. Keyser sworn and examined. 
By Mr. Manager PERKINS: 

Question. Where do you live? 

Answer. Pensacola, Fla. 

@. How long have you lived there? 

A. About sixty-seven years; that is, not directly in the town, 
but in the neighborhood. 

Q. How many years do you say you have lived there? 

A. I have lived in Pensacola proper about thirty-five years. 

Q. About thirty-five years? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. And you have known the residents of the town? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. You had occasion to be about the town more or less all 
those years? 

The WITNESS. You will have to speak a little louder. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest that the answers of this witness 
be repeated by the stenographer so that Senators may be ad- 
vised of his testimony. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Or by counsel. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will please be in 


order. 


Q. (By Mr. Manager Perkins.) Have you known Judge 
Charles Swayne? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. For how many years have you known him? 

A. I have known him ten or twelve years. 

Q. Have you had any business in the United States courts? 

A. I have. 

Q. And have you had occasion to know in reference to the 
holding and sessions of the United States courts? 

A. I have. 

Q. Have you known when Judge Swayne was present in 
Pensacola from 1894 down to 1903? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Within your own knowledge, sir. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Yes. 

The WITNESS. I can not say as to 1894. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager PErKINs.) Begin in what year you did 


| know. In 1895? 


A. At that time, if I remember correctly, only during the time 


the ships were in port, perhaps a little afterwards. 
Mr. Manager PERKINS. I think that is all. 
Reexamined by Mr. Higerns: 

Q. Are you personally acquainted with his family, sir? 

A. No, sir; only I can say I am personally acquainted with 
daughter through an _ introduction, the son through the 
method 

Q. You did not visit the family at all? 

A. No, sir; they were not in town. 

Q. Did you know Mrs. Swayne? 

A. I have never met Mrs. Swayne. 

Reexamined by Mr. Manager PERKINS: 

Q. You said that you did not visit Mr. Swayne and his fam- 
ily. Was there ever a time to your knowledge when they were 
in Pensacola down to 1903 when you could visit them? 

A. That is what I tried to explain. I did not go as far as I 
would like to. I say I never visited them because they were 


A. I think so; 1895 or 1896. 

Q. You have known in reference to his being there from 1896 
to 1903? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Has he been in Pensacola at any time to your knowledge 
except when the court was in session? 

A. I think a few times I have seen him there when court was 
not in session. 


Q. How often? 

A. A very few times; probably three or four. 

Q. Do you know where he stopped when he was in Pensacola? 
A. He stopped at different places. 

Q. Well, where? 


A. He boarded sometimes at one place, sometimes at another. 
©. Well, can you tell us the names of the places, or do you not 
remember? Can you tell us the names of the places where he 
boarded ? 
A. He stopped a portion of the time with Captain Northrup. 
Q. Where else? 
A. A part of the time at the Escambia Hotel. 
). Did you know of his being anywhere else? 
A. Not of my own knowledge, but from hearsay. 
Q. Well, where did you hear he was? 
Mr. HIGGINS. Oh, that is entirely out of the limit. 
Mr. Manager PERKINS. If you do not want that question 


| put I will not ask it then. I thought you might like to have the 


| 


benefit of it, but I will withdraw the question. I will ask no 
more questions. That is all. 

Mr. HIGGINS. There are no questions from counsel fer the 
respondent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is that all? 

Mr. HIGGINS. That will do, Mr. Keyser. 


Jobn S. Beard sworn and examined. 
By Mr. Manager PERKINS: 

Question. Where do you live? 

Answer. In Pensacola, Fla. 

Q. How long have you lived there? 

A. In Florida all my life; in Pensacola about fifteen years. 

Q. What is your business? 
















1905. 


A. I am a lawyer, sir, by profession. 

Q. Have you known Judge Swayne? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Hiave you known of his attendance at the terms of the 
court in Pensacola? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you ever known him to be there at any time except 1 
when the court was in session? 

A. No, sir; I have not. I ean not recall any time that I 
have known of Judge Swayne being in Pensacola except during | 
a term of court. 

@. How long do the terms of court last? 

A. Well, sir, I suppose they average about two weeks a term, | 
possibly, sometimes running to three weeks. 

Q. How many terms a year? 

A. Two. 

Q. Do you know where he stopped down to 1900? 

A. Of my own knowledge, I do not. 

Q. Do you know anything, of your own knowledge, about his 
going to the Simmons cottage in 1900? 

A. No, sir; I do not. I have only heard that he—— 

Q. Very well. Do you know of his buying Judge Blount’s 
house in 1903? 

A. Only by seeing it in the paper, sir. 

@. Who are the lawyers who do the most business or who did | 
the most business in the United States district court during 
those years? 

A. Well, sir, I should say that Blount & Blount and the firm | 
of Avery & Avery control a very large majority of the business 
in that court, possibly 60 or 75 per cent of it. 

Q. Have you ever heard complaints made by counsel of incon- | 
venience in their practice by reason of the absence of Judge | 
Swayne from Florida? 

A. Repeatedly, sir. 

Mr. THURSTON. Wait a minute. I ask the witness not to 
answer questions until an opportunity is given to object. We 
object to asking for hearsay testimony. If there are any such 
cases the attorneys themselves are within call, and the honor- 
able manager is asking this witness to state nothing more than 
what some other attorney may have said. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Well, Mr. President, how else can 
the matter of common reputation be proven? The answer of 
Judge Swayne it seems to us is immaterial. The law requires 
that he shall live in the district, and if he was not a resident it 
was a high misdemeanor. But in his answer it is alleged by | 
way of palliation that he does not think inconvenience resulted | 
to the bar. That we can only meet by evidence of this char- 
acter, 4 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer will sub- 
mit this question to the Senate. The manager asks the witness, 
having first inquired who were the lawyers who did most of the 
business before the district court, if this witness had heard them 
complain of inconvenience growing out of the absence of Judge 
Swayne. Objection is made. The Presiding Officer will sub- 
mit that question to the Senate. Senators who think the ques- 
tion is a proper one will say “aye” [putting the question]; 
contrary, “no.” In the opinion of the Chair the “noes” have 
it. The objection is sustained. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. I think that is all for this witness. | 

Mr. THURSTON. We have no questions to ask the witness. 





Mrs. Hattie N. Northrup sworn and examined. 
By Mr. Manager PERKINS: 

Question. You live at Pensacola? 

Answer. Yes. 

Q. You are the wife of William H. Northrup, who has been | 
examined here? 

A. Yes. i 

Q. It was at your house that Judge Swayne stiyed wien he | 
was in Pensacola? 

As XCM | 

Q. For how many years did he stay with you at your house? | 

A. Well, I do not just remember. I think it was between 
1890 and 1896. 

Q. Can you state whether he remained at your house at any 
time after the court had adjourned? 

A. No. 

Q. When did he arrive, in reference to the session of the 
court? 

A. Well, he usually arrived the night before. 

Q. He arrived the night before and left the day the court ad- 
journed? 

A. Well, the day, or the morning following. 

Q. Did he occupy any one room at your house, or did be have 
different rooms at different times? 
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A. Well, he occupied several different rooms. 

Q. Did he bring any furniture with him? 

A. No, sir. The room was furnished. 

Q. Did he bring anything with him except bis carp 

A. His trunk. 

Q. And when he went away, Mrs. Northrup, he tock with him 
what he brought? 

A: Yeu, atr. 

Q. He left nothing at your house that was not 

Mr. HIGGINS. I ask that the iearned manager would 
lead the witness quite so much. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Very well. (To the witness.) D 
he leave anything at your house when he went away? 

The WITNESS. No, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager Perkins.) Were any members of his 


| family ever there with him? 


A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What members? 


A. His wife, his daughter, his son, and his mother. 
Q. How many times? 


A. I think that they were each there once. 
Q. And for how many, days? 

A. Well, that I can not say. 

Q. What? 

A. I can not say; I can not remember. 


Q. A week or— 
A. It was_a long time ago. 
Q. Would your recollection be that they were there a week or 


ten days? 

A. Probably. 

Q. And only once were they there during the years that Judge 
Swayne boarded at your house? 

A. I think so. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS (to counsel for the respondent). You 
may cross-examine. 

By Mr. HIicains: 


Q. You say they were each there? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Do you mean they were all there at one time or at different 
times? 

A. At different times. 

Q. And after this lapse of time—you say it is a long 


) 
—yvou can not say how long it was that they remained? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. The judge’s stay with you, as you say, began in 1890? 
A. I think so. 

2. And ended, you think, in 1896? 

A. That is to the best of my remembran 


q. So after that you could not speak- 

A. No, sir. 

Q. As to where he stayed or how long he stayed? 
A. No, sir. 


Mr. HIGGINS. That is enough. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Nothing further. 

I will state to the Presiding Officer that I have given all the 
oral evidence that will be given on this point. There is a ce 
tain amount of documentary evidence and some of it is not en 
tirely ready to present. I should like to reserve the privilege 
of not presenting that until to-morrow. With that exception, 
the evidence on this point is closed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer will 
quire whether the managers or the counsel desire the wit 
who have been already examined to be retained in Washingt 
longer or whether they may be discharged? 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Mr. President, that depends. If 
we knew that one fact, we would be able to give the Chair 
formation on that subject. If the counsel on the other sid 
tend to go into evidence of Judge Swayne’s good character, then 
we shall have to have these witnesses remain. If they do not 





expect to defend on that ground, then the witnesses can go 
home. It is up to them to say whether they are going to raise 


the issue of character. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer, then, 
understands that the managers are not ready at present to have 
the witnesses discharged? 

Mr. Manager PALMER. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there further witnesses? 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. I call Mr. E. T. Davis. 


Elza T. Davis sworn and examined. 
By Mr. Manager OLMSTED: 
Question. Mr. Davis, where do you reside? 
Answer. At Pensacola, Fla. 
Q. What is your occupation? 
A. Lawyer. 
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©. State whether you have recently been in Tyler, Tex. 

A. I have. 

(). What railroad do you take to get from Pensacola, Fla., 
to Tyler, Tex.? 

A. I take the L: and N. road to New Orleans. 

@. What do you mean by the L. and N. road? 

A. The Louisville and Nashville. From New Orleans to 
yler I go on the Texas Pacific; that is, I go to Mineola on the 
Texas Pacific. 

Q. Where did you stop in Tyler? 

A. At the National Hotel. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. I may state, Mr. President, that 
this witness is called in support of the first three articles of im- 
peachment—the subject-matter of those articles. [To the wit- 
ness.| Will you state, if you know, the distance from the 
National Hotel, at Tyler, to the court-room where the district | 
court is held? 

A. I think it is about 150 yards or more; that is, if it is the 
court-house in the square. The square is almost in front of the 
National Hotel. 

@. Weil, it is about a block or so distant from the hotel? 

A. Yes, sir. 
) 
i 


| 
yler 
A. think it is about $18. 


ry. 
{ 


Q. State, if you know, the railroad fare from Pensacola to 
7s : 

A. I 

q. Eighteen dollars? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. Do you know about the sleeping-car fare in the Pullman 
cars from Pensacola to Tyler? 

A. I think it is about $6. 

Q. Would that be for a full section or one berth? 


A. One berth, or seat. 

q. Did you take meals on the car going? 

A. Yes, sir; part of the way. 

(). What was about the expense of meals on the cars? 
A. Well, they would average about a dollar. 


@. What is about the time required to travel from Pensacola 
to Tyler? 


A. I think it is about thirty-two hours. 
(). About thirty-two hours? 
A. I think so; yes, sir. 


Q. Did you go direct from Pensacola to Tyler? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. How did you go? 

\. I went from Pensacola to Dallas, Tex.; from Dallas to 
Fort Worth; from Fort Worth back to Dallas; from Dallas 
to Waco; from Waco to Tyler, and from Tyler to Pensacola. 

@. You went direct from Tyler to Pensacola, you state? 

A. No, sir; I came back direct from Tyler to Pensacola. 
®. Well, about what was the length of that journey, in hours? 
I think it is about the same thing. 

©. About thirty-two hours? ° 

A. Yes, sir. I can not remember the exact time, but I think 
that is about right. 

(). AS near as you can recall? 


A. Yes, sir. 


@. Do you know whether Waco is nearer or more remote 
from Pensacola than Tyler? 

A. It is more remote. 

Q. How much farther is it to Waco? 

A. I think it is about 122 miles. 

Q. Beyond Tyler? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. Do you know the fare from Pensacola to Waco? 

A. I think about $22 and something. 

@. Do you know the length of the journey? 

A. About 700 and some odd miles. 

@. I mean in hours. 

The WITNESS. You mean from Tyler to Waco? 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. No; from Pensacola to Waco or 
from Waco to Pensacola. 

A. Well, it would be about between thirty-six and thirty-eight 
hours, I should judge. 

No cross-examination. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. That is all, Mr. Davis. Call Mr. 
R. W. Sublett. 

Mr. President, I desire to state that we are not through with | 
the examination of the witness who was just on the stand, ex 
cept as to these three articles of impeachment. We intend to | 
call him later upon another article. 


R. W. Sublett sworn and examined. 
By Mr. OLMSTED: 
Question. What is your full name? 
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Answer. R. W. Sublett. 

Q. Where do you live? 

A. Pensacola. 

Q. How long have you lived there? 
A. About twenty-three years. 

Q. What is your occupation? 

A. Railroad ticket agent. 


Q. For what company? 

A. The Louisville and Nashville. 

@. The Louisville and Nashville what? 

A. Railroad Company. 

«. How long have you been such ticket agent? 

A. About twenty-three years. 

@. Do you know the respondent, Judge Swayne? 

A. I do. 

@. Is the Louisville and Nashville the railroad by which one 


journeys from Pensacola to Tyler, Tex.? 

A. Part of the way. You go out of Pensacola on the Louis- 
ville and Nashville railroad as far as New Orleans. 

Q. You go from Pensacola to New Orleans upon the Louisville 


} and Nashville? 


A. You do. 

Q. And then on what road? 

A. Then by either the Southern Pacific or the Texas Pacific. 

Q. You sell through tickets from Pensacola to Tyler? 

A. I do, sir. 

Q. What is the rate—what do you charge for such tickets? 

A. To Tyler is $18.90. 

Q. Do you also sell through tickets to Waco, Tex.? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is the rate from Pensacola to Waco? 

A. Twenty-two dollars and sixty-five cents. 

Q. State if you also sell sleeping-car berths. 

A. ET a. 

Q. What is the rate of sleeping cars—they are Pullman cars? 

A. They are; yes, sir. 

Q. What is the rate for Pullman car accommodations from 
Pensacola to Tyler? 

A. Well, I can not say exactly. The rate to New Orleans is 
We have a car running to New Orleans, and the rate to 
New Orleans is $2. I think the rate is about $6, though, to 


Q. From Pensacola to Tyler? 

A. From Pensacola. 

Q. Now, does that cover one whole section or one berth? 

A. One berth. 

Q. What would be the price for a section? 

A. A section would be double that amount—$12. 

Q. Twelve dollars. Now, what would be the price from Pen- 


| sacola to Waco? 


A. About the same price; the same rate. 

Q. Is the railroad rate the same now that it was in the years 
1896, 1900, and 1903? 

A. I think the rate is about the same, except there has been 
an addition of 50 cents in the last two years on account of a 
change of terminals of the Southern Pacific in New Orleans, and 
consequently a transfer of 50 cents has been added, making it 
50 cents higher than it was. 

Q. Do the figures which you have given include that 50 cents? 

A. Yes; they include the 50 cents. 

Q. Then the former rate was 50 cents less than the figures 
you have given? 

A. Yes, sir; 50 cents less. 

Q. Do you know the time of trains—the running time—be- 
tween Pensacola and Tyler? 

A. Well, it is about, I should say, twenty-eight to thirty 
hours. The connections are not very good. If the connections 


| were absolutely close it would be less than that; but it takes 


about thirty hours, I think, to make the trip. 
Q. That is, the running time is about twenty-eight hours, do 


| you say? 


A. No; I do not say “the running time.” It takes a passen- 


| ger that long to get there. 


Q. About thirty hours? 


) 
). 
A. Thirty hours; yes. 


@. The running and waiting time? 
A. Yes. 
@. What is the running and waiting time from Pensacola to 


Waco? 
A. If there is a good connection for Waco, you leave Pensa- 
cola, say, at noon, and you arrive at Waco the following after- 
noon. That makes about twenty-eight hours’ run. 
Q. Twenty-eight hours if you go right through? 
A. Yes, 


is) abeticg rs 
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Q. Do you know Judge Swayne? 

A. I do, sir. 

Q. State if you have ever sold him a ticket from Pensacola to 
New Orleans, or Waco, or Tyler. 

A. No; I do not remember to have sold the Judge a ticket to 
either of those points. 

No cross-examination. ; 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. That is all. Call J. O. Jennings. 


J. O. Jennings sworn and examined. 


By Mr. Manager OLMSTED: 

Question. Where do you reside? 

Answer. At Pensacola, Fla. 

Q. What is your oceupation? 

A. I am a passenger-train conductor. 

Q. On what road? 

A. The Louisville and Nashville Railroad. 

Q. Is that the railroad leading from Pensacola to New Or- 
leans? 

A. Yes, sir. That is a branch of that railroad. 

Q. Do you know Judge Swayne? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. State, if you know, whether in the years 1896, 1900, and | 
1903, all or any of them, he held an annual pass good on the | 
Louisville and Nashville Railroad? 

A. Yes, sir; he held an annual pass good on the Louisville and 
Nashville Railroad, but I do not remember now during what 
years he traveled with me. 

Q. According to the best of your recollection, would you say 
that he had one in 18967? 

A. I think that he did. 

Q. Would you say that he did, or did not, have one in 1900? 

A. I can not say that he did not have one or that he did have 
one. 

@. What is the best of your recollection? 

A. Well, I think that he did have one during 1900. 

Q. And what is your recollection as to 1903? 

A. I think it quite likely that he also held an annual pass. 

Q. According to the best of your recollection, he had one in 
that year also? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q@. You saw the pass? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. That is all. 

Cross-examined by Mr. THURSTON: 


Q. Your road runs from Pensacola to New Orleans? 

A. Yes, sir; the L. & N. runs from Pensacola to New Orleans, 
but I do not run all the way there; our division runs from Pen- 
sacola to Flomaton. 

Q. That is one division? 

A. Yes, sir; that is the division. 

Q. And at times you saw this annual pass? 

A. Yes, sir; I saw this pass at different times. 

Q. It was not an uncommon occurrence during those years 
to see annual passes on your trains, was it? 

A. Nothing unusual. 

Q. In fact, it is quite a common occurrence? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THURSTON. That is all. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. I would state, Mr. President, that 
we are not questioning the right of Judge Swayne to ride on 
an annual pass. This evidence is simply on the point of ex- 
pense. That is the point upon which we are—— 

Mr. THURSTON. No, Mr. President; I do not suppose that 
any of us would raise that question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. It is a very proper question to 
raise when the party using a pass has charged the expense of 
the transportation to the Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there further witnesses? 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. We have some other witnesses on 
this point, Mr. President, but it develops that they have not 
yet arrived, though I understand they are on their way here. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I understand it is the wish of 
the managers that they should not be required to proceed further 
this afternoon; and I therefore move that the Senate, sitting as 
a court of impeachment, adjourn until the regular hour to- 
morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate, sitting as a court of impeachment, adjourned 
until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 14, 1905, at 2 o’clock p. m. 

The managers on the part of the House of Representatives 


and the respondent and his counsel thereupon retired from the 
Chamber. 




































































The PRESIDENT pro tempore resumed the chair. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. R. 12273. An act authorizing the appointment of certain 
midshipmen in the United States Navy, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


COURTS IN SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (3. 
4503) to provide for sittings of the circuit and district courts of 
the southern district of Florida in the city of Fernandina, in 
said district, which was, in line 11, after the word “ hereafter,” 
to insert: 

Provided, That suitable rooms and accommodations shall be fu 
nished for the holding of said courts at the said place free of expe! 
to the Government of the United States. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TRANSPORTATION OF GASOLINE, 


The bill (H. R. 18208) to amend section 4472 of the Revised 
Statutes so as to remove certain restrictions upon the trans 
portation by steam vessels of gasoline and other products of 
petroleum when carried by motor vehicles (commonly known 
as automobiles) using the same as a source of motive power 
which was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate has passed a Dill 
and sent it to the House of Representatives which is identical 
with this bill. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the House bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The junior Senator from 
Maine asks unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 6425, being 
identical with the bill just passed, be recalled from the House of 
Representatives. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and that order is made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore subsequently said: The Sen 
ate to-day passed a bill (H. R. 18208) to amend section 4472 of 
the Revised Statutes so as to remove certain restrictions upon 
the transportation by steam vessels of gasoline and other prod 
ucts of petroleum when carried by motor vehicles (commonly 
known as automobiles) using the same as a source of motive 
power. The Senate also passed a bill identically the same on 
Saturday and sent it to the other House. To-day the House 
has also passed Senate bill 6425 on the same subject; so that 
probably it will be entirely proper to reconsider the vote by 
which the House bill passed the Senate this morning, and that 
then the bill be indefinitely postponed. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that ought to be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and the House bill will be postponed indefinitely. 


’ 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, the title of which will be stated 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 6295) for preventing the adul 
teration or misbranding of foods or drugs, and for regulating 
traffic therein, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I ask that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside in order that the Sen 
may proceed with the consideration of the agricultural apy 
priation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside in 
order that the Senate may proceed with the consideration of the 
agricultural appropriation bill. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 18329) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, in regard to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], however d 
sirable it may be to get the information asked for, it is simp! 
impossible without a complete reorganization of the administr 
tion system of the Department for securing these reports. |! 
ask that the Secretary read a letter from the Chief of the Bu 
reau of Statistics, which explains the matter fully. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 


’ 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 
Washington, D. C., February 8, 1905. 

Str: I am directed by the Secretary of Agriculture, who is attending 
a meeting of the Cabinet, to state to you with reference to the pro- 
posed amendment to the bill making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture providing for the issue of cotton-crop reports on the 34d, 


10th, 17th, and 25th days of each month, with a summary report at | 


least semiweekly of the information received by the Department as the 
basis of its periodical estimates of cotton conditions, that it is the 
earnest desire of the Department to make its crop reports of the utmost 
service to the agricultural interests of the country, and that it would 
welcome the opportunity of issuing its cotton and other statistical 
crop reports with greater frequency than is now practicable. The De- 
partment’s crop-reporting system is, however, in the main, a voluntary 
one, and so much difficulty is experienced in securing and retaining a 
sufficient number of competent persons to report regularly each month 
on the condition of the crops in their respective localities that to 
quadruple or even to double the number of reports asked of them would 
certainly result in the serious and immediate impairment of the service 
through the wholesale refusals of correspondents to give the addi- 
tional time and labor involved in the preparation of additional reports 
unless proper provision were made for their compensation. Such com- 
pensation could not be restricted to correspondents in the cotton States, 
but would have to be extended to correspondents throughout the 
country. 
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‘To issue a weekly cotton report during six months of each year in | 


addition to the monthly report on other agricultural products, paying 
county correspondents and the correspondents of the 


Department’s | 


state statistical agents the small sum of $1 for each report, and town- | 


ship correspondents 25 cents for each report, with an addition of only 
twelve persons to the working force of the Bureau in Washington (with- 
out which increase of force it would be impossible to tabulate the 
greatiy increased number of schedules), would require the expenditure 
of $441,000 over and above the amount provided for in the pending bill. 

To issue a semimonthly report on cotton in addition to the regular 
reports on other products, as above referred to, would involve an ex- 
penditure, over and above that provided for in the pending bill, of 
about $363,000. Of this sum only $8,000 would be used for additional 
clerical salaries in Washington. 

With regard to the proposed issue of intervening summary reports 
during the preparation of the regular reports, I would respectfully 
state that whether the regular reports are to be issued weekly, biweekly, 
or monthly, the correspondents’ reports upon which they will be based 
will practically all be received within a period of forty-eight hours, so 
that the regular report can be prepared just as quickly as a preliminary 
one, 

Very respectfully, 
JOHN Hype, Chief of Bureau. 

Hon. REDFIELD PROCTOR, 

Chairman of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
United States Senate. 

P. S.—The scheme for the compensation of correspondents is based 
on a reduction of their number by 15,000, or nearly one-third. It 
would be impracticable to reduce it still further. The number of cor- 
respondents now reporting regularly is about 47,000. 


Mr. PROCTOR. So, Mr. President, it will be seen that it is 
utterly impossible—— 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. If the Senator will wait a moment, I will 
yield to him. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. 

Mr. PROCTOR. 


| exactly to the truth in all his estimates. 


| Secretary of Agriculture. 


| either of these sources. 
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thereby repaid for the little trouble and time they have in cor- 
respondence with the different parts of their counties and neigh- 
borhoeds. All this work is purely voluntary. 

Now, I can see the immense benefit that will arise from a 
semimonthly instead of a monthly statement of the crops by the 
I was the author of the amendment 
providing for statistics from the ginneries, changing them 
from monthly to weekly. I have not seen that it has worked 
badly, but, on the contrary, it has been of immense benefit to 
the country, both to the people who produce cotton and to 
those who afterwards handle it. 

The view taken by the honorable Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hae] was not, I think, a correct one. I know that my idea in 
having this weekly statement from the Bureau of the Census 
was to have two entirely independent sources of information, 
on which the country could rely by means of a comparison of 
the two. 

Now, suppose we had none of these estimates of the crop from 
Then we would depend upon the cotton 
exchanges of New Orleans and other southern cities, of New 
York and of Liverpool; and very much more than upon them do 
the buyers of cotton depend upon certain gentlemen here and 
in Liverpool, who every year make their estimates, going 
through all the time of the cotton-producing season until the 
cotton has reached that stage when it begins to be harvested. 
Upon the report of these gentlemen—Mr. Bostrum, I think, is 
his name, and Mr. Neill, and Mr. Hester—a great deal more de- 
pends, so far as concerns the cotton buyers, than upon the report 
of either the Secretary of Agriculture or the Census Bureau, be- 
cause these gentlemen always overestimate it. They are bears 
on the market, and the buyer finds it to his interest to make 
himself believe that that is the correct estimate. 

So far as concerns the estimates made by the Secretary of 
Agriculture, he has for the last five or six years come almost 
He has estimated so 


| closely, in fact, that there can be no serious objection as to the 


| distinguished Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 


matter and manner of the cotton crop report, except that it 
should be more frequently issued, for reasons that I will not go 
over, because they were so clearly stated by my friend, the 
It is useless 


| to go over the reasons which he has adduced to the Senate. 


But, Mr. President, that the increased service can cost so 
much is very surprising to me, when here in the bill before us 


| we have only $93,000 for a monthly estimate, and that includes 


| not see them. 
It will be utterly impossible for the Depart- | 


ment to secure this information unless we give it the machinery | 


and money to obtain it. 

Mr. BACON. Of course nobody doubts that. 
actly what we want to get done. 

Mr. 


That 


so as to make it conform to the resolution adopted by the con- 
vention at New Orleans, which was for semimonthly instead of 
weekly reports, as I have provided in the amendment. Of 
course I have no doubt that weekly reports would be more de- 
sirable, but in view of the fact that the convention at New 
Orleans—Il presume the largest convention of an agricultural 
nature that ever was held in the United States, and the mem- 
bership of which was more generally distributed—asked for 
semimonthly reports I will change the amendment in that re- 
spect so as to read “ semimonthly ” instead of “ weekly.” 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I had hoped that the honor- 
able chairman of the committee would accept the last amend- 
ment, offered by the Senator from Georgia [|Mr. Bacon]. 


is ex- | 


President, I want to say that, in view of the suggestion | 
as to the expense, I desire to modify the proposed amendment | 


$20,000 for salaries in the city of Washington. ‘That sum in- 
cludes salaries all over the country, and with an improved sery- 
ice we would not have any more men or any higher or different 
salaries. This amount also includes an allowance for stationery 
of different kinds. I can not go over the items because I can 
But I know they are in the bill. There are pro- 
visions for stationery and supplies and dozens of other things 
which are not really a part of the expense of compiling statis- 
ties concerning the production of cotton or anything else, and 
their promulgation to the public. 

As to the expense of the issue, it does not seem to me that any 
great number of clerks. will be required, if any, additional to 
those now employed upon the work. It is simply making an 
estimate twice a month instead of once a month, and I can not 
for the life of me understand where the difficulty lies and where 
the added expense can possibly come from. 

I am entirely in accord with the Secretary of Agriculture, as 
he knows. I do not believe we have ever had in that place a 
man his equal for intelligence and activity, and particularly for 
zeal and economy. The only fault I have to find with that gen- 
tleman, who has so few official faults, is that he is so econom- 
ical. He is not willing to call upon Congress for the amount he 


| could use for the good of the whole country. 


It | 


conforms to the demand of the cotton convention recently held | 


at New Orleans for semimonthly instead of monthly reports. 
The letter which was read from the head of the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics, representing the views of the Secretary of the Depart- 
ment, states that the increased service would cost very much 
more than I could have expected, for the reason that the sum 
appropriated by this bill for this Bureau of Statistics in col- 
lating all the information and for expenses of different kinds 
is only $93,000, of which sum $20,000 is for salaries in this city. 
The men who are paid salaries will have no increase whatever, 
either in number or in salary, and the voluntary contributors 
ts this great enterprise, it is presumed, will work for nothing 
just as cheerfully as they have done before. They are repaid 
in a way that they consider a sufficient compensation. They 
and bulletins to a very great ex- 
in fact, all that they want—and they consider that they are 


receive the agricultural books 
tent 


| fast as he gets his crop out of the ginhouse. 


I do not know that the planter loses anything particularly by 
having the truth known about the crop. I think if he could 
know at the end of every two weeks what the crop would be, he 
would be able to do what he ought to do, and that is to sell as 
Whenever a farmer 
begins to hold cotton for future advance, he ceases to be a 
farmer and becomes a cotton speculator; in other words, a 
gambler. I do not propose that anything shall be done here for 
the benefit of the mere speculator. 

I would not care if every speculator were financially ruined, 
so as to discourage the whole of them, for they have been the 
fruitful source of these variations in the market which have 
ruined so many of the people of the South. It has not been the 
condition of the crop. It has not been the ultimate estimate. It 


has been the ups and downs of the quotations on cotton, manipu- 
lated by the bulls and bears for their own speculative profit. 
They have had no concern or care for the cotton producers of 
the country. 

It is useless to talk about the magnitude of this interest. 
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We see very much smaller interests cared for in a very much 
more generous manner than this is provided for here, and it is 
impossible to overestimate the value of the knowledge that is 
developed as the crop proceeds. The cotton crop is the longest 
crop known. There is a common saying in the South that it is 
thirteen months in the year. I happen to have received from 
my manager once a statement in which the entry was made 
“for fourteen months’ service” in the crop of a certain year. 
That was the way he stated the demand. It was perfectly cor- 
rect, and he chose to put it that way. 

But, Mr. President, I do not believe that the holding of cotton 
is so much dependent upon the reports as upon the knowledge 
the farmers themselves have, and I want to say there is not a 
farmer in the country who produces cotton who can tell six 
weeks ahead what it is going to do. I recollect an instance, if 
you will allow me to go into a little personal detail. I came 
from the Rocky Mountains about the 1st of September. The 
first thing I did was to telephone to my place and ask the gen- 


tleman to come out, and he came out and said he was not going | 


to make anything; that the excessive drought and the great 
heat for ten days had produced a greater falling off of young 


polls and flowers than he had ever known to happen in a whole | r ) Ae , ee - 
| Agriculture as to the machinery requisite for carrying it out. 


season before. In fact, within a period of ten days such a 
change had occurred that he could hardly say he had any crop. 
But after that cotton improved, and it continued to improve, so 


that it was impossible for him to pick the crop that had been 
raised. 


There was a man who was accustomed to the production of | 


cotton, and I will say that that experience was general through- 
out my State. In September we thought we had no crop, and 
in October we thought we had a good one. 
thought we had a magnificent crop, and in December we knew 
that we had the biggest crop that we had ever raised or that 
the world had ever raised. 

So, Mr. President, the estimates that are made can not be 
made too often to be satisfactory to the public and to the pro- 
ducer of cotton. But semimonthly seems to be the frequency 
which the cotton convention at New Orleans has accepted as 
most beneficial to everybody concerned. 
lators, for I do not suppose anybody has any concern whatever 
for them. I know I have not. 
Senator from Georgia has reduced his amendment from weekly 
to semimonthly. 


In November we | 


I do not include specu- | 


I am very glad my friend the | consideration of it by the committee or by the Department. For 
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I hope the chairman will accept the amendment, and if the | 


increased service does cost a little, it can not possibly approach 
the estimate made in the letter recently read, which was cal- 
culated on the basis of a weekly report. I know there will not 
be any greater number of salaried officers, and the people who 
are employed will not resign because they have to report any 
oftener. As a matter of fact, they report once a week, and they 
will be called upon to do no more work than they are doing, 


and I can not understand, except as to the mere work of tabu- | with by the Government; but one thing certain 


lation and printing here, how the expense can be any greater | 


at all. 

I am very sorry that I could not have been present at the time 
when this matter was brought up in the committee, of which I 
1ave the honor to be a member, but it happened that at that 
particular time I was suffering with a very severe attack of neu- 


ralgia for several days, and I could not attend the meetings; but | 


I did authorize the honorable chairman, in whom I have the 
greatest confidence, to sign my name, if necessary, to his report, 
if he had any to make. 
entire unanimity, which is usual with it, arising partly out of our 
confidence in the chairman and partly out of our confidence in 
the Secretary of Agriculture. 

I wish to say further that I believe the Secretary means all 
he says, but I do not understand how it can be as he states it, 
because there is one thing sure: There will be. no increase in 
salaries here. There will be no increase in all these items about 
supplies and stationery, and there will be no increase in the 
number of voluntary reports made once a week upon postal 
cards. 
about $600 a year, on the average, and their work is not very 
great, but it requires a great deal of care in the compilation of 
the different cards that come in. The county reporters have no 
salaries whatever. 

I again express the hope that the honorable chairman will 
accept the amendment. It has been said here once or twice 
that it is the unanimous request of the people engaged in the 
production of cotton. They met in large numbers in New 
Orleans, and they were not simply the cotton planters and the 
cotton farmers, but they were the bankers and the lawyers and 
other people interested in the whole of that great community 
embraced in the cotton belt; and they know what they are 
talking about. They are asking for something that will be of 


The paid people are very few, and their salaries are | 


| reports. 
However, the committee acted with | 





| 


| now that private buyers, such as the British buyers, have agents 


very material benefit to them, and which will entail very 
small cost on the Government. As my friend the Senator from 
Georgia remarked, the South gets very little from the publi 
Treasury. We have no pensions worth talking about. What 
the Government pays for pensions goes North. We have noth 
ing that is protected particularly, except lumber, perhaps 
There is nothing that can protect cotton, because we raise more 
than all the rest of the world together. There has been a small 
attempt to protect the finer grades by putting a duty upon the 
importation of Egyptian cotton, which far surpasses ours in 
length and fineness of its fiber. But I, for one, opposed that 
motion, and argued against it in my State; and there were | 
ple there who were very anxious to see it become a law. 1 
posed a protective duty on it, for I did not see how it would do 
any particular benefit to anybody, except perhaps a few im 
porters. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I should be very glad to see 
everything done in the way of statistics with respect to thi 
important product for the benefit of the producer; but it seems 
to me very clear that to do this in the right way there should 
be a hearing before the committee, of the cotton producers, to 
show its importance and of the officials of the Department of 


eo 


As glad as I would be to accommodate Senators who are in 
terested in this matter, I think it would be a violation of m 
duty to the bill and to the Department to accept the amend 
ment. I wish to read a sentence—— 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me for 
a moment? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator will permit me to interrupt him, 
I desire to state that he is hearing now from the cotton 
producers. , 

Mr. PROCTOR. 
of the Bureau: 

To issue a semimonthly report on cotton, in addition to the regular 
reports on other products, as above referred to, would involve an ex 
penditure, over and above that provided for in the pending bill, of about 
$363,000. Of this sum only $3,000 would be used for additional cler 
ical salaries in Washington. 

There is no estimate for this amendment. 


I wish to read from the letter of the Chief 


There has been no 


that reason I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I shall not take more than a min- 
ute of time. I am fully aware of the fact that the chairman of 
the committee is exceedingly anxious to get through with this 
bill, and I do not want to throw a pebble in his way. I am fur- 
ther aware of the fact that many people in my Staite have been 
of opinion that these reports ought not to be made at all; but 
I think that is an incorrect position. The idea has prevailed to 
some extent that reports as to how much cotton was planted 
and how it was growing were matters that ought not to be dealt 
—whatever in- 
formation is furnished ought to be absolutely correct. We know 
in the country who are estimating the amount of cotton planted 
each year and who are watching through the season the prog- 
ress the plant is making. The reports they make in every in- 
stance enlarge the crop, make it larger than the actual crop will 
be, and it is absolutely essential that the Government shall fur- 
nish an accurate and correct report to offset these misleading 


It is true that Mr. Neill’s report was found to be in 
correct, and the.Agricultual Department demonstrated that fact. 


I exceedingly regret that the chairman of the committee will 
not accept the amendment. I want to say to him that I have 
seen in my State in fifteen or twenty days the cotton crop 


change 25 or 30 per cent. You take a drought of ten days or 
two weeks and the crop will be injured or damaged 15 or 20 or 
23 per cent. A report made every fifteen days will be more 
accurate and correct and be of great benefit to those engayed in 
producing cotton. If we are going to have these reports at all, 
they ought to be made often, and they ought to be accurate, so 
as to keep up with the changes in the seasons. I think the 
amendment offered by my colleague is a proper one and that i 
ought to be adopted. 

Mr. President, I hope if the chairman of the committee can 
accept it he will consent to do so. What is $300,000 to a crop of 
this importance? You take corn, wheat, and cotton, and they 
are the most important articles we produce. I hope the chair 
man will allow this amendment to prevail. If it does not pre 
vail now, I feel sure it will hereafter. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I wish to say, in the first place, 
I do not see how it is possible that the figures of the Agricultural 
Department can be correct; and I trust the Senator from Ver 
mont will enlighten us upon that point. Here is the entire ap 
propriation for the Bureau of Statistics for this purpose, and, 
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as stated by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money], it is 
$93,000. We now have a monthly report, and the entire ex- 
pense, not only as to cotton, but as to all of the crops, if the 
Senator from Mississippi is correct, and he is on the committee, 
is only $93,000. How that can be converted into an additional 
expense of over $300,000 by simply having one other report a 
month with the same machinery already in hand,. it is impossi- 
ble for me to see, and I do not think it is possible. 

Of the three hundred thousand and odd dollars which the De- 
partment estimates, only $8,000 is for increased clerical force 
here, and the balance of over three hundred thousand it is es- 
timated will be the additional expense, when now we get a 
monthly report, not only of cotton, but as to all other crops in 
the country, at only $93,000. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator yield the floor? 

Mr. BACON. I will for the present. I have something more 
to say, but I should like to hear the Senator on this point. 

Mr. PROCTOR. 
from the report of the Chief of the Bureau: 

The Department’s crop-reporting system is, however, in the main 
a voluntary one, and so much difficulty is experienced in securing and 
retaining a sufficient number of competent persons to report regularly 
each month on the condition of the crops in their respective localities 
that to quadruple or even to double the number of reports asked of 
them would certainly result in the serious and immediate impairment of 
the service through the wholesale refusals of correspondents to give 
the additional time and labor involved in the preparation of addi- 
tional reports unless proper provision were made for their compensa- 
tion. 

It would lead, in the opinion of the Department, and I believe 
they are correct, to a system of paid reports, which would add 
several hundred thousand dollars to the expense. Now, if the 
Senate is prepared to vote the additional amount I have no 
objection. 

Mr. BACON. I certainly am so prepared. 

Mr. PROCTOR. But I do not feel that I would do right if I 
failed to object to the amendment and to take the deliberate 
sense of the Senate upon it. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Vermont permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. Is it not true that the correspondents who send 
in the monthly reports are not paid anything? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Some of them are paid a trifle—25 cents 
for a report. 

Mr. CLAY. The expense now, where they send tn monthly 
reports, amounts to scarcely anything. Is it not true that the 
same reports would be made twice a month without any extra 
cost? 


Mr. PROCTOR. The statistics are not confined to cotton. 


They embrace many other articles—in fact, all the leading crops | 


of the country. But if a system of paid reports is once adopted, 
it would have to be applied to all crop reports, of course. 
Parties would immediately refuse to furnish them without com- 
pensation, and if one section of the country was receiving such 
service all would want it, and would be sure to get it in the end. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire not only the Senator 
from Vermont, but the country, to see how absolutely baseless 
this calculation is on the part of the Agricultural Department, 
and I read now from page 54 the provision in reference to the 
collection of agricultural statistics : 


Collecting agricultural statistics: General expenses, Bureau of Sta- 
Collecting domestic and foreign agricultural statistics, com- 
piling, writing, and illustrating statistical matter for monthly, annual, 
and special reports; special investigations and compilations; subscrip- 
tion to, and purchase of, statistical and newspaper publications con- 
taining data for permanent comparative records; maps and charts, sta- 
tionery, office supplies, blanks, blank books, circulars, paper, envelopes, 
postal cards, postage stamps, office fixtures, telegraph and telephone 
freight and express charges, including employment of labor 
in the city of Washington and elsewhere, actual and necessary tray- 
eling expenses: Provided, That the monthly crop reports issued on the 
3d and 10th days of each month shall embrace statements of the con- 
ditions of the crops by States, in the United States, with such expla- 
nations, comparisons, and information as may be useful for illustrating 
the above matter, and that it shall be submitted to and officially ap- 
proved by the Secretary of Agriculture before being issued or published, 
$93,900, of which not more than $20,000 shall be expended for salaries 
in the city of Washington, D. C. 


tistics : 


services, 


Mr. President, there is an appropriation which covers the en- 
tire system of crop statistical reports, of which the cotton crop 
is only a part, and the entire expense under the present sys- 
tem is only $95,900, and now when we propose, in compliance 
with the request of a representative convention of cotton 
planters in New Orleans, that instead of this report being made 
on the third of the month only it shall be made on the third 
and at another date during the month, say the seventeenth, 
when we propose that in the face of this confession, and not 
simply a confession, but a direct representation on the part of 
the Department, that $93,000 is sufficient to get reports from 
all the agricultural interests once a month, we are told that to 
get it twice a month will add over $300,000 to the expense. 





Answering the Senator’s inquiry, I will read | 


| want the Senate for a moment to consider it. 


If the Senator will pardon the expression and not take it to 
himself, the proposition is an absolute absurdity. No mathe- 
matics can possibly be figured out which will justify it or sup- 
port it. 

The only pretense or suggestion of an explanation why there 
should be any such claim is that, forsooth, while now it is a vol- 
untary service, if it is asked to be made semimonthly it will be 
a paid service. Where is the evidence that it will be required to 
be a paid service? Why can not Congress go ahead and let the 
Secretary of Agriculture undertake it with the same assistance 
that he now has? When he is unable to do it, it will be time 
enough for him to say to Congress “I made the effort and I 
fa 1.” There has not been a suggestion that he could not get 
the ..me information semimonthly that he now gets monthly, ex- 
cept from the Department itself, and no evidence is furnished and 
no representation is made that the Department has ever made 
the effort and found that such would necessarily be the result. 

Mr. President, I speak earnestly about this matter because in 
the face of this opposition by the Department of Agriculture, I 
Has there ever, 
since the Government undertook the matter of assisting the agri- 
cultural interests of the country through the methods of the 
Agricultural Department, been a time when so large an interest, 
in so earnest a manner as is found in the action of the conven- 
tion at New Orleans, came to the Congress of the United States 
asking for something which it said was of such vital importance to 
it, and upon such untenable grounds as are here suggested it 
met with a refusal on the part of Congress? I desire for Sen- 
ators just for a moment to think. The wheat crop, so far as its 
export value is concerned or its money-bringing properties from 
abroad are concerned, is not equal to one-half the cotton crop. 

Suppose the wheat growers of this country had met in a con- 
vention, represented by delegates from all the wheat-growing 
sections of the United States, and had solemnly said to Congress 
they wanted a semimonthly report, and that such semimonthly 
repert was necessary to protect them from great loss, would 
any man hesitate for a moment in the conclusion that their re- 


| quest would meet with the most prompt compliance on the part 


of Congress? It would be the rankest injustice to deny to the 


| cotton planters the relief and assistance which under similar 


j 


i 





| cireumstances would be so certainly granted to the wheat grow- 


ers. There are no people engaged in industrial pursuits who are 
entitled to greater consideration by the Government than the 
cotton planters. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Georgia permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. The difficulty, in my mind, about the matter is 
this: These reports, during the growth of the crop and before 
it is beginning to find the market, are purely, it seems to me, a 
matter in which the gamblers only are interested. If it cost 
$500,000 to procure and properly disseminate the information, 
I would not stop to count the cost, because I would believe it 
money well spent. But the trouble is that until the farmer be- 
gins to pick the cotton it can not possibly affect either what he 
receives for what he makes, or how much he makes, whether the 
condition is bad or good. 

I may not take in the whole question, and I may be at fault 
on that, but it seems to me that up until the farmer begins to 
move the crop from the ginhouse to the market town and sell 


| it, it is not of very great consequence to him what the condition 


of the crop is. 
Mr. BACON. The Senator is to a certain degree correct, and 
if he had been here this morning at the immediate moment 
when it was under discussion he would know that that ground 
had been gone over. 
Mr. BAILEY. I was entertaining one of my constituents. 
Mr. BACON. I have no doubt the Senator was properly en- 
gaged. I make no challenge or question upon that, but I made 
this statement: I went through the subject in a somewhat gen- 
eral way, to show there were a great many other people inter- 
ested in the question than the cotton planters; that the cotton 
spinners were; that they had to make their arrangements, etc. 
I said, so far as the cotton planters were concerned, if the 
Department were unwilling and thought it would be a great 
additional expense to spread it over the entire time, I would be 
willing that this appropriation should be limited to the time 
beginning about when the cotton begins to mature up to the 
time when finally disposed of. I had recognized the correctness 
of the suggestion of the Senator from Texas, and I still say 
that, but if the Senator from Vermont will say that a modifi- 
cation to that extent will then present an amendment acceptable 
to him—while I do not wish to cut off a report which would ex- 
tend over a greater length of time—I am willing, if better can 
not be done, that the report shall begin in August and end in 
January or February. 
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Mr. MORGAN. 
Mr. BACON. 


You do not want it after September? 
Oh, yes; we want it up to February. 

Mr. BAILEY. Because it changes rapidly in September and 
October. My opinion is, if the Senator will indulge me just a 
moment, that while it is true, as suggested by the Senator’s col- 
league, that individual interests and speculators in this and 
other countries do try to keep themselves informed about the 
cotton crop, we are not trying to provide information for those 
abroad, although we would provide it for those here who are 
our own citizens, and are entitled to know as much about what 
they are to buy as other people about what they have to sell. 

But neither the buyer nor the seller—those who sell in con- 
templation of actually delivering and those who buy in contem- 
plation of actually receiving—are seriously affected by these 
kaleidoscopic changes up to the time the crop begins to move 
toward the market. By the 1st of August they begin to make 
their contracts, and then I think that if it would cost $500,000 
to secure the information we ought to have it; but 1 donot care 
to spend the money until we reach the time when it becomes de- 
sirable for the purchaser and the seller to know what are the 
conditions. 

Mr. CLAY. 
him a question? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. I ask the Senator if it is not true that private 
parties interested in the purchase of cotton both abroad and at 
home are constantly making inquiry and have agents at work 
finding out the amount of cotton that is planted, how it is culti- 
vated, and the season, and if they send out information which 
is incorrect, giving a larger amount than is really planted and 
better conditions than exist, will not that incorrect information 
unduly lower the price of cotton and be an injustice to the 
planter? 

Mr. BAILEY. No; provided that when the crop begins to 
move both sides are fully and fairly advised as to the condition 
then. But the Senator states a condition which might make this 
information important at all times, but it is a condition under 
which we would not market the entire crop within ninety days 
or four months. If we ever reach a time that we market it 
from month to month throughout the entire year, as the de- 
mands of the trade seem to call for, then it will be of great 
interest to the cotton grower to know in April or in June or 
July what the probable acreage and condition is. But until 
conditions and methods have changed most radically we will 
not help the cotton growers of the South by encouraging them 
to hold their cotton, because an examination of prices will show 
that the farmers of this country would have been better off in 
the last thirty years if they had hauled their cotton from the gin 
to the market at once and sold it the next day after it had been 
ginned. 

Mr. CLAY. I think that is true. 

Mr. BAILEY. Therefore I am really not seeking a way to 
encourage them to hold their cotton. However, I only rose 
really to agree with the Senator from Georgia and to suggest 
that he might pretermit the intermediate months, if the chair- 
man of the committee would agree to give us money enough 
through August, September, and October to fairly inform our- 
selves. The truth of it is, if these three months will be given 
us then the ginners’ reports, which are now provided by law to 
be made every two weeks 

Mr. CLAY. Is that the law? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; that is the law. 
the last two weeks. 

Mr. CLAY. Has it passed? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; it has passed both Houses. If we can get 
the information the Senator from Georgia so properly and so 
forcibly calls for through August, September, and October, the 
ginners’ reports will answer reasonably well for November and 
December. 

Mr. BERRY. The semimonthly reports would remain in 
those months as they now are? 

Mr. BAILEY. The law now provides for semimonthly re- 
ports. 

Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. BERRY. Ginners’ reports. 

Mr. BAILEY. I mean ginners’ reports. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will permit me, what I mean is 
that under the present arrangement they now make monthly re- 
ports for all the months. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 

Mr. BERRY. My suggestion was whether that would remain 
for the months you specify and we would still have the semi- 
monthly reports. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is correct. The reason why I say the 
ginners’ reports will suffice for November and December is that 


Will the Senator from Texas permit me to ask 





It was made so within 
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there is absolutely no condition which affects the extent of pro 
duction after the Ist of November except the rain, which pre 
vents the picking of it. 

Mr. BACON. And the frost. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; the frost in no part of it ever 
interferes much after the Ist of November. Perhaps I ought to 
qualify that. It would be true in our part of the country, but 
in the farther South it would not be exactly true. 

Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. BAILEY. However, I am sure as to the ginners’ reports 
for November and December. I yield that to the Senator from 
Georgia, who expresses his dissent, and I accept his judgment 
on it. So I will insist, then, that we have August, September, 
October, and November. 

Mr. BACON. And December. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will be glad to include December, and if the 
Senator will give us four months, that will be a fair comproimi 

Mr. BACON. We want the five months. 

Mr. BAILEY. If we can get them—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have not yielded the floor, 
although I did yield for a time. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator is going to accept the amend- 
ment, I will yield to him with pleasure. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I would be glad that this great interest 
should have all the money they really need. My objection to it 
is what the discussion by the Senators from the cotton States 
shows, that the matter has not been censidered so that even its 
friends know just what is wanted. 

Mr. BACON. It has been considered. 

Mr. PROCTOR. My objection to it was that there was no 
estimate from the Department, it was not brought up before the 
committee, and I never heard a word of it until it appeared 
here on the floor as an amendment calling for an expenditure of 
several hundred thousand dollars a year. 

Now, if it will pacify all the Senators on the other side I will 
accept an amendment providing for bimonthly reports for the 
months of August, September, October, and November, and will 
be ready to add to the appropriation. 

Mr. BACON. When the Senator comes so near I hope he 
will not halt at that point. The convention at New Orleans was 
the best judge of that. 

I have had it suggested to me that it ought to go even as far 
as February. The Senator from Texas represents a cotton belt 
that is a good deal farther south than ours. 

Mr. BAILEY. I represent, in part, the whole State of Texas, 
and the southern part of it is farther south than Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. A good part of the middle of it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think the Senator ought to be satisfied 
with that, because if the system is once adopted there is no ques- 
tion but that you will have reports covering all the time that 
you really need. 

Mr. BACON. Very well, I will then modify the amendment 
so as to make it a report on the 3d and 17th of each month for 
those five months. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the amendment will be read. 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator from Georgia will allow me, 
that is not what the people of the South want. 

Mr. BACON. I will withhold it. The Senator from Missis- 
sippi wishes to be heard. 

Mr. MONEY. That is not what the people of the South want. 
If there is anybody who can express any knowledge or any in 
terest upon this subject it is the people who assembled in the 
cotton convention at New Orleans. ‘They represented eyery part 
of the cotton-producing belt of this country, and what they 
asked for is the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Georgia. 

I can not agree with the distinguished chairman of the com- 
mittee that if this increased the service it would make it neces 
sarily a pay service, not a voluntary one, nor do I subscribe in 
the least degree to his opinion that that is the only way to 
secure accurate statistics. On the contrary, it has proven to be 
the very worst way. I can take the data for the last six years, 
and the estimate of the Agricultural Department based upon 
voluntary service is more accurate than any bureau of statistics 
in this city. It has gone steadily with the crop and been veri- 
fied in every instance by the ultimate result. It is more accu- 
rate than the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department, 
and it is more accurate than the Bureau of Statistics of the 
Department of Commerce and Labor. 

I have had occasion to go very thoroughly into the paid sta- 
tistical bureaus of the United States, and I will add also the 
Census Bureau, and not one of them is worth five cents. I would 
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not give a cent for any bureau of statistics that belongs to this 
Government that would depend upon paid service. If we go 
by the result, the work of the Department of Agriculture, based 
upon the voluntary service, will never be discontinued. That 
will call for very small additions, if any, to the demand of the 
cotton convention, and it has proven accurate all the time. 

Mr. President, we have had the suppression of whole volumes 
of bulletins of the costliest sort because they did not happen to 
suit party interests. I have seen statistics from the Bureau of 
the Treasury Department that are absolutely erroneous and 
they were utterly worthless. For instance, there was a show- 
ing that we sold to France in a certain year $600,000 worth of 
goods, when the Swiss bureau of statistics showed they had 
bought from us fifteen and one-half million dollars’ worth of 
You can not send to-day to the Bureau of Statistics 
of the Treasury Department and get information that is worth 
five cents. I sent to that Bureau three different letters to know 
the output of precious metals of the world, and I got a page or 
two out of the printed abstract and a letter showing me what 
was produced in the United States for two or three years. I 
directed three separate letters, all identical in phrase, to the 
Director of the Mint and the Comptroller of the Currency upon 
the same ground. 

I never received an answer to either one of them, and pre- 
sume they did not answer because they did not know anything 


goods. 


about it, although it was a matter that belonged particularly to | 
So there is not a paid bureau in this city that has com- | 
pared in the accuracy of its work with this of the Department | 


them. 


of Agriculture, that is based purely upon voluntary service, 
which voluntary service we have no reason to believe will be 
discontinued. 

They are not likely to discontinue the service, because they 
are all written on postal cards, and those cards are utilized 
to make a separate report instead of a monthly report. 

This is what the cotton people ask for. They are not repre- 
sented here particularly by Senators, but they were repre- 
sented at the convention at New Orleans. 
in the production of the cotton and those whose trades and 
professions live on the cotton producers met together, and they 
said what they believed is necessary for the investigation of 
matters concerning the cotton crop. 

I have just illustrated how the cotton crop of this past year, 
which was thought to be in September absolutely of no account 
at all, became the greatest cotton crop ever known and ever 
raised in the world. I have seen the reverse of that. 

Now, these statistics are made not to juggle with, of course; 
they are not made in the interest of the bear or the bull. These 
are the reports made by private concerns or the cotton exchanges. 


One of these cotton exchanges is rather bullish and the others | 


are bears all 
reports. 

We come here with the reports of the Bureau of Statistics 
and the report of the Secretary of Agriculture, utterly inde- 
pendent official sources of information, and between the two 
not only the farmer but the man interested in making the cotton 
goods or in buying especially for that concern can between the 
two find a safe basis. As far as the Bureau of the Department of 
Agriculture is concerned its reports have been absolutely reliable. 
As a matter of fact, 
time, but they have come nearer the truth than any guessing 
man in the country or than any cotton exchange or any profes- 
er of the cotton crop. Neill, Bostrom, Ellington, 
Hester, or no one else has ever done so good and accurate work 
as the Department of Agriculture, all of whose work is based 
purely upon the voluntary work of other people scattered 
throughout the cotton belt. 

I can not believe, therefore, with the honorable chairman that 
it will very materially increase the expense. I hope the honor- 
able chairman will find that the men who represent the cotton 
country are really in earnest about so small a matter as this, 
this has been a time of great agitation and monetary 
commotion in the South. 


the way down. All private reports are bear 


sional estimat 


because 


The South to-day is very prosperous. 
out by the 
figures sent 


Three States were picked 
Secretary of the Agricultural Department and the 
abroad to show the prosperity of the whole country. 
‘They took the three most prosperous States, and the evidence of 
prosperity was displayed by the deposits in banks. The State of 
Kansas had about ninety-three, Iowa, the next, one hundred and 
twenty-six, and Mississippi had three hundred and sixty-seven, 


by long odds the most prosperous State in the Union, according | 


to the standard fixed by the Secretary of the Department of 
Agriculture. 

I can also say that the people of the South are not in distress 
about this matter at all, but it is a matter for the future as well 


The people engaged | 


they have a little underestimated every | 





| worth. 
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other cotton is being foolishly, in my opinion, held, but they have 
decreased the area of production. In some sections they de- 
crease the use of fertilizers. That is unwise. But nevertheless 
I believe the State of Mississippi and the cotton States generally 
stand to-day more at the head than ever before in their lives, 
with more money in cash than they ever had before in their 
lives, with greater deposits in the banks and greater earnings 
in the banks than they ever had before, with more teams and 
beter ones. than they ever had before, and with almost two 
years’ supply of corn on hand of their own product, and there- 
fore more meat, the thing that goes to sustain the plantation. 

We never were in better condition than we are to-day, but 
that is not any reason why there should not be some means 
established to have as correctly accurate as possible the esti- 
mates made of future production of the crop. If they show 
a decrease in the area of the production of cotton of 35 per 
cent, then let us have a report that is reliable. We consider 
that these reports are unreliable. I believe also the general 
report as published by the Department of Commerce and Labor 
to be fairly accurate as reported; yet notwithstanding this will 
come twice a month and it will be just twice as good, because 
it is hard to estimate what may happen in thirty days with a 
cotton crop. I speak from the experience of a man who has 
been raising cotton all his life. I was born on a cotton planta- 
tion and I have done nothing else except to practice law for 
a little while. 

Now, that is what the cotton-producing people want, and 
they have defined their wants so clearly that there can be no 
mistake. I think the Senate will make a mistake if it does not 
yield to the wishes of so great a mass of people so ably repre- 
sented as they were at the cotton convention in New Orleans. 

It may be a foolish expenditure of money, but that man is 
a statesman who loves to learn to please the people. He is not 
a demagogue at all, except in some tricks that are not worthy 
of mention here. It is also the highest art of statesmanship to 
make the citizen love his country. This is one of the ways you 
can do it. Show the great mass of the people who are asking 
for an appropriation here that not their demands but their re- 
quests ought to be acceded to. I will not put it in the impera- 
tive mood, but it is their request that it shall be done. They 
understand what they want, and they can not understand, to 
save their lives, why there should be higgling about a few dol- 
lars more of expense in order to have their views carried out, 
and that is to have these reports made until the ist of January 
and semimonthly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the question of the statistics 
of cotton production is not an absolutely new one to the Senate. 
For one I am willing to provide in the bill whatever money is 
thought to be necessary to reach a practicable conclusion from 
time to time as to the amount of cotton in progress of produc- 
tion from year to year, as I shall be glad to do as respects other 
crops. 

It may be that I do not fully understand the provisions as 
they are in the bill and the additional provision that is pro- 
posed to be added. I understand the bill now proposes that the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall secure and publish information 
every month of the year as to the general condition of the crops 
of the country. This embraces not only the cotton crop, but 
also the corn crop, the wheat crop, and other cereal crops 
throughout the country. I am sure that is of great advantage 
to the farmers of the country. It is of advantage to a producer 
of corn in my State, for example, to know that the total acreage 
of corn planted is greater or less than it was last year. That 
gives him some little indication as to what his crop is to be 
Of course there intervene sunshine and rain, frosts, 
extreme heat, etc., all having an effect upon the crops that he 
produces. I think the Secretary of Agriculture, through this 
Bureau of his, furnishes from time to time very valuable in- 
formation upon all these subjects, and I am sure what I have 
said applies to the production of cotton. 

Now, I understand the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] 
proposes that as to the particular crop of cotton there shall be 
instead of a monthly report a semimonthly report for ten 
months of the year. 

Mr. BACON. I would prefer ten months, but I have agreed 
to a compromise of five. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was speaking of the amendment as it 
stands. I am very glad to hear from the Senator from Georgia 
that he is willing to narrow the semimonthly report down to 
five months, beginning during the month of August. I think 
that is wise. I believe any further reports would be practically 
unnecessary, because after all the farmers in the South and in 
the North are not specially interested in the intervening months, 
where the people are selling cotton, corn, or wheat, as they are 


as for the present. A few bales of cotton were foolishly burned ; | selling these Rgricultural products on the market every day in 





RO 28) egws, 








1905. 





the year. 
there is sunshine or rain or frost or what not. There are specu- 
lators there who are ready to sell and speculators who are ready 
to buy. That is true of the cotton crop, not only in our own 
country, but I presume it is largely true in London and Liver- 
pool, where cotton is dealt in every day. 

It seems to me that if the first monthly report will show the 
acreage of the cotton crop it will show about how much cotton 
is planted for this year, and that can be compared with last 
year. If it fails to show that acreage, certainly report for the 


second month will take up that question and provide the ad- | 
So after the acreage is ascertained every pro- | 


ditional acreage. 
ducer of cotton will know what he has to meet in that respect. 
We have a Weather Bureau, which gives every day informa- 
tion throughout all portions of the country of the condition of the 
weather. Whether it be sunshine or rain, the farmers in the 
South have reasonable access to these daily reports, not only 
where cotton is produced in the South, but in any other section 
where it is produced. Thus it seems to me that these monthly 
reports will be sufficient to ascertain the situation of the cotton 
crop until the month of August. Not being familiar with the 
question, I would suppose that it would be sufficient up to the 
month of September, but I will yield to the better opportunities 
for information and to the greater knowledge of the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] on that subject. When, however, 
that season should come, and probably it would be August, we 
should want a little fuller opportunity to know the crop situa- 
tion. So I was about to suggest to the honorable Senator that 
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he so frame the amendment as to provide for semimonthly bul- | 


letins of information for the months of August, 
October, and November. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I wish to make 
a suggestion right there. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. BACON. Iam quite sure that I am correct about the De- 
cember feature, and I will give the reason, so that the Senator 
may use it. These reports are based, in part, upon the estimate 


September, 


of the reports as to the proportion of cotton that has been taken, | 


and there is a very large proportion of the cotton that is not 
taken until during the month of December. ‘Therefore, I say 
that the estimate for the month of December is very important; 
and I hope the Senator will add that to the proposition. 

Mr. ALLISON. That may be true, but I want to call the Sen- 
ator’s attention to the fact that three or four years ago, when the 
census bill was pending, we put into it a provision that the Cen- 
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to 
the corn crop and all the other great crops of this 

Mr. ALLISON. It is. 

Mr. BAILEY. Now, the important thing is that the man who 
has made the crop to sell should know, when the time comes for 
selling, what the condition is, and the man who must buy it to 
keep the wheels of his factory in motion must know how much 
there is of it to supply his wants. I believe the Gove it 
acts wisely in providing that information. 

I regret that I can not agree with the Senator from 
sippi |[Mr. Money], that because the convention at 
leans asks for unnecessary reports therefore Congress 
provide for them. It often happens that in these 
ventions they ask for more than they expect upon the ground 
that the estimates will be reduced, just as some of the Depart- 
ments of the Government do of Congress; but even if they did 
not expect their estimates to be reduced I am satisfied that the 
most reasonable of them will see when we have taken care of 


those months during which the crop is moving, and therefore 


coubtry 


Missis- 
New On 
should 


great con 


the condition is most important both as to the buyer and the 
seller, we have done all that ought to be expected of us. 

I shall be glad to see an agreement reached. I do not agr 
that December is anything like so important as August. Sep- 


tember, October, and November, though, of course, it is the most 
important month of the year outside of those. My own opinion 
is that with the condition of the crop known up to the 3d of 
December, and with a semimonthly ginners’ report, nobody « 
go very far astray as to the cotton crop of the country. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, hoping to meet the views of 
all in this matter, I submit an amendment to be inserted after 
the words “ United States,” in line 19 on page 54. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 19 on page 54, after the words 
“United States,” it is proposed to insert “and in the of 
cotton crop reports issued on the third and seventeenth days of 
each month, beginning with the month of August and extend- 
ing to and including the month of December next succeeding.” 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, that modification of my amend- 
ment I am satisfied with for the present, at least, until we see 
how it works. I think that is certainly a very material ad- 


U0 


cuse 


| vance, and it may be that it is as far as experience will show 
| we should go. 


sus Bureau should also take the statistics of the cotton produc- 


tion as derived from the ginners, so that the moment the cotton 
is ginned that moment the Census Bureau picks up this informa- 
tion and publishes semimonthly reports of the amount of cotton 
ginned. 

It seems to me with the information now furnished we have 
done fairly well for the cotton producers. Although I should 
be glad to yield, as other Senators seem inclined to yield, defer- 
ence to the cotton convention recently held at New Orleans, I 
think they ought to be satisfied with what we have already done. 
If we go forward experimentally and give them during four or 
five months all they want us to give them for ten months, I 
think they ought to be satisfied. 

I am willing, if the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror] will 
agree to accept that suggestion, that that shall be done, though 
it is perfectly apparent that a point of order would rule out this 
amendment, ‘The appropriation has not been estimated for, and 
it is not within the line of an appropriation bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, a moment ago, when I ven- 
tured to interpose, it was without having thought about the mat- 
ter any more in the hope of reaching an accommodation between 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] and the honorable chair- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proc- 
TOR]. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


oT 


Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I am entirely in the dark as 
to what amount should be added to the appropriation on ac- 
count of the amendments which have been made; but it is not 


necessary to go too far. I would suggest that $50,000 be added 


to the appropriation in line 23 on page 54. So I will move to 
amend, in line 23 on that page, by striking out “ ninety-three 
thousand nine hundred dollars” and inserting “one hundred 


and forty-three thousand nine hundred dollars.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PROCTOR. On page 55, line 14, the total for the Bureau 


of Statistics should be changed from $196,460 to $246,460. I 
| move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. On page 64, line 5, the total for the Depart- 


man of the Committee on Agriculture, but the more 1 think about | 


it, the more I am persuaded that it is not important to increase 
the frequency, especially when to do so would increase the cost 
of this service up to the 1st of August. My opinion to that 
effect is based upon considerations which will be readily under- 
stood by those familiar with the cotton crop. In April the 
cotton may be in an excellent condition; but if May is a very 
dry month it then seriously deteriorates. June may happen to 
be a more favorable month, and then it goes back to the excel- 
lent condition reported for April; if July happens to be a bad 
month, another adverse report is made. But the people who 
actually consume the cotton, and the people who actually pro- 
duce it, are not much affected by these varying reports until 
they reach the time when the man who has made it brings it 
to town and the man who uses it begins to buy it. The only 
effect of these intermediate reports is to confuse the speculators. 
The Senator from Iowa, whose portion of the country is one of 
our greatest cornfields, knows that what I recite about the vary- 


ment of Agriculture as the bill has been amended 
I move to amend by making the total $6,837,590. 
$50,000, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can be done by 
mous consent. Is there objection? The Chair 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I offer an amendment, which I send to the 


is $6,787.170. 


That is adding 


unani 


hears none, 


desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The SEcrRETARY. On page 36, line 23, after the name “ South 
Dakota,” it is proposed to insert “and the forest reserves in 


Idaho.” 

Mr. HEYBURN. I hope the chairman of the committee will 
accept that amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I accept the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ments? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I offer an amendment, 
which I send to the desk, to come in at the end of the bill, 
page 65, 

The PRESIDENT 
stated, 


Are there further amend- 


pro tempore. The amendment will be 
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The Secretary. On page 65, at the end of the bill, it is pro- 
posed to add: 

That paragraph 234 of the act of July 24, 1897, entitled ‘An act to 
provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of 
the United States,”” was not intended and shall not be held to be af- 
fected by the provisions of section 30 of said act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that amendment ought to be ex- 
plained, so that we may know what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from North Dakota will 
make some explanation of the amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I should be very glad 
to accommodate the Senator from Iowa, but he is very familiar 
with the subject, and it is rather late to begin a discussion of | 
this kind 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the amendment about? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. This amendment 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator intend to indulge in an 
elaborate discussion of this matter? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I rarely do such a thing, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I will not take many minutes to explain it, but it may 
give rise to debate in another direction. If it is agreeable, how- 
ever, I will go on and make a statement as to the purpose of the 
amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I hope we shall continue 
with the consideration of the bill. There seems to be very little | 
more of it, and I hope the Senate will stay until we can com- | 
plete it. We have had agriculture for a long time, and I think 
the Senate will be glad to change to something else. 

Mr. KEAN. There is no better pursuit than that of agricul- 
ture. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, the purpose of this 
amendment is to declare the intent of Congress when it enacted 
into what is known as the Dingley tariff law paragraph 234, | 
which declares that on all imports of wheat a duty of 25 cents | 
per bushel shall be paid. The same provision was in what was 
known as the McKinley law; indeed, it appeared in that meas- 
ure for the first time. It was afterwards, with slight modi- | 
fications, copied in what was known as the Wilson-Gorman law. | 
In that act of 1894 it is provided that the duty on importa- | 
tions of wheat shall be 20 per cent ad valorem. So, Mr. Presi- | 
dent, this is not a party question, because both parties in enact- | 
ing these several tariff laws have declared in favor of the duty | 
on wheat. In the three bills which I have mentioned there also 
appeared what is known as the drawback provision. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I know the amendment the 
Senator has offered is an important one. The hour is late, the 
Senate is thin, and I suggest that it is time to go into executive | 
session or to adjourn. We can take up this matter in the morn- | 
ing, when the Senator will have the opportunity to bring it be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I should prefer to take it up in the 
morning, if that is agreeable, but I am following the suggestion 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] who has charge of 
the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. There are not many Senators here. The 
amendment is an important one, and, with the Senator’s con- 
sent, | make the motion that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). Does 
the Senator from North Dakota yield to the Senator from Mary- 
land? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I yield very willingly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maryland. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the | 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent | 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 33 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, February 14, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 











NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 11, 1905. 
CONSUL. 
Daniel W. Williams, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States 
at Cardiff, Wales, vice Daniel T. Phillips, deceased. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
William G. Whipple, of Arkansas, to be United States at- 
torney for the eastern district of Arkansas. A reappointment, 
his term having expired January 8, 1905. 





ASSAYER. 

Joseph Pinkham, of Idaho, to be assayer of the United States 
assay office at Boise City, Idaho, to succeed H. Smith Woolley, 
removed. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 

Lewis J. Lawson to be postmaster at Greensboro, in the county 
of Hale and State of Alabama, in place of James M. Hobson, 
deceased. 

COLORADO. 

Frank E. Sheridan to be postmaster at Meeker, in the county 
of Rio Blanco and State of Colorado, in place of Frank E. 
Sheridan. Incumbent’s commission expires February 22, 1905. 

GEORGIA. 


William H. Marston to be postmaster at Fitzgerald, in the 
county of Irwin and State of Georgia, in place of William H. 
Marston. Incumbent’s commission expires February 18, 1905. 


ILLINOIS. 

Alice M. Clement to be postmaster at Lamoille, in the county 
of Bureau and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. . 

Eugene A. Foster to be postmaster at Bradford, in the county 


| of Stark and State of Illinois, in place of Eugene A. Foster, In- 


cumbent’s commission expires February 22, 1905. 


KENTUCKY. 

Rezin B. Boulden to be postmaster at Millersburg, in the 
county of Bourbon and State of Kentucky, in place of Rezin B. 
Boulden. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1904. 

John H. Rowland to be postmaster at Cloverport, in the 
county of Breckinridge and State of Kentucky, in place of John 
H. Rowland. Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1905. 


LOUISIANA. 
Henry E. Sweet to be postmaster at De Ridder, in the parish 
of Caleasieu and State of Louisiana. Office became Presiden- 


| tial July 1, 1904. 


MAINE. 

Fred H. King to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of Maine, in place of Clark H. Barker, 
deceased. 

MARYLAND. 

George E. Mullin to be postmaster at Brookville, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Maryland, in place of Arthur 
H. Rockafeller. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 
1903. 

MINNESOTA. 


R. F. Bergerson to be postmaster at Lake Park, in the county 
of Becker and State of Minnesota, in place of Frank B. Higley. 
Incumpent’s commission expired January 31, 1905. 

Peter J. Schwarg to be postmaster at Dodge Center, iu the 
county of Dodge and State of Minnesota, in place of John K. 
Fancher. Incumbent’s commission expires February 26, 1905. 

Nettie J. Van Inwegen to be postmaster at Ortonville, in the 
county of Bigstone and State of Minnesota, in place of Nettie J. 
Van Inwegen. Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 
1905. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

William J. Brigham to be postmaster at Tunica, in the county 

of Tunica and State of Mississippi. Office became Presidential 


| January 1, 1905. 


L. Hilton Tubb to be postmaster at Amory, in the county of 
Monroe and State of Mississippi. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

MISSOURI. 


Otis M. Gary to be postmaster at Doniphan, in the county of 
Ripley and State of Missouri, in place of John W. Presson, 
resigned. 

senjamin F’. Guthrie to be postmaster at Milan, in the county 
of Sullivan and State of Missouri, in place of John E. Swanger, 
resigned. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Edward M. Sutton to be postmaster at Ocean City, in the 
county of Cape May and State of New Jersey, in place of Ed- 
ward M. Sutton. Incumbent’s commission expires February 22, 
1905. 

NEW YORK. 

George W. Armstrong to be postmaster at Manlius, in the 
county of Onondaga and State of New York, in place of George 
W. Armstrong. Incumbent’s commission expired February 4, 
1905. 
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OHIO. | INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION TREATIES. 
Gomer C. Davis to be postmaster at Shawnee, in the county | The yea and nay vote on the amendment reported from the 
of Perry and State of Ohio, in place of Charles C. Marsh, In- | Committee on Foreign Relations to the arbitration convention 
cumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1904. | with France (Ex. I, 58th, 3d) is as follows: 
PENNSYLVANIA. YEAS—50 


Alfred R. Houck to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county | Alger Clay = Gorman -« M — 
of Lebanon and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Alfred R. oe oe | x is — 
Houck. Incumbent’s commission expires March 1, 1905. {4 Danie Resharn D: nat aes 

ae | — i Dillingham Kitt edge Se t ms 

William C. Ellett to be postmaster at Blacksburg, in the | Bate Dryden Latimer s rt 
county of Montgomery and State of Virginia, in place of Wil- a a —_ pace Spooner 
liam C. Ellett. Incumbent’s commission expired December 14, | Burnham Foster, Wash. McComas Ts erro = 
1903. | Burrows Fulton MeCreary= Teller. 

Warner J. Kenderdine to be postmaster at Radford, in the | a= ee a 
county of Montgomery and State of Virginia, in place of Wade | —— ee ee ae 
Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expired February 11, 1905. : NAY si 2. i 

Thomas G. Peachy to be postmaster at Williamsburg, in the | Dolliver <_ ae a: 
county of James City and State of Virginia, in place of Thomas Hopkine Re eee ae aca aa 
G. Peachy. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1904. NOT VOTING—31. 

‘ich > “Cockrell evw= Penrose — 
WASHINGTON. = ane = Pen . 

William H. Imus to be postmaster at Kalama, in the county | Ball— Depew — Knox ~ Piatt, N. Y. 
of Cowlitz and State of Washington. Office became Presi- ae —e anaes Froct ee 
dential January 1, 1905. Clapp = Elkins< Martin Simmons 

WISCONSIN. Clark, Mont. Frye=- Millard = Tillman 
Clarke, Ark. Gibson Mitchell 


tobert A. Etter to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county of 
Green and State of Wisconsin, in place of Robert A. Etter. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1905. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


WITHDRAWAL. Monnpay, February 13, 1995. 
Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate February 13, 
1905. The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Sunday, February 12, 1905, 
was read and approved. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
question of personal privilege. 


Houston M. Tubb to be postmaster at Amory, in the State of 
Mississippi. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 11, 


1905. The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
ASSAYER. Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I should 


like to proceed in my own way for two or three minutes, and 


Joseph Pinkham to be assayer at Boise City, Idaho. ; : a : 
} x “ t City, then I will state the question of personal privilege, and in the 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT OF HAWAII. meantime I will guarantee that nothing unparliamentary will 
Arthur A. Wilder, of Hawaii, to be associate justice of the %e Said by me before the question of privilege is reached. In 
supreme court of the Territory of Hawaii. order that the gentleman from New York—— 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman, it seems to the Chair, ought 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. to state—perbaps the gentleman is about doing so—his question 

Lieut. Commander George 8S. Willits to be a commander in the of personal privilege, because he obtains the floor to a question 
Navy from the 13th day of September, 1904. of personal privilege. Of course, the gentleman can state it in 
Lieut. Webster A. Edgar to be a lieutenant-commander in the | his own way; or the gentleman, if he does not desire to state 
Navy from the 1st day of January, 1905, to fill a vacancy created | his question of personal privilege, can ask at once, if he chooses 
in that grade by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1903. to do so, for unanimous consent to make a personal explanation. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 


OSTMAS Ss. ; 
er mous consent for a personal explanation. 


ILLINOIS. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
O. E. Baldwin to be postmaster at Cobden, in the county of | Unanimous consent for a personal explanation. Is ther 
Union and State of Illinois. jection? {After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
INDIANA. Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, in ord 
Herman Schumacher to be postmaster at Newburg, in the | th#t the gentleman from New York might be present during the 
county of Warrick and State of Indiana. discussion, I gave publice notice upon the floor of the House 
- last Friday that to-day I would reply to an article printed on 
— . mao aeaiiare February 9 in the New York American, a newspaper owned anil 
George B. Kirkpatrick to be postmaster at Rushford, in the | edited by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hearst}. 
county of Fillmore and State of Minnesota. On Tuesday last, while the gentleman from Florida [\M 


NEW YORK. LAMAR] was addressing the House upon the bill empoweri: 
Hiro J. Settle to be postmaster at Ballston Spa, in the county the Interstate Commerce Commission to fix railroad rates, | 
of Saratoga and State of New York. “ | thought he was criticising too harshly his Democratic colleagues 


for their failure to support the so-called “ Hearst bill.” It 
SOUTH DAKOTA. curred to me that some of them might condone the offense b: 
Sherman F. Lucas to be postmaster at Bonesteel, in the | explaining that the bill had not been fully discussed before 
county of Gregory and State of South Dakota. | them, so I asked the gentleman from Florida a question an 
colloquy ensued, which I have extracted from the Recorp and 


| bow read: 
»PIPTp , y rivy y rw ‘ 
ARBITRAT ION TREATY WITH MEXICO. | Mr. Lamar of Florida. He [Mr. Rrcwarpson of Alabama] den i 
The injunction of secrecy was removed February 11, 1905, | tse aa i this House as unjust, wien that bill so t t 
"C}] * arhitrati ~ oO ; — -_ “ i one o the most flagrant abuses now existing in 1 way ircl 

from an arbitration convention between the United States and | yj, country, and I say that is a confirmation of my charge that | 

Mexico, signed on January 18, 1905. men have not studied this question G 
} Mr. ScuLirvan of Massachusetts. Is the gentleman n 


‘ on . the so-called “ Hearst bill?” 
ARBITRATION TREATY WITH SWEDEN AND NORWAY. Mr. Lamar of Florida. Yes. 
one i P “Es ‘ Ra Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the gent ! 
rhe injunction of secrecy was removed February 11, 1905, | how anyone could read that bill when for the last few days it 3 
from an arbitration convention between the United States and | impossible to procure a copy of it? 


SW ns ‘orwavy Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I can not understand that, Mr. Chain le 
Sweden and Norw ay I have had a copy and I supposed everybody elise had one. That is not 
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and the bill 
The bill has been on file since the 13th of March, 1904. 


my fault, has been on file. 
ments to it. 
Mr. HuGuHEsS of New Jersey. I would suggest to the gentleman that 
may be explained by the popularity of the bill throughout the country. 
Mr. LAMAR of Florida. It may be as the gentleman suggests, that the 
demand was so great; but I understand that it is in the report. It 
has been on file in the document room. 


There are only two amend- 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It would be right interesting to tell 
where the demand came from. It would be interesting to go to the 


document room and try to find out who got them. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I will inform the gentleman from 
Florida {Mr. LAMAR] that I was exceedingly anxious to peruse the 
terms of this perfect piece of legislation, and I went to the document 
room several days ago, but was unable to find a copy. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. 
I will offer it to him now. 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. It is too late now, as the gentleman | 


admits. And I will say, further, I have not yet had the benefit of a 
lucid explanation of its terms even by its advocates on the floor of this 
House. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I can not furnish the elucida- 
tion of the bill and furnish the comprehension of it also. I will say 
this, Mr. Chairman, that with two exceptions, the bill brought in by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD] and myself is the 
identical Hearst bill which was introduced into this House nearly one 
year ago—nearly one year ago, with the exception of two clauses, and 
they are only put there to cover the private car lines and the terminal 
business. 
mere fact that he had never taken the occasion to go to the rooms of 


the Committee on Interstate Commerce or to the files of the House and | 
inform himself of a piece of legislation that _has been existing here for | 
one year is another proof positive that he has not studied this question 


and has not given it a particle of attention. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman- 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Florida yield? 
Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I have such a limited time—— 





Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Following out the gentleman's sug- | 


gestion —- 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Florida yield? 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I yield. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I would say one year ago I was vir- 
tually ignorant of the name of the distinguished author of this bill, and 
although a year has passed the gentleman has not taken an opportunity 
to explain his own bill on the floor of this House, which I as one Mem- 
ber would have welcomed. [Applause. |] 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Well, Mr. Chairman, it may be that—well, I will 
not put it that way. I will say that if Mr. HEARST was here he would 
say that not to know the gentleman from Massachusetts was to argue 
himself unknown, but still the gentleman has had the amplest oppor- 
tunity, as that bill has been on the files nearly a year. It touches a 
great subject. It is drawn with the utmost skill and with a complete 
view of practical railroad abuses, etc. 


From this it will be seen that I simply sought to furnish the | 


reason for the lack of Democratic enthusiasm for the Hearst 
bill, which was deplored by the gentleman from Florida, by 


suggesting that the discussion upon the floor by the gentleman 


from New York of his own bill might have produced the de- 
sired effect upon his party associates. 


stead, replied that he could not furnish me with an elucidation 
of the bill and comprehension also. I have not been certain 
since whether he was merely stating the well-known physical 
law that makes one individual incapable of transferring to 
another any portion of his powers of comprehension or whether 
his statement was based upon the realization that the condition 
of his mental treasury made its diminution by charitable trans- 
fer exceedingly dangerous to himself. But, however that may 
be, my suggestion to the gentleman from Florida excited the ire 
of the gentleman from New York and inspired the newspaper 
article of which I complain. 

Ordinarily newspaper criticisms do not call for reply. Our 
public men understand the duty the press owes to the people, 
and they accept fair criticism of their actions without objection. 
The people have the right to complete information of the pro- 
ceedings of legislative bodies, of the votes of the members and 
the public debates therein. Such information is given 
and impartially by the press, 
in high degree the intelligence of our people respecting public 
men and public measures. 

Sometimes in the heat of partisan campaigns the press—being 
a human agency, and therefore not wholly unmoved by popular 
excitement—makes an exaggerated statement, and occasionally 
an incorrect statement. But if these are not destructive of 
reputation public men allow them to pass without criticism, or, 
if a correction is asked, it is almost invariably given as soon as 
the error is made manifest to the publisher. 

There are circumstances, however, in which complaint is 
proper, even necessary. Where the proprietor of a newspaper 
is also a Member of Congress, he owes a double duty to his col- 
leagues to be fair and impartial in his newspaper criticisms of 
them. His first duty is to the country—to be accurate in his 
reports of legislative proceedings, so that the people may not be 
mistaken in their views on public questions or prejudiced in 
their judgments of public men. His second duty springs from 
his office—to be just to his fellow-Members, who are engaged 
with him in the performance of a patriotic task. These obliga- 
tions bind him as firmly as the laws of the land, united with 
considerations of justice and a due regard for the amenities of 


| a free press. 
| blessings of liberty which are enjoyed by the people of the 


So the gentleman has had the amplest opportunity, and the | 


The gentleman from | 
Florida, however, did not take my suggestion kindly, but, in- 





fully | 
and to this agency is attributable | 








official association, are capable of binding such an individual. 


A breach of these obligations is offensive to the law, to justice, 
and to the proprieties. It affects the dignity of the House and of 
every one of its Members. For these reasons an attack that 
would be properly ignored if made in a newspaper not owned 
by a Member of Congress may imperatively demand notice when 
delivered in a newspaper that is owned by a Member of that 
body. 

For every Member of this House must be free to hold and ex- 
press his opinions upon public measures unrestrained by force 


If the gentleman will do me the slight honor, | °F fear, if he would render the best service to his constituency 


and his country. To diminish the right to hold and express his 
own views is to diminish the value of his services to that con- 
stituency, which is assumed to have known the political opin- 
ions of its Representative and to have elected him to legislative 


| office so that those views might be impressed upon the laws of 


the land. This right of free speech is as sacred as the right to 


Both have contributed wondrously to secure the 


United States. Free as the right to speak and the right to pub- 
lish are, jealously as they must be guarded, that freedom must 
never be permitted to degenerate into a mere license to slander. 
If my opinions differ from those of the gentleman from New 
York he has a right to criticise them relentlessly, either on this 
floor or in his newspaper, so long as he does itfairly, giving op- 
portunity for reply. But he must not seek to coerce others into 
agreement with him by wrongful and cowardly use of an un- 
scrupulous press. It is true that the American people are so 
busy with their own concerns that they do not always notice 
the abuses of the press by some or of free speech by others. 
sut when the facts of oppression are known to the American 
people they always demand fair play. So, when one man seeks 
by abuse of the freedom of the press to crush his fellow-citizen 
or compel him by force to change his views, then the sympa- 
thies of our people are invariably with the one unjustly at- 
tacked and against the swaggering bully. It is true that “ the 
pen is mightier than the sword,” but the sword of justice, in the 
hands of the American people, is far more potent than the pen 
of slander, even when wielded by the most powerful oppressor. 
[ Applause. ] 

I presume my criticism that it might have been well for the 


| gentleman from New York to have taken the floor and discussed 


his own bill seemed to the gentleman from New York to be an 
infraction of his monarchical dignity, and he thereupon pro- 
ceeded to visit upon me the penalties for lése majesté by having 
my name duly registered for slaughter in the political assassina- 
tion department of his newspaper. [Laughter.] Mr. Speaker, I 
will now read the article in question. 

[From the New York American, Thursday, February 9, 1905.] 

The ignorance of many Members of the House on the subject of this 
legislation is an interesting study. Mr. LAMAR referred to it yesterday 
and Mr. SHoper to-day, both in doubt as to whether this ignorance was 
due to congenital incapacity or indifference to the people's rights. 

KNEW NOTHING OF HEARINGS. 


For example, a bald, red-nosed young man, whose name, it seems, is 
SULLIVAN, interrupted Mr. LAMAR yesterday. He was identified, after 
investigation, as being from Massachusetts. Mr. SULLIVAN revealed his 
hitherto unsuspecting presence in the House of Representatives by ask- 
ing some questions which showed that he knew nothing of the hearings 
before the Interstate Commerce Commission, the hearings before the 
House Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, and the Senate In 
terstate Commerce Committee, tlfe many volumes of printed testimony 
taken at these hearings, or the character of the bills pending. 

The Boston Fruit Exchange— 

This is for local color— 


which sent Mr. Mead to Washington to declare against the private-car 
evil, will be edified to learn this. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this article does not touch my character, 
but it does affect me in my representative capacity, and is a de- 
liberate insult of one Member by another, so I propose to dis- 


| cuss it and the motives beneath it in such a manner as to afford 


the gentleman from New York a fair chance to reply, and I trust 
he will have the decency to avail himself of the privilege of this 
floor, after the fashion of a manly man, instead of hiding under 
the cover of further cowardly newspaper attacks. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I make the point 
of order that one Member can not impugn the motives of an- 
other, and that he can not, except in a parliamentary way, 
refer to a Member, and that this is not a question of personal 
privilege, which the gentleman originally suggested it would be. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I am pro- 
ceeding by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman has the floor, by unanimous 
consent, to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I apprehend, and 
I simply suggest, that the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
SuLLIVAN] had theretovore stated his purpose to present the 
matter as a privileged question, as a matter of personal privi- 
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lege. The gentleman having failed so far to do that, in view 
of the fact that unanimous consent was granted upon that state- 
ment, I take the opportunity to suggest what I have suggested ; 
but I make the further point, Mr. Speaker, that he can not im- 


pugn the motives of a Member or refer to a Member on this | 


floor in the manner in which he has done. 

The SPEAKHUR. 
gentleman from Massachusetts that he is not impugning the 
motives of a Member in his representative capacity, as a Mem- 
ber upon the floor, or touching the publie business; it seems 
to the Chair that he is proceeding by unanimous consent, and 


The Chair infers from the remarks of the | 


the Chair gathers from his remarks that he is giving the mo- | 


gentleman from New York in his newspaper 
The gentleman would only be in order 


tives of the 
capacity. [Laughter.] 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
in passing that I recognize my obligation to the gentleman from 
New York for his “ discovery” of the hitherto unknown Mem- 
ber. One should be duly thankful for political birth—even 


under the unhappy circumstances of being begotten in acri- | 
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| legislative services of the gentleman from New York But cong tal 
| incapacity to understand is a term that covers a wide range of ! 
| and moral deficiencies. It covers the case of the mor deve 
| who insolently casts his lecherous cyes upon the noblest of women whose 
| virtue places them beyond the contamination of his lust It vers 
the case of the unclean, unproductive, shiftless member of 
| who stands before the jeweler’s window condemning the econom and 
municipal laws that place the beautiful gems beyond his And 
it includes the man who, totally bereft of the sense of pr tion, 
raises his profaning eyes toward the splendid temple of the | e's 
highest gift—the Presidency of the United States—blissfully 
scious of the woeful contrast between the qualifications requisit I 
that high office and his own contemptible mental and moral equipment. 


1 


The SPEAKER. The House will observe, and the gentleman 
from Indiana also [great laughter], the joke is on the Chair. 
[Renewed laughter.} The Heuse will observe that the lan- 
guage used by the gentleman from Massachusetts would be un- 


| parliamentary if there were anything in the language to con- 


Mr. Speaker, I may say | 


monious colloquy and delivered in the columns of “the yellow | 


journal.” [Applause.] 

The charges of being bald and red nosed I neither affirm nor 
deny, but leave the gentleman to his proof. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] I am half inclined to plead guilty to the former 
charge. Yet as I look around I am somewhat consoled by the 
refiection that baldness is a relative term, after all, and there 
are worse offenders in the House than I. [Laughter.] Of 
course I am not blind to the impression sought to be created by 
the use of the words “ bald and red nosed.” The writer made 
his point with more subtlety, if not quite so clearly, than if he 
had added the term “ blear-eyed ” and had suggested “ unsteady 
gait” and “ thiekness of speech.” Of course the impression he 
desired to create would be a false one, but I do not think it 
worth while to waste any time on that point. 

The writer raises the query whether my “ ignorance (of pend- 
ing measures) was due to congenital ineapacity or indifference 
to the people’s rights.” “ Congenital incapacity” is a serious 
charge, yet obviously one which a person accused would not 
care to discuss. If the charge is true, he is not guilty, but sim- 
ply unfortunate, and it is surely a grievous misfortune not to be 
able to appreciate the value of the legislative services of the 
gentleman from New York. [Laughter.] jut “ congenital in- 


eapacity to understand ” is a term that covers a wide range of | 


mental and moral deficiencies. 
degenerate who insolently casts his lecherous eyes upon the 
noblest of women whose virtue places them beyond the con- 
tamination of his lust. It eovers the case of the unclean, un- 


It covers the case of the moral | 


productive, shiftless member of society who stands before the | 
jeweler’s window condemning the economic and municipal laws | 


that place the beautiful gems beyond his reach. And it includes 
the man who, totally bereft of the sense of proportion, raises 
his profaning eyes toward the splendid temple of tlte people’s 
highest gift—the Presidency of the United States—blissfully 
unconscious of the woeful contrast between the qualifications 


requisite for that high office and his own contemptible mental | shown in the almost unanimous applause of the Republican 


and moral equipment. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman renews his point of order. 
The Chair will read the following from the Digest for the infor- 


Mr. Speaker, I renew my point 


mation of the House and for the information of the gentleman | 


occupying the floor by unanimous consent. 
son’s Manual says: 

No person, in speaking, is to mention a Member then present by his 
name, but to describe him by his seat in the House, or who spoke last, 
or on the other side of the question, etc.; nor to digress from the mat- 
ter to fall upon the person by speaking, reviling, nipping, or unman- 
nerly words against a particular Member. 

The parliamentary usage in this respect is perfectly plain, 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts will proceed in order. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. May I ask the Chair to rule 
on the point of order I made? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires a ruling, and the 
stenographer will furnish the Chair with the language, or if 
the gentleman is reading from manuscript and he will send his 
manuscript to the desk, the Chair will determine it. 

The last paragraph of the remarks of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts was furnished the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the language referred to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The writer raises the query whether my “ignorance (of pending 
measures) was due to congenital incapacity or indifference to the peo- 
ple’s rights.” “Congenital incapacity” is a serious charge, yet ob- 
viously one which a person aceused would not care to diseuss. If the 


charge is true, he is not guilty but simply unfortunate, and it is surely 
a@ grievous misfortune not to be able to appreciate the value of the 


age 155 of Jeffer- 








nect it with any Member upon the floor of fhe House. ‘The 
Chair in passing upon the point of order can not enter the do 
main of speculation to say whether it refers to any Member of 
the House. To illustrate, if it were set out as a matter of plead- 
ing in a declaration it would need an averment that would con- 
nect it with a Member of the House. So that upon the f 
of the language as uttered by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts the Chair can not say that he is out of order. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I suggest the fur- 
ther point that a Member in addressing the House must use 
decorous language and keep within the rules of decorum. | i 
that I submit the proposition to the Chair as to whether that 
language is within the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say in answer to the further 
point of the gentleman from Indiana that the language is not of 
that nature which of itself makes it subject to the point of order. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpo: 
New York [Mr. BAKER] rise? 

Mr. BAKER. To ask a 
point——— 

The SPEAKER. 
der that are made. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
$AKER] will indulge the Chair, the point of order for the time 
being takes the gentleman entitled to the floor, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. SuLLivan], and occupying it, off the 
floor, so that the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] must 
make his point of order. Otherwise he can only speak in the 
time of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Surtivan] by 
consent of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I am pro- 
ceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAKER. Do I understand that I can not make a 
of order? 

The SPEAKER. On the contrary, if the gentleman rises to 
a point ef order, he must state it, 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order that 
the language did apply to a Member of the House, and it is 


se does the gentlernan from 


ruling of the Chair upon this 


The Chair can only rule upon points of or- 


point 


Meinbers. [Applause and laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suppeses that he must rule upon 
that point of order. On the Speaker’s left is the Republican 
side of the House, on his right the Democratie side. The 
Members of both sides seem to be indiscriminately 
[| Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, if the gen- 
tlemen will possess themselves in patience for a little longer | 
shall conclude. 

“ Indifference to the people’s rights” is another charge that 
may be properly discussed, if I may be pardoned for the appear- 
ance of egotism. I have been elected to public office as a Demo- 


7 


mixed. 


| erat in strong Republican districts four times, twice to the Ma 


achusetts senate and twice to the national House of Repre- 
sentatives. If I had been indifferent to the people’s rights it 
does seem that an alert opposition would have discovered that 
fact and made it known to the voters in time to prevent my 
election. If the charge of “congenital incapacity and indiffer- 
ence to the people’s rights ” is true, I should receive some praise 
from the gentleman from New York for my adroitness in con- 
cealing these defects from a keenly discerning constituency 
without the assistamce of a personal newspaper organ. No 
Member of this House realizes more painfully than the gentle- 
man from New York that even with the assistance of such 
organs some Members have been unable to conceal their defects 
from even the easual scrutiny of the American people 

Now, the last charge is that of “ revealing my unsuspecting 
presence in the House.” I take it that the writer meant “ unsts- 
pected.” If so, it is only just to remark that I have not been absent 
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from this House more than three or four times in the three ses- 
sions of the Fifty-eighth Congress. This is well known to the Mem- 
bers, and it is equally well known that some gentlemen are the 
most notorious absentees in this body—that they do not attend 
one day in ten, and have never been known to remain for an en- 
tire legislative day even upon those rare occasions when they 
condescend to grace us with their presence. Time and time 
again, when their votes ou this floor were needed by that party 
which they profess to love, have we looked in vain for them, for 
out of fifty-five roll calls in the first and second sessions of the 
Fifty-eighth Congress they answered only nine. And how about 
their services? Has any Member heard their manly, sonorous 


. . : . ® : . | . tus . . 
voices once upon this floor in the discussion of a subject, in the | their ambition and their reputation. 
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asking of a question, in the making of an amendment, in the | 


offering of a motion? Not once! 
the majesty of their fancied greatness. 

Now, as to the charge that I “knew nothing” of the various 
hearings upon the pending rate-fixing bill or the character of 
the proposed legislation, I content myself with saying that 
while I did not read all that was adduced before the House and 
Senate committees, I did read much of it and read a multi- 
tude of pamphlets, briefs, press and newspaper articles, and 
the law upon the subject in order to gain an understanding of 
the question. But I must confess that I did not read the state- 


” 


or 


ment read to the committee by the gentleman from New York— | 
To be sure, I 


and that omission, it seems, was my undoing. 
voted for the bill which passed this House, just as the gentle- 


man from New York did, so that he can not complain upon that | 


ground. 

Now, why did I not read the statement of the gentleman made 
before the committee? It was because I never took the legisla- 
tive services of these gentlemen seriously, and it is my opinion 
that not more than six or seven Members of this entire body 
do take them seriously. I know that they do not take them- 
selves seriously as legislators, for if they did they would favor 
us with their presence oftener than they do. These gentlemen 
are not trying to render good services as legislators by remain- 
ing in the House and attending to the public business. Their 
constituents evidently do not expect them to come here often, 
for by reelecting them they indorsed their record of absenteeism, 
apparently on the theory that they could do them less harm by 
their absence from the House than by their presence therein. 
[Applause and laughter.] Many Members of this House must 
feel some curiosity to know why these gentlemen ever break 
their custom by coming into the House at all. 

Some of them come here solely because the position offers 
them an opportunity to exploit their candidacy for the Presi- 
of the United States. That such are candidates for the 
Presidency is 
the country took a survey of them it discounted them as possi- 
bilities and breathed easier forthwith. [Laughter and applause. ] 
There was a single precedent in their favor, for the Democratic 
party had once nominated an editor; but they failed to remem- 
ber that it had never nominated a mere check book. 


caency 


ical 
ical 
} 


almost alway men—but always men who have shown 
ability in some branch of the public service. They have never 


s good 


recommendation is his inherited wealth. Yet, notwithstanding 


the fact that the folly of their candidacy would be revealed to 
them clearly if they examined the sterling qualities of the 
American Presidents from Washington to Roosevelt their 


fatuous candidacy persists. 

‘Whom the gods would destroy they first make mad,’ and 
hen perhaps, it that ambition to fill the high office of 
President fills the heart of these gentlemen. Well, indeed, 
night they exclaim with the poet Burns: 

Oh wad some power the giftie gie us 
To see oursel’s as others see us! 

Would it not be well for such gentlemen, as introspection is 
apparently impossible, to get an honest estimate of themselves 
from their colleagues? 
body in this country would they receive a smaller vote than here 
in this House amongst their party associates. It is true that they 
would obtain some slight support from those whose assembling 
under that banner would indicate less love for old-fashioned 
Democratic principles than for an opportunity to display them- 
selves in the phosphorescent light of those literary fungii euphe- 
inistically called * newspapers.” 

While the wisdom and beneficence of our institutions are 
commonly measured by their good results, the remarkable op- 
portunities for evil which these same institutions afford is 
startling. The magnificent advantages of distance have never 
been more fully demonstrated than in our system which unites 


is 


Silent, inarticulate, wrapt in | 
impenetrable gloom, these legislative sphinxes sit enshrouded in | 





a truth that has ceased to be startling, for after | 


The polit- | 
parties of this country frequently nominate great men— | 
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in a common scheme of government territories situated at oppo- 
site ends of this great continent. 

Thus, while a man may by his conduct on the borders of the 
Pacific Ocean make either his nomination or election to office 
impossible in a community of self-respecting persons, he may 
by fleeing from the sources of his reputation as far as the 
Atlantic Ocean permits, secure election to high office. From 
California to New York measures the scope of this continent. 
Yet it was evidently believed by such—and surely they are the 
best judges—that any less distance would be fatal to their am- 
bition. These gentlemen sooner or later will discover that the 
people never will reconcile two absolutely irreconcilable forces— 


But fortunately for the Democratic party, and more for- 
tunately for the country, these candidacies which began in de- 
bauch ended in fiasco. While they lasted, a campaign of cor- 
ruption was waged that has no parallel in American history. 
It is true that they received the support of many honest men 
who did not know them well, but it is also true that the main 
feature of that campaign was the use of the grossest forms of 
corruption that ever shocked the conscience of the American 
commonwealth. Perhaps the lesson of that failure has been 
read, and I trust that it has. But at all events a shrewd plan 
has been framed for the attainment of these great ambitions. 
A scheme of wholesale political assassination has been mapped 
out, evidently with the idea that only by destroying the respect- 
able elements of the Democratic party can their candidacy rise 
above the plane of farce comedy. And so the Democrats 
throughout the country who are still true to their principles and 
who refuse to follow the will-o’-the-wisp of Populism are threat- 
ered to be ground into the dust by this car of Juggernaut. 
But I believe this plan will fail too, for the followers of old- 
fashioned Democratic principles in this country, men of the 
stamp of our respected, honored, yea, beloved leader upon the 
floor of this House, are the flower of every community. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

And the refusal of our leader to stoop to controversy with a 
contemptible opponent, even under the lash of rancorous news- 
paper slander, is evidence that the minority made no mistake 
when they trusted to the genius, the character, and the judg- 
ment of the statesman from Mississippi by selecting him to lead 
them. [Prolonged applause.] The men who hold to our fun- 
damental principles are respected for their character and attain- 
ments. Their influence may temporarily be diminished by the 
sudden gusts of passion and prejudice, but never destroyed, for 
theirs is an infiuence built on the respect of their fellow-men 
for honesty, disinterested patriotism, virtue, love of truth, and 
steadfast devotion to those great maxims of human right which 
were enunciated by the founder of the grand, historic Demo- 
cratic party. And sad indeed will it be for our country when 
those principles cease to be the inspiration of the Democratic 
party. By constant adherence to them sooner or later we will 
emerge from the shadows of the people’s distrust and gain anew 
the confidence of our fellow-men. And though that day may be 
long postponed, yet by remaining true to those principles we 
will be an effective minority that, exercising a salutary check 
upon the excesses of the majority, will perform signal service 


| to our country. 
nominated an unknown man or a political novice whose only | 


I venture to say, Mr. Speaker, that in no | 


The duty of Democracy is not to pave the way to socialism, 
but to prevent its achievement. Democratic faith is valuable 
or valueless to the country according as it opposes or fails to 
oppose the mighty force of its ancient faith as a bulwark 
against the rising sea of socialism, toward which every present 
policy of the Republican party is fast driving us. And shall 
the men who would perform a service to the country—by cling- 
ing as to very life itself to the principles that have created the 
country’s greatness, that have made the Democratic party mag- 
nificent in its hour of victory and respected in its hour of de- 
feat—be destroyed by the puny men who, dead in conscience 
as they are in patriotism, and actuated by the malignity of 
wounded ambition, would seek revenge in the assassination of 
those who guard the sacred vessels of the party faith from the 
contamination of impure hands? No, Mr. Speaker, they will 
not be destroyed; but even if that were possible, the princi- 
ples which they profess will not be destroyed, for they are abso- 
lutely indestructible. 

I know, Mr. Speaker, that prudential reasons warn against 
a controversy with a newspaper of this character. These rea- 
sons present the danger of exposure to a new form of “ yellow 
peril” as disastrous to reputation as the other form is alleged 
to be to Christian civilization. But while I remain a Member of 
this House I will reply to unjust attacks in the newspapers of 
the men who attack me by sending to the Clerk’s desk, w be 
read with the article complained of, an estimate of the char- 
acter of my traducers, which was given upon the floor of this 
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House as the judgment of those with whom those gentlemen 
lived and who for that reason knew them best. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will conclude. If by my remarks I have 
checked the scheme of political assassination which has been 
marked out by a Nero of modern politics, or have even called 
public attention to its evil purpose, I believe I have performed a 
service to the House and to the country—to the House by insist- 
ing that each Member shall duly respect each other, at least out- 
wardly, and to the country by exposing the malice that inspires 
these newspaper articles which operate to create in the minds 
of the people false impressions of their public servants. [Pro- 
longed applause. ] 

Mr. HEARST rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
New York rise? 

Mr. HEARST. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
ply to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SuLLIVAN]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imous consent for a personal explanation in reply to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Suttivan]. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEARST. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] has very largely ex- 
aggerated the article which appeared in my newspaper. He 
has altogether misstated the reasons for the publication of that 
article. Personally, I did not inspire nor suggest the publica- 
tion of that article, but I am entirely willing to assume all re- 
sponsibility for everything that appears in my newspapers, no 
matter whether I inspire or suggest them or not. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] intimates that there 
was local color given to the article with a desire, possibly, to 
injure him in Massachusetts. Yet he failed to state that I own 
a newspaper in Boston, Mass., and that the article did not ap- 
pear in that newspaper. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts apparently criticises my 
action, or lack of action, on the floor of this House. I wish to 
say in reply to that that I am proceeding here in the way that 
I think most effective to my constituents. I have heard incom- 
petents speak on the floor of this House for hours for the mere 
purpose of getting their remarks in the Recorp; and I have 
heard the ablest speakers deliver the most admirable addresses 
on the floor of this House without influencing legislation in the 
smallest particular. [Applause.] I do not know any way in 
which a man can be less effective for his constituents and less 
useful to them than by emitting chewed wind on the floor of 
this House. [Laughter.] 

There is a certain class of gentlemen who are peculiarly sensi- 
tive to newspaper criticism, and have every reason to be. I 
jwas criticised on the floor of this House once before by a gen- 
tleman from California, Mr. Johnson. That gentleman had 
been attacked in my newspapers for subserviency to the South- 
ern Pacific Railway. He had gone back to his constituents for 
vindication, and the district which had elected him by 5,000 
Republican majority repudiated him and went 5,000 Democratic. 
It was the first time that district had gone Democratic, and it 
has never gone Democratic since that time, so it was obviously 
in order to reject the gentleman from California, Mr. Johnson. 
Mr. Johnson had been indicted for forgery 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
this is not within the privilege—to make an attack upon Mr. 
Johnson, a former Member of this House. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne] to let us have fair play here to-day. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] referred to it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a suggestion. 
If Mr. Johnson is to be criticised by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hearst], we ought to have what Mr. Johnson said. 
I am for fair play; let us have both sides. 

Mr. HEARST. Mr. Speaker, I thoroughly approve of that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has with- 
drawn his point, and there is nothing upon which the Chair is 
called to rule. 

Mr. DALZELL. I simply make the suggestion in fair play 
that the House should have what both of the gentlemen said, 
as well Mr. Johnson as the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hearst]. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not rule on fair play. 
[Laughter.] The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hearst] is 
addressing the House by unanimous consent by way of personal 
explanation in reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
SULLIVAN]. The gentleman is entitled to the floor for one hour. 
The gentleman will proceed in order. 





Mr. HEARST. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Johnson was indicted in 


XXXIX——-156 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





2481 


New York State for forgery and fled to the West, where he 
changed his name, but not his character or his habits. He was 
denounced not only by my paper, but by a Republican paper, 
the San Francisco Chronicle, for this indictment for forgery 
and for other faults or crimes that he had committed. It 
seemed to me just to the people of California, whom my news- 
paper represented, to tell the truth about Mr. Johnson, and I 
think the action of his constituents showed approval of the ac- 
tion of my newspaper. 

I had no desire, really, to criticise the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, and if I had I should certainly not have done it in so 
puerile a way. When I was at Harvard College in 1885 a mur- 
der was committed in a low saloon in Cambridge. A man 
partly incapacitated from drink bought in that saloon on Sun- 
day morning, when the saloon was open against the law, was 
assaulted by the two owners of that saloon and brutally kicked 
to death. The name of one of the owners of that saloon was 
John A. Sullivan, and these two men were arrested and in- 
dicted by the grand jury for manslaughter and tried and con- 
victed. I would like to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. SuLLIvAn] if he knows anything about that incident, and 
whether, if I desired to make a hostile criticism, I could not 
have referred to that crime? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, surely this is 
not a wash shop. Is it within the power of a Member to object 
to a continuation of this? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts rose. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The House will be in order. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 
man from New York has asked me a question which I desire to 
answer, if he desires an answer. If he does, I shall answer if. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point 
of order. Is it within the power of any Member of this House 
to prevent a continuation of this discussion? 

The SPEAKER. On the contrary, the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] received unanimous consent from the 
House to address the House touching a personal explanation. He 
proceeded to address the House, and the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Hearst] received unanimous consent, by way of personal 
explanation, to reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts, and 
is entitled to the floor for one hour, if he proceeds in order. The 
gentleman must proceed in order. Up to this time, in the refer- 
ences to an individual not a Member of the House, the gentleman 
was in order touching that. So far as the Chair is able to judge 
from the question of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hearst], the Chair can not see that the gentleman is out of 
order, and the Chair will again read to the House what he read 
to the House during the remarks of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts : 

No person, in speaking, Is to mention a Member then present by his 
name, but to describe him by his seat in the House, or who spoke last, 
or on the other side of the question, etc., nor to digress from the mat- 
ter to fall upon the person by speaking, reviling, nipping, or unman- 
nerly words against a particular Member. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, if I understood 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hearst] rightly, he infer- 
entially charged the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Sut- 
LIVAN] with either having murdered some one or conspired to 
murder. 

The SPEAKER. He does not, from anything that the gentle- 
man has so far said. An averment would have to be made be- 
fore the Chair could know that he is referring to any Member of 
the House. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the Speaker have read 
what the gentleman from New York said? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recollects the language. The 
Chair was giving attention closely to the remarks. The Chair 
will state that the Chair himself hesitates sometimes in writing 
and halts in putting his own initials when he signs his name, 
and the Chair will state—although that is certain which may 
be rendered certain—that the Chair does not now even know 
the Christian name of either the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. SuLLIvaAn] or the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hearst]; nor does the Chair know whether of the 80,000,000 
of people there are others bearing the same name. The Chair 
assumes that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Heaxst] was 
not referring to the gentleman from Massachusetts. In other 
words, there is nothing so far to show on its face that the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hearst] is referring to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. SuLiivan]. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Then somebody else com- 
mitted the murder. Very well. 

Mr. HEARST. Mr. Speaker, I recognize the inherent justice 
of the remark that the gentleman from Pennsylvania has made 
about the character of discussion that has been going on in this 
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House and I greatly regret it, but I must define the kind and 
character of men who have made their attacks upon me and 
their reasons for it. I must state there is a certain class of 
man who is peculiarly sensitive to criticism and particularly 
deserving of it, and I must say that it is the duty of a newspa- 
per when such men are in publie life to refer to their past and 
their character for the protection of the public. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, in view of the remarks 
of the gentleman, that an accusation of homicide against a Mem- 
ber—even although the alleged offense occurred before he was 
elected to this House—would seem to the Chair to fall within 
the parliamentary prohibition of being calculated “to provoke 
disturbance and disorder and to bring the body itself into con- 
tempt and criticism.” The Chair will state that the words 
quoted are from a carefully considered report made to the 
House some years ago in a case wherein one Member charged 
against another an offense committed before the latter became 
a Member of the House. The gentleman from New York, the 
Chair presumes and believes, is quite familiar with parliamen- 
tary rules and usages and will proceed in order. 

Mr. HEARST. Mr. Speaker, I really have nothing further 
to say except that I am proud to have incurred the hostility of 
that class of individual, and I shall make it my duty and my 
pride to continue to incur the hostility of that class of indi- 
vidual as long as [I am in journalism or in politics. [Applause.] 


REMOVING CERTAIN RESTRICTIONS UPON THE TRANSPORTATION BY 
STEAM VESSELS OF GASOLINE AND OTHER PRODUCTS OF PRETRO- 
LEUM WHEN CARRIED BY MOTOR VEHICLES, ETC. 


Mr. SHERMAN. On Saturday there was passed a bill (H. R. 
18208) and a similar Senate bill was already here, but it was 
not on the Clerk’s desk, so the Senate bill could not be passed. 
I now ask unanimous consent to substitute the Senate bill for 
the House bill. The two bills are identical in every particular. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration and passage of the 
bill (S. 6425) identically the same as a House bill passed on 
Saturday last. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (S. 6425) to amend section 4472 of the Revised Statutes so as 
to remove certain restrictions upon the transportation by steam yes- 
sels of gasoline and other products of petroleum when carried by 


motor vehicles (commonly known as automobiles) using the same as 
a source of motive power, 


Be it enacted, etc., That the amendment to section 4472 of the Re- 
Statutes approved February 20, 1901, be amended to read as 





_* Nothing in the foregoing or following sections of this act shall pro- 
hibit the transportation by steam vessels of gasoline or any of the 











products of petroleum when carried by motor vehicles (commonly 
known as automobiles) using the same as a source of motive power: 
Provided, however, That all fire, if any, in such vehicles or automobiles 
be « cuished immediately after entering the said vessel, and that the 
same be not relighted until immediately before said vehicle shall leave 
the vessel: Provided further, That any owner, master, agent, or other 
person having charge of passenger steam vessels shall have the right 
to refuse to transport automobile vehicles the tanks of which contain 
gasoline, naphtha, or other dangerous burning fluids.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

rhe bill was ordered to be read a third time; and was read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

GEORGE WASHINGTON UNTVERSITY, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 18725. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up for 
present consideration the bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18725) supplemental to the act of February 9, 1821, in- 
corporating the Columbian College, in the District of Columbia, and 
the acts amendatory thereof. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the George Washington University shall 
have, and is hereby given, power to increase the number of its trustees 
from time to time, by a two-thirds vote of the whole number of the 
trustees at the time such vote is taken, to a number not exceeding 45. 
In ¢ of the increase of the number of trustees a certificate, stating 
the nu! r of the board and the time when it shall go into effect and 
that the action so taken was by a two-thirds vote as required by this 
act, shall be filed with the recorder of deeds of the District of Colum- 
bia, and upon and after the date named the board shall consist of the 
number of trustees stated in such certificate, and said board may also 
appoint a board or boards of visitors for any department or depart- 
ments of educational work carried on by the university, such boards of 
visitors to be advisory only. 

Ss 2. That by and with the consent of the said university, colleges 
may be organized hereunder for the purpose of carrying on, in con- 
nection with the university, special lines of educational work in the 
arts, sciences, and liberal and technical knowledge, such colleges to be 
ed nally a part of the system of the university, but upon in 
dey nt financial foundations, and to this end any five or more per- 
B01 ‘ous of associating themselves for the purpose of establishing 
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a college hereunder may make, sign, and acknowledge before any officer 
authorized to take acknowledgment of deeds in the District of Colum- 
bia, and with the assent of the university in writing, file in the office 
of the recorder of deeds of the said District a certificate in writing, 
in which shall be stated: First, the intention to organize a corporation 
under this act and the assent of the university thereto; second, the 
name or title by which the college shall be known in law; third, the 
names of the trustees constituting the first board, and such trustees 
may be divided into three classes, the term of office of one class ex- 
piring annually; fourth, the manner of nominating and electing. suc- 
cessors to said trustees; fifth, the branch or branches of literature, 
arts, science, liberal or technical knowledge proposed to be taught; 
sixth, that the highest officer of said college shall be a dean, the dean 
and members of the faculty to be members of the educational councils 
of the university in accordance with the rules governing the university ; 
seventh, that all degrees shall be bestowed by the university; eighth, 
that in all financial and legal responsibility the college shall be an in- 
dependent organization. Upon filing such certificate the trustees named 
therein and their successors shall be a body politic, incorporated by the 
name and style stated in the certificate, and by that name and style 
shall have eee succession in association with the university, with 
power in the college to sue and be sued; plead and be impleaded; to 
acquire, hold, and convey property in all legal ways; to receive by 
gift, devise, or otherwise, and hold, control, and administer endowments 
and gifts of money and property thereafter made to it for the main- 
tenance of its siematonal work; to have and use a common seal, and 
to alter and change the same at pleasure; to make and alter from 
time to time such by-laws, not inconsistent with the Constitution of 
the United States or the laws in force in said District or the laws of 
the university regulating the conduct of educational work, as may be 
deemed necessary for the government of the college, but said college 
shall not confer academic or norary degrees; such college shall hold 
the property of the institution and all moneys and property conveyed 
to it by. purchase, gift, conveyance, will, devise, or bequest solely for 
the purposes of the educational work specified in said certificate; the 
trustees of such college shall faithfully apply all funds collected or re- 
ceived and the proceeds thereof ene to the institution, according 
to their best judgment. in purchasing lands and erecting buildings, 
opoeies necessary officers, instructcrs, and servants, and procuring 
all equipment, educational and otherwise, necessary to carry on the 
work of the college. 

Sac. 3. That said university may enter into affiliated agreements 
with any institutions of learning outside of the District of Columbia 
for the purpose of giving to students of such institutions the educa- 
tional facilities of said university and the Departments of the Govern- 
ment in the city of Washington which are by law open to students 
upon such terms as are mutually agreed upon by the said university 
and the affiliated institutions. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Bascock, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


AMENDING SECTION 602 OF THE CODE OF LAW FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask the present consideration 
of the bill H. R. 16989. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 16989) to amend section 602 of an act entitled “An act to 
establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,’ as amended. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 602 of an act entitled “An act to es- 
tablish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 
1901, as amended by the acts approved January 31 and June 30, 1902, 
be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Suc. 602. Any existing benevolent, charitable, educational, musical, 
literary, scientific, religious, or missionary corporation incorporated 
under the provisions of this act, including societies formed for mutual 
improvement, may reincorporate or may continue the term of its ex- 
istence beyond the time specified in its original certificate of incor- 
poration, or by law, or in any certificate of continuance of corporate 
existence, or may change its name by the written consent of two-thirds 
of its trustees or directors or other governing board, which consent 
in the case of a stock corporation shall be accompanied by the written 
consent of the owners of two-thirds of the capital stock of the corpo- 
ration. <A certificate that such consent or consents have been duly 
given, containing the original name and the new name of the corpo- 
ration, if the same has been changed, and the term of corporate exist- 
ence as continued shall be subscribed and acknowledged by the presi- 
dent or vice-president and by the secretary or assistant secretary of 
such corporation, and shall be filed with such consent or consents in 
the office of the recorder of deeds, to be recorded by him. Upon the 
filing of such certificate all the rights, powers, property, and effects of 


such existing a subject to existing liabilities shall vest in 
and belong to the corporation so reincorporated, continued, or re- 


named.” 
Mr. BAKER. 
of this bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the number. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 16989) to amend section 602 of an act entitled “An 


act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” as 
amended. 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I will ask that this bill be laid 
over for a moment. I sent for the District of Columbia bills 
this morning, but I could not get this bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I did not hear the gentleman, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I sent for the District bills this 
morning, but I did not get this bill, and I therefore ask that 
this bill go over for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is now under consideration. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will yield to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. WILEY]. 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to know the number 





1905. 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, there are a number of District 
bills, and it makes no difference if the bill should go over for a 
little while. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The bill is under consideration and almost 
passed. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, it seems impossible for me to get 
District bills. This is the third District of Columbia day that 
I have sent for all the District bills, and I have only been able 
to get part of them. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman or any Member will apply 
to the clerk of the committee, who sits near me on this floor, he 
will be furnished with copies of the bills and reports on the Cal- 
endar to be called up by the District Committee. This bill, Mr. 
Speaker, applies only to benevolent and charitable institutions 
of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BAKER. I would like to ask, Mr. Speaker, what is the 
purpose, what is the general scope, of the bill? 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. I would state to the gentleman 
that this simply perfects existing legislation, and it does not 
confer any new powers upon them, but simply describes the 
manner in which they shall be perpetuated. ‘They have all the 
right conferred by this bill, and this is simply to control and 
carry it out. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; | 


and was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. Bascock, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ELIMINATION OF CERTAIN GRADE CROSSINGS IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. 
eration of the bill S. 6422. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bas- | 


cock] asks for consideration of a bill, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 13 of the act approved February 12, 


1901, entitled “An act to provide for eliminating certain grade cross- 
ings on the line of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company, in 
the city of Washington, D. C., and requiring said compuny to depress 
and elevate its tracks, and to enable it to relocate parts of its railroad 
therein, and for other purposes,” be, and it is hereby, so amended as to 
permit the completion of the work within seven years from the date of 
the passage of said act; and also further amended by adding at the 
end thereof the following, namely: 

‘But the said plans and profiles may from time to time, with the ap 


proval of the said Commissioners, be modified or changed by the said | 


company, and thereafter the work shall be done in accordance with the 
said modified or changed plans and profiles.” 

Sec. 2. That so much of said act as provides that Ninth street SW. 
shall be carried over said railroad is hereby amended by providing that 
said street shall be carried under said railroad by a suitable subway to 
be constructed under the terms of said act. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some ex- 
planation of that bill, to know what changes are made by it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, there were two railroad acts 
passed in 1901, providing for elevating the tracks and for estab- 
lishing two separate depots. Two years later Congress passed 
another bill providing for the Union Station. The time for the 
completion of this work, as provided under the Union Station 
act, was to be five years from 1903, and under the acts of 1901 
they were to complete the work in five years. This, Mr. 
Speaker, simply brings the legislation contained in the acts of 


1901, which was not repealed by the Union Station act, into | 


harmony in respect to the time for completion. That is, the 
Union Station act provided for five years from 1903 in whch to 
complete the station and terminals, and the proposed legislation 
extends the time two years to complete the elevation of the 
tracks, making the completion of both on the same date. The 


elevated tracks could not be used until the Union Station is com- | 


pleted. And it provides 





that is, section 2 of this bill—for 


carrying Ninth street SW. under the railroad instead of over | 


it. ‘The Commissioners state: 


This change was made at the suggestion of this office, as the property 


interests and the topography of the ground at Ninth street lend them- | 


selves more favorably to an underground crossing than an overhead 
crossing. 


I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. SIMS. Does the amendment there provide for giving | 


the Commissioners additional power? I did not catch it. 
Mr. BABCOCK. I say that the proposition is to carry Ninth 


street under instead of over the tracks, and that it was changed | 


by recommendation of the Commissioners. 
Mr. SIMS. But was the bill amended? 
Mr. BABCOCK. 
all the amendments which we considered in the committee. 


Mr. SIMS. I understood the bill as allowing the Commis- | 


sioners to make changes from time to time as might be desired. 
T did not catch that part of it. 
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Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consid- | 


No, sir. This is the Senate bill, embodying | 





YASS 


Mr. BABCOCK. It says the said plans and profiles may from 
time to time, with the approval of the Commissioners, be modifies 
or changed by said company, and that thereafter the work shall 
be done in accordance with the said modified or changed plans 
or profiles. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not understand that that means that they 
shall change the general plan. : 

Mr. BABCOCK. ‘That is a part of the present law. This, as 
the Commissioners explained to the committee, provides for the 
minor matters constantly coming up that require slight changing, 
changes that do not amount to anything material. 

Mr. SIMS. I understood that it does not give them any power 
to make any substantial change. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Not at all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman form 
Wisconsin if under this amendment it would be possible to sub 
stitute the tunnel requirements with an open cut. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It would not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is no such authority given in this 
bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, not at all. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Bascock, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LUNACY PROCEEDINGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of 
| the bill S. 6244. 

| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks for 
| consideration of a bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter the proceedings instituted upon 
petition of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to determine 
| the mental condition of alleged indigent insane persons and persot 
| alleged to be insane, with homicidal or otherwise dangerous tendet 
| cies, shall be according to the provisions of the Code of Law for the 
| District of Columbia relating to lunacy proceedings: Provided, That 


the jury to be used in case the said Commissioners are the petitioners 
shall be impaneled by the United States marshal for said District, upon 
order of the court, from the jurors in attendance upon the criminal 
courts of said District, who shall perform such services in addition to 
and as part of their duties in said criminal courts: Provided furthe 
That during such time as jurors are not in attendance upon said 
criminal courts the court may direct the said marshal to impanel the 
jurors in attendance upon the police court of said District, who shall 
perform such duties in addition to and as part of their duties in said 
police court; or the said court may direct a special jury to be su! 
moned for such inquisitions. In case any such person adjudged to be 
of unsound mind has property, real or personal, the equity court 
said District shall have full power in the same cause to appoint 
committee or trustee of the person and estate of such person, accord 
ing to the provisions of said code, and such committe 
reimburse, out of the funds of the lunatic, the District of Columbia 
fer all court costs expended or incurred by it and for all! 
expended or costs incurred in caring for and treating such insane px 
son up to the time of such appointment. 

Sec. 2. That in case any person adjudged to be of unsound mind tin 
the District of Columbia who is committed to the Government Hospital 
for the Insane, or any other institution, recovers his or her reason, 
and who is discharged from such institutions as cured, the superi: 
tendent of said Government Hospital for the Insane, or the official in 
charge of any such other institution where such person has been under 


or trustee shall 






moneys by it 


treatment and has been so discharged, shall immediately thereafter file 
| with the clerk of the supreme court of the District of Columbia his 
| sworn statement that such person, in his opinion, was at the time of 
| his discharge of sound mind, and such statement shall be suilicient to 
| authorize the court to pass an order declaring such person to be re- 
| stored to his or her former legal status as a person of sound mind. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and was ae 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Bascock, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


INSPECTION OF STEAM BOILERS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to eall up for co! 
sideration bill H. R. 18038. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Ban- 


cock] calls up the bill H. R. 18038, which the Clerk will report. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That on the 30th day of June, 1905, the provi 
| sion of the act of the legislative assembly of the District of Columbia 
entitled “An act creating the office of steam-boiler inspector fo: 

District of Columbia,” approved June 25, 1873, that “said ins 
shall, for every inspection, be entitled to receive as compensation 
|} sum of $5,” will cease and determine, and thereafter said sum for ea 
such inspection shall be collected by said inspector and be deposited 
| weekly in the same manner as other revenues of said District are d 
| posited, and the inspector of steam boilers shall receive a salary of 
| $1,800 per annum. In the event of the absence or other inability ; 
said inspector to perform his duties as such, or in any emergenvy w 
the service of an additional or substitute inspector of steam 
|} is necessary, the Commissioners may apvoint a deputy inspector « 
| steam boilers, who shall give a bond and take an oath sir ir to the 
| bond and oath prescribed by law for the inspector of steam boilers, 


and shall be paid at the rate of $5 per diem for each day he s 
form said duties. 

Sec. 2. That the Commissioners are authorized to provide iid In 
spector and deputy inspector with such implements and assistance, at 
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an expenditure not exceeding $600 per annum, as they may deem neces- 
sary for the efficient performance of the aforesaid duties; and a sum 
sufficient to pay such expenditures and the salary of the inspector of 
steam boilers, and for services rendered by the deputy inspector of 
steam boilers, is hereby appropriated for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1906, out of the Treasury of the United States and from the reve- 
nues of the District of Columbia in equal parts. 

Sree. 3. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are 
hereby repealed. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some ex- 
planation of this bill. I would like to know what the revenues 
now are, if the gentleman pleases, and what will be the effect of 
these changes. It seems to me that it is the creation of another 
office for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, the effect of this bill will be a 
saving to the District of Columbia of several hundred dollars 
per year. At present the inspector of steam boilers receives $5 
for each inspection, which is retained as fees. The average 
annual collection of fees by the inspector of steam boilers for 
the last three years has been $3,183, the lowest having been 
$2,925 and the highest $3,770. The total estimated expenditures 
under this bill are $2,700, as follows: For salary of inspector, 


$1,800; services of deputy inspector, $300; labor, livery of 
horse, wagon and harness, repairs, and miscellaneous expenses, 


$600. In other words, instead of making it a fee office this 
makes it a salaried office, resulting in this saving. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit 
me, it does not seem to me that there is any saving to the United 
States or to the District of that sum. Under the present law 
the man who is the beneficiary pays for this service, and the 
Government receives from the surplus fees, he tells us, $600; but 
here is a proposition that they take outright from the public 
Treasury some twenty-six or twenty-seven hundred dollars. 
Now, how is the public to make a saying, I would like to have 
the gentleman explain? Why should the public pay for the 
service rendered to the owner of the steam boiler? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this bill provides that the fees 
shall be turned in to the Treasury, the same as in other cases 
where fees are collected in the District, and placing the officer 
onasalaried basis. It is shown that in the last ten years the fees 
collected for this service and retained as salary have averaged 
$3,183 per annum. The Commissioners think that the inspector 
has been overpaid. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
down the fees? 
dollars. 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is an entirely 
Mr. Speaker. This is a Commissioners’ 
gress for the good of the service. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly 


and ns: . 
and passe d. 


Then why would it not be better to cut 
If this is too much, let him have two or three 


different proposition, 
bill, brought to Con- 


for a third reading; 
read the third time, 


GUARDIANSHIP OF INFANTS OR LUNATICS RESIDING WITHOUT THE 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. 
bill HT. R. 15970. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Speaker, I ask consideration of the 


A bill (H. R. 15970) to amend section 1141 of the “Act to establish a | 


die of law for the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1901, 

s amended by the act approved June 30, 1902. 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1141 of the “Act to establish a 
code of luw for the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1901, as 


amended by the act approved June 30, 1902, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so as to read as follows: 

Src. 1141. NONRESIDENT INFANT OR LUNATIC.—Whenever an infant 
or lunatic residing without the District is entitled to property in the 
District or to maintain any action therein, a general guardian or com- 
mittee of his estate, appointed by a court of competent jurisdiction in 
the State or Territory where said infant or lunatic resides, may apply 
to the court by petition for ancillary letters as such guardian or com- 
mittee. Said petition must be under oath and be accompanied with 


duly certified copies of so much of the record and proceedings as shows 
the appointment of such guardian or committee and that he has given 
a ficient bond to account for all property and money that may come 
into his hands by virtue of the authority hereby conferred. The court 


may thereupon issue to such guardian or committee ancillary letters 
as such guardian or committee, without bond and without citation, or 
may cite such persons as it may think proper tO show cause why the 


application should be refused.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


Page 1, line 13, before the word “ may,” insert the following: “ or 
any person at the request of said guardian or committee.” 

Page 2, strike out all after the word “ conferred,” in 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“The court may thereupon issue to such guardian or committee an- 
cillary letters as such guardian or committee, without citation, or may 
cite such persons as it may think proper to show cause why the said 
application should be refused; and the said court shall require from 
such person or persons the security required by law in like cases from 
a resident guardian or committee.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


said 


line 7, and 





reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT CODE OF LAWS, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill H. R. 
18589. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 18589) to amend an act entitled “An act to establish a 
code of law for the District of Columbia.” 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following amendment is hereby made to 
“An act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbla,”’ ap- 
proved March 3, 1901: 

“Sec. 825a. Placing explosives near buildings, and so forth.—Who- 
ever places, or causes to be placed, in, upon, under, against, or near to 
any building, car, vessel, monument, statue, or structure, npowder or 
any explosive substance of any kind whatsoever, with intent to de- 
stroy, throw down, or injure the whole or any part thereof, under such 
circumstances that if the attempt were accomplished human life or 
safety would be endangered thereby, although no damage is done, shall 
be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000 or by imprisonment not ex- 
ceeding ten years, or both.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


Lines 11, 12, and 13, strike out the words “under such circum- 
stances that if the attempt were accomplished human life or safety 
would be endangered thereby.” 

Line 16, strike out the comma after the word “years,” and also 
strike out the words “ or both.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ; 


GRAVE OF MAJ. PIERRE CHARLES L’ENFANT. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present con- 
sideration of the bill S. 7081, on the Union Calendar. I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill may be considered in the 
House as in. Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
consider the bill which he calls up in the House as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 7081) to mark the grave of Maj. Pierre Charles L’Enfant. 


Be it enacted, etc., That a sum not exceeding $500 is hereby appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not 
otherwise appropriated, to enable the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to purchase and erect over the grave of Maj. Pierre Charles 
L’Enfant, at its present location, a tombstone inscribed as said Com- 
missioners shall direct: Provided, That the owners of the land whereon 
said grave is situated shall dedicate a plot of ground, acceptable to 
said Commissioners, to be reserved in perpetuity as such burial site, 
and shall also dedicate a permanent right of way for the use of the 
public over their said land from the adjacent public road to said 
burial site. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CLOSING PART OF ALLEY IN SQUARE 733, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill S. 6088. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 6088) authorizing the closing of part of an alley in square 


oo 


No. 733, in the city of Washington, D. C. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia are hereby authorized and directed, on the petition of James Car- 
dinal Gibbons, archbishop of Baltimore, the owner of original lots 
24, 25, 26, and 27, and sublot 44, in square No. 733, in the city of 
Washington, D. C., being all the property abutting on that part or por- 
tion of an alley 25 feet wide in the eastern part of square No. 733, 
in said city of Washington, D. C., and running north and south for a 
distance of 71.83 feet, to declare said part or portion of said alley to 
be closed and to convey the title thereof to the said James Cardinal 
Gibbons, archbishop of Baltimore, by deed in fee simple in the name of 
the United States (the said Commissioners being hereby vested with 
power and authority so to do) upon the said James Cardinal Gibbons, 
archbishop of Baltimore, conveying or causing to be conveyed in fee 
simple to the United States for alley purposes the following part of 
original lot No. 3, in said square No. 733, to wit: Beginning at the 
northeast corner of said lot 3 and running thence west 23 feet, thence 
south 41.83 feet, thence east 23 feet, and thence north 41.83 feet to 
the place of beginning, and upon the payment to the said Commission- 
ers by said James Cardinal Gibbons, archbishop of Baltimore, of a 
price per square foot in current money of the United States for the 
excess in the number of square feet of said part of said alley herein- 
before authorized and directed to be closed, and that part of said 
original lot 3 hereinbefore mentioned, equal to the true value per square 
foot of said original lot No. 3, in said square No. 733, as determined 
by the board of assistant assessors of the District of Columbia, which 
said deed of conveyance by said Commissioners upon its execution and 
delivery and the conveyance aforesaid of said hereinbefore first-men- 
tioned part of said original lot No. 3 and the payment of the purchase 
money aforesaid shall operate to divest the United States of their title 
to the land composing said wort of said alley so conveyed and vest the 
same in the said James Cardinal Gibbons, archbishop of Baltimore. 

Sec. 2. That said part of said original lot 3, when conveyed to the 
United States, shall be forever used as an alley, and that the said 
Commissioners upon receipt of the purchase money aforesaid shall 
cover the same into the Treasury of the United States. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, that bill also is on the Union 
Calendar, and I make the same request with this as I did with 
reference to the former bill. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 


consider this bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole. | 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. | 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


the Calendar will be iaid on the table. 
There was no objection. 


WASHINGTON MARKET COMPANY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I want to call from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (S 
Market Company to lay a conduit across Seventh street west. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House from the 
Speaker’s table the following Senate bill, which the Clerk will 
report. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Washington Market Company is hereby 
authorized to lay a conduit and pipes therein from Center Market east 
ward across and under Seventh street west for refrigerating purposes 

» following conditions, namely: ‘The conduit and pipes therein 
laid in a straight direction at a right angle to the building 
id Seventh street to the west building line of square No. 461 

of Washington. They shall be located as directed by the 
ners of the District of Columbia and be laid under their in- 
and the cost of such inspection, together with the cost of 
the pavement, curbs, and sidewalks disturbed in connection 
work, shall be paid in advance by the Washington Market 
’ The conduit and pipes shall be used for no other purpose 
rigeration for the use of persons engaged in square No. 461 in 
lic in meat and other articles of market produce; and the said 

shall not rent or sell the said conduit or pipes, or any part 
, but may sell for a time not to exceed twelve months at any 
» the use of the fluid transmitted. 
Sec. 2. That on violation of any of the above provisions or restric- 
tions the said Commissioners shall require the permittee after thirty 
days’ notice to abandon the use of said conduit and pipes and remove 
them from said Seventh street, and if said permittee shall neglect or 
refuse to remove said conduit and pipes and place the surface of Sev 
enth street, including the sidewalks, in good condition within sixty 
days after the date of said notice, the said permittee shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be liable to a fine of $10 for each 
and every day that the said conduit and pipes, or any of them, are 
allowed to remain in said Seventh street, or the said street shall re 
main out of repair, which fine shall be recovered in the police court of 
said District, in the name of said District, as other fines and penalties 
are now recovered in said court. 
| SEC. 3. That Congress reserves the right to amend, alter, or 
this act. 












repeal 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur 
in the Senate bill, and that House bill 18521, upon the same sub- 
ject, be laid on the table. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER. I should like to ask, Mr. Speaker, whether this 
company has paid anything for this privilege? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Nothing. 

Mr. BAKER. Nor do I understand from the reading of the 
bill that they propose to pay anything for it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. They do not. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill provides that the Washington Market 
Company may lay a 4 or 6 inch pipe under Seventh street to 
supply refrigerating fluids to their building and to other deal- 
ers in meats and produce across the street; that is all. The bill 
is carefully safeguarded by restrictions to be imposed by the 
Commissioners, and practically they can order this conduit out 
at any time they want to. 

Mr. BAKER. But, Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that 
they are paying anything for the privilege. The privilege is 
evidently of some value, or they would not apply for it. Now. 
do the Commissioners recommend that this company have the 
privilege to tunnel the streets of the city of Washington with- 
out paying anything for that privilege? 

Mr. BABCOCK. ‘That is exactly what they recommended. 

Mr. BAKER. On what grounds? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman will have to ask the Com- 
missioners what their grounds of recommendation were. 

Mr. BAKER. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, this is the kind 
of legislation that this House should not enact—the granting of 
special privileges, for which the recipients of the special privi- 
lege pay nothing whatever. That privilege is evidently of value 
to these people or they would not apply here to this House for 
it, and it does seem to me that the District Commissisoners are 
guilty of neglect in their duty, as the governing body cf this city, 
in not stating to this House what the value of this privilege is, 
and in not recommending that it be charged for accordingly. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, the length of this conduit is to 
be about 50 feet, and the privilege that is given to the Market 
Company to cross this street is because it is a convenience 
rather than to cart this fluid across the streets in barrels, as 


. 17008) permitting the Washington | 


| 


Mr. BABCOCK. It is 


| get rid of the fluid and the teams th 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, a similar House bill upon | 


on the street. 
























insist, Mr. Speake 
| trict Commissisoners ought to be able to arrive 
| mate value of that privilege, and it see to me 
| to have recommended that some ch: be n 
course, I am incompetent to express an opinion 
value and therefore I can not proceed further 
but it does seem to me that the District Cor 
to be able to say what the value is nd that 
ommend to this House some action that will re 
paying the value of that priviles 
| The SPEAKER. The question n tl th 
Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third y 1 
read the third time, and passed. 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Ba 
House bill (HH. R. 18521) was order 1 to ] 

WATER TO CHARITABLI I 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I kk { 
ation of the bill (H. R. 17746) auth y tl 
of the District of Columbia to furnish IP 
charge to charitable institutions, and so forth 
Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman < 
the following bill, which the Clerk will 1 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, et That the Commi t 
bia be, and are | y, authorized t I I n 
charge to charitable institutions and such t 1S 
appropriations from Congress, to an a int to be 
the said Commissioners, not to exceed a rate of 100 
each inmate of said institutions; and for L wat 
an amount, to be ascertained by water meters ins 
at the expense of the consumer, the institution sl 
prevailing rate for the use of water in the Distri 0 
shall be collected in the manner prescribed f < 
rents. The said Commissioners are further aut 
tomac water without charge to churches to an 
each case by the said Commissioners, and y 
of the amount allowed, to be asec ied in the man! 
be charged and collected as hereinbefore d¢ l 
of this act a charitable institution is v 
eleemosynary ; and nothing herein cont ls 
include educational in tutions other cl 
ported by volunt: ont itions « I 
part by Congressional appropriat 

Sec. 2. That all acts or par 
hereby repealed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 7 
and was accordingly read the third time ip 

ALLEY IN SQUARE SU6, WASHIN« \ 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for tl 
the bill (H. R. 18136) to elose and one 
806, in the city of Washington, D. C 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commis 
bia are hereby authorized and directed 
alley between parts of lots 1 and 8 in 06 
ington, providing the owner of s l 1 
for another alley of not less than equ 
Commissioners. 

Sec. 2. That land in the a sed 
the owner of the land al ng upon d 

The bill was ordered be eng Ise d re 
was read the third time, and passed. 

EXTENSION OF NINETEENTH 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I eall ) 
bill (EH. R. 16187) for the exte f 
Woodley road to Mintwood pl 

The Clerk read the bill, as | 

B it enacted, etc., That witl l 

t the Commissioners of tl! 

ere ithor land d te 
Dist of Colur ia, sittir 
larl ‘scribing inds 1 
the that I 
fron oodles » M d 

Sec. 2. That the ¢ ( 
damages for and in r t 
Nineteenth street as 
inafter provided fot 
against those pieces ‘ 
extended, and also on ) 
benefited by the extension said 
pieces or parcels of e 
amounts to be assessed s i 
shall take into consideration t ‘ 
parcels of land and the benefits i I 

j extension of said street as aforesaid, and t 


Mr. BAKER. Well, [ still 
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also be for a sufficient sum to cover all the costs of the condemnation 
proceedings herein provided for. 

Sec. 3. That the said court shall cause public notice of not less than 
ten days to be given of the filing of said proceedings, by advertisement 
in such manner as the court shall prescribe, which notice shall warn all 
persons having any interest in the proceedings to attend court at a 
day to be named in said notice and to continue in attendance until the 
court shall have made its final order ratifying and confirming the 
award of damages and assessment of benefits of the jury; and in 
addition to such public notice said court, whenever in its judgment it 
is practicable to do so, may cause a copy of said notice to be served by 
the marshal of the District of Columbia or his deputies upon such 
owners of the land to be condemned as may be found by said marshal 
or his deputies within the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 4. That after the return of the marshal and the filing of proof 
of publication of the notice provided for in the preceding section, said 
court shall cause a jury of seven judicious, disinterested men, not re- 
lated to any person interested in the proceedings, and not in the service 
or employment of the District of Columbia or of the United States, to 
be summoned by the marshal of the District of Columbia, to which 
jurors said court shall administer an oath or affirmation that they are 
not- interested in any manner in the land to be condemned nor are 
in any way related to the parties interested therein, and that they will, 
without favor or partiality, to the best of their judgment, assess the 
damages each owner of land taken may sustain by reason of the exten- | 
sion of said street and the condemnation of lands for the purposes of | 
such extension, and assess the benefits resulting therefrom as herein- 
before provided. ‘The court, before accepting the jury, shall hear any 
objections that may be made to any member thereof, and shall have 
full power to decide upon all such objections and to excuse any juror 
any vacancy in the jury, when impaneled, to be filled; and 
after said jury shall have been organized and shall have viewed the 
premis said jury shall proceed, in the presence of the court, if the 
court shall so direct, or ctherwise as the court may direct, to hear and | 
receive such evidence as may be offered or submitted on behalf of the 
District of Columbia and by any person or persons having any interest 
in the proceedings for the extension of said street. When the hearing | 
is concluded the jury, or a majority of them, shall return to said court, | 
in writing, its verdict of the amount to be found due and payable as | 
damages sustained by reason of the extension of said street under the 
provisions thereof, and of the pieces or parcels of land benefited by | 
such extension and the amount of the assessment for such benefits | 
against the same, including its proportionate share of the cost of the | 
condemnation proceedings herein provided for. 

Sec. 5. That if the use of a part only of any piece or parcel of | 
ground shall be condemned, the jury, in determining its value, shall not 
take into consideration any benefits that may accrue to the remainder 
thereof from the extension of said street or highway, but such benefits 


or cause 











hall be considered in determining what assessment shall be made on or 
against such part of such piece or parcel of land as may not be taken 
as hereinbefore provided. 

Sec. 6. That the court shall have power to hear and determine any 


objections which may be filed to said verdict or award, and to set 
aside and vacate the same, in whole or in part, when satisfied that it is 
unjust or unreasonable, and in such event a new jury shall be sum- 
moned, who shall proceed to assess the damages or benefits, as the case 
may be, in respect of the land as to which the verdict may be vacated, 
as in the case of the first jury: Provided, That if vacated in part, the 
residue of the verdict and award as to the land condemned or as- 
sessed shall not be affected thereby: And provided further, That the 
exceptions or objections to the verdict and award shail be filed within | 
thirty days after the return of such verdict and award. 

Sec. 7. That when the verdict of said jury shall have been finally 
ratitied and confirmed by the court, as herein provided, the amounts of 
money awarded and adjudged to be payable for lands taken under the 
provisions hereof shall be paid to the owners of said land by the 
Treasurer of the United States, ex officio commissioner of the sinking 
fund of the District of Columbia, upon the warrant of the Commis- 
sioners of said District, out of the revenues of the District of Columbia; 
and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of said judgments and awards 
is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

Sec. S. That when confirmed by the court, the several assessments 
‘rein provided to be made shall severally be a lien upon the land 
assessed, and shall be collected as special improvement taxes in the 
District of Columbia, and shall be payable in two equal annual install- 
ments, with interest at the rate of 10 per cent per annum from and 
after sixty days after the confirmation of the verdict and award. 

In all cases of payments the accounting officers shall take into ac- 
count the assessment for benefits and the award for damages, and shall 
pay only such part of said award in respect of any lot as may be in 
excess of the assessment for benefits against the part of such lot not 
taken, and there shall be credited on said assessment the amount of 

id award not in excess of said assessment. 

That said court may allow amendments in form or substance in any 
petition, process, record, or proceeding, or in the description of property 
proposed to be taken, or of property assessed for benefits whenever such 
amendments will not interfere with the substantial rights of the par- | 
ties interested. 

Sec. 9. That each juror shall receive 9s compensation the sum of $5 
per day for his services during the time he shall be actually engaged 
in such services under the provisions hereof. 

SE 10. That the sum of $300 is hereby appropriated, out of the 
revenues of the District of Columbia, to provide the necessary funds 
for the costs and expenses of the condemnation proceedings taken pur- 
suant hereto, to be repaid to the District of Columbia from said assess- | 
ments for benefits when the same are collected as herein provided. 

Sree. 11. That no appeal by any interested party from the decision 
of the supreme court of the District of Columbia confirming the assess- 
ment or assessments of benefits or damages herein provided for, nor any 
other proceeding at law or in equity by such party against the con- 
firmation of such assessment or assessments, shall delay or prevent the 
payment of award to others in respect to the property condemned, nor 
delay or prevent the taking of any of said property sought to be con- 
demned, nor the opening of such street: Provided, however, That upon 
the final determination of said appeal or other proceeding at law or in 
equity the amount found to be due and payable as damages sustained 
by reason of the extension of said street under the provisions hereof 
shall be paid as hereinbefore provided. 


During the reading of the bill the following occurred : 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent that 
the further reading of this bill be dispensed with for the reason 
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that it is in the exact form of all the bills of this character that 
have passed the House, and I will yield to the gentleman from 


Missouri [Mr. CowHeErp] to explain its provisions. It does not 
impose any burden on the Government. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that bills ought to be 
The Chair will have to object to that re- 
quest. 

The Clerk proceeded with and completed the reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Cownerp]. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
ment to the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the title by striking out the words “ Mintwood place” and 
inserting “ Baltimore street.” 

On page 1, line 10, strike out the words “ Mintwood place” and in- 
sert “‘ Baltimore street.” 


Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, this is just extending the 
sireet a little farther through the block and taking it to the 
next street. Some parties oppose the opening unless it be 
opened clear through, and this relieves the objection. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask a question 
about this. I would like to ask the gentleman whether this 
street is out in the suburbs of the city? 

Mr. COWHERD. I do not know whether the gentleman 
would call it in the suburbs or not. If the gentleman knows 


| where the Woodley flat building is on Connecticut avenue, I 


will say that this street runs near that place. That is Mint- 
wood place, and Nineteenth street is down to the south a block 
or two. 

Mr. BAKER. 
vicinity. ° 

Mr. COWHERD. No; Nineteenth street runs down some- 
what in that neighborhood, but the grade, I think, ascends over 
the property to be taken. 

Mr. BAKER. What is the length of the proposed extension? 

Mr. COWHERD. It will be one block, running across from 
Baltimore street through. 

Mr. BAKER. Two or three hundred feet? 

Mr. COWHERD. Four or five hundred feet, as I recollect. 

Mr. BAKER. I would like to ask the gentleman what is the 
approximate cost to the District? I suppose the District Com- 
missioners have some idea. 

Mr. COWHERD. There is no cost to the District; it is as- 
sessed against the owners of the land. 

Mr. BAKER. ‘The entire cost of opening the street? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes; nothing is charged to the District 
It is provided in the bill that the jury shall assess the damages 
against the property benefited thereby. 

Mr. BAKER. And the cost of construction? 

Mr. COWHERD. I think we put in the costs of the jury. 

Mr. BAKER. No; I mean the cost of making the street. 

Mr. COWHERD. After the street is opened the cost of im- 
proving the street, if the gentleman refers to that, the paving 
and things of that kind, of course, that cost will come out of the 
District revenue. 

Mr. BAKER. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
to language in the President’s message in December last, in 
which he says that there should be public playgrounds. Now, 
I understand that no provision has been made by the District 
of Columbia Committee for anything of that kind. No bill has 
been reported for a public playground. 

The President recommends, on page 13 of his message, that 
these needs should be met immediately, and if they entail ex- 
pense “a corresponding saving could be made by stopping the 
building of streets and leveling of grounds for purposes largely 
speculative in the outlying part of the city.” 

Mr. COWHERD. This can not be called the outlying part of 
the city. Mintwood place is built up and the street is improved 
in that neighborhood. As far as this bill carrying any cost to 
the District, it does not do so. If the gentleman from New 
York has any bills to call to the attention of the committee pro- 
viding for playgrounds for children, I, for one member of the 
committee, would be glad to consider it in committee. 

Mr. BAKER. “The gentleman from New York” will not be 
here after this improvement is made. 

Mr. COWHERD. And neither will “the gentleman from 
Missouri.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAKER. And therefore it would not be possible for me 
to make any recommendation. I wanted to call the attention of 
the gentleman to the fact that the President recommends that 
the District should do something along this line. 

Mr. COWHERD. The obligation to introduce a bill of that 


As I remember there is quite a ditch in that 
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kind lies as much with any Member of the House as it does with 
the members of the District Committee. 

Mr. BAKER. I want to say that so far as I am concerned 
there is scarcely any Member of the House who is not more 
familiar with the topography of the District of Columbia than 
am I. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; | 


and being read the third time, was passed. 
The title was amended. 


MARTIN T. CROSS. 


Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a con- 
ference report and statement, to be printed under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas desires to pre- 
sent a conference report for printing. 
title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (8S. 3651) granting an increase of pension to Martin T. Cross. 

The SPEAKER. The report and statement will be printed, 
under the rule. 


JOINING KALORAMA AVENUE WITH PRESCOTT PLACE. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask the present consideration 
of the bill H. R. 16917. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up the 
bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 16917) to provide for condemning the land necessary 
for joining Kalorama avenue and Il’rescott place. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the further reading of this bill be waived as it is an exact du- 
plicate so far as its provisions of law are concerned with the 
one just passed. The only difference is in one section, and that 
is where an appropriation of $300, made to provide for the 
expense of condemnation, is paid by the abutting property in 
the other bill, while in this case the $300, or so much of it as is 
necessary, is appropriated and paid by the District. That is 
the only difference in the two propositions. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. With- 
out objection, it will be considered in the House as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. The Chair finds, or is informed, that here- 
tofore touching this class of billS that where one bill has been 
read and a statement is made that the formal language of the 





The Clerk will report the | 


bill is the same as in the bill that is proposed to be acted upon | 
that the Chair has frequently entertained 4 request to omit the | 


reading. The Chair did not recollect hiimself of such a practice, 
so that the Chair will submit the request to the House. -The 
request is to omit the further reading of the bill upon the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Wisconsin. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and was read the third time, and passed. 


EXTENSION OF W STREET NW., WASHINGTON, D. C. 
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have been recommended by the cot 


nmittee it becomes an exact 


| duplieate of the form of the other bill. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks 
mous consent to dispense with the further readi s bill 
upon the statement that it is the same as the first bill that was 
read—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. When the am 
mittee are agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. When the amendment 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pa 





ndments offered by t 


ts are agreed to. Is 





re 5, strike out all of the subject-matter of section 7 and Il 
) 










lieu thereof as follows: 

“That when the verdict of said jury sha I ] 
and confirmed by the court, as hers pro y 

arded and adjudged to be payable for if ) 
visions hereof shall be paid to the owners of T r 
of the United States, ex officio ss } 1 of 
t! District of Columbia, upon the wa > of 
said District, out of the revenues of the District of ¢ mbia ia 
sufficient sum to pay the amounts of said judgments and aw s is 
he y appropriated out of the revenues of the Di t of ¢ 

Page 6, strike out all of the subject-matter of section 10 and ins¢ 
in lieu thereof the following 

ss The 3) A of $300 is here by apt "Or riat 1 Oo it t the reve! ‘ of ¢ a 
District of Columbia, to provide the ry f fe | 
expenses of the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant | 

The question was taken and the amendments wer ed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and ! l 
third time; and was read the third time, and passed. 

EXTENSION OF RITTENHOUSE STREET, WASHINGTON 
Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask the present consid 


eration of the bill H. R. 18881. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up for 
present consideration the bill which the Clerk will report 

Mr. BABCOCK. With the request that it may | 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks uneni 
mous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House 
from the further consideration of the bill and that it be con- 
sidered in the House as in the Committee of the Whole Is 
there objection? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Let us hear what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


e Con rea 


4 bill (H. R. 18881) for the extension of Rittenhor street, ar 
other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection. [After a pause Th 
Chair hears none, and the Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk began the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, thi ; 
without inserting any amendment, with tbe former bill which 
has just been acted upon, except that this in) 
whatever upon the District or the General Government 

The SPEAKER. Upon the statement of the nen from 
Wisconsin he asks unanimous consent to dispense with the 
further reading of the bill. 


is bill is in ex for 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, has this bill | I l at 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 18000.| Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, it seems to be distinctly a bill 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up the | relating to the extension of streets the su s of th 
bill which the Clerk will report. and seems to controvert the President’s recommend 1S 
The Clerk read as follows: | thereon. 
A bill (H. R. 18000) authorizing the extension of W street NW. Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I think if the gentlemar 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this bill is on the Union Cal- | New, York [Mr. Baker] understood this bill he \ 
endar, and I ask that it may be considered in the House as in | !¢#rtily in favor of it. There are two roads out in Rock ¢ 
Committee of the Whole. | Park and vicinity that run with n a short distance of « 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- | other ; but, as the matter now stands, — pri we 
mous consent to consider this bill in the House as in Committee | Wich to get across from one road to the other or from 
of the Whole. Is there objection? tion of the country to the otner. You bh ee a got - -s 
Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask whether this | °' Wo to get across from one to the other. Tor the 
bill dees not come within the general description of what the children to cross there, there is a necessity , 
President said in his message in reference to the extension of from one on those reada . = a . 1 ~s 
streets into the suburbs of the city, “ for purposes largely specu- | “" expenditure —* n~yandh mandred Pe P 
lative?” Is not this a section where the population is sparse, | PTOPerty has been dedicated. a ae i oe : 
and is not it a shoving out of a street through a sparsely set- Mr. BAKER. Phat being so, er cere > any aves 
tled section? would not buy a very large public playgrout I 
Mr. BABCOCK. As I understand it, Mr. Speaker, this is lo- Mr. COWHERD. s =e Prove & _ - re 
cated in Georgetown, and if the gentleman will look at this | 2™¢" to go across from one road to the other, 
map Z | tramping through the fields or going around, as | 
Mr. BAKER. I have looked at the map, but I can not locate Mr. BARKER. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw | 
it there accurately. rhe bill was ‘ rdered to be engrossed and read a t ! 
Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. It simply continues the street to | WS ead the third time, and passed. . 
where another street crosses it, that is all. It is a sort of blind ie earn ee See: DAseees, # eetion to reconsid , 
street at present. | vote was laid on the table. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the further reading AMENDING CHAPTER 55 OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
of this bill be dispensed with, as it puts no burden whatever | Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present ¢« era 
upon the District of Columbia, and with the amendments that ! tion of the bill S. 2654, and ask unanim¢us consent to discharge 
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the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
from further consideration of the bill, and that it be considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKHR. Is there objection? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, what is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





, An act to amend chapter 55 of “An act to establish a code of law for 
the District of Columbia.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
Chair hears none. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, 


The 


etc., That chapter 55 of the act of Congress entitled 





“An act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1901, be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking 
out sections 1608, 1609, 1610, 1611, 1612, and 1613, and inserting in 
li thereof the following: 

‘Sec. 1608. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, 


and they are hereby, authorized to open, extend, widen or straighten 
nd minor streets in the District of Columbia under the following 









alueyvs a 

conditions, namely: First, upon the petition of the owners of more 
than one-half of the real estate in the square or block in which such 
alley or minor street is sought to be opened, extended, widened, or 
straigthened, accompa by a plat showing the opening, extension, 
widening, or straightening proposed; second, when the Commissioners 
deem that the public interests require such opening, extension, widening, 
or straightening; third, when the health officer of said District certifies 









to the nece 
phat a min 
than 60U fee 
to another 

‘Sec. 1608a. That if in the opening, extension, widening, or straight- 


¢ 


ity for the same on the grounds of public health: Provided, 
street shall be of a width of not less than 40 feet nor more 
*t and shall run through a square or block from one street 


ening oF an alley Ol 
public streets or highways, an alley or part of an alley may have been, 
or may hereafter be, in the judgment of the said Commissioners, ren- 
dered useless or unnecessary, said Commissioners are authorized to close 
the same. ‘That if the alley to be closed is an original alley they may 
sell the land contained therein for cash at a price not less than the 
assessed value of contiguous lots. That if the alley is not an original 
alley t title thereto shall revert to the owners of the land abutting 
the n, but all such land shall be subject to the assessment for benefits 
hereinafter referred to 
‘Sec. 1608b. That the said Commissioners are authorized to accept 

the dedication of an alley or alleys and in connection therewith to close | 

ny existing alley or alleys in the square or block in which such dedica- 








t is made upon the application of the owners of all the property 
abutting on such existing alley or alleys. That if the alley proposed to 
closed is an original alley the party or parties making the dedication 
id the parties applying for the closing of the alley or alleys shall pre- 
sent with such application a mutual agreement in writing and under 


seal, in duplicate, as to the future ownership of the land contained in 
the alley or alleys to be closed, together with two plats showing the 





al or alleys divided into parcels, with the name of the future owner 
marked on each parcel, in accordance with such agreement. That 
copies of the order of the Commissioners accepting the dedication and 
closing the original or subdivisional alley, together with the said agree- 


ments and plats in the case of an original alley, shall be forwarded by 
said Commissioners to the surveyor and recorder of deeds of the District 
of Coh in for record, and thereafter the title to the land in such sub- 


divisional alley shall revert to the owners of the land abutting thereon, 












and t title to the land in the original alley shall vest in the parties 

wh names appear on said plat in accordance with said agreement. 
s 1608e. That the Commissioners are authorized to close any 
urt of alley the width of which is less than 10 feet upon the 
on in writing of the owners of all the abutting property. If 
tit to such closed alley is in the United States, the land shall be 
vi rovided in section 160Sa hereof; and if the title is not in the 

[ ed States, the land shall revert as provided in said section. 

: 1G0Sd. That whenever the title in fee simple to an entire square 
‘ d in one person or tenants in common or partners, and such 
owl or owners desire to improve said square by the erection thereon 
of a ding covering not less than two-thirds of the area thereof, or 
t iid square for the purpose of some business enterprise, the 
( ssioners are authorized, in their discretion, to order any alley or 
‘ in such square to be closed, and a copy of said order shall be 
filed with the surveyor and recorder of deeds of said District for record. 
Sy 7 W never it becomes necessary to open, widen, 
exten alleys or minor streets by condemnation the said 
Com! nstitute condemnation proceedings in the supreme 
‘ rt of Columbia, sitting as a district court, by a peti- 
tion in rem particularly describing the land to be taken, which petition 
shi © accompanied by duplicate plats to be prepared by the surveyor 


f said District, showing the courses and boundaries of the alley or 





minor street proposed to be opened, w idened, extended, or straightened, 
the number of square feet to be taken from each lot or part of lot in 
t are or block, showing the existing alleys or minor street in said 





information as may be necessary for 
ination. Upon the filing of such petition, 
at. indorsed with the docket number of the case, shall 

erk of said court to the said surveyor for record in 


and su ot 


i 
such condetr 


That the said court shall cause public notice of not 
ys to be given of the filing of said proceedings, by ad- 
h manner as the court shall prescribe, which notice 
ms having any interest in the proceedings to attend 


iS 


to named in said notice and to continue in attendance 
shall have made its final order ratifying and confirming 
am ges and assessment of benefits of the jury: and, in 
such public notice, said court, whenever in its judgment it 





hall cause a copy of said notice to be served 
; | for the District of Columbia, or his 
of the fee of the land to be condemned as 


marshal or his deputies within the District of 






‘ SEc. That after the return of the marshal and the filing of 
proof of publication of the notice provided for in the preceding section, 
said court shall cause a jury of five judicious, disinterested men, not 
related to any person interested in the proceedings and not in the serv- 
ioe or employment of the District of Columbia or of the United States, 


minor street, or in the extension or widening of | 
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to be summoned by the said marshal, to which jurors said court shall 
administer an oath or affirmation that they are not interested in any 
manner in the land to be condemned nor in any way related to the 
parties interested therein, and that they will, without favor or par- 
tiality, to the best of their judgment, assess the damages each owner 
of land taken may sustain by reason of the opening, extension, widen- 
ing, or straightening of said alley or minor street and the condemna- 
tion of lands for the purposes thereof, and assess the benefits resulting 
therefrom as hereinafter provided. The court, before accepting the 
jury, shall hear any objections that may be made to any member 
thereof, and shall have full power to decide upon all such objections, 
and to excuse any juror or cause any vacancy in the jury, when im- 
paneled, to be filled; and after said jury shall have been organized 
and shall have viewed the premises, said jury shall proceed to hear 
and receive such evidence as may be offered or submitted on behalf of 
the District of Columbia and by any person or persons having any in- 
terest in the proce for the opening, extension, widening, or 
straightening said alley or minor street; but all such hearings shall 
be in the presence of the court and under its supervision and direction. 
When the hearing is concluded the jury, or a majority of them, shall 
return to said court, in writing, its verdict of the amount found to be 
due and payable as damages sustained by reason of the said opening, 
extension, widening, or straightening under the provisions hereof, and 
of the pieces or parcels of land benefited by such opening, extension, 
widening, or straightening, and the amount of the assessment for such 
benefits against the same. 

“Sec. 1608h. That if a part only of any piece or parcel of ground 
shall be condemned, the jury, in determining its value, shall not take 
into consideration any benefits that may accrue to the remainder thereof 
from such opening, extension, widening, or straightening, but such bene- 
fits shall be considered in determining what assessment shall be made 
on or against such part of such piece or parcel of land as may not be 
taken as hereinbefore provided. 

“Sec. 1608i. That-the court shall have power to hear and determine 
any objections which may be filed to said verdict or award, and to set 
aside and vacate the same, in whole or in part, when satisfied that it is 
unjust or unreasonable, and in such event a new jury in the case, hav- 
ing the qualifications hereinbefore mentioned, shall be summoned, who 
shall proceed to assess the damages or benefits, as the case may be, in 
respect of the land as to which the verdict may be vacated, as in the 
ease of the first jury: Provided, That the exceptions or objections to 
the verdict and award shall be filed within thirty days after the return 
of such verdict and award: And provided further, That if the court is 
satisfied that part of the verdict or award should be set aside or va- 
cated, then and in that event, at the election of the said Commisioners, 
the court shall set aside and vacate the entire verdict or award and a 
new jury shall be summoned in the case as aforesaid. The verdict of 
a new jury summoned in accordance with the provisions of this section 
shall be final, and if the amount of damages assessed by any new jury 
summoned as aforesaid shall not be greater, or if the assessment or ben- 
efits shall not be less, than the amount assessed by the jury first sum- 
moned, according as the objection to the verdict may have been to the 
assessment of damages or benefits, the costs of the new jury shall be 
assessed against the property of the party or parties objecting, but if 
the party or parties should prevail by the verdict of the new jury, 
either in increasing his or their damages, or in diminishing the assess- 
ment for benefits, then, and in that event, the costs of the new jury 
shall be paid by the District of Columbia, and if the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia do not elect that the entire verdict shai! be 
set aside, and the same be set aside or vacated in part, the residue of 
the verdict and award shall not be affected thereby. 

‘Sec. 1608j. That said jury shall assess as benefits accruing by 
reason of said opening. extension, widening, or straightening an :mount 
equal to the amount of damages as ascertained by them as hereinbefore 
provided, including $5 per day for the marshal and $5 per day for each 
juror for the services of each when actually employed, and all other 
expenses of such proceedings upon each lot or part of lot or parcel 
of land in the square or block in which such alley or minor street is 
to be opened, extended, widened, or straightened, and upon each lot, 
part of lot, or parcel of ground in the squares or blocks confronting 
the square in which such alley or minor street is to be opened, ex- 
tended, widened, or straightened, which will be benefited by such open- 
ing, extension, widening, or straightening, in the proportion that said 
jury may find said lots, parts of lots, or parcels of land will be benefited. 

“Spc. 1608k. That when the verdict of said jury shall have been 
finally ratified and confirmed by the court, as herein provided, the 
amounts of money awarded and adjudged to be payable for lands taken 
under the provisions hereof shall be paid to the owners of said land by 
the Treasurer of the United States, ex officio commissisoner of the sink- 
ing fund of the District of Columbia, upon the warrants of the Com- 
missioners of said District, out of any funds available therefor: 
Provided, That in all cases of payments the accounting officers shall 
take into account the assessment for benefits and the award for dam- 
ages, and shall pay only such part of said award in respect of any lot 
as may be in excess of the assessment for benefits against the part of 
such lot not taken, and there shall be credited on said assessment the 
amount of said award not in excess of said assessment. 

“Sec. 16081. That when confirmed by the court the several assess- 
ments herein provided to be made shall severally be a lien upon the 
land assessed and shall be collected as special-improvement taxes in the 
District of Columbia, and shall be payable in four eqval annual in- 
stallments, with interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum from 
and after sixty days after the date of confirmation until paid. That 
said court may allow amendments in form or substance in any descrip- 
tion of property proposed to be taken, or of property assessed for 
benefits, whenever such amendments will not interfere with the sub- 
stantial rights of the parties interested, and any such amendment may 
be made after as well as before the order or judgment confirming the 
verdict or award aforesaid. : 

“Sec. 1609. That each pane. shall receive as compensation the sum 
of $5 per day for his services during the time he shall be actually en- 
gaged in such services under the provisions hereof. 

“Sec. 1610. That no appeal by any interested party from the deci- 
sion of the supreme court of the District of Columbia confirming the 
assessment or assessments of benefits or damages herein provided for, 
nor any other proceeding at law or in equity by such party against the 
confirmation of such assessment or assessments, shall delay or prevent 
the payment of award to others in respect to the property condemned, 
nor delay or prevent the taking of any of said property sought to be 
condemned, nor the opening, extension, widening, or straightening of 
such alley or minor street: Provided, however, That upon the final 
determination of said appeal or other proceedings at law or in equity, 
the amount found to be due and payable as damages sustained by rea- 
son of the opening, extension, widening, or straightening of said alley 
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or minor street under the provisions hereof shall be paid as hereinbe- 
fore provided. 

“Spc. 1611. That all money derived from the sale of land in which 
the United States is interested, under the provisions of this act, shall 
be paid into the Treasury of the United States by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to the credit of the United Slates. 

‘Sec. 1612. That in all cases where plats are required to be made 
under the provisions of this act, or where the said Commissioners shall 
deem it necessary that they shall be made in order to more effectually 
carry ont any provision hereof, such plats shall be made by the sur- 
veyor of the District of Columbia, who shall require the person or per- 
sons desiring the same to deposit in advance a sum to defray the cost 
of preparing the same; any amount of such deposit remaining after 
the cost of such plats has been paid shall be refunded to the party so 
depositing: Provided, That plats ordered by the said Commissioners 
shall be prepared by said surveyor free of cost.* 

“ Sec. 1613. That the validity of any condemnation proceeding under 
the act of Congress entitled ‘An act to provide for the opening of 
alleys in the District of Columbia,’ approved July 22, 1892, or under 
the act of Congress entitled ‘An act to open, widen, and extend alleys 
in the District of Columbia,’ approved August 24, 1894, or under the 
sections of the code of law for the District of Columbia hereby re 
peaied, shail not be affected by the want of proper notice to any pro- 
prietor of land in the square, except as to such proprietor; and if it 
shall appear to the satisfaction of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia that any such proprietor was not notified as required by said 
acts the said Commissioners may proceed under this act to condemn 
the land affected by the want of such notice.” 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I understand that we are proceed- 
ing as in the Committee of the Whole House, and therefore the 
bill is subject to an amendment at the end of any paragraph. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I asked unanimous consent | 


that the bill be considered in the House as in the Committee of 
the Whole, and I desire to say that no effort will be made to 
shut out any reasonable amendment at all. There is no inten- 
tion of that kind. 


offer will not meet with the approval of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Baker] that he ask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the first reading of the bill. Otherwise the bill 
would have to be read through and then read again after amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to delay the pro- 
ceedings. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent the first reading can 
be dispensed with, and by unanimous consent the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BAKER] could offer his amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to offer 
an amendment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I have no objection. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BAKER] can offer his amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment: 

That in line 22, page 2, the bill be amended to read as follows: 

“That if the alley to be closed is an original alley, they shall lease 
the land contained therein.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the purpose of offering that amendment is 
this: I want to raise my protest against this policy. I under- 
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should have been alienated. Communities, as well as the nation, 
should have reserved all of their land. I grant you that we 
can not go back and change that now, but we ean in this little 
matter prevent a continuation of this vicious policy. That pol- 
icy has resulted in the private appropriation of ground rent, 
vate individuals this land at its present value, the community 
thus losing the advantage of the value that would subsequently 
attach to it by reason of increased population, improvements in 
transportation and exchange, and improvements in government, 
all of which add to the value of land, but nothing else. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman will permit me, I will say 
to him that that provision is the present law. 

Mr. BAKER. We can change present law, can we not? 

Mr. BABCOCK. But this is merely copied as a whole from 
the present law. 

Mr. BAKER. I am not raising any captious objection to this 
particular bill or to its phraseology. I am simply entering my 
protest against a continuation of a policy that is bad. I was 
about to say, when interrupted by the gentleman from Wiscon 
sin, that the effect of the policy perpetuated in this bill has 
been that where communities rapidly increase, as great cilies 
like New York, Chicago, Philadelphia, Washington, New ©: 
leans, and San Francisco are increasing, that they have re: 
granted their land rentals to a few individuals, giving 
possession of communal lands, comniunal property, thereby 
giving to those people—the Astors, Goelets, Gerrys, Rhin 
ers et al.—-the resultant enormeus unearned increment to which 
they have no moral title whatever, but which have made them 


|} all multimillionaires, every penny of which, however, is a tax 
Mr. BAKER. I am well aware the amendment I am about to | 


upon and is wrung from present-day toil. 

It will be remembered that a few weeks ago I called the at 
tention of the House to a bill to reimburse a widow for 4 one 
sixth interest or a one-tenth interest in a plot of ground in 
San Francisco, taken by the Government of the United States 
as the site for its mint there fifty years ago, and which is to 
cost the people now scores of thousands of dollars, although it 


was all paid for at that time. Why? Because of this policy 
of allowing the alienating of the land. If that land had been 
retained by the city of San Francisco at that time, if it had 
been leased, or if it had been taxed according to its re l 
value into the public Treasury, as it should have been and s! l 
be to-day, the additional value that has accrued to it from ft 

to time as the population increased would have accrued to 

city, and it would not have been necessary, nor would it be 
| necessary to-day, to raise a dollar of taxation by a tax on build 


stand I am proceeding under unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, 


having offered my amendment and speaking to it. 

The SPEAKER. Let the amendment be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line = page 2 of the bill, strike out “sell” and insert “ lease,” 
§0 aS 'o read: 

“That if the alley to be closed is an original alley, they shall lease 
the land contained therein.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Baker] offers an amendment and is entitled to the floor for five 
minutes, 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to enter a protest here now 
against this policy of the segregation of any land that belongs to 
the United States or that belongs, as in this case, to the munici- 
pal government of the city of Washington, or any land that be- 
longs to or is to revert to this city. 

I am not going to infiict any extended remarks upon the 
House. [I have no desire to take up any unnecessary time; but 
I have endeavored to point out on other occasions the evil ef- 
fects which have followed from this policy. But I do desire, ap- 
proaching as I do the conciusion of my service in this House, 
to enter an emphatic protest and to point out very briefly the 
evils that have followed this alienation of public lands; and that 
term, “public lands,” applies just as much to a city lot as it 
does to 640 acres of land under the timber and stone act, or 160 
acres under the homestead law. 

The effect of this alienation of public land, this selling it at 


its present value, is seen in the fearful evils which we all com- | 


plain of, which we all recognize, but which nobody proposes to 
alter. The purpose of my amendment to this bill is to prevent 
a continuation of the policy which is responsible for concentrat- 
ing land in the hands of a few, caused, as it has been, by the 
sale of public lands and the granting of special privileges to 


railroad, telegraph, and telephone companies. No land ever | 


ings or upon personal property. 

I am opposing this bill in its present form because the prin- 
ciple is the same whether there be $5 involved or whether it be 
a million. 

Mr. Speaker, because Henry George's phil 
just and righteous remedy I shall incorporate as an appent 
extracts from his book, Social Problems. 

Mr. Speaker, the ramifications of this question are endless. 
Seratch a millionaire or a multimillionaire and you will inevi- 
tably find that his millions have been acquired throu 


session of a special privilege—generally the special privilege of 
control over land in some form. For it must be remembered, 
Mr. Speaker, that the exclusive privilege of carrying « ich 
governmental functions as the transportation of persons and 
property by either steam railroads or by electric surface, ele 
vated, or subway railroads, or the transmitting of intelligen 
by telegraphy or telephone, or the supply of water, gas, or eleec- 
tricity, is primarily based upon the control of ext! ely valu 
able rights of way—i. e., land. 

The giant fortunes of the day constitute the greatest menace 
which confronts society and have their origin in the p : n 
of valuable land in some form. The trusts and monop re 
based upon these special privileges and no “ regu 
by the Townsend bill or any other, will s usly ect the 


Unless you strike at the root of the 
the evils will not only continue but wil i . 
is no such thing as standing still in any of the affairs of 
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progression or retrogression is the univers ‘ rh 
will go on under its present policies, which more and inore « 
centrate wealth and power in the hands of the few, or it 1] 
heed the warning of one of the greatest men the world has 
duced—Henry George—and reverse its present thoroug! 
cious policy, substituting therefor the principle for which he 
contended, to which he devoted and for which he gave up his 
life—the single tax—the taking through taxation of the rental 
value of land. 

That principle, Mr. Speaker, is the natural, righteous solvent 
of our terrible social evils; apply it and at once this festering 
sore of these monstrous unearned fortunes and their inevitable 
corollary, debasing and degrading poverty, will be done away 
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with. Then and not until then may we hope to see all men 





. 1 erect before their Creator, tall men, sun-crowned men, 
fearing none, cringing to none, making obeisance to none, all 
Tree no one a slave. 


Mr. Speaker, because the subject is so intimately related to 
this question of expropriating land and its resultant of private 
absorption of ground rent, in fact, because it is but a phase of 
this great, overshadowing question of land monopoly, and be- 
eause the public-service corporations are based upon the exclu- 
sive privilege of using the public streets (monopolizing the most 


valuable land in our cities), and also because these corporations 
‘ the most corrupting influence in our political life, | wish to 
refer briefly to the ever-increasing importance of the question 


of “ municipal ownership.” 
[Fill out and return to Municipal Ownership League, 61 Court street, 
Brooklyn, N. Y.] 
g INT PLEDGE OF MUNICIPAL OWNERSHIP LEAGUE. 
|Hon. M. J. Flaherty, chairman; Rev. James M. Wright, vice-chairman; 
John E. Smalley, secretary; Darwin J. Meserole, treasurer. | 
ubway), gas and electr 





The street railroads (surface, elevated, and s 
corporations, the telephone and ferry companies provi de tot: ‘ly 








] 
inadequate service at exorbitant prices, pay the lowest wag to em 
I vees for the longest workday, besides being the most éarvantine and 
‘ ralizing influence in our municipal politics. 

tecognizing the impossibility of getting relief from these conditions 
while these monopolies remain in private hands, we hereby favor mu- 
nicipal ownership and operation of all surface, elevated, and under- 





ground railroads, gas and electric lighting plants, telephones, and ferry 
t and we condemn any attempt to turn over to private hands 
nicipal water system by contracting with Ramapo or any other 








iny for the supply of water 
\ de nd that the city of New York shall not grant or extend any 
fran s, but shall acqui these public-service utilities as rap 
as possible, and shall embark in new enterprises along these lines 
# the p ic d dén s. 
In order to D it the above policies into operation before the city’s 
hands are tied by the giving away of franchises, we believe that the 


people should form a nonpartisan municipal-ownership organization. 
f ore we hereby enroll in the Municipal Ownership League to be 








ir ony wi the above platform, and we pledge ourselves to ac- 
tively promote the league among the peopie and to support all its efforts 
to secure municipal ownership 
A ase } 
Name, | Address. Assembly 
daistrict. 
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pted by Convention of Municipal Ownership League February 3, 
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the question of municipal ownership is not a party ques- 
t ! n of all parties are enrolling in this organization 1 
\\ ‘eas the election of any party or individuals can not ac 
t te establishment of our demands, favorable party plat 
. i us 1n e past, and many are suspicious of the professed 
f p of the politicians just before election ; and 
itiment, no matter how strong, will not avail us 
g t LV and inited organization to carry out our 
| : k of this organization that has delayed the 
i Oo I l i ownersnip: +} ‘rrelore be it 
it it is the se of this fr itial meeting of the b« 
ing the various districts throughout this borough 
Mur pal Ownership League, now about to be permanei 
nparti 1 in character and shall not nomin 
lidates for office at the coming election, but lL de 
to en ng and educating the per a irres} tive of 
We he ve that once this organiz iall become 
‘ hed bot parties will viadly do our We shall 
our existence in the near fut riving our 
‘ ) nt of the seif-perpetuating sit com- 
refusal to grant any new franchises, and the 
i tant agitation among the people and organized 
I l n to legislative bodies from time to time to secure 
the y steps in direction of municipal ownership. 
FACTS ABOUT MUNICIPAL OWNERSHIP IN GREAT BRITAIN 
i by C. August Haviland, borongh of Brookly 
f n of governor, legislature, and ger 
and distr by the Municipal Ow 
M Ay, ¢ S PLANTS IN GREAT BRITAIN. 
gz yng in the dark as to results of 
$ are fore us, and the pt hed 
G i pal Year Book of 1904, disclose 
I I J 256 municipalities have their own gas 
I d ‘ nd tl too, at a rate far below that 
( ar ( to tl iunicipality. 
t anr i é f the cities varied in 1903 from $140 
t 000 In Manchest the supply of gas extends to a 
‘ f att d over 29.810 s ing 1 outl town 
ne I t i > W . U,UUU a I at a of 66 
per thousand for g: 

I Birmir am. with a 60-cent rate, the net profit was $280,000; 
Belfast, with a 60-cent rate, $103,000; Nottingham, with a 52-cent 
rate, $85,665; Dund e, with an S7-cent rate, $41,000; Leicester. with a 

$130,000, and Carlisle, with a 54-cent rate, $: 29,000. In 


s e cities the rate is as low as 28 cents. 
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Think of it, Mr. Speaker, gas sold at 60, 54, and even 52 cents 
a thousand, while the gentlemen whom Thomas W. Lawson calls 
“the system,” that little group of plunderers who control the 
Standard Oil Company, are compelling the people of New York, 
through the Consolidated Gas Company and the Brooklyn Union 
Gas Company—for Rockefeller, Rogers, and Stillman absolutely 
control botl ay a dollar for gas which every year is in- 
creasingly poorer and which, because of the deleterious cheap 
materials of which the gas is made, causes the loss of hundreds 
of lives every year. Great is philanthropy. 





Official report of some of the municipal gas profits in 1902 in Great Britai». 
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West Bromwic Dis dvkianvemamnes ae 
Widnes, with gas 28 cents per 
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THE WORKINGS OF ELECTRICITY. 

In 1903 there were 155 corporations in Great Britain owning and 
operating electrical plants and serving the people with light at great 
reduction of rates, and about 200 other municipalities entering upon 
the construction of such works. 

In all the cities operating electrical plants the published facts dis- 
close that, while light was being furnished at reduced rates, there was 
profit in nearly every case to the municipality, some of the profits 
reaching as high as $500,000 to a single city, and with these facts pub- 
lished in book form and known to all who investigate such matters, we 
are told by some very worthy people that in asking for municipal 
ownership and municipal control of public utilities we are advocating 
‘socialism.’’ Yet these people who thus assail us and the corporate 
jobbers whom they serve know full well that not a man of the Munici- 
pal Ownership League has any intention of interfering with vested 
rights or of taking property of citizens without just compensation. 

What we ask is that what prosperous cities of foreign countries have 
ried with success we may be allowed to try; that we may be allowed 
to have home rule for our people and be placed in a position to retrieve 
all errors of the past when we find errors have been committed. 


ELECTRICAL PROFITS OF SOME MUNICIPALITIES, 
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MUNICIPAL TRAMWAYS IN GREAT BRITAIN. 
Of tramways the Municipal Yearbook of 1904 says: “‘ No branch of 


mi ‘ipal enterprise has made such rapid progress during recent years 
as that relating to tramways. Almost without exception every larse 
town has completely municipalized the tramways, or is about to do so. 
The expiration of tramway companies’ leases coincides with the intro 


duction of new methods of traction, and before many years the facill- 
ties for rapid transit in our great centers of population will be com- 
pletely revolutionized. So municipal corporations, anxious to get 
tramways completely under their control at the earliest possible mo- 
ment, do not in some cases wait for leases to expire, but buy out the 
companies on terms which are profitable to the community. It is 
considered that no tramway service can be of the fullest benefit to the 
people unless it is operated as well as owned by the municipality. 
‘Every town is seeking to introduce electrical or other mechanical 
traction, and, as in the majority of cases the corporation owns the 
electric lighting supply, the introduction of electric traction will prove 
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of great advantage, since the combination of the two public services is 
bound to result in a higher standard of economical working.” 

The first municipal tramway, or street-car service, in Great Britain 
was in Huddersfield in 1882; Plymouth followed in 1893, and Leeds in 
1894, and there are now 142 tramways, or street railways, owned and 
operated by municipalities of Great Britain. 
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| 
The net profit of all municipal tramway lines of the United Kingdom | 


is fully disclosed each year through the board of trade returns, and for 
the year ending June 30, 1903, as to some of the cities, was reported 
as follows: 


IIE eidhacaectn cca enet I ee atic namin eaneatid 
Is cette ducecnonenates 79,975 | Blackburn ............------. 
I i ten chenddainue » § eR, een 
TI a a I i ee 
HUGGereheld ....cccccccdcccce eb I ies ccnamnndannce 
WES tino che cut oonu adhe wank I I a i cad ea dacini 
ROOTES vetanedaneacauee 868, O70 SS ea 
YS 055. c6-dianen tbacen 322,545 | Nottingham -................ 
Portsmouth .........-...-.-. 234,945 | Southampton.-............... 99, 635 
EL... nc neectasnsa ee FN tats dncnctncé sevens 873, 830 
TNE ra ie ace tee berate ae BUD ON? | BOUIOES oonccc cnccwecenccce 25,775 


And this with average rate per passenger less than 3 cents. 


What a shock this table will give our street railway barons— 
the Belmonts, Ryans, Wideners, Elkins, et al.—who have prob- 
ably not scooped more than a hundred and fifty millions of 
dollars out of the people of New York and Philadelphia during 
the last twenty years through excessive fares and by alternately 
boosting and depressing prices of these stocks on the stock 
exchange. They had better troop out their “ widows and or- 
phans” again, or the people may be asking with increasing 
emphasis, “Why can’t we have an equally good service at as 
low a rate?” 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is one thing that Mr. Haviland has 
failed to mention. I speak from memory, but I am close to the 
facts when I say that 87 per cent of the passengers in Glasgow 
paid 2 cents or less. Doesn’t this give an insight into the enor- 
mous profits of our local transportation companies, which the 
men I have referred to cover up by a little financial legerde- 
main, capitalizing and recapitalizing the surface, elevated, and 
subway companies until the actual amount of capital invested 
in the building and equipment of these roads is “ watered” 
four, five, and even six times, and it is upon this perfect deluge 
of “water” that these men demand that dividends shall be 
paid, and the people of New York, Philadelphia, Chicago, and 
other large cities have heretofore submitted to the extortion. 

TRAMWAYS IN LONDON. 


London owns only 88 miles of its tramways, but is fast taking over 
all its transit lines. Like New York, it has been held back by specu- 
lators and the cry of “socialism.” The Municipal Yearbook thus 
alludes to the tramway service in that city: 

‘Municipal ownership has benefited not only the general body of 
rate-payers, but also the tramway employees. [oth the service and the 
status of the workmen have been improved. Of the udvantages con- 
ferred upon London in both directions are the following: Relief of the 
fax rate through profits of the undertaking, the institution of all-night 
car service, the running of workmen’s cars at reduced rates, reduced 
fares for ordinary passengers on many of the principal routes, the re- 
moval of advertisements from the windows of the cars, the institution 
of a ten-hour day (or sixty hours per week) for all tramway em- 
ployees, the recognition of the principle of one day’s rest in seven, in- 
creased wages for employees, and provision of uniforms for drivers and 
conductors.” 

Nearly every municipality of England has a scheme in progress for 
the building and taking over of all tramways. 

Amsterdam, in Holland, has recently taken over all its tramways, 
improved the service, and increased the wages of employees. 

MUNICIPAL TELEPHONES IN GREAT BRITAIN. 


In Great Britain, where municipal ownership and control of public 
utilities have been under way for many years, the telephone is receiv- 
ing that consideration which is demanded in every progressive com- 
munity, and success seems to crown the effort, even in its infancy. 

Glasgow, the most progressive city of the United Kingdom, initiated 
the movement for municipal telephones in April, 1901. It fixed the 
tariff for unlimited service at $26.25 per annum over a system covering 
143 square miles. On December 31, 1903, the number of instruments 
in use was 10,632, and on the operations of 1903 there was a surplus 
of $10,460, after providing for interest on loans, working expenditures, 
post-office. royalty, and terminal fees. 

In Guernsey there are two tariff rates—one of $7.50 a year and 2 
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The editor of the Arena, B. O. Flower, was one of the pioneers 
in this fight, as he has been a pioneer on most of the other great 
questions which are now agitating the public mind. 

It is because such men as Mr. Flower, through the Arena, and 
Louis F. Post, of Chicago, through his paper, the Public, have 
been for years blazing the way for this reform that public opin 
ion is now rapidly crystallizing into an overwhelming demand 
for immediate municipal ownership as the only solution for the 
evils of private exploitation, so manifest in every large city in 
totally inadequate service—in Brooklyn it is not an uncommon 
thing for one to have to wait twenty minutes for a car in the 
evening on its principal thoroughfare, Fulton street—extortion- 
ate fares, accompanied by excessive hours of labor and low 
wages to their employees, together with a regular saturnalia 
of corruption both of public officials and of the electorate. 

Mr. Flower’s commendation of a Member of this House, my 
colleague, Mr. Hearst, is a thoroughly deserved one, as it is 
inconceivable that the voters of New York, Chicago, and Boston 
could be so well informed concerning the scandalous conduct of 
these public-service corporations, if he had not through his new 
papers so persistently conducted a fight for municipal ownership. 
All three cities are indebted to him for the great work he has 
done in exposing the villainies of the public-service corporations. 

In Chicago his paper was the only one to champion the cause 
of the people against the Morgan-Field-Mitchell street-railroad 
combine and to support the referendum petition, which carried, 
I am glad to say, by an overwhelming vote, in spite of the open 


| or covert opposition of the other papers there. 


cents (American money) each call; the other rate being $25 annual | 


tariff, with allowance of 3,200 calls, without further payrent. The 
net profit in 1902 was $977. 

In Brighton the service opened ia October, 1903, with a tariff of 
unlimited rate, $27.50 per annum. 

in Portsmouth, on December 31, 1903, there were 1,460 working in- 
struments, with an unlimited-service rate of $28. 

We want no halfway measures, but those giving full power and au- 
thority—entire home rule—to protect our people, and to relieve a com- 
munity from the wrongdoing of those who, through mercenary motives, 
take from our people that to which they have no legal right. 

Give us home rule. Give us just and proper laws, and if we do not 
select officials to right the wrongs it will be our own fault. 

tespectfully submitted. 

C. Aucustus HAvILAnNpb. 

Because it is a leader among the magazines whose columns 
are devoted entirely to the presentation of the rights of the peo- 
ple as against the oppressions and tyrannies of special priv- 
ilege, I shall incorporate as a part of my remarks excerpts from 
articles on this subject of “municipal ownership” from the 
Arena for February. 


| 


ADVANCE IN PUBLIC OWNERSHIP 
[From the Arena, Trenton, N. J., for February.] 
In the case of the municipal telephones in Glasgow the service seems 
to eclipse that of the private companies anywhere else in the world. 
On this point Frederick Adams, after personal investigation, writes in 
the Brooklyn Eagle: 

“The Glasgow telephone service is the best I have ever in ‘ 
Mr. Bennett informed me that statistics showed that the average tin 
required to make a connection was less than fifteen seconds It should 
be explained that the telephone booth is practically unknown in the 
office of a Glasgow business man. The instrument is on the edge of 
his desk and the receiver and transmitter are in one piece Chi 
aluminum device is connected with a wire cord, and the custome 
converse leaning back in his chair or walking about the roo 
prefers. -It is a most decided improvement over the clumsy id ant 
quated system which yet prevails in most exchanges in the United 
States.” 

Note, Mr. Speaker, “the Glasgow telephone service is the 
best I have inspected,” and that statistics showed average time 
required to make connections “was less than fifteen seconds.” 

Where is the boasted superiority of private companies? If 
the New York Telephone Company, or if the New York and 
New Jersey Telephone Company wants to “throw a scare” 
into its subscribers it should reduce the “average” time for 
connections to twice that of the municipal service in Glasgow. 

Perhaps it is the low price these companies charge for an unlimited 
service, from $210 to $225, I believe, which prevents their competing in 
this respect with Glasgow. 

Some idea of the rapid increase in the net revenues may be 
from the following figures taken from the corporation telephone 
ment’s report for the years ending May 31. In 1902 the net 
was $68,647. In 1903 it had risen to $170,518; and in 1904 it 
$241,742. 








revenue 


reached 


Outside of the London post-office telephone system, the Glasgow mu 
nicipal plant is the largest underground system in Great Britain 


In England the public authorities seem more sane and honest than 
those in America; at least, they are far less subservient to publi 
corporations and more loyal to the interests of the people. It 
a frequent policy of the private-service corporations with us t 
called experts, who, either before the people’s servants or through the 
press, warned the public against the dangers of loss throug! 
ownership. Corporations like the Boston Elevated Railway ¢ 


he } 
nas been 


» sex 
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which are pouring from three to four million dollars every year into 
pockets of a comparatively few overrich stockholders and their pliant 


tools, are always very solicitous lest a city should commit the zg 
folly of taking over the municipal utilities; but these 
that make the way so easy for the people's servants who wish to se 
matters through the spectacles of the overrich corporations, have litt 
influence in England, where the municipal authorities place the 
of the people before the interests and emoluments of a few individuals 
A striking case of this kind is cited by Mr. Dagger in his sto! ; 
success of Portsmouth with municipal telephones 

“ The results Achieved,” he tells us, “ with this exchange are interest 
ing as proving how worthless are opinions of experts whose evidence is 
put forward by the monopolies for the purpose of preventing the e 
lishment of municipal undertakings. At the Portsmouth local goverr 
ment board inquiry, two witnesses were put forward by the 


alarmist 








Telephone Company to oppose the granting of borrowing pow 
build the plant. They were J. FE. Kingsbury, English manager 
Western Electric Company, of Chicago, a * Bell’ corporatior 
bert Laws Webb, late engineer to the New York Telephone Com; 
(also ‘ Bell’). The following are extracts from their evidence: 

Q. In your view, will this business be a financial success?—A. (J. E 
Kingsbury.) No; I do not see how it can 

Q. Do you think it commercially sound?—A. I think it quif 
commercial. 

Q. Are the [proposed] rates remunerative?—-A. (Hi. L. Web! I do 
not think that they can possibly be remunerative 

Q. Will the undertaking be a charge on the ra 
be a charge on the rates. 

The citizens of Portsmouth were not to be deceived by the testimony 
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of these so xperts. In spite of their warning, the city installed 
her n tele plant. The receipts for last year, up to March 31, 
i $17 telephone (the unlimited service is $28.61; limited, 
17.54 i $ After deducting the post-office department’s roy- 
alty t I » receipts averaged $15.79 per instrument, and this 
‘ to pay opera g and maintenance expenses, etc. The 
I 1ounted to a dividend of 9 per cent on the captal ex- 
ye hich interest and sinking funds were deducted, leaving 

iation fund. 
furnish examples of the actual practical results of pub- 
li - public utilities. How much longer will our people 
plundered to make others overrich, and, what is worse, 
ttoas ation which almost invariably leads to the corrupting 

t ' > ‘ nt a] 

he Arena tells us that the people of Portsmouth (Eng- 
land) were not deceived by this “expert” testimony. 'The peo- 
ple of the United States, Mr. Speaker, have within recent years, 
ever since this question of municipal ownership has become gen- 
erally discussed, been treated to reams upon reams of similar 
“expert” testimony, the most prolific “expert” being that en- 


tirely disinterested gentleman Robert P. Porter, whom the pub- 
lic-service corporations of our big cities sent abroad to collect 


( . which was to prove the folly of municipal ownership. 


oubtless paid him scores of thousands of dollars fo1 
articles decrying what he is pleased to call 





newspapers. I think, however, instead of helping his employers’ 
cause he has injured it by provoking discussion and investiga- 
tion, which was the last thing they really wanted. But having 
obtained their millions so easily it is not surprising they let a 
few thousands go in the attempt to hoodwink the people they 














are robbing 
[RUST IN TWO CITIES SEES PERIL IN YELLOW JOURNALISM. 
I s doubtful whe r the terrors of yellow journalism have ever be- 
fore pro such a nightmare to the extortionate gas monopolies of New 
York and Koston, and to recreant lic officials as of late During the 
| j months Mr. Hearsr has exposed the shameful and disgraceful 
ds by which the mayor and comptroller of New York sought to 
rn over $9,000,000 to thé gas trust. The public servants in the great 
tropolis e in every way to consummate these iniquitous proceed- 
but Mr. Hearst laid bare their action in his paper, attacked them 
e courts, and finally secured a permanent injunction preventing 
1 t $9,000,000, to the great chagrin of the discredited 

the exasperation of the grasping monopoly. 





rious gas 


constitute the gas monopoly of Boston and her environs 






In Bosten an aggressive movement on the part of the vy 








attacked by Mr. Huwarst, first in the Boston American and later be 
f > tl State commissioners. When the case was brought before the 
officials Mr. Hearst, through his attorneys, presented the petition of 


70,000 of the citizens of Boston asking that the present exorbitant price 
ind cubic feet be reduced to 80 cents per thousand. The 

trust, as usual, was represented by the ablest legal ability and felt con- 

f t in wer to defeat the just demands of a long-suffering and 

lundered public. 

] ,sRST created consternation in the monopolistic family 

en he brought from Cleveland, Ohio, Professor Edward Bemis, the 



























ras expert, who, : * an exhaustive examination, made a merci- 
exposé of the preposterous claims of the gas combine. He showed, 
nple, that from their own figures the Brookline Gas Company, 
is one of the gas corporations in the present monopoly, couid 
y the past seven years have paid 7 per cent on its entire capitali- 
n and yet only have charged the public 80 cents per thousand for 
One of the State commissioners has from the first displayed a sense of 
1 that judicial impartiality which should always characterize 
n the capacity of judges. The other two commissioners, 
t bias in favor of the views presented by 
nd s ( I lers, one of the commissioners, Mr. 
‘ ng f as to declare, when he refused to call for certan 
! ‘s representatives asked should be presented be- 
t “the law says that we shall settle this ques 
1 , and t community,” thereby displaying that insolent arro 
marked the most offensive and odious puppets of de 
1 mes, but which is not supposed to be exhibited by the 
| I k Cc n ioner George, in which he expresses 
t I will, desire, and demand of the community he 
) re affords another powerful reason why every 
\1 ican vt shou ice the nd for the enjoyment of demo- 
‘ ve ent tl direct legislation above ail other immediate 
‘ ls. The people ‘ryants have come to hold their employers in 
pt and to frequently act as though they held briefs from the op 
J nd plunderers of individuals and communities. 


also have here, Mr. Speaker, a clipping from Leslie’s 
! h throws additional light on the extent of the ex- 

e e system,” as Mr. Lawson calls it, for it must be 
mnsolidated Gas Company is merely an- 
‘ e for Rockefeller, Rogers, and Stillman. 


m, 
red that the 


From Leslie’s Weekly.] 


ED CAPITALIZATION AND THE OP- 


rl I t t was ide before the City Club of New York 

{ the nominal capital of all the companies 
of New York in 
day of the consolidation this capital 
to $ 00,000, although “no capital was contributed to 
lated mpal ept that which was transferred to it by 


I rds, $22,000,000 was made in a day by those who manipu- 

the « bi tion, and on this vast amount of water the citizens 

\ gas company must pay interest, for all 

of the Consolidated Gas Company’s stocks and bonds sell above par and 


} ho patronize t 
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municipal socialism,” have appeared in many of our large 
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pay good rates of dividends or interest. One of the constituent com- 
panies was allotted $7,500,000 of the new capital stock, though the 
entire amount its stockholders had paid into the company was $750,000, 
and they had taken out of it in dividends during the fifty years of its 
existence over $15,000,000—that is, they had received their original 
investment back twenty times over. 

It was the former commissioner of water, gas, and electricity, under 
Mayor Low, Mr. Robert Grier Monroe, an excellent authority, who made 
this astonishing statement, and he followed it by another disclosure, 
equally astonishing, to the effect that in 1898 the independent electric- 
light companies in the Borough of Manhattan had an aggregate capital 
of stock and bonds of $26,000,000, but when these were absorbed by the 
Edison Company this capital was raised to $45,000,000 of stock and 
$40,000,000 of bonds, and that the citizens of New York are now pay'ng 
about $4,000,000 annually above the cost of producing and delivering 
the electric current. On the same basis he shows that if the water 
supply of the city, which is now conducted by the corporation, were in 
private hands, the citizens of New York last year would have expended 
for their water from $15,000,000 to $20,000,000 instead of $5,000,000. 
Mr. Monroe added, and those who are familiar with the facts know that 
it is true, that “the lighting combination is powerful and dangerous 


a it includes among its members city officials and members of the 
egislature.” 





{From Henry George’s Social Problems] 

CHAPTER I.—THE INCREASING IMPORTANCE OF SOCIAL QUESTIONS. 

There come moments in our lives that summon all our powers—when 
we feel that, casting away illusions, we must decide and act with our 
utmost intelligence and energy. So in the lives of peoples come periods 
specially calling for earnestness and intelligence. 

We seem to have entered one of these periods. Over and again have 
nations and civilizations been confronted with problems which, like the 
riddle of the Sphinx, not to answer was to be destroyed; but never 
before have problems so vast and intricate been presented. 

wm a + od . * * 

In a simpler state master and man, neighbor and neighbor, know 
each other, and there is that “touch of the elbow which in times of 
danger enables society to rally. But present tendencies are to the loss 
of this. In London, dwellers in one house do not know those in the 
next; the tenants of adjoining rooms are utter strangers to each other. 
Let civil conflict break or paralyze the authority that preserves or- 
der and the vast population would become a terror-stricken mob, 
without point of rally or principle of cohesion, and London would be 
sacked and burned by an army of thieves. London is only the greatest 
of great cities. What is true of London is true of New York, and in the 
same measure true of the many cities whose hundreds of thousands are 
steadily growing toward millions. These vast ageregations of hu- 
manity, where he who seeks isolation may find it more truly than in 
the desert; where wealth and poverty touch and jostle; where one 
revels and another starves within a few feet of each other, yet sepa- 
rated by as great a guif as that fixed between Dives in hell and Lazarus 
in Abraham's bo:.m—they are centers and types of our civilization. 
Let jar or shock dislocate the complex and delicate organization, let 
the policeman’s club be thrown down or wrested from him, and the foun- 
tains of the great deep are opened, and quicker than ever before chaos 
comes again. Strong as it may seem, our civilization is evolving de- 
structive forces. Not desert and forest, but city slums and country 
roadsides are nursing the barbarians who may be to the new what Hun 
and Vandal were to the old. 

Nor should we forget that in civilized man still lurks the savage. 
The men who, in past times, oppressed or revolted, who fought to the 
death in petty quarrels and drunk fury with blood, who burnt cities 
and rent empires, were men essentially such as those we daily meet. 
Social progress has accumulated knowledge, softened manners, refined 
tastes, and extended sympathies, but man is yet capable of as blind a 
rage as, when clothed in skins, he fought wild beasts with a flint. And 
present tendencies, in some respects at least, threaten to kindle pas- 
sions that have so often before flamed in destructive fury. 

There is in all the past nothing to compare with the rapid changes 
now going on in the civilized world. It seems as though in the Euro- 
pean race, and in the nineteenth century, man was just beginning to 
live—just grasping his tools and becoming conscious of his powers. 
The snail’s pace of crawling ages has suddenly become the headlong 
rush of the locomotive, speeding faster and faster. ‘This rapid progress 
is primarily in industrial methods and material powers. But indus- 
trial changes imply social changes and necessitate political changes. 
Progressive societies outgrow institutions as children outgrow clothes. 
Social progress always requires greater intelligence in the management 
of public affairs; but this the more as progress is rapid and change 
quicker. 

And that the rapid changes now going on are bringing up problems 
that demand most earnest attention may be seen on every hand. Symp- 
toms of danger, premonitions of violence, are appearing all over the 
civilized world. Creeds are dying, beliefs are changing; the old forces 
of conservatism are melting away. Political institutions are failing, as 
clearly in democratic America as in monarchical Europe. 

* i * + os 
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The progress of civilization requires that more and more intelligence 
be devoted to social affairs, and this not the intelligence of the few, but 
that of the many. We can not safely leave politics to politicians or 
political economy to college professors. The people themselves must 
think, because the people alone can act. 

In a “ journal of civilization” a professed teacher declares the saving 
word for society to be that each shall mind his own business. This is 
the gospel of selfishness, soothing as soft flutes to those who, having 
fared well themselves, think everybody should be satisfied. But the 
salvation of society, the hope for the free, full development of humanity, 
is in the gospel of brotherhod—the gospel of Christ. Social progress 
makes the well-being of all more and more the business of each; it 
binds all closer and closer together in bonds from which none can es- 
cape. He who observes the law and the proprieties and cares for his 
family, yet takes no interest in the general weal and gives no thought to 
those who are trodden under foot, save now and then to bestow alms, is 
not a true Christian. Nor is he a good citizen. ‘The duty of the citizen 
is more and harder than this. 

The intelligence required for the solving of social problems is not a 
mere thing of the intellect. It must be animated with the religious sen- 
timent and warm with sympathy for human suffering. It must stretch 
out beyond self-interest, whether it be the self-interest of the few or 
the many. It must seek justice. For at the bottom of every social 
problem and we will find a social wrong. 

+ . * . . + 
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CHAPTER II.—POLITICAL DANGERS. 
* * + + oa © & 


It is difficult for anyone to turn from the history of the past to 
think of the incomparable greatness foreshadowed by the rapid growth 
of the United States without something of awe—something of that 
feeling which induced Amasis of Egypt to dissolve his alliance with the 
successful Polycrates, because “ ‘he gods do not permit to mortals 
such prosperity.” Of this, at least, we may be certain: The rapidity 
of our development brings dangers that can only be guarded against 
by alert intelligence and earnest patriotism. 7 

There is a suggestive fact that must impress anyone who thinks 
over the history of past eras and preceding civilizations. The great, 
wealthy, and powerful nations have always lost their freedom; it is 
only in small, poor, and isolated communities that liberty has been 
maintained. So true is this that the poets have always sung that 
Liberty loves the rocks and the mountains; that She shrinks from 
wealth and power and splendor, from the crowded city and the busy 
mart. So true is this that philosophical historians have sought in the 
richness of material resources the causes of the corruption aud enslave- 
ment of peoples. 

Liberty is natural. Primitive perceptions are of the equal rights of 
the citizen, and political organization always starts from this base. It 





is as social development goes on that we find power concentrating and | 


institutions based upon the equality of rights passing into institutions 
which make the many the slaves of the few. How this is we may see. 
In all institutions which involve the lodgement of governing power 
there is, with social growth, a tendency to the exaltation of their 
function and the centralization of their power, and in the stronger of 


these institutions a tendency to the absorption of the powers of the | 


rest. Thus the tendency of social growth is to make government the 
business of a special class. And as numbers increase and the power 


and importance of each become less and less, as compared with that of | 
all, so, for this reason, does government tend to pass beyond the | 


scrutiny and control of the masses. 
riors, or head man of a little village, can only command or govern by 
common consent, and any one aggrieved can readily appeal to his 
fellows. 3ut when the tribe becomes a nation and the village expands 
to a populous country the powers of the chieftain, without formal addi 
tion, become practically much greater. For with increase of numbers 
scrutiny of his acts becomes more difficult, it is harder and harder to 
successfully appeal from them, and the aggregate power which he 
directs becomes irresistible as against individuals. And gradually, 


The leader of a handful of war- | 


as power thus concentrates, primitive ideas are lost, and the habit of | 


thought grows up which regards the masses as born but for the service 
of their rulers. 
” ca * * +” « * 


The tendency in all branches of industry is to the formation of rings | 


against which the individual is helpless, and which exert their power 
upon government whenever their interests may thus be served. 
~ * BE * * * : 


The rise in the United States of monstrous fortunes, the aggregation 
of enormous wealth in the hands of corporations, necessarily implies 
the loss by the people of governmental control. Democratic forms 
may be maintained, but there can be as much tyranny and misgovern- 
ment under democratic forms as any other—in fact, they lend them- 
selves most readily to tyranny and misgovernment. Forms count for 
little. The Romans expelled their kings and continued to abhor the 
very name of king, but under the name of “Cmesars” and “ impera- 
tors,” that at first meant no more than our “boss,” they crouched 
before tyrants more absolute than kings. We have already, under the 
popular name of “ bosses” 
and States. 
national boss. We are young; but we are growing. The day may 
arrive when the “ boss of America” will be to the modern world what 
Cesar was to the Roman world. This, at least, is certain: Democratic 
government in more than name can only exist where wealth is dis- 
tributed with something like equality—where the great mass of citi- 
zens are personally free and independent, neither fettered by their 
poverty nor made subject by their wealth. There is, after all, some 
sense in a property qualification. The man who is dependent on a mas- 
ter for his living is not a free man. ‘To give the suffrage to slaves is 
only to give votes to their owners. That universal suffrage may add 
to instead of decreasing the political power of wealth we see when mill 
owners and mine operators vote their hands. The freedom to earn, 
without fear or favor, a comfortable living, ought to go with the free- 
dom to vote. Thus alone can a sound basis for republican institutions 
be secured. How can a man be said to have a country where he has 
no right to a square inch of soil; where he has nothing but his hands, 
and, urged by starvation, must bid against his fellows for the privilege 
of using them? When it comes to voting tramps some principle has 
been carried to a ridiculous and dangerous extreme. I have known 
elections to be decided by the carting of paupers from the almshouse 
to the polls. But such decisions can scarcely be in the interest of good 
government, 

Beneath all political problems lies the social problem of the distribu- 
tion of wealth. This our people do not generally recognize, and they 
listen to quacks who propose to cure the symptoms without touching 
the disease. “‘ Let us elect good men to office,” say the quacks. Yes; 
let us catch little birds by sprinkling salt on their tails! 

It behooves us to look facts in the face. The experiment of popular 
government in the United States is clearly a failure. Not that it is a 
failure everywhere and in everything. An experiment of this kind does 
not have to be fully worked out to be proved a failure. But speaking 
generally of the whole country, from the Atlantic to the Pacific, and 
from the Lakes to the Gulf, our government by the people has in large 
degree become, is in larger degree becoming, government by the strong 
and unscrupulous. 

The people, of course, continue to vote; but the people are losing 
their power. Money and organization tell more and more in elections. 
+ a * - © +” - 

The people are largely conscious of all this, and there is among the 
masses much dissatisfaction. But there is a lack of that intelligent in- 
terest necessary to adapt political organization to changing conditions. 
The popular idea of reform seems to be merely a change of men or a 
change of parties, not a change of system. Political children, we at- 
tribute to bad men or wicked parties what really springs from deep 
general causes. Our two great political parties have really nothing 
more to propose than the keeping or the taking of the offices from the 
other party. On their outskirts are the Greenbackers, who, with a 
more or less definite idea of what they want to do with the currency, 
represent vague social dissatisfaction ; civil-service reformers, who hope 
to accomplish a political reform while keeping it out of politics; and 
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antimonopolists, who propose to tie up locomotives with pack thread 
Even the labor organizations seem to fear to go further in their plat 
forms than some such propositions as eight-hour laws, bureaus of labor 
statistics, mechanics’ leon and prohibition of prison contracts. 

All this shows want of grasp and timidity of thought. It is not by 
accident that government grows corrupt and passes out of the hands of 
the people. If we would really make and continue this a government 
of the people, for the people, and by the people, we must give to our 
politics earnest attention; we must be prepared to review our opinions, 
to give up old ideas, and to accept new ones. We must abandon preju 
dice and make our reckoning with free minds. The sailor who, no 
matter how the wind might change, should persist in keeping his 
sel under the same sail and on the same tack, would never reach his 
haven. 


CHAPTER III.—COMING INCREASE OF SOCIAL PRESSURE 
* * > 7 * * . 

We still talk of our vast public domain, and figures showing millions 
and millions of acres of unappropriated public land yet swell grandly 
in the reports of our Land Office. But already it is so difficult to find 
public land fit for settlement that the great majority of those wishing 
to settle find it cheaper to buy, and rents in California and the new 
Northwest run from a quarter to even one-half the crop. It must lx 
remembered that the area which yet figures in the returns of our publi 
domain includes all the great mountain chains, all the vast deserts and 
dry plains, fit only for grazing, or not even for that; it must be remem 
bered that what is really fertile, millions and millions of acres ase 
covered by railroad grants as yet unpatented, or what amounts to t 
same thing to the settler, are shadowed by them; that much is held 
appropriation of the water without which it is useless; and that n 
more is held under claims of various kinds, which, whether legal 
illegal, are sufficient to keep the settler off unless he will consent 
pay a price, or to mortgage his labor for years. 

Nevertheless, land with us is still comparatively 
can not long continue. The stream of immigration 
ing in, added to our steadily augmenting natural 
now so occupy the available lands as to raise 
land worth settling on to a point we have never 


years ago Mr. Wade, of Ohio, in a speech in the 





cheap But 
that comes 
increase, wi 
ie price of the 
snown N 


United States Sen 











predicted that by the close of the century every acre of good a 
tural land in the Union would be worth at least $50. ‘That his pred 
tion will be even more than verified we may already see. By the close 


of the century our population, at the normal rate of increase, will b 
over forty millions more than in 1880. ‘That is to say, within the next 
seventeen years an additional population greater than that of the whole 
United States at the close of the civil war will be demanding room. 
Where will they find cheap land? ‘There is no further West. Our 
advance has reached the Pacific, and beyond the Pacific is the East, 
with its teeming millions. From San Diego to Puget Sound ther 





| no valley of the coast line that is not settled or preempted. To the 


developed political Cesars in municipalities | 
If this development continues, in time there will come a | 








very farthest corners of the Republic settlers are already going. 


x * om * + + * 
CHAPTER IV.—TWO OPPOSING TENDENCIES. 
* aa + = & - * 


3ut there is in the conditions of the civilized world to 
thing more portentious than a growing restiveness under 
endured. Everything tends to awake the sense of natural 






to arouse the aspirations and ambitions of the masses, to 
keener and keener perception of the gross injustice of exi 


equalities of privilege and wealth. Yet, at the same time, e 
tends to the rapid and monstrous increase of these inequalities. 
since great estates were eating out the heart of Rome has the world 
seen such enormous fortunes as are now arising. And never more 
utter proletarians. In the paper which contained a many-column ac 
count of the Vanderbilt ball, with its gorgeous dresses and its wealth 
of diamonds, with its profusion of roses, costing $2 each, and its pre 
cious wines flowing like water, I also read a brief item telling how, at 
a station house nearby, thirty-nine persons—eighteen of them women— 
had sought shelter, and how they were all marched into court next 
morning and sent for six months to prison. ‘“ The women,” said the 
item, “‘shrieked and sobbed bitterly as they were carried to prison.” 
Christ was born of a woman. And to Mary Magdalen he turned in 
tender blessing. But such vermin have some of these human creatures, 
made in God’s image, become, that we must shovel them off to pris 
without being too particular. 

The railroad is a new thing. It has scarcely begun its work. Yet 
it has already differentiated the man who counts his income by millions 
every month, and the thousands of men glad to work for him at from 
90 cents to $1.50 a day. Who shall set bounds, under present tend 
encies, to the great fortunes of the next generation? Or to the I 
relatives of these great fortunes, the tramps? 

is * . * ~ > im 

When between those who work and want and those who live in id 
luxury there is so great a guif fixed that in popular imagination the, 
seem to belong to distinct orders of beings; when, in the name of re- 
ligion, it is persistently instilled into the masses that all things In this 
world are ordered by divine Providence, which appoints to each his 
place; when children are taught from the earliest infancy that it i 
use the words of the my oy catechism, their duty toward Go 
man to “honor and obey the civil authority,” to “order themselv« 
lowly and reverently toward their betters, and to do their duty in that 
state of life in which it has pleased God to call them ;” when these coun 
sels of humility, of contentment, and of self-abasement are enforced by 
the terrible threat of an eternity of torture, while on the other hand 
the poor are taught to believe that if they patiently bear their lot here 
God will after death translate them to a heaven where there is no pri- 
vate property and no poverty, the most glaring inequalities in condition 
may excite neither envy nor indignation. 

But the ideas that are stirring in the world to-day are different from 
these. 

Near nineteen hundred years ago, when another civilization was de 
veloping monstrous inequalities, when the masses everywhere were 
ing ground into hopeless slavery, there arose in a Jewish village an un 
learned carpenter, who, scorning the orthodoxies and ritualisms of the 
time, preached to laborers and fishermen the gospel of the fatherhood 
of God, of the equality and brotherhood of men, who taught his dis 
ciples to pray for the coming of the kingdom of heaven on earth. T! 
college professors sneered at him, the orthodox preachers denounced 
him. He was reviled as a dreamer, as a disturber, as a “communist,” 
and, finally, organized society took the alarm, and he was crucified be 
tween two thieves. But the word went forth, and, spread by fugitives 
and slaves, made its way against power and against persecution till it 
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revolutionized the world, and out of the rotting old civilization brought 
the germ of the new. Then the privileged classes rallied again, carved 
the effigy of the man of the po in the courts and on the tombs of 
kings, in his name consecrated inequality, and wrested his gospel to the 
defense of social injustice. But again the same great ideas of a com- 
mon fatherhood, of a common brotherhood, of a social state in which 
none shall be overworked and none shall want, begin to quicken in com- 
mon thought. 

When a mighty wind meets a strong current, it does not portend a 
smooth sea. And whoever will think of the opposing tendencies be- 
ginning to develop will appreciate the gravity of the social problems 
the civilized world must soon meet. He will also understand the mean- 
ing of Christ’s words when he said: 

“Think not I am come to send peace on earth. 
peace, but a sword.” 


CHAPTER V.—THE MARCH OF CONCENTRATION, 
+ on * a - a « 


When a railroad train is slowly moving off, a single step may put one 
on it; but in a few minutes those wko have not taken that step may 
run themselves out of breath in the hopeless endeavor to overtake the 
train. It is absurd to think that it is easy to step on a train at full 
speed because those who got on board at starting did so easily. So is 
it absurd to think that opportunities open when steam and machinery 
were beginning their concentrating work will remain open. 

An English friend, a wealthy retired Manchester manufacturer, once 
told me the story of his life; how he went to work at 8 years of age 
helping make twine when twine was made entirely by hand; how when 
a young man he walked to Manchester, and having got credit for a bale 
of flax made it into twine and sold it; how, building up a little trade, 
he got others to work for him; how, when machinery began to be in- 
vented and steam was introduced, he took advantage of them, until 
he had a big factory and made a fortune, when he withdrew to spend 
the rest of his days at ease, leaving his business to his son. 

‘Supposing you were a young man now,” said I, “could you walk 
into Manchester and do that again?’ 

** No,” replied he; “‘no one could. 
of my 5 shillings. 


I come not to send 


I couldn’t with £50,000 in place 


*” a - > > * = 

All the tendencies of the present are not merely to the concentra- 
tion, but to the perpetuation, of great fortunes. There are no cru- 
sades; the habits of the very rich are not to that mad extravagance 
that could dissipate such fortunes; high play has gone out of fashion, 
and the gambling of the stock exchange is more dangerous to short 
than to long purses. Stocks, bonds, mortgages, safe deposit and trust 
companies aid the retention of large wealth, and all modern agencies 
enlarge the sphere of its successful employment. 

On the other hand, the mere laborer is becoming more helpless, 
and small capitals find it more and more difficult to compete with 
larger capitals. The greater railroad companies are swallowing up the 
railroad companies; one great telegraph company already con- 
trols the telegraph wires of the continent, and, to save the cost of buy- 
ing up more patents, pays the inventors not to invent. As in England, 
nearly all the public houses have passed into the hands of the great 
brewers, so, here, large firms start young men, taking chattel mort- 
gages on their stock. As in Great Britain, the supplying of railway 
passengers with eatables and drinkables has passed into the hands of a 
single great company, and in Paris one large restaurateur, with numer- 
ous branches, is taking the trade of the smaller ones, so here the boys 
who sell papers and peanuts on the trains are employees of companies, 
and bundles are carried and errands run by corporations. 

[ am not denying that this tendency is largely to subserve public 
convenience. I am merely pointing out that it exists. A great change 
is going on all over the civilized world similar to that infeudation 
which, in Europe, during the rise of the feudal system, converted free 
proprietors into yassals and brought all society into subordination to a 
hierarchy of wealth and privilege. Whether the new aristocracy is 
hereditary or not makes little difference. Chance alone may determine 
who will get the few prizes of a lottery. But it is not the less certain 
that the vast majority of all who take part in it must draw blanks. 
The forces of the new era have not yet had time to make status heredi- 
tary, but we may clearly see that when the industrial organization 
compels a thousand workmen to take service under one master, the 
proportion of masters to men will be but as one to a thousand, though 
the one may come from the ranks of the thousand. ‘“ Master!” We 
don’t like the word. It is not American! But what is the use of ob- 
jecting to the word when we have the thing. The man who gives me 
employment, which I must have or suffer, that man is my master, let 
me call him what I will. 


lesser 


CHAPTER VI.—THE WRONG CONDITIONS. 
* * * ~ oo * - 


setween normal men the difference of a sixth or seventh is a great 
difference in height—tthe tallest giant ever known was scarcely more 
than four times as tall as the smallest dwarf ever known, and I doubt 
if any good observer will say that the mental differences of men are 
greater than the physical differences. Yet we already have men hun- 
dreds of millions of times richer than other men. 

That he who produces should have, that he who saves should enjoy, 
is consistent with human reason and with the natural order. But 
existing inequalities of wealth can not be justified on this ground. 
As a matter of fact, how many great fortunes can be truthfully said 
to have been fairly earned? How many of them represent wealth 
produced by their possessors or those from whom their present posses- 
sors derived them? Did there not go to the formation of all of them 
something more than superior industry and skill? Such qualities may 
give the first start, but when fortunes begin to roll up into millions 
there will always be found some element of monopoly, some appropria- 
tion of wealth produced by others. Often there is a total absence of 
superior industry, skill, or self-denial, and merely better luck or greater 
unscrupulousness. 


IN EXISTING SOCIAL 


An acquaintance of mine died in San Francisco recently, leaving 
$4,000,000, which will go to heirs to be looked up in England. I have 


known many men more industrious, more skillful, more temperate than 
he—men who did not or who will not leave a cent. This man did not 
get his wealth by his industry, skill, or temperance. He no more pro- 
duced it than did those lucky relations in England, who may now do 
nothing for the rest of their lives. He became rich by getting hold 
of a plece of land in the early days, which, as San Francisco grew, 
became very valuable. His wealth represented not what he had earned, 


but what the monopoly of this bit of the earth’s surface enabled him 
to appropriate of the earnings of others. 


8,000,000. He ma 
rly industrious, skillful, and economical, 
It was 


A man died in Pittsburg, ™~ other day, leaving 
or may not have been particul 

but it was not by virtue of these qualities that he got so rich. 
because he went to Washington and helped lobby through a bill which, 
by way of “ protecting American workmen against the pauper labor of 
Europe,” gave him the advantage of a 60 per cent tariff. To the day of 
his death he was a staunch protectionist, and said free trade would 


ruin our “infant industries.” or the $3,000,000 which he was 
enabled to lay by from his own little cherub of an “infant industry ” 
did not represent what he had added to production. It was the adyan- 
tage given him by the tariff that enabled him to scoop it up from otler 
people’s earnings. 

This element of monopoly, of appropriation, and spoliation will, when 
we come to analyze them, be found to largely account for all great 
fortunes. 

* = at * * + ” 


An English king, long since dead, gave to an ancestor of the present 
Duke of Westminster a piece of land over which the city of London has 
now extended—that is to say, he gave him the privilege, still recognized 
by the stupid English people, which enables the present duke to appro- 
priate so much of the earnings of so many thousands of the present 
generation of Englishmen. 

So, too, the ge fortunes of the English brewers and distillers have 
been largely built up by the operation of the excise in fostering monopoly 
and concentrating the business. 

Or, turning again to the United States, take the great fortune of 
the Astors. It represents for the most part a similar appropriation 
of the earnings of ethers, as does the income of the Duke of West- 
minster and other English landlords. The first Astor made an ar- 
rangement with certain people living in his time by virtue of which 
his children are now allowed to tax other people’s children—to demand 
a very large part of their earnings from many thousands of the 
present population of New York. Its main element is not production 
or saving. No human being can produce land or lay up land. If the 
Astors had all remained in Germany, or if there had never been any 
Astors, the land of Manhattan Island would have been here all the 
same. 

Take the great Vanderbilt fortune. The first Vanderbilt was a 
boatman who earned money by hard work and saved it. But it was 
not working and saving that enabled him to leave such an enormous 
fortune. It was spoliation and monopoly. As soon as he got money 
enough he used it as a club to extort from others their earnings. He 
ran off opposition lines and monopolized routes of steamboat travel. 
Then he went into railroads, pursuing the same. tactics. The Vander- 
bilt fortune no more comes from working and saying than did the 
fortune that Captain Kidd buried. 

of * ca cs a * * 


Consider the important part in building up fortunes which the in- 
crease in land values has had, and is having, in the United States. 
This is, of course, monopoly, pure and simple. When land increases 
in value it does not mean that its owner has added to the general 
wealth. The owner may never have seen the land or done aught 
to improve it. He may, and often does, live in a distant city or in 
another country. Increase of land values simply means that the 
owners, by virtue of their appropriation of something that existed 
before man was, have the power of ae a larger share of the wealth 
produced by other people’s labor. Consider how much the monopolies 
created and the advantages given to the unscrupulous by the tariff and 
by our system of internal taxation—how much the railroad (a business 
in its nature a monopoly), teiegraph, gas, water, and other similar 
monopolies have done to concentrate wealth; how special rates, pools, 
combinations, corners, stock-watering, and stock gambling, the destruc- 
tive use of wealth in driving off or buying off opposition, which the 
public must finally pay for, and many other things which these will 
suggest, have operated to build up large fortunes, and it will at least 
appear that the unequal distribution of wealth is due in great measure 
to sheer spoliation; that the reason why those who work hard get so 
little, while so many who work little get so much, is, in very large 
measure, that the earnings of the one class are, in one way or another, 
filched away from them to swell the incomes of the other. 

That individuals are constantly making their way from the ranks of 
those who get less than their earnings to the ranks of those who get 
more than their earnings, no more proves this state of things right 
than the fact that merchant sailors were constantly becoming pirates 
and participating in the profits of piracy would prove that piracy was 
right and that no effort should be made to suppress it. 

. 7 * * te e ” 


CuAPTER VII.—IS 1T THY BEST OF ALL POSSIBLE WORLDS? 
- *” * az ” ” * 


The old idea that everything in the social world is ordered by the 
divine will—that it is the mysterious dispensations of Providence that 
give wealth to the few and order poverty as the lot of the many, make 
some rulers and the others serfs—is losing es but another idea 
that serves the same o- is taking its place, and we are told, in 
the name of science, that the only social improvement that is possible 
is by a slow race evolution, of which the fierce struggle for existence 
is the impelling force; that, as I have recently read in “a journal of 
civilization ” from the pen of a man who has turned from the preaching 
of what he called Christianity to the teaching of what he calls political 
economy, that “only the élite of the race has been raised to the point 
where reason and conscience can even curb the lower motive forces,” 
and “that for all but a few of us the limit of attainment in life, in 
the best case, is to live out our term, to pay our debts, to place three 
or four children in a position as good as the father’s was, and there 
make the account balance.” -As for “friends of humanity ”’ and those 
who would “help the poor,” they get from him the same scorn which 
the scribes and pharisees eighteen hundred years ago visited on a 
pestilent social reformer whom they finally crucified. 

Lying beneath all such theories is the selfishness that would resist 
any inquiry into the titles to the wealth which greed has gathered, 
and the difficulty and indisposition on the part of the comfortable 
classes of realizing the existence of any other world than that seen 
through their own eyes. 

“That one half of the world does not know how the other half live”’ 
is much more true of the upper than of the lower half. We look upon 
that which is pleasant rather than that which is disagreeable. ‘The 
shopgirl delights in the loves of the Lord de Maltravers and the Lady 
Blanche, just as children without a penny will gaze in confectioners’ 
windows, as hungry men dream of feasts, and poor men relish tales of 
sudden wealth. And social suffering is for the most part mute. The 
well dressed take the main street, but the ragged slink into the byways. 
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The man in a good coat will be listened to where the same man in tat- 
ters would be hustled off. 


* * * > = * * 


Behind all this is social disease. Criminals, paupers, prostitutes, 
women who abandon their children, men who kill themselves in despair 
of making a living, the existence of great armies of beggars and thieves, 
prove that there are large classes who find it difficult with the hardest 
toil to make an honest and sufficient livelihood. So it is. “* There is,” 
mcidentally said to me recently a New York supreme judge, “a large 
class—I was about to say a majority—of the population of New York 
and Brooklyn who just live, and to whom the rearing of two more 
children means inevitably a boy for the penitentiary and a girl for the 
brothel.” A partial report of charitable work in New York City, not 
embracing the operations of a number of important societies, shows 


36,000 families obtaining relief, while it is estimated that were the | 


houses in New York City containing criminals and the recipients of 
charity set side by side they would make a street 22 miles long. One 


charitable society in New York City extended aid this winter to the | 
Their wages are so small when they do work 


families of 300 tailors. 
that when work gives out they must beg, steal, or starve. 
* * +. * ” * © 
It is the fool who saith in his heart there is no God. But what 
shall we call the man who tells us that with this sort of a world God 
bids us be content? 
+ . ° * oJ t . 


CuartTer VIII.—THAT WE ALL MIGHT BE RICH. 
= * 2 « * *” - 


I do not mean to say that absolute equality could be had, or would 
be desirable. I do not mean to say that we could all have, or would 
want, the same quantity of all the different forms of wealth. But I 
do mean to say that we might all have enough wealth to satisfy rea- 
sonable desires; that we might all have so much of the material things 
we now struggle for, that no one would want to rob or swindle his 
neighbor; that no one would worry all day, or lie awake at nights, 
fearing he might be brought to poverty, or thinking how he might 
acquire wealth. 

Does this seem a Utopian dream? What would people of fifty years 
ago have thought of one who would have told them that it was possi- 
ble to sew by steam power; to cross the Atlantic in six days, or the 
continent in three; to have a message sent from London at noon de- 
livered in Boston three hours before noon; to hear in New York the 
voice of a man talking in Chicago? 

Did you ever see a pail of swill given to a pen of hungry hogs? 
That is human society as it is. 

Did you ever see a company of well-bred men and women sitting 
down to a good dinner without scrambling or jostling or gluttony, each, 
knowing that his own appetite will be satisfied, deferring to and help- 
ing the others? That is human society as it might be. 

“ Devil catch the hindmost” is the motto of our so-called civilized 
society to-day. We learn early to “take care of No. 1,” lest No. 1 
should suffer; to grasp from others that we may not want ourselves. 
The fear of poverty makes us admire great wealth ; 
greed are formed, and we behold the pitiable spectacle of men who have 
already more than they can by any possibility use, toiling striving, 
grasping to add to their store up to the very verge of the grave—that 
grave which, whatever else it may mean, does certainly mean the part- 
ing with all earthly possessions however great they be. 

In vain, in gorgeous churches, on the appointed Sunday, is the para- 
ble of Dives and Lazarus read. What can it mean in churches where 
Dives would be welcomed and Lazarus shown the door? In vain may 
the preacher preach of the vanity of riches, while poverty engulfs the 
hindermost. But the mad struggle would cease when the fear of pov- 
erty had vanished. ‘Then, and not till then, will a truly Christian civi- 
lization become possible. 

And may not this be? 

We are so accustomed to poverty that even in the most advanced 








countries we regard it as the natural lot of the great masses of the 
people; that we take it as a matter of course that even in our highest 
civilization large classes should want the necessaries of healthful life, 


and the vast majority should only get a poor and pinched living by the 
hardest toil. There are professors of political economy who teach that 
this condition of things is the result of social laws of which it is idle 
to complain. There are ministers of religion who preach that this is 
the condition which an All-Wise, All-Powerful Creator intended for his 
children! If an architect were to build a theatre so that not more 


than one-tenth of the audience could see and hear we should call him 
a bungler and a botch. If a man were to give a feast and provide so 
little food that nine-tenths of his guests must go away hungry we 


would call him a fool, or worse. 
a 1 * ” * * cd 
What these maladjustments are I shall in subsequent chapters en- 
deavor to show. In this I wish simply to call attention to the fact that 





productive power in such a state of civilization as ours is sufficient, did 
we give it play, to so enormously increase the production of wealth as 
to vive abundance to all—to point out that the cause of poverty is not 
in natural limitations, which we can not alter, but in inequalities and 
in; ices of distribution entirely within our control. 

ihe passenger who leaves New York on a trans-Atlantic steamer does 
not fear that the provisions will give out. The men who run these 
steamers do not send them to sea without provisions enough for all 
they rry. Did He who made this whirling planet for our sojourn lack 
the f hought of man? Not so. In soil and sunshine, in vegetable 
and animal life, in veins of minerals, and in pulsing forces which we 
are « * beginning to use, are capabilities which we can not exhaust 


materials and powers from which human effort, guided by intelligence, 


may cratify every material want of every human creature. There is in 
nature no ré n for poverty—not even for the poverty of the crippled 
or t decrepit. For man is by nature a social animal, and the family 
affections and the social sympathies would, where chronic poverty did 


not distort and embrute, amply provide for those who could not provide 
for themselves. 
% > & * & = > 


The wealth-producing powers that would be evoked in a social state 
based on justice, where wealth went to the producers of wealth, and the 
banishment of poverty had banished the fear and greed and lusts that 
spring from it, we now _can only faintly imagine. Wonderful as have 
been the discoveries and inventions of this century, it is evident that 
we have only begun to grasp that dominion which it is given to mind 
to obtain over matter, Discovery and invention are born of leisure, of 
material comfort, of freedom. These secured to all, and who shall say 
to what command over nature man may not attain”® 


and so habits of | ceeyre to each 
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It is not necessary that anyone should be condemned to monotonous 
toil; it is mot necessary that anyone should lack the wealth and the 
leisure which permit the development of the faculties that raise man 
above the animal. Mind, not muscle, is the motor of progress, the force 
which compels nature and produces wealth. In turning men into ma 
chines we are wasting the highest powers. Already in our society there 
is a favored class who need take no thought for the morrow—what they 
shall eat, or what they shall drink, or wherewithal they shall be 
clothed. And may it not be that Christ was more than a dreamer when 
he told his disciples that in that kingdom of justice for which he taught 
them to work and pray this might be the condition of all? 

CHAPTER IX.—FIRST PRINCIPLES. 

Whoever considers the political and social problems that confront 
us, must see that they center in the problem of the distribution of 
wealth, and he must also see that, though their solution may be 
it must be radical. 

For every social wrong there must be a remedy. But the remedy can 
be nothing less than the abolition of the wrong. Half-way measures, 
mere ameliorations and secondary reforms, can at any time accomplish 
little, and can in the long run avail nothing. Our charities, our penal 
laws, our restrictions and prohibitions, by which, with so little avai 
we endeavor to assuage poverty and check crime—-what are they, at the 
the very best, but the device of the clown who, having put the whole 
burden of his ass into one pannier, sought to enable the poor animal to 
walk straight by loading up the other pannier with stones? 

In New York, as I write, the newspapers and the churches are call 
ing for subscriptions to their “ fresh-air funds,” that little children may 
be taken for a day or for a week from the deadly heat of stifling tenement 
rooms and given a breath of the fresh breeze of seashore or mountain ; 
but what little does it avail, when we take such children only to return 
them to their previous conditions—conditions which to many mean even 
worse than death of the body; conditions which make it certain that 
of the lives that may thus be saved, some are saved for the brothel and 
the almshouse, and some for the penitentiary. We may go on forev« 
merely raising fresh-air funds, and how great soever be the funds we 
raise, the need will only grow, and children—just such children as 
those of whom Christ said, “ Take heed that ye despise not one of these 
little ones, for I say unto you, that in heaven their angels do always 
behold the face of my Father ’’—will die like flies, so long as poverty 
compels fathers and mothers to the life of the squalid tenement room 

. . > * . * * 

An English writer has divided all 

beggars, and thieves. ‘The 


simple, 


men into three classes—workers, 
classification is not complim iry to the 
“upper classes”’ and the “ better classes,” as they are accustomed to 
esteem themselves, yet it is economically true. There are only three 
ways by which any individual can get wealth—by work, by gift, or by 





theft. And, clearly, the reason why the workers get so little is that 
the beggars and thieves cet so much. When a man gets wealth that 
he does not produce he necessarily gets it at the expense of those who 
produce it. 

All we need do to ire a just distribution of wealth to do that 


vernment 
miy by the 
enjoyment of 


which all theories arree to be the primary function of g¢g 
h the free use of his own powers, limited 
equal freedom of all others; to secure to each the full 





his own earnings, limited only by such contributions as he may be 
fairly called upon to make for purposes of common benetit. 
I wish to emphasize this point, for there are those who constantly 


talk and write as though whoever finds fault with the present distribu- 
tion of wealth were demanding that the uld be spoiled for the 
benefit of the poor; that the idle should be taken care of at the ex 
pense of the industrious, and that a false and impossible equality shouid 


rich sh 





be created, which, by reducing everyone to the same dead level, would 
destroy all incentive to excel and bring progress to a halt. 

In the reaction from the glaring injustice of present social conditions, 
such wild schemes have been proposed and still find advocates. But to 
my way of thinking they are as impracti ind repugnant as they 
can seem to those who are loudest in their denunciations of “* commu 
nism.” Iam not willing to say that in the progress of humanity a state 
of society may not be possible which shall realize the formula of Louis 
Blanc, “ From each according to his abilities; to each according to |! 
wants,” for there exist to-day in the religious the Ca 


orders of 
Chureh associations which maintain the communisn 

ity. Sut it seems to me that the only r by 
society can be attained and preserved is that whi 
schemes I speak of generally ignore, even \v 
antagonize—a deep, definite, intense, religious faith, 
ing as to utterly melt away the thought of self—a ‘ oral 
dition such as that which the Methodists declare, under the nam 
“ sanctification,” to be individually possible, in which i : 
pristine innocence should become reality, and man, so to speak, sh i 
again walk with God. 

But the possibility of such a state of society seems to m 
ent stage of human development a speculation which come: 
higher domain of religious faith rather than that with whi 
omist or practical statesman can concern hin That 
is apparent to us here, in this infinitesimal point in space an 
we call the world, is the highest expression of the power 
that called the universe into being, what thoughtful man 
Yet it is manifest that the only way by which man may attain l 
things is by conforming his conduct to mandments whi ure 
as obvious in his relations with his fellows and with external nature as 
though they were graved by the finger of Omnipotence upon tablets of 
imperishable stone. 

+ e * * o . 

Let us first ask what are the natural rights of men, and endeavor to 

secure them, before we propose either to beg or to | 










iself. 


those com 








In what succeeds I shall consider what are the natural richts of 
men, and how, under present social adjustments, they are ignored and 
denied. This is made necessary by the nature of this inquiry. But I 
do not wish to call upon those my voice may reach to demand their 
own rights, so much as to call upon fl ights of o g 
more helpless. I believe that the idea of nt f S ! 
improvement than the idea of interest; isas 
social force than in selfishness lL beli t 
provement must spring from and be anim pirit wit ! 
seeks to make life better, nobler, happier for than by t 
spirit which only seeks more enj f If. the ma n 
of injustice can always buy the selfish whenever it may think it 1 th 
while to pay enough; but unselfishness it can not buy 


In the idea of the incarnation—of the God volunta 
the help of men, which is embodied not merely in ¢ 
other great religions—lies, I sometimes think, a deeper truth than per- 


ily descending to 
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haps even the churches teach. This is certain, that the deliverers, the 
liberators, the advancers of humanity, have always been those who were 
moved by the sight of injustice and misery rather than those spurred 
by their own suffering. As it was a Moses, learned in al] the lore of 
the Egyptians, and free to the Court of Pharaoh and not a tasked 
slave, forced to make bricks without straw, who led the Children of 
Israel from the House of Bondage: as it was the Gracchi, of patrician 
blood and fortune, who struggled to the death against the land-grab- 


bing system which finally destroyed Rome, as it must, should it go on | 


in time destroy this Republic: so has it always been that the op- 
pressed, the degraded, the down-trodden, have been freed and elevated 
rather by the efforts and the sacrifices of those to whom fcrtune had 
been more kind than by their own strength. For the more fully men 
have been deprived of their natural rights, the less their power to re- 
gain them. The more men need help, the less can they help them- 
Seives. 

The sentiment to which I would appeal is not envy, nor yet self- 
interest, but that nobler sentiment wk ch found strong, though rude, 
expression in that battle hymn which rang through the land when a 
great wrong was going down in blood: 

“In the beauty of the lilies, Christ was born across the sea, 
With a glory in His bosom that transfigures you and me, 
As He died to make men holy, let us die to make men free!” @ 


And what is there for which life gives us opportunity that can be 
compared with the effort to do what we may, be it ever so little, to 
improve social conditions and enable other lives to reach fuller, nobler 
development? Old John Brown, dying the death of the felon, launched 
into eternity with pinioned arms and the kiss of the slave child on his 
lips—was not his a greater life and a grander death than though his 
years had been given to self-seeking? 

* ~ aS * + ok * 


CHAPTER X.—THE RIGHTS OF MAN. 


There are those who, when it suits their purpose, say that there are 
no natural rights, but that all rights spring from the grant of the sov- 
ereign political power. It were waste of time to argue with such per- 
sons. There are some facts so obvious as to be beyond the necessity 
of argument. And one of these facts, attested by universal conscious- 
ness, is that there are rights as between man and man which existed 
before the formation of government, and which continue to exist in 
spite of the abuse of government; that there is a higher law than any 
human law—to wit, the law of the Creator, impressed upon and re- 
vealed through nature, which is before and above human laws, and upon 
conformity to which all human laws must depend for their validity. 
To deny this is to assert that there is no standard whatever by which 


the rightfulness or wrongfulness of laws and institutions can be meas- | 
ured; to assert that there can be no actions in themselves right and | 


none in themselves wrong; to assert that an edict which commanded 
mothers to kill their children should receive the same respect as a law 
prohibiting infanticide. 

- * * . * * 7 

These natural rights of man are thus set forth in the American 
Declaration of Independence as the basis upon which alone legitimate 
government can rest: 

“We hold these truths to be*self-evident—that all men are created 
equal; that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable 
rights; that among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness ; 
that, to secure these rights, governments are instituted among men, de- 
riving their just powers from the consent of the governed; that, when- 
ever any form of government becomes destructive of these ends, it is 
the right of the people to alter or to abolish it, and to institute a new 
government, laying its foundations on such principles, and organizing 
its powers in such form, as shall seem to them most likely to affect their 
safety and happiness.” 

So does the preamble to the Constitution of the United States appeal 
to the same principles: 

‘““We, the people of the United States, in order to form a more per- 
fect union, establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the 
common defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings 
of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and establish this 
Constitution for the United States of America.” 

* eo t an * 7 


Let us consider the matter. The equal, natural, and unalienable 
right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, does it not involve 
the right of each to the free use of his powers in making a living for 
himself and his family, limited only by the equal right of all others? 
Does it not require that each shall be free to make, to save, and to 


enjoy what wealth he may, without interference with the equal rights | 


of others; that no one shall be compelled to give forced labor to an- 
other, or to yield up his earnings to another; that no one shall be per- 
mitted to extort from another labor or earnings? All this goes with- 
out the saying. Any recognition of the equal right to life and liberty 
which would deny the right to property—the right of a man to his 
labor and to the full fruits of his labor—would be mockery. 

But that is just what we do. Our so-called recognition of the equal 
and natural rights of man is to large classes of our people nothing but 
a mockery, and as social pressure increases is becoming a more bitter 
mockery to larger classes, because our institutions fail to secure the 
rights of men to their labor and the fruits of their labor. 

That this denial of a primary human right is the cause of poverty on 
the one side and of overgrown fortunes on the other, and of all the 
waste and demoralization and corruption that flow from the grossly 
unequal distribution of wealth may be easily seen. 

As I am speaking of conditions general over the whole civilized world, 
let us first take the case of another country, for we can sometimes see 
the faults of our neighbors more clearly than our own. England, the 
country from which we derive our language and institutions, is behind 


us in the formal recognition of political liberty; but there is as much | 


industrial liberty there as here—and in some respects more, for Eng- 
land, though she has not yet reached free trade, has got rid of the 
“protective” swindle, which we still hug. And the English people— 
poor things—are, as a whole, satisfied of their freedom, and boast of it. 
They think, for it has been so long preached to them that most of them 
honestly believe it, that Englishmen are the freest people in the world, 
and they sing ‘*‘ Britons never shall be slaves” as though it were indeed 
true that slaves could not breathe British air. 
* a ca 7 * e a 

But what is the fact? The fact is that the right of this “ free- 

born Englishman” to bis own labor and the fruits of his labor is de- 


* Battle Hymn of the Republic, by Julia Ward Howe. 


nied as fully and completely as though he were made by law a slave; 
that he is compelled to work for the enrichment of others as truly as 
though English law had made him the prorenhy of an owner. The law 
of the land does not declare that he is a slave; on the contrary, it 
formally declares that he is a free man, free to work for himself and 
free to enjoy the fruits of his labor. But a man can not labor without 
something to labor on, “r more than he can eat without having some- 
thing to eat. It is not in human powers to make something out of 
nothing. This is not contemplated in the creative scheme. Nature 
tells us that if we will not work we must starve; but at the same time 
supplies us with everything necessary to work. Food, clothing, shelter, 
all the articles that minister to desire and that we call wealth, can be 
produced by labor, but only when the raw material of which they must 
be composed is drawn from the land. 

To drop a man in the middle of the Atlantic Ocean and tell him he 
is at liberty to walk ashore, would not be more bitter irony than to 
place a man where all the land is appropriated as the property of other 
peste and to tell him that he is a free man, at liberty to work for 
iimself and to enjoy his own earnings. That is the situation in which 
our Englishman finds himself. He is just as free as he would be were 
he suspended over a precipice while somebody else held a sharp knife to 
the rope; just as free as if thirsting in a desert he found the only 
spring for miles walled and guarded by armed men who told him he 
could not drink unless he freely contracted with them on their terms. 

~ * me ~ 7” * * 


Illness often comes, and death too often. Then there is no recourse 
but the parish or “My Lady Bountiful,’ the wife or daughter, or 
almoner of “the God Almighty of the county-side,”’ as Tennyson calls 
him—the owner (if not the maker) of the world in these parts, who 
doles out in insulting and degrading charity some little stint of the 
wealth appropriated from the labor of this family and of other such 
families. If he does not “order himself lowly and reverently to all 
his betters;” if he does not pull his poor hat off his sheepish head 
whenever “my lord” or “my lady” or “his honor” or any of their 
understrappers go by; if he does not bring up his children in the 
humility which these people think proper and becoming in the “ lower 
classes;"’ if there is suspicion that he may have helped himself to 
an apple or snared a hare or slyly hooked a fish from the stream, this 
“ free-born Englishman” loses charity and loses work. 

He must go on the parish or starve. He becomes bent and stiff be- 
fore his time. His wife is old and worn, when she ought to be in her 
prime of strength and beauty. His girls—such as live—marry such as 
he, lead such lives as their mother's, or, perhaps, are seduced by their 
“ betters,” and sent, with a few pounds, to a great town, to die in a 
few years in brothel or hospital or prison. His boys grow up ignorant 
and brutish; they can not support him when he grows old, even if they 
| would, for they do not get back enough of the proceeds of their labor. 
The only refuge for the pair in their old age is the almshouse, where, 
for shame to let them starve on the roadside, these worked-out slaves 
are kept to die—where the man is separated from the wife, and the old 
couple, over whom the parson of the church, by law established, has 
said: ‘‘ Whom God hath joined together let no man put asunder,” lead, 
apart from each other, a prison-like existence until death comes to their 
relief. 

In what is the condition of such a “free-born Englishman” as 
this better than that of a slave? Yet if this is not a fair picture 
of the condition of the English agricultural laborers, it is only because 
I have not dwelt upon the darkest shades—the sodden ignorance and 
brutality, the low morality of these degraded and debased classes. In 
quantity and quality of food, in clothing and housing, in ease and rec- 
reation, and in morality there can be no doubt that the average south- 
ern slave was better off than the average agricultural laborer is in 
England to-day—that his life was healthier and happier and fuller. 

So long as a plump, well-kept, hearty negro was worth $1,000, no 
slave owner, selfish or cold-blooded as he might be, would keep his 
negroes as great classes of “ free-born Englishmen” must live. But 
these white slaves have no mones value. It is not the labor, it is the 
land that commands the labor, that has a capitalized value. You can 
get the labor of men for from 9 to 12 shillings a week—less than it 
would cost to keep a slave in good marketable condition, and of chil- 
dren for 6 pence a week, and when they are worked out they can be 
left to die or “ go on the parish.” 

The negroes, some say, are an inferior race. But these white slaves 
of England are of the stock that has given England her scholars and 
her poets, her philosophers and statesmen, her merchants and inventors, 
who have formed the buiwark of the sea-girt isle, and have carried 
the meteor flag around the world. They are ignorant and degraded 
and debased; they live the life of slaves and die the death of paupers, 
simply because they are robhed of their natural rights. 
| And the same inequality of conditions which we see beginning here, 
is it not due to the same primary cause? American citizenship con- 
fers no right to American soil. The first and most essential rights of 
man—the rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness—are de- 
nied here as completely as in England. And the same results must 
follow. 


Mr. BAKER, I withdraw my amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws his amendment. 
The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
ADDITIONAL TERMINAL FACILITIES AT THE UNION STATION. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I now call up the bill H. R. 18887, and ask 
vupanimous consent that it be considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up the 
bill H. R. 18887 and asks unanimous consent that it be consid- 
ered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. The Clerk 
will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18887) to amend an act approved February 28, 1903, 
entitled “An act to provide for a union station in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
| Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the bill. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That to provide adequate facilities for handling 
mail, baggage, express, and other business or matter carried on passen- 
ger trains the Washington Terminal Company be, and it is hereby, au- 
thorized to locate, construct, maintain, and operate tracks, switches, 
sheds, and other structures and facilities in and upon the parts of 
squares Nos. 719 and 720, lying and being between the eastern line of the 
terminal area, as described in said union station act of February 28, 
1903, and the western building line of Second street east; and the said 
terminal company is hereby authorized to acquire by purchase or con- 
demnation, as provided in said union station act of February 28, 1903, 
the lands and property in said squares as above mentioned; and to ac- 
complish the purposes of this act, in addition to the streets vacated, 
abandoned, and closed by the provisions of the said union station act 
of February 28, 1903, and the acts therein referred to, and in accord- 
ance with the provisions thereof, the following-named streets and alleys, 
to wit: Chicago street and G street and all public alleys in said squares 
shall be vacated, abandoned, and closed from the said eastern line of the 
said terminal area to the western building line of said Second street 
east: Provided, That said terminal company be authorized to acquire by 
purchase or condemnation, as provided above, all the lands and property 
5 square 721 lying between the eastern line of the aforesaid terminal 
area and the western building line of Second street east and between F 
street and the east-and-west public alley between F street and California 
street: And provided further, That the said terminal company shall 
dedicate to the District of Columbia sufficient land for a street 60 feet 
wide on the east side of said terminal area from F street to California 
street: And provided further, That except as modified by this act, all 
provisions of the aforesaid union station act of February 28, 1903, 
and of the acts therein referred to, shall apply to the structures and 
tracks authorized therein. 

Src. 2. That Congress may at any time amend or repeal this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


WASHINGTON AND WESTERN MARYLAND RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill H. R. 
14534. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14534) to amend an act entitled “An act to incorporate 
the Washington and Western Maryland Railroad Company.” 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the reading of the bill may be dispensed with. It simply 
amends the charter of the Washington and Western Maryland 
Railroad Company in one or two small particulars. It changes 
its course and its line of construction and shortens the time for 
the construction from five to three years. Most of the bill con- 
sists of description of metes and bounds. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I would like to amend that request by ask- 
ing that simply the description by metes and bounds of the road, 
which are utterly unintelligible to the House, be not read, and 
that the rest of the provisions be read. 

The SPEAKER. How long is the bill? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Seven, eight, or ten pages. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the bill ought to be read, 
unless it comes within the description of bills that have been 
submitted by unanimous consent to omit the reading. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The most of it will be unintelligible to 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. In other words, the Chair has followed 
precedents so far. The Chair is not inclined to make a new 
precedent. The Chair will first, with the permission of 
the gentleman and the House, put the question: Is there unani- 
mous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union from the further consideration of this 
bill, and to consider it in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I should like to make an in- 
quiry. Do bills of this character, granting rights of way, have 
to be considered in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER The bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. BARTLETT. All right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I think it is desirable that the 
gentleman having charge of the bill should give us a brief ex- 
planation of it. 

The SPEAKER. The request is to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union and consider the 
bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole. Then it will 
be open to consideration and amendment under the five-minute 
rule. Is there objection to this request? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of Congress entitled “An act to in- 
corporate the Washington and Western Maryland Railroad Company,” 


approved March 2, 1889, be, and the same is hereby, amended as 
follows: 


“That the said company, a body corporate as aforesaid, be, und it is 
hereby, authorized in the construction of its lines to cross the Chesa- 
peake and Ohio Canal and the Government road, commonly known as 
the River road, at a point about 2,400 feet east of the Chain Bridge, 
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to a point immediately north of said River road, by means of a bridge, 
with a clearance of at least 16 feet above the present grade of said 
River road, and so elevated above the canal as not to interfere with its 
travel and traffic, and to proceed from said point tmmediately north of 
said River road, as aforesaid, northwestwardly through the lands of 
the Palisades of the Potomac Company over a right of way acquired 
from said Palisades of the Potomac Company to the south line of the 
property of the United States Government, forming a part of the 
grounds of the receiving reservoir in the District of Columbia and 
Maryland, crossing said line 20 feet south of a stone, W. A. H. 1, to 
proceed northwestwardly through the said lands of the Government of 
the United States to the point of intersection with the line of the 
Metropolitan Southern Railroad Company; and the Washington and 
Western Maryland Railroad Company is hereby authorized to construct 
its road across the said property of the United States forming a part 
of the grounds of the receiving reservoir as aforesaid, and for the vur- 
pose of said construction said company is granted for a right of way 
the following described land, beginning for the same at a stone marked 
‘G,’ on the boundary between the United States Government and the 
right of way of the Metropolitan Southern Railroad, which was ac- 
guired from the United States Government, and running thence south 
29 degrees and 30 minutes west parallel with 37.63 feet, at right 
angles from the center line of the Washington and Western Maryland 
Railroad for a distance of 116.7 feet to a point; thence by a curved 
line to the left, with a radius of 536.06 feet, parallel with and 37.63 
feet, at right angles from said center line for 612.16 feet to a point; 
thence south 35 degrees and 56 minutes east, parallel with and 37.63 
feet, at right angles from said center line for 223.6 feet to a point; 
thence at right angles to last-mentioned course, north 54 degrees and 4 
minutes east for 17.37 feet to a point 55 feet distant from said center 
line; thence by a curved line to the right with a radius of 628.69 feet 
parallel with and 55 feet at right angles from said center line of the 
Washington and Western Maryland Railroad for a distance of 257.46 
feet to a point; thence south 12. degrees and 28 minutes east parallel 
to and 55 feet distant from said center line for a distance of 40.2 feet 
to the southern boundary line of the property of the United States 
Government, the same being the dividing line between the lands of the 
United States Government and that acquired by the Washington and 
Western Maryland Railroad Company from the Palisades of the Po- 
tomac Company; thence with the said boundary line last menticned 
north 86 degrees and 36 minutes west, deduced bearing (or north 86 
degrees and 16 minutes west magnetic bearing, as given on the United 
States Government plat, dated August 15, 1891), for a distance of 38 
feet, to a stone marked ‘W. A. H. 1,’ of said plat; thence continuing 
on said last-mentioned course for a distance of 19.2 feet, to the center 
line of the Washington and Western Maryland Railroad Company; 
thence farther continuing on said last-mentioned course for a distance 
of 66 feet to a point on said boundary line, the same being the bound- 
ary line between the lands of the United States Government and those 
of Mrs. Ann O'Neal; thence by the boundary line between the lands of 
the United States Government and those of Mrs. Ann O'Neal north 26 
degrees and 14 minutes west, deduced bearing (or north 24 degrees and 
18 minutes west magnetic bearing, as given on the United States Gov- 
ernment plat dated August 15, 1891), for a distance of 491.53 feet, 
to a stone planted on said last-mentioned boundary line; thence north 
34 degrees and 59 minutes west, deduced bearing (or north 33 degrees 
and 3 minutes west magnetic bearing, as given on plat of United States 
Government dated August 15, 1891), for a distance of 432.39 feet to a 
stone marked ‘F,’ the same being a corner of the land acquired from 
the United States Government by the Metropolitan Southern Railroad 
Company; thence north 46 degrees 26 minutes east, on the right of 
way limit of the said Metropolitan Southern Railroad, for a distance of 
472.54 feet to the stone marked ‘G,’ the same being the place of be- 
ginning, containing 2.90 acres of land, more or less: Provided, That 
the location and the plans of said road through the lands of the United 
States shall be approved by the Secretary of War before the commence- 
ment of any work on said lands, and the work of construction shall be 
subject to such regulations as he may prescribe; and the damages for 
the use and occupation of the right of way herein granted shall be 
fixed by three army officers, appointed by the Secretary of War, and 
the payment of said damages-so fixed shall be a condition precedent to 
the exercise of the rights by this act granted. 

“The bridge over the river road shall be constructed with a span 
sufficient to allow the widening of said road to 50 feet, and the District 
reserves the right to widen this road to 50 feet at any future time. 

“The slope of the railroad embankment shall not at any point en- 
croach upon the river, or Chain Bridge, road, which is 33 feet wide. 
The railroad company, its successors and assigns, shall construct suit- 
able retaining walls to preserve the full width of the road when neces 
sary to prevent such encroachments. 

“Whenever it is found necessary by the legally constituted aut 





ties of the District of Columbia to construct a road intersecting the 
line of the railroad, the railroad authorities, their successors and a 

signs, shall provide a proper crossing, and shall, at their own expense 
make all necessary excavations, masonry, construction, and so forth 


and replace their roadbed with a bridge of a span to be determined by 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 

“The said company, its successors and assigns, shall at all times 
freely and without charge or hindrance of any kind, permit the legally 
constituted authorities of the District of Columbia to cross the said 
right of way in the District of Columbia whenever necessary in the 
construction of any public sewer, water main, or other construction 
necessary for the public safety, comfort, or health.’ 

Sec. 2. That section 12 of the act to which this is an amendment be, 
and the same is hereby, repealed, and instead thereof there be enacted 
the following: 

“Sec. 12. That for the purpose of locating, constructing, maintain- 
ing, and operating the yards, stations, tracks, railroads, roundhouses 
shops, and other structures or buildings herein, or in the act to whic 
this is an amendment, provided for, said company is hereby author 
ized and empowered to take, acquire, and hold in fee simple the land 
necessary for such purposes; but before proceeding so to do the said 
company shall first obtain the assent of the owner or owners of said 
land, and if such owner or owners shall be absent from the said cit) 





of Washington, or the District of Columbia, or shall refuse to give 
such assent on such terms as such company shall approve, or by a 
son of infaney, coverture, or insanity, or any other cause shall be 
legally incapable of giving such assent, it shall be lawful for said com 
pany to maake application, in writing, to the supreme court of the DiI 

trict of Columbia, or a judge thereof, for the appointment of three 


commissioners to estimate the damages which the owner or owners of 
the land or other property sought to be taken shall sustain by the 
taking thereof by the said company. Said application shall describe 





2498 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 13, 





the land or other property sought to be taken and give the name or 
names of the owners thereof, as far as the same may be known to said 
company; and said supreme court of the District of Columbia, or a 
judge thereof, shall thereupon appoint three discreet and disinterested 
freeholders of said District of Columbia, none of whom shall be resi- 
dents or owners of property upon or adjoining the line of said railroad, 
or interested therein, or related to any person interested in said land, 
or a stockholder in said company; and before said commissioners shall 
act the clerk of said court shall administer an oath or affirmation to 
each of them that he will justly and impartially estimate the com- 
pensation that the owner or owners of such lands or other property 
will be entitled to by reason of the taking of the same by the com- 
pany; and the said supreme court of the District of Columbia, or a 
judge thereof, shall appoint a time not less than ten nor more than 
twenty days after due notice to the parties in interest, which notice 
shall be given in the form required by the order of said supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, or a judge thereof, appointing said com- 
missioners, and said commissioners shall proceed to estimate, after 
viewing the premises, the value of the land so proposed to be taken by 
said company, and the damages, if any, to the residue of the tract so 
taken or occupied, or to be taken or occupied, or the material so used 
or taken away, as the case may be, having due regard to and making 
just allowance for the advantages which may have resulted, or which 
may seem likely to result, to the owner or owners of said land or 
materials in consequence of the making or opening of said railroad and 
of the construction of the works connected therewith, and after having 
made a fair and just comparison of said advantages and disadvantages 
they shall estimate and determine whether any and, if any, what 
amount of damages have been or may be sustained, and to whom pay- 
able, and make report in writing signed by them, or a majority of 
them, and file the same with the clerk of the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia; and if any damages be awarded, and the report 
be confirmed by the said court, judgment shall be entered thereon, and 
if the amount thereof be not paid within thirty days after the entry 
of such judgment execution may issue thereon as in the case of other 
judgments of said court for the sum so awarded, and the cost and 
expenses incurred shall be defrayed by the said railroad company; and 
each of said commissioners shali be entitled to $10 per day for every 
day necessarily employed in the performance of the duties herein pre- 
scribed, to be naaa by such railroad company. Said return of said 
commissioners shall be confirmed by said court, or a judge thereof, at 
any time after the expiration of ten days from and after the date of 
the filing of said report with the clerk of said court, unless an appeal 
from said award shall be taken and perfected as hereinafter provided ; 
and either party may appeal to the said court within ten days from 
and after the return of the said award to said court by filing notice of 
such appeal with the clerk of said court, and upon said appeal the 
case shall be docketed in said court in the ordinary form, in which the 
company shall be plaintiff and the other parties shall be defendants, 
and shall be tried by a jury, if either party shall require the same, 
according to the ordinary course of trial by jury in said court. Should 
said company desire to take possession of the land and property men- 
tioned in its said application prior to the determination of the appeal, 
it shall have the right so to do upon paying into court such sum of 
money as the court may deem necessary to pay such judgment as the 
court may render upon the trial of the appeal. In case the judgment 
rendered by the court upon said appeal, either with or without a trial 
by jury, shall be for a sum less than the amount awarded by the com- 
missioners aforesaid, then the costs shall be paid by the parties de- 
fendant; in case the judgment shall be for a greater sum than the 
amount awarded by the commissioners, then the costs shall be paid 
by the company, and judgment for costs shall be rendered accord 
ingly. Upon payment of the judgment rendered by said court, either 
upon the confirmation of the award or upon the trial of the appeal, to 
the parties entitled, or into the court, the company shall be entitled 
to all the rights, interests, and estate of the parties to the proceeding 
to the same extent as if the same had been legally conveyed by them 
in fee simple to said company, unless the said company shall within 
ten days after the rendition of said judgment disclaim the taking of 


said property, which shall be done in writing and filed in said cause. 
An appeal shall lie from the judgment of said court to the court of 
ippeals of the District of Columbia, and to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, as now allowed by law in other cases, and the said 
company shall be, and is hereby, authorized and empowered to con- 
t1 , operate, and maintain said tracks, and in addition thereto 
tracks to and into the yards and stations aforesaid, and any of them, 
in connection with the tracks, or any of them, hereinbefore authorized 
or pl ribed.” 

J 3. That the period limited and allowed to the Washington and 
Wi ‘rn. Maryland Railroad Company within which they are required, 
by the tenth section of the act to which this is an amendment, to com- 
plete their road within the District of Columbia, be, and the same is 
hereby, extended for the period of five years from the date of the 


passage of this act, and the said act of incorporation, except as modi- 
fied by the provisions of this act, shall remain in force, and all the 
rights and privileges thereby granted shall be vested in said company. 

Sec. 4. That Congress may at any time amend, alter, or repeal this 


act 


The following committee amendments were read: 


Page 5, line 22, insert after the word “ District” the words “ of Co- 
lumbia.” 


Page 6, lines 5 and 6, strike out the words “legally constituted 
nuthorities ’’ and insert the word “ Commissioners.” 

Page 6, line 15, strike out the words “ legally constituted authori- 
ti and insert the word ‘“‘ Commissioners.” 


Page 11, line 11, strike out the word “five” and insert the word 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
ask the gentleman if the land south of the canal has been ac- 
quired? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; the land south of the canal has 
been acquired, and practically the rest of the land. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Is there any time fixed 
within which this road must be constructed? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. ‘Three years. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Is the bill unanimously re- 
ported? 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. I move the passage of the bill. 


The SPHAKER. The question is on agreeing to the commit- 
tee amendments. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


ASSESSMENT AND TAXATION IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 3456) to designate parcels of land in the 
District of Columbia for the purposes of assessment and taxa- 
tion, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up the 
following Senate bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
this bill may be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the bill may be considered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole. Is there objection? 

‘There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of facilitating the assess- 
ment and taxation of real yeoperty in the territory within the limits 
of the District of Columbia lying outside of the city of Washington the 
following system of designating the several subdivisions, blocks, lots, 
and parcels of land is hereby prescribed, and each and every designa- 
tion made or given in conformity with said system shall be deemed a 
suthecient description of the property to which it relates for all pur- 
poses of gonsrnnnt and the collection of taxes and assessments of 
every kind. 

Sec. 2. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized and directed to cause to be given numbers to all 
of said blocks or squares, lots or parcels of land as said blocks, squares, 
lots, or parcels of land have been formed by the highway-extension 
plan, now of record in the office of surveyor of the District of Colum- 
bia, and existing subdivisions, and to place the numbers so given upon 
the said highway-extension plan: Provided, That in all cases where 
two or more blocks or parts of contiguous existing subdivisions are 
surrounded as a group by existing streets or roads, or by proposed 
streets of the highway-extension plan, such —~- shall be numbered 
as a block or square upon the recorded plats of the highway-extension 
plan: Provided further, That where lots are numbered in duplicate in 
any block or square which includes parts of two or more existing sub- 
divisions, new lot numbers shall be given said lots numbered in dupli- 
cate, and new lot numbers shall also be given to all parts of lots re- 
maining after the extension of streets or alleys by dedication, condem- 
nation, or purchase, whereby parts of lots have become public property : 
Provided further, That new lot numbers shall also be given to all parts 
of original and subdivided lots now existing on the records of the as- 
sessor and the surveyor of the District of Columbia. 

Ssc. 3. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall cause 
to be prepared a series of volumes of re. on a scale of 100 feet to the 
inch, embracing all the land in said District outside the city of Wash- 
ington, these plats to show at all times the separate parcels of land 
created by subdivisions, sales, wills, condemnations, dedications, de- 
crees of court, or otherwise, each with its distinctive number. Said 
books shall be kept in the office of the surveyor of said District, and 
shall be numbered according to the first and last page numbers of each 
volume, the pages being numbered continuously, and indefinitely rising 
in uumbers as new books are opened to record changes in the outlines 
of parcels from any cause. 

Mr. BAKER. I want to ask a question for information. 
Shall I wait until the bill is entirely read? 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, the first reading of 
the bill may be dispensed with, and the bill now be considered 
open for amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I merely wish to ask the chair- 
man of the committee a question. This bill is entitled “A bill to 
designate parcels of land for assessment and taxation.” I do 
not see anything in the provisions of the bill to alter the present 
method of assessment. 

Mr. BASCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Missouri | Mr. CowHerp], who reported the bill. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BAKER] is right. This does not alter the method of 
assessment. 

Mr. BAKER. I was going to ask whether the District Com- 
mittee or the Commissioners of the District have considered a 
change in the method of assessment, and particularly whether 
they have considered what is known as the “ Somers system,” 
or zone system, of assessment. I understand that system has 
been successfully tried in Minneapolis, and that under it in- 
equalities of assessment are almost neutralized. 

Mr. COWHERD. I do not know what may have been con- 
sidered by the Commissioners of the District. Nothing of that 
kind has come before the District Committee since I have beeu 
a member of it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 4. That for the purpose of keeping said books constantly cur- 
rent and up to date, the said Commissioners shall cause an employee of 
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the surveyor’s office to make daily transcripts of all deeds of convey- 
ance, wills, condemnations, decrees, and other instruments or proceed- 
ings by which boundaries are changed; for which purpose, such em- 
sloyee of the surveyor’s office shall at all times during business hours 
oe full and free access to all records of the recorder of deeds, regis- 
ter of wills, clerk of the supreme court, marshal, and other officials ; 
and the surveyor shall daily furnish to the assessor a copy of such 
transcript, from which a eee set of taxation and assessment plat 
books shall be maintained by the said assessor: Provided, That the 
current series of taxation and assessment plat books in the surveyor’s 
office shall be the standard book of reference for all purposes of assess- 
ment and taxation by all departments of the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, but shall not be considered as books of subdivision. 

Sec. 5. That the designation given as_ hereinbefore prescribed to 
each block or square, lot or parcel of land, respectively appearing on 
the records of the assessor of the District of Columbia at the time any 
assessment or tax is levied for which such property may become sub- 
ject to sale, shall be a complete and official designation of said block 
or square, lot or parcel of land, for the purpose of the collection of 
taxes or assessments of any kind, and the designations so given shall 
be considered good and sufficient descriptions in any advertisements of 
such property for sale for delinquent taxes or assessments. 

Sec. 6. That in order to enable the said Commissioners to carry out 
the provisions of this act, the sum of $15,000 is hereby appropriated, 
one-half from the revenues of the District of Columbia and one-half 
from any moneys in the Treasury of the United Ststes not otherwise 
appropriated ; said sum to be expended by contract or by per diem 
services, in the discretion of the Commissioners. 

Sec. 7. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provi- 
sions of this act are hereby repealed. 


The following committee amendment was read: 


Page 3, lines 24 and 25, strike out the comma after the word “ Co- 
lumbia ” and insert a period, and also strike out the words “ but shall 
not be considered as books of subdivision.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


ANACOSTIA, SURRATTSVILLE AND BRANDYWINE ELECTRIC RAILWAY | 


COMPANY. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 3343) to 
authorize the Anacostia, Surrattsville and Brandywine Electric 
tailway Company to extend its street railway in the District of 
Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up the 
following bill, which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I make the request that this bill be consid- 
ered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
consider this bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, this bill, being on the Union 


Calendar, should receive its first consideration in Committee of 
the Whole. 
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The SPEAKER. A request is made to discharge the Com- | 
mittee of the Whole from further consideration of the bill and | 


to consider the 
Whole. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. BABCOCK. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
this bill, in its present form, ought to pass, and this is one way 
of defeating it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I want to say to the gentleman from 
Georgia that the Naval Committee is pressing for time, and the 
motion I make will give the gentleman the same right, with the 
Speaker in the chair, that he has in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman from Wisconsin proposes 
_ - dnto Committee of the Whole House if this request is re- 

used ¢ 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly; I have to. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not desire to waste the time of the 
House, and I do not desire to make any captious objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Georgia that it takes unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 


same in the House as 


in Committee of the 
I dislike very much to do that. 

It has the same effect. It only saves time. 
I do not know whether it will or not. I 


The gentleman objects. 


mittee of the Whole and consider the bill in the House, but it | 


would be under the same rule for amendment, and so forth. 

Mr. BARTLETT. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTLETT.. Would there not be a right on the part of 
— gentleman in control of the bill to move the previous ques- 

on? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; there is that difference. While the 
bill would be considered under the five-minute rule, the previous 
question could be moved. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is what I thought. 

The SPEAKER. Sut the previous question could not be 
moved so as to preclude amendments to be offered in the House, 


Mr. Speaker, I will say that I do not think | 
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the same as they might be offered in Committee of the Whole. 
The previous question might be moved upon any amendment at 
any time. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman from Wisconsin will say 
that he will not move the previous question in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole, I will not object. There are several 
amendments that ought to be offered to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. If we are in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole amendments that are germane will be in order until 
the House gets through with them. 

Mr. BARTLETT. With that understanding, Mr. Speaker 
that the previous question will not be moved until full oppor 
tunity is had for amendments—I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, on consultation, is informed that 
the Chair was in error, and that it would be within the power 
of the gentleman in charge of the bill to cut off amendment by 
calling for the previous question. Of course, it takes a majority 
to order the previous question. Whether the gentleman would 
do that or not is a matter between the gentleman from Wiscon 
sin and the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I am satisfied the gentleman from Wis 
consin would not do it, but that would not prevent some other 
gentleman from making the motion. I do not desire to impede 
the consideration of this bill in the least, but I desire to get it 
in a position where certain amendments which I think ought to 
be made can be made. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will not object to the gentleman offering 
amendments. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have no doubt the gentleman will do as 
he says, but there are other Members here whom we can not 
bind. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do. 

Mr. BABCOCK. ‘Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the con- 
sideration of the bill just reported. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

SARTLETT) there were—ayes 81, noes 15. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I make 
quorum. 

The SPEAKER (after counting). One hundred and forty 
three Members present; less than a quorum. The doors will be 
closed, the Sergeant-at-Arms will bring in absent Members, and 
the Clerk will call the roll. All those in favor of the motion of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin to go into Committee of the 
Whole will answer “ aye,’ and all those opposed will answer 
* 7 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 66, 
answering “ present” 14, not voting 170, as follows: 


Does the gentleman from Georgia object? 


the 


point of no 


“ee 


YEAS—134. 
Ames Dovener Kennedy Payne 
abcock Dresser Kinkaid Porter 
Laker Evans Knapp Prince 
Beidler Field Knopf Robinson, Ind. 
Hell, Cal. Foss Kyle <hiras 
Birdsall French Lacey Sims 
Bishop Fuller Landis, Frederick Smith, Ill 
Bonynge Gaines, W. Va. Lind Smith, Wm. Alden 
Boutell Garber Little Smith, Tex 
Lowersock Gibson Littlefield Snapp 
Brick Gillet, N. Y. Lloyd Southall 
Brown, Wis. Gillett, Mass. Longworth : 
srownlow Glass Loud 
Buckman Gooch McCleary, Minn. 





Burke Granger McCreary, Pa. s, Tex 
Burleigh Grosvenor McLachlan Sterling 
Butler, Pa Hamilton McMorran Stevens, Minn 
Caiderhead Haskins Macon Sulloway 
Campbell Hay Mahon Talbott 
Capron Hedge Mann Tawney 
Cassel Hemenway Marshall Tirrell 
Cooper, Pa. Henry, Conn. Miller Wachter 
Cooper, ‘Tex. Hildebrant Mondell Wanger 
Cowherd Hill, Conn. Moon, Tenn. Warner 
Cromer Hinshaw Morrell Warnock 
Crumpacker Howell, N. J. Mudd Webber 
Currier Huff Murdock Weems 
Cushman Hughes, W. Va. Needham Wilson, Il. 
Dalzell Hull Norris Wood 
Darragh Humphrey, Wash. Otjen Woodyard 
Davis, Minn, Hunter Overstreet Young 
Dayton Jackson, Ohio Padgett Zenor 
Denny Jenkins Page 
Dixon Jones, Wash. Parker 

NAYS—66. 
Aiken Croft Henry, Tex. Kline 
Bankhead Finley Hopkins Lamar, Fla. 
Bartholdt Garner Humphreys, Miss. Legare 
Bartlett Gillespie James Lever 
Leall, Tex. Gregg Johnson Lewis 
Bowers Griffith Jones, Va. McDermott 
Brundidge Griggs Kehoe McNary 
Burgess Hardwick Keliher Maddox 
Byrd Harrison Kitchin, Claude Maynard 
Cochran, Mo. Heflin Kitchin, Wm. W. Miers, Ind. 
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Patterson, N. C. 
Pierce 
Pinckney 
Powers, Me. 
Randell, Tex. 
Reeder 

Rhea 


srantley 
Cassingham 
Cockran, N. Y. 


Goulden 


Acheson 
Adams, Pa. 
Adams, Wis. 
Adamson 
Alexander 
Allen 
Badger 
Bassett 
Bates 
Bede 
Benny 
Benton 
Bingham 
Bowie 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Breazeale 
Brooks 
Broussard 
grown, Pa. 


Burkett 
Burlesoa 
Burnett 
Burton 
sutler, Mo. 
Caldwell 
Candler 
Castor 
Clark 
Clayton 
Connell 
Conner 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins 
Crowley 
Curtis 
Daniels 
Davey, La. 
Davidson 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond 
Deemer 


Dickerman 


So the motion was agreed to. 


Rider 

Rixey 
tobinson, Ark. 
Russell 

Sheppard 
Sherley 

Small 


ANSWERED 
Howard 
Hunt 
Lawrence 
Littauer 


Sparkman 
Spight 
Sullivan, Mass. 
Swanson 
Thayer 
Thomas, N. C. 
Trimble 


“ PRESENT "—14. 


Loudenslager 
Lucking 
Meyer, La. 
Slayden 


NOT VOTING—170. 


Dinsmore 
Dougherty 
Douglas 
Draper 


‘Driscoll 


Dunwell 
Dwight 
Emerich 
Esch 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Flack 
Flood 
Fordney 
Foster, IIL, 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler 
Gaines, Tenn. 


Gardner, Mass. 


Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilbert 
Gillett, Cal. 
Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Graff 

Greene 
Gudger 
Hamlin 
Haugen 
Hearst 
Hepburn 
Hermann 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
Hitt 

Hogg 
Holliday 
Iiouston 
Howell, Utah 
Hughes, N. J. 
Jackson, Md. 
Ketcham 


Kluttz 
Knowland 
Lafean 
Lamar, Mo. 
Lamb 

Landis, Chas. B. 
Lester 

Lilley 

Lindsay 
Livernash 
Livingston 
Lorimer 
Lovering 
McAndrews 
McCall 
McCarthy 
McLain 

Marsh 

Martin 

Minor 

Moon, Pa. 
Morgan 

Nevin 

Olmsted 

Otis 

Palmer 
Patterson, Pa. 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pearre 
Perkins 

Pou 

Powers, Mass. 
Pujo 

Rainey 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid 
Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robb 

Roberts 
Robertson, La. 
Rodenberg 
Rucker 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


For the vote: 


Mr. Havucen with Mr. GupeGEr. 


For the day: 


Mr. Escu with Mr. CrowLey. 


Mr. DUNWELL with Mr. HEARST. 

Mr. PALMER with Mr. CLAYTON. 

Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. Smira of Kentucky. 
Mr. AcHESON with Mr. Baporr. 

Mr. ApAMs of Wisconsin with Mr. BASSETT, 
Mr. Bepe with Mr. BENNY. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE with Mr. Bowte. 
Mr. BuRKEtTT with Mr. BENTON. 
Mr. Brown of Pennsylvania with Mr. BREAZEALE. 
Mr. Burron with Mr. RicHarpson of Tennessee. 
Mr. Castor with Mr. BrRoussARD. 


Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. 


3URLESON. 


Mr. CoNNELL with Mr. Butter of Missouri. 
Mr. CoNNER with Mr. BURNETT. 


Mr. 4 


‘uURTIS with Mr. DE ARMOND. 
Mr. DEEMER with Mr. SHULL. 


Mr. Douertas with Mr. EMERIcH. 

Mr. ForpNgEy with Mr. Davey. 

Mr. Fow1ier with Mr. Davis of Florida. 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. CALDWELL. 
Mr. Griuett of California with Mr. Fioop. 
Mr. GorBLe with Mr. FrrzPaTRIcK. 

Mr. GraFF with Mr. Garnes of Tennessee. 
Mr. HepBurRN with Mr. LESTER. 


Mr. Hitt 


Mr. Hoee with 


with Mr. LINDSAY. 
Mr. HAMLIN. 


Mr. Hotimay with Mr. Hix of Mississippi. 
Mr. KNOWLAND with Mr. HirrcHcock. 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. Houston. 

Mr. McCartuy with Mr. LIVERNASH. 


Mr. Mrnog with Mr. McLAIN. 


Mr. Nevin with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 
Mr. Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. Kiurrz. 
Mr. RopENBERG with Mr. RAINEY. 


Underwood 
Volstead 
Wiley, Ala. 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Miss. 


Stanley 
Wade 


Ruppert 
Ryan 
Scarborough 
Scott 
Scudder 
Shackleford 
Sherman 
Shober 

Shull 

Sibley 

ame 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Smith, Pa. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Snook 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Steenerson 
Sullivan, N. Y. 
Sulzer 

Tate 

Taylor 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thomas, Ohio 
Townsend 
Vandiver 
Van Duzer 
Van Voorhis 
Vreeland . 
Wadsworth 
Wallace 
Watson 
Webb 

Weisse 
Wiley, N. J. 
Williamson 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wright 
Wynn 


Mr. Roserts with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 

Mr. Srstey with Mr. WEISSE. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. Huaues of New Jersey. 

Mr. Smira of Iowa with Mr. TATE. 

Mr. Stemp with Mr. Pugo. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. ScaRBorouGH. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. WEss. 

Mr. Witey of New Jersey with Mr. Van Duzer. 

Mr. WapswortH with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. THomas of Iowa with Mr. WALLACE. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON with Mr. Ross. 

Mr. TOWNSEND with Mr. Rem. 

Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. LAmar of Missourl. 

Mr. Brooks with Mr. Lams. 

Mr. Garpner of Michigan with Mr. Wiison of New York. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. Draper with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. Dwieut with Mr. ScuppeEr. 

Mr. Sperry with Mr. FirzGERALp. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. SHoser. 

Mr. SoutHwWIckK with Mr. Rosertson of Louisiana. 

Mr. THomas of Ohio with Mr. RucKeEr. 

Mr. Littey with Mr. DouGHERTY. 

Mr. KercHam with Mr. GILBert. 

Until the 18th: 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANpIs with Mr. CLARK. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Smiru of New York with Mr. Taytor. 

Mr. Pearre with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 

Mr. VAN VooruIs with Mr. CASSINGHAM. 

Mr. LortmMer wtih Mr. McANDREWS. 

Mr. MarsH with Mr. Parrerson of Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. SULLIVAN of New York. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. Wane. 

Mr. WrieHt with Mr. SNoox. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. RicHArRpson of Alabama. 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. 

Mr. Bates with Mr. CANDLER. 

Mr. BRADLEY with Mr. GouLDEN. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SmirH with Mr. SuLZER. 

Mr. Otis with Mr. RYAN. 

For the session: 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RuPPERT. 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Parrerson of Pennsylvania with Mr. DIcKERMAN, 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeas are 134, the nays 
65, answering “ present” 14. A quorum is present. The ayes 
have it. The doors will be opened, and the House will resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the bill referred to, and the 
gentleman from Illinois, Mr. STERLING, will take the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3343) to authorize the Anacostia, Surrattsville and Brandy- 


wine Electric Railway Company to extend its street railway in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with, and that it be now read under the 
five-minute rule for amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with and that the bill 
be read under the five-minute rule for amendments. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I do not object to that, but 
will there be any general discussion of the bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. We will go right along and read the bill, 
and you can discuss it all you want. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not object to dispense with the first 
reading of the bill, but there ought to be some discussion of the 
bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, we will go on under the five-minute 
rule, and you can talk all you want and you can take my time. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman says you can have time 
to discuss it now, does he not? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will put the question. Is there 
objection to dispensing with the first reading of the Dill? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 


Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I understood, coupled with 
the request, that the gentleman from Wisconsin stated that 
there would be no general discussion of the bill, but we would 
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at once proceed to consider it under the five-minute rule. Am I 
correct as far as that is concerned? j 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia objected to 
that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. No; I did not. I beg your pardon, I did 
not make any objection to the other statement of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Georgia objected for the reason it would cut off general debate. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I did not object; I simply inquired of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin if it would, and he said it would not. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I said to the gentleman from Georgia he 
would have all the time he wanted and my time, too. There is 
no disposition at all to eut off debate. There is no objection, 
Mr. Chairman. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the Clerk will 
report the bill under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 13. That the rate of fare which may be charged for the trans- 
portation of passengers over the line of said company within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia shall not exceed 5 cents per passenger, and six tickets 
shall be sold for 25 cents: Provided, however, That the said Anacostia, 
Surrattsville and Brandywine Electric Railway Company and the 
Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company are hereby required 
to issue free transfers, so that for the payment of one fare a passenger 
on any one of the roads shall have the privilege of a continuous ride 
over the lines of the other in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to that section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out after the word “ cents,” in line 1, page 5, all down to and 
including the word “ Columbia,” in line 7. 


Mr. BABCOCK. 


transfers with this short line of street railway, about a mile and 
a half long, which is an overhead trolley, and the representatives 
of the company in the District of Columbia object on the ground 
that it is not equitable for 20 miles of underground construction 
to exchange transfers with a line of a mile and a half of over- 
head construction, and I advised them when this provision was 
reached that I would offer the amendment which I have sent to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. McCLEARY of 
ment do? 

Mr. BABCOCK. 
as between these two lines. 
rangements. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask what the 
effect of this amendment would be? As I understand, the bill 
as reported calls for the issue of free transfers, and if that 
clause is stricken out then the railroad company will be able to 
exact a fare of 5 cents, will it not—get 5 cents for a ride over 
the small portion of the District through which this road is to 
run? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman is correct. The roads would 
then have to make their own arrangements for transfers. 
The theory of the amendment is that it will not be equitable for 
20 miles of line to issue free transfers for a road of the length 
of a mile and a half, or, in other words, that the road in the 
District of Columbia would probably exact two-thirds of the 
fare and the other line one-third. 

Mr. BAKER. Yes; but supposing any one person wished to 
travel on this road one mile and a half, then they would have 
to pay 5 cents? 

Mr. BABCOCK. They have to pay their fare. 

Mr. BAKER. Well, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that that 
is an extortionate and exorbitant fare, and I therefore move as 
an amendment to the amendment that where a fare is paid for 
that portion of the road within the District and no transfer is 
asked that not to exceed 3 cents shall be charged. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman put his amendment in 
writing? 

Mr. BAKER. I will. 

The CHAIRMAN (after a pause). 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That where a cash fare is paid for a ride entirely within the District 


and no transfer is asked for that then the company shail only charge 
3 cents for a ride within the District of Columbia. 7 — 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I certainly can not under- 
stand the effect of that amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. 
ment would be this, that where anybody boards a car on that 
road within the District and does not desire to go beyond the 
District line or beyond its terminus in the city of Washington, 


Minnesota. What does that amend- 


They have to make their own ar- 


The Clerk will report 


Now, Mr. Chairman, this provision in the bill | 
compels the road inside of the District of Columbia to issue free 


It does not provide for any transfers at all | 
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Well, Mr. Chairman, the effect of that amend- | 


| service of the Brooklyn Rapid Transit Company. 
| portunity for this House to do right at the start. 
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they will only have to pay 3 cents for that ride of a mile and a 
half or less. If they do not ask for a transfer, and there will 
undoubtedly be people who will not want transfers to other 
roads, the fare will be limited in that case to 3 cents. It seems 
to me that is a fair proposition, that where people only want 
to travel a short space within the District that the railroad 
eompany should be restricted to a fare of 3 cents. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I understand the effect is that where you 
have got a piece of road about a mile and a half long in the Dis- 
trict they will pay only a 3-cent fare. 

Mr. BAKER. If he rides within the District and does not 
ask for a transfer. 

Mr. BABCOCK. 
amendment? 

Mr. BAKER. A 5-cent fare would be required where the 
passenger wants a transfer, and this could be arranged for with 
the existing companies. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. BAKER. I understand the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. BascockK] accepts the amendment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I am simply asking for a vote. 

Mr. BAKER. I have just one word to say on that subject. 

Mr. Chairman, I suppose there is no matter in the United 
States, in our cities, that is provoking so much thought, incit- 
ing so much attention as this matter of street-railroad fares. 
Now, within the last fifteen or twenty years there have been such 
tremendous advances made in the means and methods for trans- 
porting passengers—I do not mean that the companies have al- 
ways provided those facilities, but I mean that inventions have 
made possible facilities of which in some eases the railroad 
companies have availed themselves, and sometimes have not— 
those advances have been so tremendous that the cost of trans- 
porting persons on railroads to-day by electricity is very much 
less than was the cost of transferring passengers by horse cars 
or by cables. 

Now, we are always met with this proposition. The moment 
anybody suggests that there is a street-railroad company in 
some city that is making enormous earnings upon its real capital 
(watered four or five times), we are told, “ Oh, they have vested 
rights! Their charter permits them to charge 5 cents!” 
Waiving now the question of whether those situations should be 
changed, we have here an original proposition. Let us do what 
is right here and now. Do not let this bill carry with it a pos- 
sibility of this company charging a 5-cent fare, so that next 
year, or some time afterwards, when a complaint is made 
against the fare being exorbitant, they may say, “ Oh, we have 
the right to charge it.” You know the plea that is always made, 
which is “ We are only earning a small portion of dividends up- 
on our stock.” If I had the time I could cite to the House a 
number of railroads, the capitalization of whose stock is from 
three to four and even five times the actual amount of capital 
ever invested in the company. Such capitalization frequently 
includes all the improvements that have been made, the con- 
stant changes and repair in its tracks, and things of that kind. 
If a merebant is engaged in business and he paints his store 
and makes alterations to it, he does not say, “ This is an addi- 
tion to my capital.” He says “That is a part of the 
the operation of my business;” he does not charge that as an 


What about the 5-cent provision in the 


cost of 


asset. It would be useless if he did, as he could not charge any 
more for his goods. But the street-railroad companies say this, 
or, in effect, they do it. They put $1,000,000 into improve- 


ments, replacing its worn-out rails, or cars, its poles, and things 
of that kind, and then they claim that as an addition to their 
eapital. These ought all to be charged to the business of opera- 
tion, and ought not to be permitted to be an excuse for being 
a burden upon the community in the shape of excessive fares 
on the plea that they are necessary to pay dividends. Yet, that 
is constantly done. In the city in which I live the rails, poles, 
and wires that have been destroyed or replaced, the cars that 
have been burned or sold, are still included in the capital stock 
of that company. 

That is the reason we Brooklynites are calied upon to pay 
the extortionate fare of 5 cents, notwithstanding the inadequate 
Here is an op- 

We are told 
you must not attack “ vested rights.” We never hear of “ vested 
wrongs.” Do not create this “ vested right” to charge 5 cents 
now. Do not permit this charter to carry the right to ¢! 
an extortionate fare for this small 
road for a mile and a half. 

[Cries of “ Vote!’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 


service of riding on this 
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Mr. BAKER. Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 30. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would like to ask the gentleman 
having the bill in charge a question. I find that the first sec- 
tion provides for the construction of this road with single or 
double tracks, equip and operate the same for the carrying of 
passengers, parcels, milk, garden truck, and other small freight. 
Section 2 allows this company to transfer its cars to the tracks 
of the other railroad and the other railroad to transfer its cars 
over the tracks of this railroad. 

Now, I have had a little experience in the chartering of street 
railroads and in their management and construction. While I 
do not know the locality that is covered by these lines, I do con- 
tend that it would be a very serious mistake in the District of 
Columbia or the city of Washington to grant a franchise or 
privilege for the carrying of freight through the center of the 
streets. A street-car line carrying passengers has the right to 
occupy the street; but express companies running freight cars, 
purely for private gain, it seems to me ought not to be allowed 
to run on car lines through the center of the city, the capital of 
the country. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think it possible that a 
freight car carrying freight will be any more dangerous than 
automobiles using the streets without any restriction? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It is not a question of danger, 
but of inharmonious surroundings—impairing the general effect 
by using the streets. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is just the same in the other charters. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not know what the existing 
charters are, but if any charter contains that provision it ought 
to be stopped. I do not believe the streets of the city of Wash- 
ington ought to be used for transacting a freight business. I 
think this feature of the bill ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. BABCOCK. In answer to the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut, I will say this bill refers to 14 miles of construction from 
Anacostia out to the District line. This refers to the connec- 
tion of what we know as the Anacostia road, and there is no 
line into the city proper. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is in a part of the city. 

Mr. MUDD. It is from Anacostia Bridge down to the steam- 
boat landing at the foot of Seventh street. 

Mr. BABCOCK. 
provision has been granted already within the city limits, and 


Then it is not in the city? 


the other lines. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 


the city limits of Washington, the capital of the country, the 
streets should not be used for running freight cars. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the fact that the entire time schedules of the cars and every- 
thing must be under regulations that must be approved by the 
Commissioners. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not care who approves them. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Would the gentleman believe that the trans- 
ferring of freight over the road, principally milk, and taking it 
a mile down to the steamboat landing at 12 o’clock at night, 
would be subject to such an objection? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, then, I will have to disagree with the 
gentleman on that proposition. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have been informed that this charter 
has been granted, expired, and renewed quite a number of 
times. Now, can any gentleman inform me what is the ground 
for its continued renewal? 

Mr. BABCOCK. 
that it is of importance to the people living in Maryland, who 
want to get a connection from Brandywine to the city. It is 
very desirable; that is a very populous country; and I will 
yield to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp], who will 
explain the details of the bill. 

Mr. MUDD. The charter has never been renewed; it can not 
be renewed, because it has never yet been granted. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Some charter was drawn, including 
some other road. 

Mr. MUDD. That wants to keep this railroad out. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have been informed that either this 
or a similar charter has been authorized and consent given to 
the other road. 


Mr. MUDD. Never. 


I do not know what was done to | 
the other lines and I do not care; but I do suggest that within | 


I will say to the gentleman from Maine | 





I will say that in a number of charters this | 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And that the charter expired several 
times. 

Mr. MUDD. That is not true. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And the objects of the projectors have 
never been realized. 

Mr. MUDD. That is not true as to either charter—the one in 
Maryland or the one being asked in this District. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then I have been incorrectly informed. 

Mr. MUDD. ‘The incorporation in the State of Maryland took 
place last year, or perhaps a little over a year ago. A bill to 
extend the route as incorporated in Maryland into the District 
of Columbia was subsequently introduced in the House, at the 
request of the Maryland incorporators, by myself, and this bill 
is a Senate duplication of the House bill. We are now acting 
upon the Senate bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, while the gentleman from 
Maryland is on his feet I would like to ask him a question or 
two. 

Mr. MUDD. I move to strike out the last word, in order to 
get five minutes to answer the questions of the gentleman from 
Kansas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. MUDD. Now, I will hear the gentleman’s questions and 
will answer them if I can. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is probable I would have been advised 
of this if I had been in the committee room at the time the bill 
was considered there. I have no information, and therefore I 
ask the gentleman from Maryland what is the capital stock of 
the company that proposes to build this road? 

Mr. MUDD. ‘Three hundred thousand dollars in the State of 
Maryland, as I am informed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Is that capital stock paid in? 

Mr. MUDD. Not all of it; but I assume—I do not know 
the facts at all—that a road incorporated under a general in- 
corporation law in the State of Maryland has complied with all 
the requirements of the law of the State. I have heard noth- 
ing to the contrary. I know that an organization has been 
effected, and it can not be effected without a certain amount of 
the capital stock being subscribed and a certain amount paid 
in, and assume that these requirements have been complied 
with. I know nothing to the contrary and have had no intima- 
tion to any such effect. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Has it any railroad property now? 

Mr. MUDD. No; it has no railroad property now, except 
rights of way; but upon that point, Mr. Chairman, I think 
I may say, and I think the committee will agree with me, that 


| it would be an absolute impossibility for a railroad company 
in that regard we have simply put in the same that we do with | 





incorporated to run from a small village in about the center of 
the county adjoining the District of Columbia, and to come to 
the District line, 2 or 3 miles, across the Eastern Branch, 
which is practically nowhere, to build its road, and that no capi- 
talist would invest money to help to build a road in a strictly 
rural section until the company had a charter allowing it to 
get to its point of destination, in this case the city of Washing- 
ton. The city of Washington is the objective point and the chief 
terminus of this Maryland railroad. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. That is, of the proposed railroad. 

Mr. MUDD. Of the proposed railroad in Maryland; and I 
will add also in this connection that the history of railroads 
in the city of Washington and in the State of Maryland 
together will show no instance of a railroad chartered in Mary- 
land (and I apprehend the same will hold true as to Virginia) 
having been completed or any substantial portion of it built 
until those who were asked to invest in the railroad and to put 
up the capital necessary to construct it were fairly given to 
understand that they could get inside of the District of Colum- 
bia; in other words, could get to the city of Washington. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. What distance is the proposed road from 
the road with which it expects to connect? 

Mr. MUDD. I do not quite understand that question. Does 
the gentleman mean what is the length of the line in Maryland? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes. 

Mr. MUDD. About 16 or 18 miles. It will form a very de- 
sirable link from the terminus of what is called the “ Southern 
Maryland Railroad,” in Prince George County, Md., through 
which it passes, to the city of Washington. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. When completed, what will be the total 
mileage of this railroad? 

Mr. MUDD. In Maryland it will be about 16 miles. 

Mr. CAMPBELL And about how much in the District of Co- 
lumbia? 

Mr. MUDD. 
Columbia. 


About 2 miles or thereabouts in the District of 
I will say in this connection, if the gentleman will 


allow me—— 
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Mr. CAMPBELL. What is the objection of the promoters of 
the road, or the incorporators, to having one fare on the road in 
Maryland and in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The objection is not on their part, but on 
the part of the Washington road. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 mean on their own lines. 

Mr. MUDD. I will answer that there are few railroads in 
the United States that carry passengers 20 miles for 5 cents. I 
do not think it would be a very paying proposition at that price. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The additional 2 miles would not be much 
of a burden upon the company within the District. 

Mr. MUDD. I'am not sure that it would be, but the proposi- 
tion as to the price to be paid on the part of the line in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia has been acted upon and settled, as I under- 
stand. 

The portion of the road in the District of Columbia, I will 
say, does not enter the city limits proper at all. It goes, I 
think, about 2 miles or thereabouts in what is called the rural 
section of the District of Columbia. The whole line would be 
on the eastern and southern side of the Eastern Branch of the 
Potomac, or Anacostia River, and I think if my friend would 
go over there he would conclude that it was a section of the 
District of Columbia, and if he went farther he would see it was 
a section of Maryland, that badly needed some railroad facili- 
ties. There are none there now, and the section of country to 
be traversed would abundantly sustain a railroad of the char- 
acter contemplated, in my judgment. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, 
the gentleman a question. 

Mr. MUDD. Very well. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Has this Maryland road of 16 miles, 
necessary to connect the terminus there with the other link in 
the District of Columbia, been constructed? 

Mr. MUDD. Oh, no. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. How long has it been projected? 

Mr. MUDD. I think somewhat over a year. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
building it in Maryland? 

Mr. MUDD. The length of time that it has been projected. 
The road was incorporated in Maryland under the general in- 
corporation law of that State. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. About when was that? 

Mr. MUDD. About a year ago or a little more. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It was on the 2d of February, 1903. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. About two years ago. 

Mr. MUDD. Shortly after that, in the latter part of the last 
Congress, as soon as the incorporators could fairly get an op- 
portunity to formulate and present their bill, it was introduced 
here to let them into the District of Columbia. It failed of 
consideration because there was not time. It was renewed by 
reintroduction in the present Congress, but the bill has not 
been considered until this time. Now, because it has not been 
acted upon earlier is no fault of those who obtained the charter 
in Maryland. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I agree with the gentleman about that. 
I would like to inquire whether or not this projected road 
crosses any bridge in which the Government has an interest? 

Mr. MUDD. It does not. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Doesn’t it cross the Navy-Yard Bridge? 

Mr. MUDD. No; it comes to the eastern side, but does not 
touch the bridge. The idea is that it shall connect with another 
railroad that already goes over the bridge. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The president of the Board of Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia says: 

A bill similar to the one now under consideration was introduced in 
the Fifty-seventh Congress and was reported upon by the Commis- 


sioners. They recommended certain changes in that bill, which changes 
have all been incorporated in the present bill. 


I would like to ask 


The Commissioners are in favor of increasing the street-railway | 
facilities east of the Anacostia River, and would therefore recommend | 


favorable action on the bill. It should be stated, however, in this con- 
nection, that the Navy-Yard Bridge, over which the increased traffic 


would have to ams, has been heretofore reported by the Commissioners | 
> resent overstrained, and an item asking for its | 


to Congress as 
rebuilding is contained & the estimates of the Commissioners for the 
ensuing fiscal year. It may therefore be necessary to restrict or forbid 
the passage of street cars over it. . 

From that I should rather infer that it does cross the bridge. 

Mr. BABCOCK. No; I will clear that up. This Congress 
has appropriated $350,000 to renew that bridge. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I understand that is a Senate amend- 
ment, but it has not passed this House. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The House refused to put the amendment 
on; it went out on a point of order made by the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have the floor; I 
want to make a further explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks unan- 


ing at 
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imous consent that he may have five minutes more. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MUDD. I think the gentleman, on reading the bill, will 
find that it nowhere says that this railroad company shal! have 
authority to cross the river. The report that he reads from 
speaks of the additional traffic that will come over the bridge; 
in other words, the added number of people that will be brought 
over by the railroad with which it connects. Now, these people 
will not be any heavier coming over in that way than if they 
walk or drive in a buggy. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is a criticism on the statement of 
the Commissioners. 

Mr. MUDD. I do not think the Commissioners have 
very lucid or very exact in that statement as to the bridge. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It may be that they are not sufficiently 
agile to appreciate the situation. The gentleman’s facetious re- 
marks apply to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MUDD. Entirely. The western terminus of this road 
is at the eastern terminus of the Anacostia bridge. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If we pass this bill we may practically 
put the District of Columbia in a position that it will have to 
appropriate $350,000 to reconstruct this bridge. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Let me say to the gentleman from Maine 
that $250,000 has already been appropriated and is now law. 
The last appropriation bill provided for increasing to $375,000. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. In addition? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No: $125,000 more, which went out on a 
point of order. But a member of the Appropriations Committee 
advises me that the $250,000 appropriation is already law, and 
probably the extra $125,000 will be added in the other body when 
the District bill is passed. This has got to be expended anyhow. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The present status of the 
matter is this: The bridge has been authorized, to cost $250,000, 
The proposition to which reference has been made is simply to 
increase the limit of cost by $125,000. That increased limit of 
cost has nothing to do with this proposition. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And will not be influenced by this legis- 
lation. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Is there 


been 


No. 


Sec. 15. That the said company, through its proper officers, shall 
annually, on or before August 1, make return under oath to the board 
of personal tax appraisers of the District of Columbia of the amount of 


ts gross receipts in the District of Columbia during the preceding year 
ending June 30, and shall pay to the collector of taxes of the District 
of Columbia, at the same time and in the same manner as other per 
sonal taxes are paid, an amount equal to 4 per cent per annum thereon 
in lieu of other personal taxes; that the real estate of the said com 
pany in the District of Columbia shall be assessed and taxed as is other 
real estate in said District. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee 
the significance of the language in this section providing, as it 


| appears to provide, a 4 per cent tax upon the gross receipts in 


the District of Columbia. Now, there is nothing in the bill, so 
far as I have been able to find, to show whether there is going 
to be one fare charged, a uniform fare, over the road, or whether 
there is going to be a separate fare within the District of Co- 
lumbia as distinct from that portion of the road which is out 
side of the District. What I would like to know 
this language is sufficiently definite? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I would say, in the first 
place, that Congress can not legislate beyond the Maryland line. 

Mr. BAKER. I appreciate all of that. 

Mr. BABCOCK. And that in the several conditions that 
exist here to-day—in fact, on all of the lines, as I understand 


is whether 


| it—a separate fare is charged in the District, and outside of the 


District we have no control. 

Mr. BAKDR. The existing roads to-day have to make a re- 
port of the fares collected inside of the District? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. BAKER. Whether the fares are actually 
side the District or not? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, the rule has been that when you get 
to the District line the conductor comes around the second time 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, yes; I see. Then, of course, I understand 
the language, but I did not know whether a fare might be col 
lected outside the District which would bring the passenger into 
the District. 

Mr. BABCOCK,. That is not the practice 

Mr. BAKER. And it would not be under 

Mr. BABCOCK. No. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 17. That said company is authorized to construct and operate 
for its own use only, telegraph and 
as herein provided for, subject to the approval of the Con 
the District of Columbia. 


collected out- 


other line 
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Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of section 17, page 7, the following: 

“Provided, That the said company shall complete and equip its road 
in the State of Maryland from Brandywine to the boundary line of 
= e oe before it shall have any of the privileges con- 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, the object of the amendment 
just read seems to me very plain, viz, that this railroad should 
be « ‘omipe ‘led to construct its 18 miles of road outside of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia before any of the privileges granted under this 
bill to tear up and mutilate the streets within the District shall 
become operative. I have been informed—whether my authority 
is good or not I am not prepared to say—that there are defects 
in the charter of this company. ‘The charter of this company 
was one granted in the State of Maryland, and the company is 
therefore a foreign corporation. Notwithstanding this, its char- 
ter or the conditions thereof were never submitted to the mem- 
bers of this committee when this bill came up for consideration. 
I object, therefore, if it is so that this charter is defective, to 
admitting into the District and giving the privileges contained in 
this bill to a foreign corporation with a defective charter. 
Another point is that there are several privileges granted in the 
Maryland charter which are not recognized in the incorporation 
laws of the District of Columbia. 

As far as section 18 of this bill is concerned, this railroad 
would not be obliged to build more than perhaps a block of its 
road to retain its entrance into the District of Columbia, for the 
reason that this section reads that only such portions shall be 
forfeited within the District as have been completed at that 
time. I therefore trust that as an evidence of good faith upon 
the part of this railroad it shall be required to complete its 18 
miles of road in Maryland before it is allowed to enter into the 
District of Columbia under the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I think if the gentleman had 
fully understood the 
offered to this vill he would not have submitted this amendment. 
In the first place, 
is absolutely worthless, and money can not be had to build that 
line until it is known it can make a connection with the Wash- 
ington roads. I was shown a day or two since a letter and 
telegram from what are supposed to be reputable capitalists 
that the money was ready for the construction of the whole as 
—_ as they were assured of the charter from the District line 

Anacostia. Now, if you adopt this provision you are likely to 
dete it the whole project or put a bar in that would prevent the 
gentlemen raising the money. 

Now, an amendment will be offered to this bill which pro- 
vides that they forfeit the whole charter unless they build all 
the line, so that what the gentleman says—they might build a 
block and hold it—does not have weight; but one of the members 
of the committee will offer that amendment, 
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seems that this charter of the Anacostia, Surrattsville and 
Brandywine Railway Company was granted on February 3, 
1903, by the State of Maryland under its general laws to incor- 
porate railroads, and by this bill we give them the right to 
come into the District of Columbia, without any restriction upon 


| that right as to what power they shall exercise, thus giving 


them all the rights granted by their charter. We do not say 
that they shall come into the District simply for the purpose of 
building a railroad. We permit them to come in, exercising 
those charter rights which they have under the laws of the 
State of Maryland, part of which are to build an electric rail- 
way line. Now, this railroad company under its charter has 
not only the right, under the Maryland law, to build and equip 
railways, but it has also the right to buy, develop, and speculate 
in real ests ite and things of that sort. Now, the laws of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia do not permit its own corporations to do that 
which the very corporate rights of this corporation, given to it 
by the State of Maryland, authorized it to do. 

Now, it will not do to say that it can not exercise those rights 
in the District of Columbia because, as I unaerstand, the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in a case recently decided, in 
the case of Allison v. The Southern Railway Company, holds 
that where a State permits a railroad corporation to come within 
its State and operate under a foreign charter, as you propose 
to permit this railroad to do under its Maryland charter, then 
that railroad chartered by another State, operating in a State 
in which it was not incorporated, as this one wilf be operating in 
the District of Columbia under its Maryland charter, has the 
right to exercise the powers granted by its charter, unless 
the State where it is permitted to operate restricts and limits its 
powers, so that when we give this company the power to oper- 
ate its railway that company comes to the District of Colum- 


| bia with the power and the right to exercise all its charter 


powers and rights granted it by the Maryland act. Therefore 


| we not only permit this company to do that which we do not 


amendments that are prepared to be | 


which I hope | 
adopted, providing that all of this line must be con- | 


structed within this period of time or they forfeit the entire | : ‘0 F 
| the House and my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock] what 


charter; and I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
‘eadily see that he will absolutely paralyze the efforts of these | 


men—good, reputable citizens of Maryland—to construct 


omm ling from Anacostia the other way, as that is 
the natural way to construct it where they can get the material. 
I hope, therefore, the gentleman will withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. MORRELL. In answer to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin I do not see that the conclusions that he has drawn are 





» insists upon the whole 18 miles being constructed | 
er goes into effect. Now, they might want to 


material at all if he says the gentlemen have the money and are 
prepared to go ahead with the construction of this entire proj- 
ect. All I ask is they shall give us evidence of their good faith 
that they are going to complete this road. We are here to pro- | 
tect the District ef Columbia, and in offering this amendment 
I am trying to protect that property which is contained within 


the District of Columbia, and I do not want any portion of the 
District of Columbia or its streets touched until these people 
who have all this money ready to expend for building 18 miles 


outside of the limits of the District of Columbia shall have done | 


so. Iam sorry not to be 
mittee, but I must insist upon my amendment 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I did not get your amendment, please. 
Mr. MORRELL. I request that the amendment be read again 
by the Clerk. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
nt. 
The amendment was again reported. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I am jn favor of this amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mor- 
RELL]. Let us see what we are proposing to do by this bill. It 


The Clerk will again report the amend- 


able to oblige the chairman of the com- | 


permit any other company to do in the District of Columbia, 
but we permit it to buy and sell real estate and to run freight 


the charter in Maryland to the District line | Cars along and over the line of the street railways of the 


District of Columbia. We permit it also to do this—and doubt- 
less that is the purpose of this charter: We permit it to con- 
nect its line of railway with the Anacostia and Potomac Rail- 
way Company, which will enable it to run freight cars through 
the city, and in the eighteenth section we prescribe that it shall 
be completed in two years; but if not completed within that time 
it simply forfeits the right to finish the part which is uncom- 
pleted at that date. 

This bill does not provide that the railroad shall forfeit their 
right to construct a railroad in the District of Columbia en- 
tirely if it does not construct it within two years, but simply 
forfeits the uncompleted portion. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Barrt- 
LETT] will only just wait for a moment, when we get to that 
section it will be amended in accordance with his views. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I am glad to hear it. I wanted to show 


sort of a bill we have here, and which is an unusual bill! for the 
gentleman to report from his committee. You permit this rail- 
road company to engage in land speculation, to deal in real 
estate, and you permit it to do so without restricting it to the 
privileges which you grant to street-car companies chartered by 
the District of Columbia. 

Now, for my part, I did not move to amend this part of the 
bill which permits the carrying of freight through the streets 
of the city of Washington or the District of Columbia, because 
I do not think it is a good bill. For my part, I am not in favor 
of the rights and privileges granted by the bill at all, Mr. 
Chairman; therefore, I say, I am in favor of this amendment, 
because it puts in the law a provision which, if complied with, 
requires them to build a railroad in sood faith and not for 
speculative purposes. 

Mr. MUDD. Will the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Barr- 
tT] support the bill with that amendment put in? 

Mr. BARTLETT. With some other changes I might. 

Mr. MUDD. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Barrretr] 
is against the bill anyhow? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ido not know whether I am or not. I am 
opposed to the proposition of turning over to any street-car 
company the right to haul freight cars through the streets of 
the city of Washington. 

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BARTLETT] point out where that right is given? 

Mr. BARTLETT. In the first section of the bill. 

Mr. COWHERD. That is limited to the right of way of this 
road, and this road does not run over the streets of the city of 
Washington. 
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Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
the other roads. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
street, Sor instance. 

Mr. COWHERD. As the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Mupp] is more familiar with the subject, I will ask him if all 
of these streets do not lie across the bridge? 

Mr. MUDD. All the streets mentioned as of the route of 
this railroad lie across the bridge, over in and beyond Ana- 
costia. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
the city. 

Mr. MUDD. It is not a part of this city at all. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It will in the near future be a part of the 
great capital city of ours. I do not know whether it crosses the 
bridge at all or not, but it is a bad precedent, it is a wrong 
principle of legislation to authorize street railway companies 
to haul freight cars through the city of Washington or the resi- 
dence portion of the District of Columbia. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CownHerp] can not deny that they are residents 
of that part of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COWHERD. I will say to the gentleman from Georgia 


It has transfer rights with 


They name certain streets—Harrison 


It is an inhabited and a growing part of 


[Mr. BartLetT| that I will not vote and I do not intend to vote, | 


knowingly, to let them haul freight or express over the streets 
of the city of Washington. But all suburban roads are allowed 
to haul small freight and express outside of the city limits. 
These branches cover what is known as the Anacostia district, 
and unless under this provision that speaks of a change in 
cars with the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad, which is 
also a surburbun road, outside of the District of Columbia 
unless you can find some provision—— 

The CHAIRMAN. 
[Mr. Barrietr] has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have my time ex- 
tended five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Bart- 
LETT] asks unanimous corsent to have his time extended for 
five minutes longer. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CownerD] say that the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad 
does not run through the residence portion of the city? 

Mr. COWHERD. I understand these two roads lie beyond 
the east river; they do not lie on this side of what is known 
as the east river—the flat down there. As to what the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] Says in regard to residences, 


there are residences all the way on the Baltimore and Ohio | 


from here to the city of St. Louis. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Is Harrison street a city street? 

Mr. COWHERD. ‘There are streets over there, but they are 
not streets of the city of Washington. 

Mr. BARTLETT. We are not asked here to incorporate a 
road; we are not asked to extend the power of this great Govy- 
ernment and grant the franchise to the railroad in the first in- 


- | amendment. 


The time of the gentleman from Georgia | 


stance, as we ought to do, before we permit the use of the | 


streets. We are asked to take this road and permit it to come 
in the District of Columbia with all the rights and privileges 
and with all the authority which is in this charter, and traverse 


the streets and avenues, or whatever name may suit the gentle- | 


man from Missouri as to that, without putting upon them the 
same limitations that the roads that are chartered by the Goy- 
ernment and the District of Columbia have put upon them by 
Congress, 

Section 2 of this bill says that the Anacostia, Surrattsville 
and Brandywine Electric Railroad Company and the Anacostia 
and Potomac River Railroad Company shall have the power to 


make any contracts that they deem necessary—now, I do not 
know where the Anacostia and Potomac Railroad line is. It is | 
an existing railroad, is it? 


Mr. COWHERD. I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Somebody can give information. 
know anything about where it runs. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. The Anacostia Railroad, I will state for 
the benefit of the gentleman, starts at Anacostia, crosses the 
river, and winds around and comes up by the Pennsylvania 
Depot; then crosses Washington to the north line, and has just 
been extended 1 mile; so that its terminus is about equal to 
that of what is known as “ the Capital Traction Railroad.” In 
other words, the Anacostia road runs all through Washington. 

Mr. BARTLETY. All right. That, Mr. Chairman, is what I 
understood. I am not as familiar, perhaps, as I ought to be 
with it. I do not know where many of the street railroads of 
this city run. I know the one that runs from here to my hotel. 
Then, under the first section of this bill, they are permitted to 
carry milk, garden truck, and other small freight over their 
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lines, and we also permit the Anacostia, Surrattsville and 
Brandywine Electric Railway Company and the Anacostia and 
Potomac Railway Company to have power to make contracts 
that may be necessary to enable the same companies to run 
their cars over the tracks of each other. So that, with the privi 
lege granted in this first section of the bill to run freight cars 
and vegetable cars and milk cars as well as passenger cars 
over this line, then the line from Anacostia can bring it and run 
through the city of Washington. The gentleman can not dis 
pute that proposition. Now, when that is done they will be 
able to make contracts with the roads now in operation. ‘This 
will authorize them ; and they will make that contract, and then 
the city will be regaled with the delightful spectacle, such as 
no other city of its size should permit, of carrying freight cars 
through the streets. 

Now, the other provisions of the bill which I desire to call at- 
tention to is in another section, and I will call attention to it 
here. It is in section 18, which provides that this road “ 
be completed in two years,” and then it says, “in default of 
which this act shall be void and of no effect in so far as the line 
shall not be so completed.” 

Mr. MUDD. The objection to that language is to be covered 
by an amendment, as I am informed. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will inform the gentleman from 
Georgia that as soon as section 18 is read, I propose to offer an 
amendment striking out the following words: is the 
said line shall not be so completed.” 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then that is designed to correct this pro 
vision which I was going to attack. I intended to offer that 
I shall vote for it when offered by the gentleman. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I desire to ask the chairman of the D 
trict Committee a question about this bill. This bill, as I under 
stand, is a Senate bill? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then it should 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. ‘This bill was not. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is any similar bill before the con 
tee? 

Mr. BABCOCK. 
duplicate. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 


shall 


“In so far 


before the 


have been 


The House bill on the Calendar is an exact 


When was it reported from the con 


tee? 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. At the last session of Congrs 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Was there a full hearing upon that? 
I can not find anybody on the committee outside of the chairman 
| who seems to know anything about the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Let me explain about it. The bill 
was considered somewhat last session of Congress, and, 3 ] 
understand, placed upon the Calendar with the unde nding 
that it was not to be brought up unless the committee so au 
thorized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has again expired 

Mr. BARTLETT. I ask for five minutes more 

Mr. MUDD. 1 move to strike out the last word in order to 


make 2 suggestion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks that | 
time be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? [A 
a pause.| The Chair hears none 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, with the permission of the 
man from Georgia, will the gentleman make an exp! 

Mr. BARTLETT. 


Go ahead. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The matter was consid ery 
slightly considered—a few days ago, and then I do ' 
whether a positive vote was taken on the proposition or not. 
The chairman said, I understand, he was going to bring up 
Senate bill, which would obviate the necessity of any further 
tion in this matter. I have no distinct re lection of that, but 
I do not doubt the proposition. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I am not criticising the propriety of 
the action of the committee, but what I want to «know 
whether either at this session or at the former session the 
parties interested in this legislation were heard before your 


committee and the matter discussed, so that the committe: 


I 


intelligently advised about the merits of the proposition. Of 
course, | do not know what the fact may be. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I have no recollection « 
hearing before the committee, but I think the committee \ 


pretty generally advised as to what was intended 
Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georg yield? 
Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 
Mr. MUDD. I want to ask this question: Is not the gentle 


man willing that we act upon the amendment now |» 
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perfect that, if it needs perfecting, and then if he has an amend- 
ment to suggest to cover the other matters as to freight cars let 
him propose it? I shall have no objection to the gentleman re- 
turning to that part of the bill to offer any amendment that he 
may think proper for the consideration of the committee. 

Mr. BARTLETT. This Anacostia Railroad, which is now 
in operation, to which I have called attention, does cross the 
Anacostia Bridge. I understand it to be a fact that in the pres- 
ent House an attempt was made to bring in an appropriation 
for the purpose of rebuilding or repairing this bridge, and that 
it was ruled out in the House on a point of order made by the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], but that the appropria- 
tion has been put back into the bill in the Senate. 

So we not only are to grant these great privileges to this cor- 
poration without any restriction whatever upon them, but in- 
asniuch as the road is to be allowed to run both freight and pas- 
senger cars over this bridge, by agreement with the Anacostia 
Railroad, we shall be under the necessity of burdening the 
District government and the United States Treasury with the 
repairing of this bridge. We know that this amendment which 
was offered in the House and ruled out has been put back into 
the bill in the Senate and that it will come back here in the 
usual way, in such form that we can not vote on the separate 
propositions, but must take it as a whole. So this bill, Mr. 
Chairman, will not only entail upon the District of Columbia 
the granting of these privileges and rights to this foreign corpo- 
ration, so to speak, that is, foreign to the District of Columbia— 
privileges which are not granted to any home corporation in the 
District—but will also entail upon the District government and 
the Government of the United States the duty of building an 
expensive bridge in order to accommodate the trafiic. I do not 
think these unusual privileges should be granted. 

Mr. SIMS. The appropriation for the rebuilding of that 
bridge is an appropriation for the benefit of the road already in 


existence. 
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Mr. BARTLETT. I do not know whether it is or not, but | 


the District Commissioners, in a report upon this bill, say that 
if this charter is granted it will necessitate the building of the 
bridge; and this bill permits the railroad to run its cars over 
the line of the road already in existence. 

Mr. BABCOCK. That report was written a year ago, before 
the appropriation was made for the bridge. That is an old 
report that the gentleman has. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It is a report dated February 15, 1904, 
and one your clerk furnished me as the report on this bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, a year ago; and since that time the 
bridge has been authorized and an appropriation made for it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It has not been made in the appropria- 
tion bill for the District of Columbia recently passed by the 
House. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It was made last year. They only sought 
to increase it this year. The chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations has made the statement here to the House or 
explained it fully. 

Mr. BARTLETT. But this House ruled out the appropria- 
tion on a point of order made by the gentleman from Minnesota 
{Mr. Davis] when the bill was being considered by the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has again expired. . 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Morretr] if he will not so reframe his 
amendment as to strike out the words “and equip,” so that it 
will require no more than that the company shall build their 
road outside of the District of Columbia before this act shall 
go into effect. Even then it will be an unusually and, in my 
judgment, an unnecessarily rigorous requirement. 

Mr. MORRELL. I am content, Mr. Chairman, with the pro- 
vision that they shall build the road. 

Mr. MUDD. Striking out the words “ and equip.” 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What does the gentleman understand 
that to mean, simply the roadbed or the trolley line? 

Mr. MUDD. They would not have to put the cars on. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The equipment means the rolling stock, as I 
understand. 

Mr. MORRELL. As I understand it, that means they shall 
complete everything except the rolling stock. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then I would say “except the rolling 
stock.” 

Mr. MUDD. I move to strike out the words “and equip,” in 
the first line. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland offers the 
following amendment to the amendment offered by the gentle- 


man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Morreti], which the Clerk ue 


report 


FEBRUARY 13, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Ste out of the amendment the words “and equip;” so that it will 
read : 

“And provided, That the said company shall complete its road in the 
State of Maryland,” etc. 


Mr. MUDD. That is to relieve them from furnishing the 
rolling stock. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. MUDD. I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
accepts that amendment. 

Mr. MORRELL. I will accépt it. 

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if this will include providing the road with electric 
power? 

Mr. MUDD. Yes; I regard that as a part of the building of 
the road. 

Mr. PORTER. The gentleman said it would only leave out 
the rolling stock. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear the amend- 
ments read again. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendments. 

The Clerk read the amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maryland to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend-_ 


ment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MorReL1]. 

The question was considered; and the amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to page 3, and to satisfy the gentleman from Georgia, 
who is having so much trouble with the provisions in this bad 
bill, I ask, in line 8, after the word “running,” to insert “ pas- 
senger cars,” so that no freight cars can be run into the city. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unan- 
imous consent to return to page 3 and insert the following 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And I want to couple with that, Mr. Chair- 
man, a request to return to section 1, on page 1, for the purpose 
of striking out, after the word “ passengers,” in line 8, the words 
“ parcels, milk, garden truck, and other small freight.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. I have no objection to that, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin modified 
his request, and asks unanimous consent to return to page 3, and 
also to page 1, and offer the amendments which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 1, line 8, strike out the words “ parcels, milk, garden truck, 
and other small freight.” 

On page 3, line 8, insert, after the word “ running,” the word “ pas- 
senger. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to returning to pages 
1 and 8? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin and the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

Sec. 18. That the construction of said extension on the lines of said 
railway company within the District of Columbia shall be commenced 
within one year of the passage of this act, and be completed and cars 
running thereupon for passenger traffic within two years from the 


passage of this act, in default of which this act shall be void and of 
no effect in so far as the said line shall not be so completed. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment to section 18. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 21 and 22, section 18, strike out the words “in so far as the 
said line shall not be so completed.” 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, my object in doing 
this is that it seems that at the present time we have a rail- 
road that is chartered in Maryland, and we are seeking to give 
them a charter in the District of Columbia. There has been 
considerable said in the past that this road might never be 
built, and that it was simply gotten up for a trading scheme. I 
do not know whether that is the case or not. However, it is ap- 
parent to me that it would be unwise to allow that road to come 
in here and build, say, a block of road, or a third of the portion 
of this road, and let them save the charter in so far as they 
had built. It looks to me as if it would be wise to compel them 
to build that portion in the District of Columbia, or in fact the 
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whole road, in the time limited in the bill, or else lose the whole 
of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I now offer the 
amendment to the section just read as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add two new sections to come in after section 18, to be numbered 
sections 19 and 20, respectively, to read as follows: 

“Sec. 19. That all the conditions, requirements, and obligations im- 
posed by this act shall be complied with by any of the successors to and 
assigns of said company within said District. 

“Sec. 20. That within sixty or from the approval of this act the 
company shall deposit $1,000 with the collector of taxes of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to guarantee the construction of this railroad within 
the prescribed time, and if this sum is not so deposited this act shall 
be null and void. If the sum is so deposited and the road is not in 
operation as herein prescribed said $1,000 shall be forfeited to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and this act shall be void.” 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, if there is no ob- 
jection, I would like to consider both amendments as one. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I accept the amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ments offered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. McDERMOTYT. Mr. Chairman, before the amendments 
are adopted, I would like the author of them to furnish some 
statement of what he understands to be the scheme here. 
Originally it was to build a road in from Maryland. 
was to have an entrance into the District of Columbia extend- 
ing a mile or a mile and a half or two miles. The provision 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- | 





That road | 


then was that there should be interchangeable transfers with | 


the Anacostia and Potomac Railroad, a railroad organized origi- 


nally as a horse railroad, changed to the electric system, re- | 


organized after receiverships, and representing to-day an invest- 
ment of something like $4,000,000. That road goes across the 
Anacostia River. Then you have just imposed a duty of ex- 
pending $75,000, for the improvement of the bridge there, upon 
that road. It goes across the river, proceeds west, goes up by 
what we ordinarily call the Pennsylvania depot, goes throwgh 
Eleventh street, and has been within a year extended, at a cost 
of $150,000, something over a mile and a quarter. Altogether, 
the proposition was that this short mile and a half road should 
have the same privileges of transfer over these 11 or 12 miles 
of road as the 12 miles of road would have over the mile and 
a half. 

Now, to have any earthly value, that mile and a half road 
must be what is known as the “ truck-garden carrying proposi- 
tion.” If it can not carry freight there is not much else for it 
to carry. It runs through a country where, in order to earn the 
axle grease on its wheels, it must carry not only passengers but 
freight. It comes to the Anacostia and Potomac road, 
there is a provision in this bill that would allow the carrying of 
that freight through the city of Washington. Anything carried 
over the road entering the District of Columbia, entering Ana- 
costia, could, under a decision of the Supreme Court, be carried 
over the Anacostia and Potomac Railroad. I am interested in 
the Anacostia and Potomac Railroad, of which I was appointed 
receiver. I do not know that I would object to its carrying 
freight. I certainly would object to its marring the streets and 
I would object to its carrying freight if I were a citizen of 
Washington and not interested in the company. 

Mr. COWHERD. Did the gentleman understand the nature 


and | 
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of the amendments that were offered striking out these provi- | 


sions for carrying freights? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
amendments. 

Mr. COWHERD. They have ail been adopted. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. I understand that they can not now 
carry freight. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
free transfer is stricken out. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. I understand, and I am very glad of 
that; but this bill is so crudely drawn—I do not say with any 
covert purpose. It is questionable whether you can not use any 
conceivable kind of electric method of propulsion, not under- 
ground or overhead, but any other over the Anacostia road. It 
is crudely drawn. It does not safeguard the property over 
which it is proposed to run these cars. 

There is no regulation of the cars; there is no power to regu- 
late, and while I suppose that if this road is built the result 
will be that passengers will change at the termini—I don’t think 
there is any question about that—I think myself that in rail- 
road building it would be a great deal better if you had pro- 
visions so that one operating the railroad could tell what the 
bill means. You have stricken out freight, the only object of 
the bill. You could not make this road pay, you could not run 
it, unless it was a truck-freight road. Now, is there not some 


I was going to explain those 
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other object in the bill? The readiness with which all amend- 
ments to strike out everything is accepted seems to me to indi- 
cate that the skeleton is to be reclothed in a committee 
ference at the suggestion of the Senate, and some other railroad 


proposition put in force in the District of Columbia. This bill 
means nothing as it stands. 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am very highly 


gratified at the exposition of railroad laws and the workings 
thereof as given by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. M: 

Dermott]. His knowledge on this subject is quite extensive. 
and I am very glad he has pointed out the defects in this bill. 
I am not the author of it, but am seeking to amend so as to 
make it good, as I have been assured by the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Mupp] that this road will be very beneficial to 
his constituents when built. Now, upon that theory I wish this 
bill to be sent to the Senate in proper form, not for the purpose 
of trade or dicker. I certainly do not desire anything of the 
kind. My preference in this matter would be that this bill had 
never appeared upon this floor, but the gentleman from Mary 
land has assured .me that his constituents are very anxious to 
have this legislation, therefore I have not sought to kill the bill 
but to avoid sending it or any other bill to the Senate of the 
United States for the purpose of trade or barter or for the pur- 
pose of having it used as a pretext for adding other legislation 
to it. 

In order to make this bill a little more perfect I have sug- 
gested that the same requirements be added, as to assigns, that 
are usual in legislation of this nature, and to show good faith I 
have also added an amendment to compel them to deposit with 
the city government $1,000, thus showing their good faith. 
There is also another amendment, just adopted, as offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Morretu], to the effect 
that before they enter the city of Washington they must show 


their good faith by building all that portion lying outside. I am 
very much obliged to the gentleman from New Jersey for the 


information he has given me concerning other railroads in this 
vicinity. My desire is to protect the District of Columbia and 
to see that no wild-cat schemes are attempted to be imposed 
upon it. This is my only object in offering the amendments. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that I cor 
dially indorse the amendments of the gentleman which go to- 
ward effecting the object which the gentleman seeks, and I re- 
plied with some hesitancy on account of my interest in these 
railroad properties to indicate that this bill has had section 
after section eliminated so that it does not mean a railroad 
proposition as it now reads, but something else; what, I do not 
know. The gentleman’s amendments are not only in good form, 
but go far toward accomplishing his object. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I informed the gentleman I have 


learned more about the bill in the last five minutes than I have 
before. 
Mr. SIMS. I would like to know if the gentleman has any 


information as to what would happen to the bill when it reaches 
the other body? 

Mr. McDERMOTT. I do not know what would happen to 
this, or what is ordinarily known as the rate bill; no one can 
tell what the result will be. 

Mr. SIMS. You have fears, perhaps? 

Mr. McDERMOTT. No; I have hopes of the rate-bill proposi 
tion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I 
gentleman from Wisconsin will now make the motion that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. BABCOCK. 
minutes more? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; it is now a‘ter time, and 
I think it would be well for the committee to rise. 
great deal better. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I did not intend to oppose 
the passage of the amendment, Mr. Chairman; I thought it had 
already been considered. I now renew my suggestion. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, if there is no further amend 
ment to be offered, I would move that the committee rise and 
report the bill to the House with a favorable recommendation 

Mr. BARTLETT. Oh, no. 

Mr. JAMES. We are not through with the reading of the bill 


i 


hope the 


Will the gentleman consent to sitting for ten 


yet. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Was not that the suggestion of the gentle 
man? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; the suggestion was 


that the committee now rise and report progress, whatever it is. 
Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
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move that when the committee rise that they bring in a motion 
that the bill be recommitted to the District of Columbia Com- 
mittee. I for one do not know anything at all about the bill, 
and I find others among the District of Columbia Committee 
also greatly ignorant on this subject. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I am very sorry, Mr. Chairman, to hear a 
member of the committee make that statement on the floor. 
This is not any new measure; it has been on the Calendar for 
a year and has been considered by the committee time and 
again. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
think that the committee ought to rise and report the bill with 
a favorable recommendation. The other motions on the bill can 
be made at some other time. I suggest simply that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman on the other side [Mr. 
WILLIAMS of Mississippi} feels it to be absolutely necessary, I 
move that the committee do new rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- | 


sumed the chair, Mr. Mann, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that the com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (S. 3348) to au- 
thorize the Anacostia, Surrattsville and Brandywine Electric 
tailroad to extend its street railway in the District of Colum- 
bia, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 5972) permitting 
the building of a dam across the Mississippi River between the 
village of Sauk Rapids, Benton County, Minn., and the city of 
St. Cloud, Stearns County, Minn. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 15578) to prevent the use 
of devices calculated to convey the impression that the United 
States Government certifies to the quality of gold or silver used 
in the arts, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Kran, 
Mr. ForAKER, and Mr. CARMACK as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 17481. An act authorizing the Alexander, Bayou Macon 
and Greenville Railway Company to construct bridges over Red 
ltiver, Little River, Ouachita River, and Bayou Louis, in Loui- 
Siana. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
4156) for the establishment of public-convenience stations in the 
District of Columbia, had asked a conference with the House on 


the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. HANSBROUGH, and Mr. MARTIN as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 1 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Sundry messages, in writing, from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House of Representatives by 


Mr. Barnes, one of his secretaries, who also informed the 
House of Representatives that the President had approved and 
signed bills of the following titles: 


On February 7, 1905: 

H. R. 16567. An act to authorize the Decatur Transportation 
and Manufacturing Company, a corporation, to construct, main- 
tain, and operate a bridge across the Tennessee River at or near 
the city of Decatur, Ala. ; 

H. R. 17345. An act to exclude from the Yosemite National 
Park, California, certain lands therein described, and to attach 
and include the said lands in the Sierra Forest Reserve; and 


H. R. 17749. An act authorizing the Kensington and Eastern | 


Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Calumet 
tiver. 

On February 8, 1905: 

H. R. 7869. An act in relation to bonds on contracts with the 
District of Columbia ; 

H. R. 9493. An act to amend the act of February 8, 1897, en- 
titled “‘An act to prevent the carrying of obscene literature and 
articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one State 
or Territory into another State or Territory,” so as to prevent 
the importation and exportation of the same; 

H.R. 9758. An act for the relief of the heirs of George Mce- 
Ghehey for services rendered as mail contractor ; 

H. R. 14626. An act to quiet titles to Jand in the city of Mo- 
bile, State of Alabama ; 
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H. R. 14710. An act authorizing the use of earth, stone, and 
timber on the public lands and forest reserves of the United 
States in the construction of works under the national irriga- 
tion law; 

H.R. 15011. An act to open to homestead settlement and 
entry the relinquished and undisposed of portions of the Round 
Valley Indian Reservation, in the State of California, and for 
other purposes ; 

H. R. 17769. An act to grant certain lands to the Agricultural 
and Mechanical College of Oklahoma for college farm and 
experiment station purposes ; 

H. R. 17789. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize W. Denny & Co. to bridge Dog River in the State of 
Mississippi ; ” 

H. R. 3109. An act for the relief of Noah Dillard; 

H. R. 3947. An act for the relief of holders and owners of 
certain District of Columbia special-tax scrip; and 

H. R. 18523. An act making an appropriation for fuel for the 


| publie schools of the District of Columbia. 








On February 9, 1905: 

H. R. 14851. An act for the relief of the Gull River Lumber 
Company, its assigns or successors in interest; 

H. R. 14906. An act for the relief of H. B. Wise; 

H. R. 15284. An act granting to the Keokuk and Hamilton 
Water Power Company rights to construct and maintain for the 
improvement of navigation and development of water power a 
dam across the Mississippi River ; 

H. J. Res. 185. Joint resolution authorizing and directing the 
Director of the Census to collect and publish additional sta- 
tistics; and 

H. R. 3619. An act for the relief of David V. Howell. 

On February 10, 1905: 

H. R. 18280. An act to extend the western boundary line of 
the State of Arkansas. 

On February 11, 1905: 

H. R. 12346. An act to correct the military record of William 
J. Barcroft. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 16799. An act making Texas City, Tex., a subport of 
entry in the customs collection district of Galveston. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 17992. An act to permit the legislative assembly of the 
Territory of Oklahoma to make appropriations for the erection 
of buildings for the Agricultural and Mechanical College of said 
Territory ; and 

H. R. 18757. An act making an appropriation for clearing the 
Potomac River of ice. 

PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, re- 
ported as a substitute for House bill 18195 the bill (H. R. 
18965) to amend and revise the tariff laws of the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


| the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 


ordered to be printed. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a re- 
print the bill H. R. 18467, the naval appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] 
asks unanimous consent for a reprint of the naval appropria- 
tion bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

REMAINS OF ADMIRAL JOHN PAUL JONES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the accom- 
panying documents, was referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary, and without objection was ordered to be printed, with 
certain cuts and illustrations: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


For a number of years efforts have been made to confirm the his- 
torical statement that the remains of Admiral John Paul Jones were 
interred in a certain piece of ground in the city of Paris then owned by 
the Government and used at the time as a burial place for foreign Prot- 
estants. These efforts have at last resulted in documentary proof that 
John Paul Jones was buried on July 20, 1792, between 8 and 9 o'clock 
p. m., in the now abandoned cemetery of St. Louis, in the northeastern 
section of Paris. About 500 bodies were interred there, and the body 
of the admiral was probably sr the last hundred buried. It was 
incased in a leaden coffin, calculated to withstand the ravages of time. 
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The cemetery was about 200 feet long by 120 feet wide. Since its 
disuse as a burial place the soil has been filled to a level, and covered 
almost completely by buildings, most of them by an inferior class. 

The American ambassador in Paris, being ‘satisfied that it is practi- 
cal to discover and identify the remains of John Paul Jones, has, after 
prolonged negotiations with the present holders of the property and 
the tenantes thereof, secured from them options, in writing, which give 
him the right to dig in all parts of the property during a period of 
three months for the purpose of making the necessary excavations and 
searches, upon condition of a stated compensation for the damage and 
annoyance caused by the work. The actual search is to be conducted 
by the chief engineer of the municipal department of Paris having 
charee of subterranean works, at a cost which has been carefully esti- 
mated. The ambassador gives the entire cost of the work, inciuding 
the options, compensation, cost of excavating, and caring for the re- 
mains, as not exceeding 180,000 francs, or $35,000, on the supposition 
that the body may not be found until the whole area has been searched. 
If earlier discovered the expense would be proportionately less. 

The great interest which our people feel in the story of Paul Jones's 
life, the national sense of gratitude for the great service done by him 
toward the achievement of independence, and the sentiment of mingled 
distress and regret felt because the body of one of our greatest heroes 
lies forgotten and unmarked in foreign soil, lead me to approve the 
ambassador’s suggestion that Congress should take advantage of this un- 
expected opportunity to do proper honor to the memory of aul Jones, and 
appropriate the sum of $35,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, for the purposes above described, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of State. 

The report of Ambassador Porter, with the plans and photograph of 
the property, is annexed hereto. 

In addition to the foregoing recommendation I urge that Congress 
emphasize the value set by our people upon the achievements of the 
naval commanders in our war for independence by providing for the 
erection of appropriate monuments to the memory of two, at least, of 
those who now lie in undistinguished graves—John Paul Jones and 
John Barry. 
the birth of our Navy. Their services were of the highest moment to 
the young Republic tn the days when it remained to be determined 
whether or not she should win out in her struggle for independence. 
It is eminently fitting that these services should now be commemorated 
in suitable manner. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tue WuHite House, February 13, 1905. 


CHANGES IN LAND LAWS. 


These two men hold unique positions in the history of | 





The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message | 


from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
companying documents, was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I submit herewith the second partial report of the Public Lands 
Commission, appointed by me October 22, 1903, 
condition, operation, and effect of the present land laws and to recom- 
mend such changes as are needed to effect the largest practical disposi- 
tion of the public lands to actual settlers who will build homes upon 
them and to secure in permanence the fullest and most effective use of 
the resources of the public lands. The subject is one of such magni- 
tude and importance that I have concluded to submit this second par- 
tial report bearing upon some of the larger features which require im- 
mediate attention without waiting for the final statement of the Com- 
mission, which, from the very nature of the case, it has not been possi- 
ble to complete at this time. I am in fnll sympathy with the general 
conclusions of the Commission in substance and in essence, and I com- 
mend its recommendations to your earnest and favorable consideration. 
The existing conditions, as set forth in this report, seem to require a 
radical revision of most of the laws affecting the public domain, if we 


to report upon the | 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. MORRELL, from the Committee on Militia, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18863) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to provide for the organization of the militi: 
of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 1, 1889, reported the same without amendment, accom 
panied by a report (No. 4596); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11218) setting 
aside a certain island in Bartlett Lake, Minnesota, as a park and 
forest reserve, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 4598) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HEPBURN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 16913) to provide a leprosarium for the segregation of 
lepers and to prevent the spread of leprosy in the United States, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4599); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18863) to amend an act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the organization of the militia of the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes,” approved March 1, 1889—Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on the Militia. 

A bill (H. R. 18941) granting an increase of pension to Ebe- 
nezer Gill—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 


| rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 


ferred as follows: 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 18942) to annex the Choc- 
taw and Cherokee nations of the Indian Territory to the State 
of Arkansas—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 18943) amending the act of 


| March 2, 1901, entitled “An act to carry into effect the stipula- 


are to secure the best possible use of the remaining public lands by | 


actual home makers. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tur WHITH House, February 13, 1905. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 


tions of article 7 of the treaty between the United States and 
Spain, concluded on the 10th day of December, 1898 ’"—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 18944) permitting the 


| building of a railway bridge across White River, joining the 


To Mr. Jonnson, indefinitely, on account of sickness in fam- | 


ily. 
To Mr. Dinsmorg, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

Then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 5 o’clock and 28 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned until 12 o’clock m. to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Chief of Staff in relation to compensa- 
tions to certain officers and enlisted men for losses in Galveston 
flood—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting a recommendation in regard to the account of George 
W. Evans—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
mitting a statement of the expenditures of the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1901—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


township of Harrison, in Knox County, State of Indiana, and 
township of Washington, in Pike County, State of Indiana—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 18945) to codify the laws 


| relating to pensions—to the Committee on the Revision of the 
| Laws. 


_ 


By Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means: A 
bill (H. R. 18965) to revise and amend the tariff laws of the 
Philippine Islands, and for other purposes—to the Union Cal 
endar. 

sy Mr. GREEND: A bill (H. R. 18966) to construct and 
place a new light-ship at the entrance to Buzzards Bay, Massa- 
chusetts, to replace the one now known as Hen and Chickens 
light-ship—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com 
merce. 

3y Mr. HAMILTON: A resolution (H. Res. 493) directing 
the Clerk of the House to pay Robert Burns the sum of $64 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial from the legislature of Okla- 
homa, urging Congress to increase the pension of J. S. Harding 
to the maximum amount for total blindness—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a memorial from the legislature of Montana, asking 
that the members of the United States Senate be elected by 
popular vote—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, a memorial from the State of Minnesota to Congress, 
asking that the Interstate Commerce Commission be given en- 
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larged and adequate powers to regulate railroad rates—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Memorial of the general assembly of the 
State of Rhode Island, favoring the passage of bill H. R. 15983— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Memorial of the general 
assembly of the State of North Carolina, indorsing the James- 
town Exposition—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts 
and Expositions. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 18946) for the relief of | 
Roy Hillman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 18947) to amend the military 
record of Charles Cannon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 18948) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel C. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S10ns. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 18949) granting a pension 
to Martha J. Snider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18950) granting an increase of pension to | 
Oscar Williamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: A bill (H. R. 18951) granting an in- 
crease of pension to W. P. Snowden—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT:A bill (H. R. 18952) to amend the military 
record of Joseph H. Gibler—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 18953) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Hill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. f 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 18954) for the 
relief of Ruth Holder—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18955) granting a pension to Harriet E. 
Aiken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 18956) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eliza J. Roland—to the Committee on Pen- | 
SIONS, | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18957) granting an increase of pension to | 
James T. Hare—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 18958) to remove the charge 
of desertion now standing against Cornelius O’Callaghan, alias 
William Blake—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 18959) granting an in- | 
crease of pension to William Keister—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18960) to correct the naval record of | 
Henry Kiehne—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 18961) for | 
the relief of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, of Pine Bluff, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. AMBS: A bill (H. R. 18962) granting a pension to 
Eleanor Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 18963) granting an increase 
of pension to John Spaulding—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 18964) for the relief of 
William Radcliffe—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 18967) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Riley M. Smiley—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18968) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcus D. Tenney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensios. 








PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Joint memorial of the marine, commer- 
cial, and trade organizations of Philadelphia, favoring an appro- 
priation for construction of a vessel to destroy derelicts—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the twenty-third legislative assembly of | 
Arizona, against the segregation of that part of Arizona lying 
to the north of the Colorado River—to the Committee on the | 
Territories. 

Also, resolution of the general conference on the improvement | 
of the channel at the mouth of the Mississippi River, for a law 
preventing any but skilled pilots at the mouth of the Mississippi | 
River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. | 


bill 


FEBRUARY 13, 


By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolution of Athens (Ga.) Credit 
Men’s Association, favoring repeal of the bankruptcy law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of Maine, against 
repeal of Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of citizens of Kansas, favoring 
speedy ratification of arbitration treaties—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Atlantic Carriers’ Association, of New 
York, relative to pilotage on sailing vessels in the coasting 
trade—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CROMER: Resolution of the Indiana Grain Dealers’ 
Association, favoring enlarged powers for the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and [or- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the Reformed Presbyterian 


| Church of Wilkinsburg, Pa., against sale of liquor on Govern- 


ment premises—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Plum Creek Presbyterian Church con- 
gregation, of New Texas, Pa., against sale of intoxicating liquor 
in Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Petition of religious organizations of San 
Diego, Cal., against restoration of canteen in the Army, etc.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution of the legislature of California, for re- 
lief of Frank A. Leach, of the United States mint at San Fran- 
cisco—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of Elbridge Chair Company et 
al., against taxing alcohol used in the arts—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of citizens of Caledonia, IIl., con- 
cerning legislation as to freight rates—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Public Educational Association, favor- 
ing strict labor laws relative to employment of children in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of the Rockford Palace Furniture Company, 
favoring bill H. R. 6273—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of Just in Time Lodge, No. 149, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, favorng bill H. R. 7041— 


| to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


3y Mr. GRIFFITH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 


| Martha J. Snider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of the Ohio Valley Buggy Company, of Aurora, 
Ind., for repeal of duty on raw and green hides—to the Commit- 


| tee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of citizens of the Territory of 
Oklahoma, favoring the Senate amendment to the statehood 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HARRISON: Resolution of the American Hardware 





| Manufacturers’ Association, relative to public lands and for- 


estry—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Clothiers’ Association of New York 
City, against repeal of bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Congress of Knights of Labor of New 
York State, against adulteration of foods and drugs—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of citizens of Des Moines, Iowa, 
favoring the Cooper-Quarles bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Roland, Iowa, favoring the Cooper- 
Quarles bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HUNT: Resolution of St. Louis Chapter American 
Institute of Bank Clerks, favoring the Gaines bill relative to 
mutilated currency—to the Committee on Coinage Weights and 
Measures. 

Also, resolution of the American Hardware Association, held 
at Atlantic City, relative to public lands and forestry—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of the St. Louis Manufacturers’ Association, 
favoring enlarged powers for the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Resolution of the Lumber Interests of 
New England, in convention in Boston, January 25, 1905, favor- 
ing enlarged powers for the Interstate Commerce Commission—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Worcester Board of Trade, favoring the 
President’s recommendation relative to regulation of freight 
rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

$y Mr. LACEY: Petition of citizens of Fairfield, Towa, 
against reduction of the tariff on cigars and tobacco from the 
Philippines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the Congress of Knights of 
Labor of New York State, favoring bill against food adultera- 
tion—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

sy Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of citizens of Richmond, 
Me., against religious legislation for the District of Columbia— 


lief of Harriet EF. Aiken, widow of Jesse Witt—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Ruth Holden, of 
Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Abraham Slaver— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 93, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Conneautville and Titusville, Pa., 
against religious legislation for the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Benkelman, Nebr., against sale of liquor in 
Government buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

Also, petition of W. B. Harlan, of Loomis, Nebr., against sale 
of liquor on Government premises—to the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor 'Traflic. 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolution of the American Hardware 
Manufacturers’ Association, relative to public lands and for- 
estry—-to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the Society of Friends of Allegheny County, 
to forbid sale of intoxicating liquor on Government premises— 
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traflic. 

By Mr. RIDER: Resolution of the American Hardware As- 
sociation, relative to public lands and forestry—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of the Maritimers’ Association of the Port of 
New York, favoring bill S. 2262—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Clothiers’ Association of the City of 
New York, opposing repeal of the bankruptcy law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Congress of the Knights of Labor of 
New York, against adulteration of food—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of the Sixteenth Annual Con- 
gress of the Knights of Labor of New York City, favoring pas- 
sage of the pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the board of directors of the Maritimers’ Asso- 
ciation of the Port of New York, favoring bill S. 2262—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Petition of Enderlin Division, No. 453, 
Order of Railway Conductors, relative to bill H. R. 7041—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Jamestown and Osnabrock, N. 
Dak., against religious legislation for the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolution of the legislature of North Dakota relating 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission, favoring the Presi- 
dent’s recommendations—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of citizens of Minnesota, against 
religious legislation for the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

>y Mr. WACHTER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Henry Kichne—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Keister— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. WANGER: Resolutions of the Maritime Exchange, 
the Commercial Exchange, the Board of Trade, the Growers 
and Importers’ Exchange, the Trades League, and the Board of 
Marine Underwriters, of Philadelphia, Pa., and the Vessel 
Owners and Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, New Jersey, 
and Delaware, for passage of bill S. 2262—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WALLACE: Resolution of senate and house of repre- 
sentatives of Arkansas, relative to union with Indian Terri- 
tory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WILEY: Petition of the Newark District of the 
Woman’s Home Missionary Society, favoring an amendment to 
Constitution prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Petition of citizens of Suilivan County and 
Patricksburg, Ind., against religious legislation for the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
ty Mr. MOON of 'Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
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Tuerspay, February 14, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp BE. HALe. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. HANspRouUGH, and by unan- 
imous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
Journal will stand approved. 

REPORT OF CHESAPEAKE AND POTOMAC TELEPHONE COMPANY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the a: 
nual report of the Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Company 
for the calendar year 1904; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

GROWERS OF LEAF TOBACCO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
in response to a resolution of the 9th instant, a construction of 
the proviso of section 69 of the act of August 28, 1894, made by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in regard to the sale of 
tobacco by farmers; which, on motion of Mr. DANIEL, was, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Finance 
and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
with an amendment the bill (S. 3456) to designate parcels of 
land in the District of Columbia for the purposes of assessment 
and taxation, and for other purposes; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 14534. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to incor- 
porate the Washington and Western Maryland Railroad Com- 
pany ;” 

H. R. 15970. An act to amend section 1141 of the act to es- 
tablish a code of law for the District of Columbia, approved 
March 3, 1901, as amended by the act approved June 30, 1902; 

Hl. R. 16187. An act for the extension of Nineteenth street 
from Woodley road to Baltimore street; 

H. R. 16917. An act to provide for condemning the land nec- 
essary for joining Kalorama avenue and Prescott place; 

H. R. 16989. An act to amend section 602 of an act entitled 
“An act to establish a code of law for the District of Colum- 
bia,” as amended ; 

H. R. 17746. An act authorizing the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to furnish Potomac water without charge to 
charitable institutions, and so forth, in the District of Columbia; 

H. R. 18000. An act authorizing the extension of W street 
NW. ; 

Hi. R. 18038. An act relating to the inspection of steam boilers 
in the District of Columbia; 

H. R, 18216. An act to close and open an alley in square No. 
806, in the city of Washington, D. C.; 

H. R. 18589. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to estab- 
lish a code of law for the District of Columbia; ” 

H. R. 18725. An act supplemental to the act of February 


1821, incorporating the Columbian College, in the District of 
Columbia, and the acts amendatory thereto; 
H. R. 18881. An act for the extension of Rittenhouse street 


and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 18887. An act to amend an act approved February 2s 
1903, entitled “An act to provide for a union station in the D 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes.” 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the H 
had signed the following enrolled bill; and it was ther 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

H. R. 16799. An act making Texas City, Tex., a subport of 
entry in the customs collection district of Galveston. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of 17 citizens of Rhode 
Island, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against the Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of Julia Billings and 
sundry other citizens of Woodstock, Vt., praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of Arrowhead Lodge, 
No. 314, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of San Bernar- 
dino, Cal., praying for the passage of the so-called ‘‘ employers’ 
liability bill;” which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Santa 
Ana, San Jose, and San Francisco, all in the State of California, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation granting to 
the Interstate Commerce Commissison arbitrary power to fix 
the rate of freight on railroads; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the California Pine Box and 
Lumber Company, the Mobile Carriage Company, the Overland 
I'reight Transfer Company, the Weed Lumber Company, the 
Wendling Redwood Shingle Company, and the Wendling Lum- 
ber Company, all of San Francisco; the Board cf Trade of 
Santa Cruz, and of W. E. Dargie, editor of the Tribune, of Oak- 
land, all in the State of California, praying that the parties in 
interest be heard before action is taken on the so-called “ Esch- 
Townsend freight-rate bill;” which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Lander, Wyo., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the opening of the Shoshone Indian Reservation ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Boyd, 
Minn., and a petition of sundry citizens of Albert Lea, Minn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to amend the patent 
laws relating to medicinal preparations; which were referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Blue Earth 
County, Minn., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion requiring certain places of business in the District of Co- 
lumbia to be closed on Sundays; which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DICK presented petitions of Local Lodge No. 470, of 
Plainsville, and of Local Lodge No. 175, of Columbus, of the 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen; of Local Lodge No. 360, 
of Massillon, of Local Lodge No. 208, of Springfield, of Local 
Lodge No. 31, of Cleveland, of Local Lodge No. 628, of Colum- 
bus, and of Local Lodge No. 318, of Cleveland, all of the Broth- 
erhood of Locomotive Engineers; of Local Lodge No. 398, of 
Middleport, and of Local Lodge No. 260, of Cleveland, of the 
srotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, and of Local Lodge No. 
166, Order of Railway Conductors, of Newark, all in the State 
of Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ 
liability bill; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cincinnati, 
Akron, Cleveland, Toledo, Bedford, and Ravenna, all in the 
State of Ohio, and of the A. A. Kraft Company, of Spokane, 
Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the 

rs of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of Rev. S. E. Sears and 92 other 
citizens of Creston, of the Woman’s Christian es 
Union of Norwalk, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Damascus, of the United Presbyterian Church of | 
Pravo, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Eagle- | 
ville, of Mrs. R. H. Clayland and 14 other citizens of Bridge- | 

| 
| 





port, and of the Ministerial Association of East Liverpool, all 

in the State of Ohio, praying for an investigation of the charges | 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Shanesville, | 
Pierpont, Hicksville, Cambridge, Chandlersville, Dodsonville, 
and Cleveland, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the passage 
of the so-called “ parcels-post bill; ” which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Columbus Druggists’ Asso- 
ciation, of Columbus; of the Toledo Pharmaceutical Association, 
of Toledo, and of sundry citizens of Cleveland, Berea, Highland | 
County, and Circleville, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to amend the patent laws relating to 
medicinal preparations; which were referred to the Committee | 
on Patents. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the National Board of | 
Trade, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for a | 
revision of the public-land laws; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


REGULATIONS AS TO MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, on the 9th instant I addressed 
a letter to Gen. George B. Davis, Judge-Advocate-General of the 
Army, asking for information as to the state of the law, the 
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state of the regulations, and the state of practice in regard to 
military reservations. In response he has furnished me a very 
able paper, which will be quite useful, perhaps, in the considera- 
tion of whatever legislation we may enter upon in regard to the 
-anama Canal. I present this paper, and ask that it be printed 
as a document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no objection to 
the request of the Senator from Alabama, the paper presented 
by him will be printed as a document. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred tne following bills, reported them each without amend- 
ment: 

A bill (H. R. 18358) to authorize the Borderland Coal Com- 
pany, of Nolan, W. Va., to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy 
River at a point about 2 miles east of Nolan, Mingo County, 
W. Va., where the same forms the boundary line between the 
States of West Virginia and Kentucky; and 

A bill (CH. R. 17869) relating to the Monroe and Lake Provi- 
dence Railroad Company. 

Mr. HALBD, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1983) for the relief of George T. Pet- 
tengill, lieutenant, United States Navy, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GAMBLER introduced a bill (S. 7177) granting an increase 
of pension to George Pike; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 7178) granting an increase 
of pension, to Thomas B. Keith; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 7179) granting a pension 
to Joseph B. Doan; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7180) to authorize the 
levying of certain special assessments; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 7181) to amend section 
1742 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 7182) amending the act 
of March 2, 1901, entitled “An act to carry into effect the stipu- 
lations of article 7 of the treaty between the United States and 
Spain, concluded on the 10th day of December, 1898;” which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 7183) to pay the heirs of 
]). F’. Lansing the sum of $15,000 for services rendered and sup- 
plies furnished to the Bool Dam Indians of California; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 7184) to pro- 
vide for an additional associate justice of the supreme court of 
the Territory of Arizona, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 7185) granting an in- 
crease of pension to G. P. Edney; which was read twice by its 


| title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment authorizing the 
Ottawa and Chippewa Indians of Michigan, within ninety days 


| from the approval of the act, to file a petition in the Court of 


Claims for the purpose of settling the question as to the owner- 
ship of stocks, Government bonds, or moneys held in trust by the 
Government at the date of the treaty of July, 1855, between the 
Ottawa and Chippewa Indians and the United States, ete., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 


| which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 


papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SMOOT submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $25,000 for the establishment of a fish-cultural station in the 
State of Utah, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Comumit- 
tee on Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OVERMAN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $50,000 for continuing the improvement of the Cape Fear 
River above Wilmington, N. C., intended to be proposed by him 
to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. HALE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$1,678.88 to pay B. Jackman, agent of the Maine Central Rail- 
road Company, Vanceboro, Me., for refund of duties on 1,499 
cases of condensed milk erroneously entered for consumption 
and shipped in transit through the United States to Dawson, 
Yukon Territory, intended to be proposed by him to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KITTREDGE submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $5,000 to enable the Secretary of the Interior to 
sink an artesian well or wells at or near Lake Andes, on the 
Yankton Indian Reservation, S. Dak., etc., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. FORAKER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $50,000, or so much thereof as the Attorney-General shall 
deem advisable, out of all moneys, arrears of pay, and bounty 
which are due the estates of deceased colored soldiers who 
served in the late civil war and which were in the hands of the 
Commissioner of the Freedmen’s Bureau and have been repaid 
into the Treasury, etc., for the purpose of erecting a drill hall, 
gymnasium, dormitory, and armory upon the lands owned by the 
trustees of Wilberforce University, Wilberforce, Green County, 
Ohio, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEYBURN submitted an amendment authorizing the 
sale and disposition of surplus or unallotted lands of the Fort 
Iiall Indian Reservation, in the State of Idaho, intended to be 
proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SIMMONS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $60,000 for improving the Neuse and Trent rivers, North 
Carolina, of which $40,000 shall be used in continuing the im- 
provement of the Neuse River, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$15,000 for completing the improvement of existing projects and 
for maintenance of the Pimlico and Tar rivers, North Carolina, 
ete., intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


BEQUEST BY GEORGE WASHINGTON. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform 
the Senate what was the amount of the bequest made by George Wash- 
ington to the United States for the foundation of the university and 
what appropriation was made of it. 

SECTARIAN INDIAN SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BARD. I offer a Senate resolution, which I ask to have 
read, printed, and lie over until to-morrow, subject to my call. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to furnish for the information of the Senate, a statement 
showing all contracts made since January, 1903, providing for the care 
and education of Indians in sectarian or denominational schools, to- 
gether with copies of all petitions and applications for said contracts, 
and of all papers and correspondence relative to the subject of sectarian 
education addressed to or on file in his Department; also copies of 
opinions rendered by the Department of Justice relative to the au- 
thority of the executive department for granting contracts to sectarian 
schools for the care and education of Indians, and for using trust funds 
belonging to Indian tribes or other moneys appropriated by Congress 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with Indian tribes or other purposes 
for the payment of such contracts. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the request of the Sena- 
tor from California, the resolution will be printed and lie on 
the table subject to his eall. 


ASSESSMENT AND TAXES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3456) 
to designate parcels of land in the District of Columbia for the 
purposes of assessment and taxation, and for other purposes, 
which was, on page 3, line 24, to strike out all after the word 
“ Columbia ” down to and including the word “ subdivision,” in 
line 25. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to, 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

H. R. 14534. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to in 
corporate the Washington and Western Maryland Railroad 
Company ; 

H. R. 15970. An act to amend section 1141 of the “Act to es- 
tablish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” approved 
March 3, 1901, as amended by the act approved June 30, 1902; 

H. R. 16187. An act for the extension of Nineteenth street 
from Woodley road to Baltimore street; 

H. R. 16989. An act to amend section 602 of an act entitled 
“An act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” 
as amended ; 

H. R. 18725. An act supplemental to the act of February 9, 
1821, incorporating the Columbian College, in the District of 
Columbia, and the acts amendatory thereto; 

H. R. 18881. An act for the extension of Rittenhouse street, 
and for other purposes ; and 

H. R. 18887. An act to amend an act approved February 28, 
1903, entitled “An act to provide for a union station in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes.” 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimous consent that the agricul 
tural appropriation bill be now laid before the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 18529) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on 
the amendment offered by the Senator from North Dakota | Mr. 
HANSBROUGH], which will be read. 

The SecreTARY. On page 65, at the end of the bill, add the 
following: 

That paragraph 234 of the act of July 24, 1897, entitled “An act to 
provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industt 
the United States,’”’ was not intended and shall not be held to be affected 
by the provisions of section 30 of said act. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, when I yielded at the 
suggestion of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] yester- 
day, that the Senate might proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, I was endeavoring to explain the amendment 
which I had offered. I was stating that the amendment proposes 
to declare the intent of Congress with respect to paragraph 254 
of what is known as the “ Dingley tariff act.” I stated that this 
provision, paragraph 234, first appeared in what we all know as 
the “ McKinley Act” of 1890, and that in 1894 it was copied, 
with some slight changes, into the law known as the “ Wilson- 
Gorman tariff act.” Those changes were immaterial. In the 
McKinley Act and in the Dingley Act it is provided that there 
shall be a specific duty of 25 cents per bushel on importations of 
wheat. In the act of 1894, known as the “ Wilson-Gorman law,” 
it is provided that the duty on wheat shall be 20 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. President, there is also in the existing tariff law a section 
known as the “ drawback section.” It is section 30 of the Ding- 
ley law. It is precisely the same as it first appeared in the 
McKinley Act, and the same provision was enacted in the 
Wilson-Gorman law without any change whatever. I will have 
that section of the statute read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Secretary read as follows: 





The section will be read. 








Where imported materials on which duties have been paid are “dl 
in the manufacture of articles manufactured or prod 1 in t l l 
States, there shall be allowed on the ¢ ion of l 
drawback equal in amount to the duties on t I 
less 1 per cent of such duties: Provided, when the f 
ported are made in part from domesti s the i l 
rials, or the parts of the articles made h mater s ) 











appear in the completed articles that the quantity or t 

may be ascertained: And provided further, That the a on 
article allowed under existing law shall be ntinued at the ra herein 
provided. That the imported materials used in the manufact 

| production of articles eatitled to drawback of customs dut w! 
ported shall, in all cases where drawback of duties paid on such 

i rials is claimed, be identified, the quantity of such materials used and 

} the amount of duties paid thereon shall be ascertained, the S 
manufacture or production of such articles in the United States and 
their exportation therefrom shall be determined, and the draw < due 
thereon shall be paid to the manufact ‘rr, producer, or export to 
the agent of either, or to the person to whom such manufacturer, | 
ducer, exporter, or agent shall in writing or such drawback paid, 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescrib 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The first proviso of that section is the 

one which pertains to the amendment which I have offered. 








That proviso is as follows: 

Provided, That when the articles exported are made in part from 
domestic materials, the imported materials, or the parts of the articles 
made from such materials, shall so appear in the completed articles 
that the quantity or measure thereof may be ascertained. 
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When the McKinley bill was reported to the House of Repre- 
sentatives that proviso was not in the bill. The first paragraph 
of the section was in the bill, the one providing for the use of 
imported materials in manufactures without reference to the 
use of domestic materials. 

During the hearings before the Committee on Ways and 
Means officers of the Treasury Department appeared before the 
committee and stated that to provide for the blending of im- 
ported materials with domestic materials would give rise to op- 
portunity for fraud. 
opposed to the blending of these articles. There appeared be- 
fore the committee about that time the representative of a firm 
located in New York, I believe, the firm of BD. Greenfield’s Son 
& Co., who were engaged in the manufacture of petroleum and 
articles made from petroleum. They were very anxious to 
secure a provision in the law which would permit the blending 
of imported materials with domestic materials; but the Treas- 
ury Department having taken the ground that that could not be 
done without giving rise to the opportunity for fraud, the rep- 
resentative of Greenfield’s Son & Co. suggested these words, 
which appear in the proviso: 

Shall so appear in the completed articles that the quantity or meas- 
ure thereof muy be ascertained. 

“Shall so appear.” How? In the completed article, of 
course, by analysis, by analytical examination or otherwise, 
because that is the only way the Department could ascertain 


whether the imported articles really went into the finished arti- | 
} Olney. The smelter people, having been denied the privilege 


cle or not. 

So the McKinley bill was enacted into law with that provision 
in it, intended to protect those who were engaged in producing 
the raw materials which enter into finished products, against 
the use of raw materials in a way that would admit of irregu- 
larities amounting to free importations. 

That was in 1890, and for eight years, Mr. President, that was 
the law, and that was the construction which the law officers of 
the Government placed upon it. 

In 1894 a smelting company made application to the Treasury 


Department for the right to import and use lead ores from | 


Mexico, and to mix them with domestic ores, and to export the 
finished product, and have the privilege of the rebate upon the 
imported material. The case was sent to the Attorney-General, 
Mr. Richard Olney, and he gave an opinion upon that question. 
I shall read a part of that opinion. Mr. Olney, in his opinion, 
said: 

It appears that this ore was of the kind known as fluxing ore, con- 
taining a large quantity of lead, and used in this country for the pur- 
pose of smelting in combination with the refractory or dry domestic 
ores; that is, ores containing little or no lead. It appears that the 
imported and domestic ores go together into the furnace. The main 
product in value is the silver. An important by-product, however, is 
lead. The lead in the ores which go into the furnace is about 90 per 
eent foreign and 10 per cent domestic. Some of this lead is wasted. 
It is presumable that the waste of foreign and domestic lead, respect- 
ively, is in the proportions above stated, and that therefore 10 per 
cent of the resulting by-product is domestic in origin. Each molecule 
of domestic lead being precisely like each molecule of foreign lead in 
this product, it is, of course, utterly impossible to distinguish between 
them by any examination of the completed article. 


Then Attorney-General Olney goes on to quote the section 
which I have had read. He then continues: 


The importers claim that they have sufficiently complied with this 
proviso, because they have kept accurate records showing the amount 


of foreign lead and also the amount of domestic lead which went into | 
> f and because they are thus able to state the proportions of | 






( 1ass of lead resulting from their operations with substan- 
tial acy. 

You assume that the proviso forbids the allowance of a drawback ex- 
cept in cases where the article manufactured or produced can be so 
separated chemically or mechanically into its component materials 
that the relative proportions of each material may be ascertained 





without reference to past books of accounts. ‘This assumption, in my 
opinion, is entirely correct. The section is intended to apply only to 
cases where an article is made of two or more different materials. 
The possible existence in commerce of a mere mixture or melting to- 


gether of articles identically the same, though part domestic and part 
foreign, does not seem to have been contemplated by Congress. It is 
a casus omissus. 

And so the application of the smelting company for this re- 
bate privilege was denied by Mr. Olney, and his opinion re- 
mained as the rule under which the Department proceeded 
thereafter until 1898. 

Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator from North Dakota allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. I will premise my question by the statement 
that I am fully and heartily in accord with the Senator’s pro- 
vision and favor his amendment; but he made a statement a 
few minutes ago that interested me, in which he said that this 
proviso was inserted on the suggestion of certain persons who 
were engaged in the importation of articles which went into 
the manufacture of products of petroleum. Does the Senator 
know whether or not those articles those people had reference 
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Your letter assumes, however, that this is not the case. | 
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to were such that when they went into the manufactured prod- 
uct they could be analyzed, and by analysis detected? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It was stated by Greenfield’s Son & 
Co. that the articles which they manufactured from raw 
petroleum, imported and domestic, could be ascertained by anal- 
ysis, and, in order to make sure of that, they suggested that 
these words should be inserted in the law. 

Mr. HALE. I am interested in the Senator’s statement. The 
reading of the Olney decision seemed to be very clear on this 
subject. I ask the Senator whether the action of the present 
Attorney-General is an overruling of the decision by former 
Attorney-General Olney? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Itis. The recent opinion of Attorney- 
General Moody with respect to imports of wheat clearly over- 
rules the opinion of Mr. Olney with respect to imports of lead. 

Mr. HALE. It seemed to me very clear that it does. Does 
the Senator know whether that opinion of the then Attorney- 
General was before the present Attorney-General during his con- 
sideration of the matter? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Oh, yes. I called the attention of At- 
torney-General Moody to it, and filed a brief with him in which 
I referred to the matters I have spoken of here. So it was 
doubtless before him. 

Mr. HALE. So it is an overruling of that decision? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is. I will say to the Senator from 
Maine that Mr. Olney’s opinion had been overruled in 1898 by 
Attorney-General Griggs in the same case passed upon by Mr. 


which they asked in 1894, returned to the Treasury Department 
in 1898 and secured a reversal of the Olney opinion. 

Mr. FULTON. May I ask the Senator if it does not appear 
from the opinion of Attorney-General Moody that he was in- 
fluenced largely in the conclusion he reached by the previous 
opinion of Attorney-General Griggs? As I remember the de- 
cision, Attorney-General Moody states that he would hesitate to 
disturb the practice that had grown up under the opinion of At- 
torney-General Griggs. It seemed to me from a casual reading 
of the opinion of Attorney-General Moody that had it been a 
new question he might possibly himself have reached a different 
conclusion. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think that is true. I am also led to 
believe by the references which I find in the opinion of Attorney- 
General Moody that if it had been a new question for the first 
time before the Department he would have sustained Attorney- 
General Olney. That is my opinion. 

Now, Mr. President, in order to show what the intent of Con- 
gress was and how that proviso came into the law I will read 
from the statements made by E. Greenfield’s Son & Co. to show 
that it was the intention to prevent, as far as possible, the per- 
petration of fraud, and for that reason the words which I have 
quoted in the proviso were placed in it. In Greenfield's Son & 
Co.’s statement, dated the 13th of February, 1890, and ad- 
dressed to the Hon. William McKinley, I find the following: 


The disadvantage which we are placed at will be readily perceived 
when we state that the drawback now allowed on the grade of refined 
sugar referred to amounts to 0.026 cent per pound. 


It seems that Greenfield’s Son & Co. were engaged also in 
the manufacture of confectionery. 

If the law were so changed as to permit us to collect the drawback, 
we could compete successfully with England, both in her own markets 
and the foreign markets which she now exclusively controls. 

We have been informed that it has been alleged by Treasury officials 
that such an amendment to the law would be productive of fraud. 

That was the position held by the Treasury Department at 
that time, that this commingling of foreign and domestic prod- 
ucts could not be carried out in certain cases without the pos- 
sibility of fraud. 


There surely would not be any grounds on which to urge such an 
objection if the law were so modified as to only allow the drawback 
when the part or pas of articles claimed on can be distinctly sep- 
arated, either by chemical analysis or other effective means, and that 
it is possible to perform such an analysis with all articles manufac- 
tured chiefly from sugar can be practically demonstrated to the satis- 
faction of the Government. 


Mr. President, that can not be done with respect to the article 
of flour. No chemical analysis can reveal the different kinds 
of wheat which are in the exported article and separate them 
from the domestic article after it has been finished and ready 
for export. 

I find in the opinion of the Attorney-General the following 
reference to this case. In commenting upon the first proviso 
which I have had read, the Attorney-General says: 


The word “appear” is here used with a very common meaning— 
perhaps the most common meaning it has in legal phraseology—and 
describes that knowledge which comes to the mind as the result of 
evidence as well as the knowledge derived from the exercise of the 
senses. In that sense a fact “appears” to exist when by any ev!- 
dence which satisfies the understanding it is shown to exist. Giving 
to the word this meaning, the statute does not require that the im- 
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ported materials should appear in the sense of beirg seen in the com- 
pleted articles. 

It seems to me that this view of the case is in direct hostility 
to the language we find in the law. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the precise language? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. In the law? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; where the words “so appear ” occur. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The proviso which relates directly to 
the amendment which I have offered is as follows: 


Provided, That when the articles exported are made in part from 
domestic materials, the imported materials, or the parts of the arti- 
cles made from such materials, shall so appear in the completed articles 
that the quantity or measure thereof may be ascertained. 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator’s point is, as I understand it, 
that under the statute the imported raw material must appear in 
the article for export. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. In the completed article. 

Mr. SPOONER. And not in an affidavit. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. And not in an affidavit. 

Mr. HALE. That is, if the language of the statute had been 
“unless it is shown,” I should say undoubtedly under such a 
provision it might be shown by evidence as to what was put in, 
but in making this provision, which would be the natural provi- 
sion, if such a method was not intended, it is provided that the 
goods shall be refused the privilege of rebate unless it “shall so 
appear.” 

Mr. SPOONER. In the article. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, in the article. So, as the Senator says, it 
can not be made manifest by testimony, but it must appear. 

Mr. ALLISON. It must “so appear.” 

Mr. HALE. “So appear.” It seems to me that the conten- 
tion is complete. 

Mr. FULTON. Had it been contemplated that it might be 
shown by affidavit, as the Senator from Wisconsin suggests, 
would not the language at least have been that it shall or that 
it may be made to appear? But here the law uses the words 
“shall so appear.” 

Mr. HALE. That language would give more scope. The lan- 
guage that it “shall so appear” is very clear, indeed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. ‘The language of the statute is that it 
shall so appear, but the construction placed upon it by the At- 
torney-General is that it shall appear to so appear. 

Mr. HALE. That it shall be shown, in other words. 

Mr HANSBROUGH. Yes. I doubt if the present Attorney- 
General was very sure about his premises in this case. I find 
in the concluding paragraph of his opinion the following, which 
I will read: 

I do not wish to be understood as expressing the opinion that the 
evidence of the books of account of the manufacturers is alone suffi- 
cient, without the aid of other evidence to establish the right of the 
manufacturer to the drawback. I express no opinion upon that sub- 
ject, as the nature of the evidence disclosed by them is not before me. 
The amount and character of the evidence which should be required by 
you is within your administrative discretion. 

This was addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

So, Mr. President, after all, after the Attorney-General has 
reviewed the opinion of Mr. Griggs and assumed to agree with 
that opinion, reversing the former opinion of Mr. Olney, he 
leaves it with the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. President, if this thing goes on there is not a single ar- 
ticle of manufacture into which raw materials of any character, 
foreign or domestic, enter that may not be brought within the 
pale of that opinion and the subsequent regulation issued by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

In other words, Mr. President, we hear a great deal about 
tariff revision and tariff readjustment, but I say if this is per- 
mitted to go it will be unnecessary for Congress ever to revise 
the tariff, because the Treasury Department will do that for us. 

In the case we are considering, the Millers’ Association of the 
United States made application here for the privilege of import- 
ing wheat and blending it with domestic wheat and manufac- 
turing it into flour for export, and then claiming the privilege of 
receiving a drawback upon the imported material. I have no 
doubt, from interviews which I have seen in the newspapers 
with the Secretary of the Treasury, and from conversations 
which I have had with him, he was very strongly inclined to 
grant the request of the Millers’ Association. But the opposi- 
tion to the petition of the millers became so strong that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury finally concluded to refer the matter to 
the law officers of the Government, and in that way we have the 
opinion of the Attorney-General, in which he says that he thinks, 
following the former opinion of his predecessor, Mr. Griggs, 
and under his construction of the law, the millers should be 
given this privilege. 

Mr. President, this is a great big question. There are numer- 
ous articles upon which the Treasury Department has passed, 
articles of small consequence, where imported materials are 
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used in manufactures for export. Perhaps there are four or 
five hundred different articles that come within the purview of 
this section. But upon all of the articles thus manufactured 
for export the rebates have not exceeded $5,000,000 a year. 

Now, what would be the situation with respect to free im- 
portations of wheat to be used in the export of flour? Let us 
see for a moment to what extent this would go. I find by the 
statistics which I have gathered on this subject that the exports 
of domestic wheat flour in 1901 amounted to 18,650,000 barrels. 
These figures are for the fiscal year. In that same year there 
were produced in the United States 748,460,000 bushels of 
wheat. These figures are for the calendar year. In 1902 the 
exports of flour were 17,000,000 barrels; the production of 
wheat in the United States 670,000,000 bushels. In 1903 the 
exports of flour were 19,000,000 barrels; the production of 
wheat in the United States 637,000,000 bushels. In 1904 the ex 
ports of flour were 16,000,000 barrels; the production of wheat 
552,000,000 bushels. 

Mr. President, these figures are interesting on account of the 
fact that in most years we have a surplus of wheat for export, 
and when we have a surplus of wheat for export—to be ex 
ported in the shape of flour, of course—the price paid for that 
wheat abroad fixes the price for the entire domestic product we 
have at home. In the years 1901 and 1902 it will be seen that 
we had a surplus, and if the idea which I have advanced with 
respect to the price is the correct one—and I think there is no 
doubt about it—then the price paid in Liverpool fixed the price 
for all the wheat in the United States during those years. The 
domestic output of wheat in 1904 was far below those of pre- 
vious years. There was no wheat for export in that year, and 
the domestic demand fixed the price. The result is that the 
farm price has ranged around $1 per bushel, as against 60 to 
70 cents per bushel in those years when we had a surplus to 
dispose of. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I wish to ask the Senator from North 
Dakota whether his amendment affects wholly the rebate upon 
flour—that is, the rebate of the tax which is put upon imported 
wheat. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That is all. It relates solely to the 
article of flour. 

Mr. PATTERSON. But I also understand 





Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Colorado will allow 
me- 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. While that is the article specifically re- 


ferred to for the present, the amendment expresses a construc- 
tion of every other item in the law of that year. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That was the point to which I was goin 
to direct the attention of the Senator from North Dakota. TT! 
reading of Secretary Olney’s opinion shows that it was ren- 
dered upon the question of the importation of lead ore. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. tut it is an analogous case, undoubt- 
edly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It relates to the question of imported 
lead; and that opinion was overruled. 

Mr. FULTON. By Attorney-General Griggs. 

Mr. PATTERSON. By Attorney-General Griggs. Now, why 
should not the amendment, if Mr. Olney’s opinion or constru 
tion is the right one, be so framed as to place the law on all 
imported articles alike, and not select one particular article to 
reverse that opinion and leave all the rest undisturbed? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Because, Mr. President, the parties 
who may be aggrieved or injured as the result of the adoption 
of the rule as to the article to which the Senator refers have 
made no complaint, so far as I know, and the grain growers of 
this country, numbering probably between four and five million 
people, have made serious complaint in respect of the application 
of the millers’ importation of wheat. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The theory of the Senator is that the 
later construction of the law is injurious to all growers of 
wheat. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The theory advanced by the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. Aruison], if I understood him correctly, is that 
this construction would be placed upon all the articles which 
have been passed upon by the Department. I do not think so. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I understand that the particular instance 
that the Senator has in mind is the wheat-growing interest, be 
cause the construction of the law as it now is injuriously affects 
the wheat grower, and that that is the view which is impelling 
the Senator from North Dakota to offer this amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That is my view, and not only my 
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view, but it is the view of a large number of grain growers who 
have given expression to that view in resolutions and otherwise 
in their gatherings throughout the country. The legislature of 
North Dakota has passed strong resolutions against the position 
taken by the Government. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I am not taking issue with the Senator, 
but if this construction is injurious to that industry, I sup- 
pose the enforcement of the latter-day view will be injurious 
in like way—though possibly it may not be in the same degree— 
to’ any other iadustry that produces any article the like of 
which is produced abroad and imported and mingled with home 
articles. If that is the case, why select one branch of industry 
for relief and leave the others undisturbed? Why not so frame 
the amendment as that it may be voted upon on principle and 
not be for the benefit of one particular branch of American 
industry? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I doubt the propriety of going into 
the whole question at this time because, as I have stated to 
the Senator, there have been no complaints by parties who may 
be injured in respect to these other articles, but there have 
been very serious complaints by the grain growers of the 
country in respect to the instructions issued by the Secretary 
of the Treasury regarding the importation of wheat, and I do 
not believe that Congress ever intended that the drawback pro- 
vision should apply to wheat. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
North Dakota yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the reason there has been 
no complaint from the interests to which the decision of Mr. 
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Olney applied is not because the parties affected by it have | 


been content, for they have not, but it is through the condition 


which has been brought about by the existence of the lead | 
trust, which is both a smelter and a mine owner, which enables | 


them to shut out from the lead market anyone who will not 
cooperate with them. 

Anyone conversant with that condition will readily under- 
stand why there has not been a very strong organized opposi- 
tion to that decision and its results. It has been my intention, 


when I could do so without interfering with the pending | 


amendment or the amendment of some other Senator, to see 


if I could not include the discrimination, or rather the indirect 
repeal of the duty on lead, which is brought about by this de- 


cision. It has been my intention to see if we could not find 
some remedy for it, some expression of opinion that, even 
though it might not have any controlling force, might be per- 
suasive in its effect. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I hope the Senator will defer his ef- 
forts in that line until later. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I had thought this morning of asking the 


Senate to incorporate such a provision into this amendment, 
which relates to flour, because right around me in my State we 


produce 12 per cent of the flour of the United States. So in 
that respect I sympathize very strongly with the Senator from 


North Dakota who has presented this amendment; but I have 
made this suggestion in reply to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Patrerson], in order that it may not seem 
to be admitted at this time that the lead producers of this coun- 
try are content with the partial repeal of the duty on lead by | 
the de n rendered by Solicitor-General Richards. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, our great difficulty in 
all these cases is this: The parties who may not agree with the 
regulations of the Treasury Department and the opinions of the 
Attorney-General can not take their case into court, because 
the Government waives its right to collect the duty; it declines 
to do a thing which Congress has directed it to do, and, there- 
fore, the aggrieved party can not get into court so that he may 
} 


ive a judicial determination of this question. If it were pos- 
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ile to get the decision of a court on this question, I would | 
t be here asking for the adoption of this amendment; the | 


gress of the United States is the only tribunal to which we 
can appeal. 


Mr. President, I am not going into this question at any con- 


siderable length. I want to make this statement, however, | 


and to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the dif- 
ference in the price of wheat between Canada and the United 
States last fall and now is, as I understand, from 17 to 20 cents 
per bushel by reason of the fact that the American wheat is 
protected. If this opinion prevails, and the millers of the 
country are allowed to import wheat from Canada, very nat- 


urally the price of wheat in the United States must fall. It! 


will doubtless increase the price of Canadian wheat to some ex- 
tent, but at the same time it will reduce the price of wheat in 
the United States. It is for this reason, Mr. President, that 
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the grain growers of the United States, numbering close onto 
5,000,000 people, are complaining and protesting against this 
decision; and it is for this reason that I have urged this amend- 
ment before the Senate. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I wish to make a request before the 
Senator from Colorado proceeds. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the consent of the Senate to be 
permitted to insert as a part of my remarks the opinion of At- 
torney-General Olney. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and that order is made. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

DRAWBACK—IMPORTED LEAD. 


Section 25 of the tariff act of October 1, 1890, applies only to articles 
made of two or more materials. 

In a mass of lead, of which 90 per cent is foreign in origin, and 10 per 
cent domestic, the domestic lead can be regarded neither as a mere 
incident to the other nor as small enough in amount to be disregarded. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
December 28, 1894. 


Str: Your communication of November 16, asking my opinion with 
relation to the claim of the Kansas we! Smelting and Refining Com- 
wr for drawback upon imported lead, has received my careful atten- 
tion. 

It appears that the lead in question was imported in the months of 
September, 1893, to March, 1894, inclusive, from the Republic of 
Mexico, contained in silver-lead ores known commercially as lead car- 
bonatgs. Silver being the component material of chief value in these 
ores, they are regarded as silver ores, and the duty upon the lead 
therein contained was exacted under the proviso to paragraph 199 of 
the McKinley tariff act of October 1, 1890, chapter 1244, which pro- 
viso is as fellows: 

“That silver ore and all other ores containing lead shall pay a duty 
of 14 cents per pound on the lead contained therein, according to 
sample and assay at the port of ar 

It appears that this ore was of the kind known as fluxing ore, con- 
taining a large quantity of lead, and used in this country for the pur- 
pose of smelting in combination with the refractory or dry domestic 
ores; that is, ores containing little or no lead. It appears that the 
imported and domestic ores go together into the furnace. The main 
product in value is the silver. An important by-product, however, is 
lead. The lead in the ores which go into the furnace is about 90 per 
cent foreign and 10 per ceat domestic. Some of this lead is wasted. 
It is presumable that the waste of foreign and domestic lead, respec- 
tively, is in the proportions above stated, and that therefore 10 per 
cent of the resulting by-product is domestic in origin. Each molecule 
of domestic lead being precisely like each molecule of foreign lead in 
this product, it is, of course, utterly impossible to distinguish between 
them by any examination of the completed article. 

The importers claim a drawback under section 25 of the McKinley 
Act, which provides: 

“That where imported materials on which duties have been paid are 
used in the manufacture of articles manufactured or produc in the 
United States, there shall be allowed on the exportation of such arti- 
cles a drawback equal in amount to the duties paid on the materials 
used, less 1 per cent of such duties.” 

The section, however, contains the following important proviso: 

“Provided, That when the articles exported are made in part from 
domestic materials, the imported materials, or the parts of the articles 
made from such materials, shall so appear in the completed articles 
that the quantity or measure thereof may be ascertained.” 

The importers claim that they have sufficiently complied with this 
proviso, because they have kept accurate records showing the amount 
of foreign lead and also the amount of domestic lead which went into 
the furnace and because they are thus able to state the ne of 
each in the mass of lead resulting from their operations with substan- 
tial accuracy. Your letter assumes, however, that this is not the case. 
You assume that the proviso forbids the allowance of a drawback ex- 
cept in cases where the article manufactured or produced can be so 
separated chemically or mechanically into its component materials 


| that the relative proportions of each material may be ascertained with- 


out reference to past books of account. This assumption, in my opin- 
ion, is entirely correct. The section is intended to apply only to cases 
where an article is made of two or more different materials. The pos- 
sible existence in commerce of a mere mixture or melting together of 
articles identically the same, though part domestic and part foreign, 
does not seem to have been contemplated by Congress. It is a casus 
omissus. 

You ask my opinion “ whether the presence of a slight incidental 
percentage of domestic lead in the metal entered for drawback should 
be regarded as a bar to the allowance thereof,” or “ whether the lead 
produced as above described may properly be considered as an article 
wholly manufactured from materials imported.” I think that in no 
proper sense can any portion of the lead entered for drawback be re- 
garded as incidental to any other portion thereof or to the whole. 
Nor is the proportion of domestic lead in the total product small 
enough to be disregarded. (Magone v. Luckemeyer, 139 U. 8S., 612.) 

It is unnecessary, therefore, to consider the question whether this 
lead, in view of the various statutory provisions above quoted, is an 
“article manufactured or produced in the United States.” (See 
United States ». Hathaway, 4 Wall., 404; Junge v. Hedden, 146 U. &S., 
233, 239; Seeberger v. Castro, 153 U. S., 32, 35; Attorney-General v. 
Lorman. 59 Mich.. 157.) 

Very respectfully, 
RIcHARD OLNEY. 

The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 





DRAWBACK—IMPORTED LF\D. 


The drawback under section 25 of the act of October 1, 1890, is meas- 
ured by the duties paid on the imported materials used in the mannu- 
facture of the exported articles and not by the imported materials 
found in such articles. 

The fps of this section requires only that the imported materials 
“shall so appear in the completed artcles that the quantity or meas- 
ure thereof may be ascertained.” 
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It does not prescribe how they shall appear, except that they shall so 
appear that the quantity and measure thereof may be ascertained. 
Ascertainment of quantity and measure is an act of the mind, and the 
required appearance is therefore not a visual, but a mental presenta- 

tion. 

In order that there may be a recovery of drawback under this proviso, 
where the article exported is made in part from domestic materials, 
the imported materials shall so appear In the completed article—that 
is, be shown to the satisfaction of the customs officers to exist in the 
completed article—that the quantity or measure thereof may be as- 
certained. 

Satisfactory proof having been presented to the customs officers that a 
certain amount of imported lead had been used in the manufacture of 
vig lead, an inspection or analysis of the pig lead must show that the 
Euported lead, after allowing for wastage, is ae in the pig lead 
to be exported, on which drawback is claimed. 

All the facts necessary having been established to identify the imported 
materials used, to ascertain the quantity thereof, and to compute the 
duties paid thereon, and it being satisfactorily shown that the im- 
ported materials so appear in the exported product that the quantity 
or measure thereof may be ascertained, a drawback is allowable. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, July 13, 1898. 


Sir: You have submitted to this Department a claim of The Con- 
solidated Kansas City Smelting and ea - Company for drawback 
on certain exportations of imported lead smelted, refined, and exported 
in the years 1893 and 1894, and request my opinion upon the question 
whether such drawback may be legally allowed. The determination 
of this question demands a reconsideration of the opinion given by this 
Department on December 28, 1894 (21 Opin., 110), in which it was 
held that a similar claim was excluded by a proviso in section 25 of 
the act of October 1, 1890. 

The general facts of the case are sufficiently stated in the opinion 
mentioned. In addition, the communication from your Department, 
dated March 26, 1897, contains the following: 

“Upon an examination of the records in the case, the statements 
contained in the affidavit made by the president of said company (The 
Consolidated Kansas City Smelting and Refining Company), under 
date of the 19th of January, 1897, are found to be accurate. This 
affidavit contains all the facts necessary to identify the materials used, 
= ascertain the quantity thereof, and to compute the duties paid 
thereon.” 

The proviso of section 25 of the McKinley Act, which was held sufii- 
cient to exclude this claim, reads: 

“Provided, That when the articles exported are made in part from 
domestic materials, the imported materials, or the parts of the articles 
made from such materials, shall so appear in the completed articles 
that the quantity or measure thereof may be ascertained.” 

After calling attention to this proviso, it is stated in the opinion of 
December 28, 1894, that the Secretary of the Treasury assumes “ that 
the proviso forbids the allowance of a drawback except in cases where 
the article manufactured or produced can be so separated chemically or 
mechanically into its component materials that the relative proportions 
of each material may be ascertained without reference to past books of 
account;”’ and then, without other reason than that the section is 
intended, in the _——— of the writer, to apply only to cases where an 
article is made of two or more different materials, the alleged asump- 
tion of the Secretary is approved. 

Prior to the passage of the McKinley law drawbacks were only 
allowed on articles “wholly manufactured of materials imported,” 
undies ee provisions of the Revised Statutes, section 3019, which reads 
as follows: 

“There shall be allowed on all articles wholly manufactured of 
materials imported, on which duties have been paid when exported, a 
drawback equal in amount to the duty paid on such materials, and no 
more, to be ascertained under such regulations as shall be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. Ten per cent on the amount of all 
drawbacks so allowed shall, however, be retained for the use of the 
United States by the collectors paying such drawbacks respectively.” 

The purpose of this provision for drawback is well stated by Mr. 
Justice Brown in the recent opinion in Tidewater Oil Company v. 
United States (171 U. 8., pp. 210, 216): 

“The object of the section was evidently not only to build up an 
export trade, but to encourage manufactures in this country, where such 
manufactures are intended for exportation, by granting a rebate of 
duties upon the raw or prepared materials imported, and thus enabling 
the manufacturer to compete in foreign markets with the same articles 
manufactured in other countries.” 

In order further to promote this policy of encouraging our home 
manufactures and extending our export trade, the right to drawback 
was, by the McKinley Act, broadened so as to include all imported ma- 
terials, on which duty was —_. used in the manufacture of articles 
produced in this country and exported for sale abroad, whether such 
articles should be manufactured wholly of imported materials or partly 
of domestic. In view of this change, from a policy excluding domestic 
materials to one permitting their use, it may fairly be inferred that 
Congress intended to encourage the use by our manufacturers of domes- 
tic in connection with imported materials, thus promoting the home 
industries which produce such domestic materials. This evident object 
of the law should not be forgotten in construing it. 

Coming now to such construction, section 25 begins with the follow- 
ing broad and clear provision : 

“That where imported materials on which duties have been paid are 
used in the manufacture of articles manufactured or produc in the 
United States there shall be allowed on the exportation of such articles 
a drawback equal in amount to the duties paid on the materials used, 
less 1 per cent of such duties.” 

It is to be observed that under ie peewenen the drawback is meas- 
nred by the duties rE on the imported materials used in the manufac- 
ture of the exported articles and not by the imported materials found in 
such article. In every process of manufacture there is a waste of mate- 
rial. The drawback being for the materials used, an allowance is made 
= the Government for such wastage or loss in manufacture. It is 
obvious, therefore, that the imported materials used and the amount of 
the duties paid thereon can only be ascertained by a reference to the 
records. © separation of the completed article into its component 
materials, whether by chemical analysis or mechanical disintegration, 
wa ae the amount of materials used or the duties paid on such 
materials. 

It appears to me that this fundamental fact lying at the basis of the 
drawback system, a that the duties refunded are those which have 
been paid upon impor materials used in the production of an article 
manufactured in this country and su uently exported, is lost sight 
of in the opinion under consideration. The manufacturer {s induced to 
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pay the duties on imported materials by the assurance, given by the 
Government, that if he uses these materials in manufacturing articles 
for export, thus giving additional employment to capital and labor at 


home, and extending our export trade abroad, the duties so paid will be 
refunded upon proper proof of these facts being made to the customs 
officers. 

That the drawback is not limited by the imported material found in 
the completed article appears further from the closing proviso in section 
25, which reads: 

“That the imported materials used in the manufacture or production 
of articles entitled to drawback of customs duties when exported shall 
in all cases, where drawback of duties paid on such materials is claimed, 
be identified, the quantity of such materials used and the amount of 
duties paid thereon shall be ascertained, the facts of the manufacture 
or production of such articles in the United States and their exporta- 
tion therefrom shall be determined, and the drawback due thereon sha}! 
be paid * * * under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall prescribe.” 

‘The proviso upon which the opinion under consideration turns re- 
quires “ that when the articles exported are made in part from domestic 
materials the imported materials * * * shall so appear in the com- 
pleted articles that the quantity or measure thereof may be ascer- 
tained.” The opinion takes it for granted that the words “shall so 
appear in the completed articles” refer to an appearance in tangible 
form, after a separation, chemical or mechanical, of the completed arti- 
cle into its component materials. 

It takes it for granted that the quantity must be ascertained by an 
analysis, “ without reference to past books of account.” But is not 
this mere assumption? All the proviso requires is that the imported 
materials shali so appear in the completed articles that the quantity 
or measure thereof may be ascertained. The proviso does not pre 
scribe in what way ascertained. It does not prescribe how they shall 
appear, except that they shall so appear that the quantity or measure 
thereof may be ascertained. The ascertainment of the quantity or 
measure is an act of the mind. The appearance is therefore not a vis- 
ual but a mental presentation. The words “appear” and “ appearing 
are well known to legal phraseology. The fact is required to appear, 
or be made to appear, not to the eye, but to the mind. 

“The word ‘appear’ or ‘ appearing’ is one of frequent use in judi- 
clal proceedings (and is sometimes used in statutes referring to them) 
as meaning clear to the comprehension when applied to matters of 
opinion or reason, and satisfactorily or legally known or made known 
when used in reference to facts or evidence.” (Gorham v. Luckett, 6 
B. Monroe, 146, 165.) 

The meaning of this proviso, therefore, is that where the article ex- 
ported is made in part from domestic materials the imported materials 
shall so appear in the completed article—that is, be shown to the satis- 
faction of the customs officers to exist in the completed article—that 
the quantity or measure thereof may be ascertained. 

What material is domestic and what imported can only appear or be 
shown to the customs officers by a reference to the records, or by an in- 
spection of the process of manufacture. In the present case it is con 
ceded that the imported materials used have been identified and dis 
tinguished from the domestic materialg used. Taking these facts, to 
gether with the allowance for wastage regularly made by your Depart- 
ment, and the lead derived from the imported ore does so appear in the 
exported pig lead that the quantity or measure thereof may be ascer- 
tained. The proviso only deals with the ascertainment of the quantity 
or measure of the imported material existng in the completed article. 
It has nothing to do with the identification of the imported materials. 
The imported materials used in manufacturing articles must be identi- 


fied by intrinsic evidence. After the imported materials have been 
identified, then the proviso simply requires that such imported materials 
thus identified must so appear fn the completed article that the quantity 
or measure thereof can be ascertained. The nature of the appearance, 


the sufficiency of the proof to be presented in order to comply with the 
requirements of the proviso, is of course for the customs officers to de- 
termine. 

In the opinion under consideration {t was held that under the proviso 
in question the imported materials must be capable of identification by 
an analysis; that is, that the imported material must be of a distinct 
kind, so that the disintegration of the article would distinguish the im- 
ported from the domestic material. The identification of the imported 
materials is, however, covered by the concluding proviso of the section, 
which requires “that the imported materials used * * ®* ghall in 
all cases where drawback of duties paid on such materials is claimed be 
identified, etc.” The imported materials used having been identified by 
documentary evidence under this proviso, the first proviso simply re- 
quires that such imported materials thus used shall so appear in the 
completed article that the quantity or measure thereof. may be ascer- 
tained. In other words, satisfactory proof having been presented 
the customs officers that so many pounds of imported lead have been 
used in the manufacture of pig lead, an inspection or analysis of the 
pig lead must show that the imported lead, after allowing wastage, is 
present in the pig lead to be exported on which drawback is claimed. 
This serves as a check, a method for verification only. 

In identifying imported materials used in mannfacturing articles 
subsequently exported it has long been the policy of your Department 





to require and accept extrinsic evidence, documentary proof, verified, if 
necessary, by official inspection. Thus, in case of steel rails exported, 
the imported materials used upon which drawback is allowed are re 
quired to “ be verified by an official inspection of the company’s records 
of manufacture” (Syn., 13937); on solder composed of lead and pis 
iin used in making oil cans, “ the actual quantity of the metals so used 
in each month shall be shown by a sworn statement of the company’s 
superintendent’ (Syn., 14273) ; on the “alcohol actually consumed in 


the preparation of the several extracts, including necessary wastage, 
and not of the alcohol contained in the exported fluids,” “ verified by 
reference to the formulz” (Syn., 13641); on refined butter, made of 
salt, glucose, and imported grease, “ the exact quantity’ to be “ shown 
in the manufacturer's statement on each export entry” (Syn., 14578) ; 
and on dynamite, “ the quantity of such glycerin shall be determined by 
allowing 47.4 pounds of the same for each 100 pounds of nitroglycerin 
contained in the exported articles” (Syn., 14475). 

It appears from the statement submitted that before engaging In the 
business of thus smelting imported along with domestic ore, with a 
view to export the refined metal and claim the drawback on the imported 
material used therein, The Consolidated Kansas City Smelting and Ke- 
fining Company submitted its pene wo of operation to your De 
partment. This plan was at least impliedly approved, and the com- 

ny proceeded with its operations, and made large importations of 
fea ore from Mexico, paying considerable sums as duties thereon, upon 
the understanding that the amounts thus paid would be refunded on 
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the exportation of the refined lead. Three different drawback claims 
arising under these circumstances were allowed and paid by the Govern- 
ment before the present claim accrued. It being conceded that all the 
facts necessary to identify the imported materials used, to ascertain 
the quantity thereof, and to compute the duties paid thereon have been 
established, and that it is satisfactorily shown in the manner heretofore 
indicated that the imported materials so appear in the exported pro- 
duct that the quantity or measure thereof may be ascertained, it is my 
opinion that no provision of law forbids the allowance of the drawback 
claimed. 

Respectfully, JOHN K. RICHARDS, 

Solicitor-General. 
Approved. 

JOHN W. GRIGGs. 

The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


JANUARY 24, 1905. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Sir: By your letters of December 8 and 10, you inform me that a 
question of law has arisen in the administration of your Department 
from the following facts: Flour is sometimes manufactured in this 
country partly from domestic wheat and partly from foreign wheat 
which, upon its importation, had paid the duties prescribed by law. 
The amount of imported wheat used in the manufacture of every sack 
or barrel of this flour is readily ascertainable. The manufacturers of 
the flour thus made from a mixture of imported and domestic wheat 
propose to export it, and claim that upon its exportation they are en- 
titled to a drawback of 99 per cent of the duty paid upon the imported 
material contained in the exported product. Upon this statement of 
facts you ask my opinion whether the exporter may lawfully be al- 
lewed the drawback claimed. 

The answer to your question must be found in section 30 of the 
tariff act of July 24, 1897, which is the law now in existence relating 
to the subject. That section is as follows: 

‘““ Where imported materials on which duties have been paid are used 
in the manufacture of articles manufactured or produced in the United 
States, there shall be allowed on the exportation of such articles a 
drawback equal in amount to the duties paid on the materials used, 
less 1 per cent of such duties: Provided, That when the articles ex- 
ported are made in part from domestic materials the imported mate- 
rials, or the parts of the articles made from such materials, shall so 
appear in the completed articles that the quantity or measure thereof 
may be ascertained: And provided further, That the drawback on any 
article allowed under existing law shall be continued at the rate herein 
provided. That the imported materials used in the manufacture or 
production of articles entitled to drawback of customs duties when 
exported shall, in all cases where drawback of duties paid on such 
materials is claimed, be identified, the quantity of such materials used 
and the amount of duties paid thereon shall be ascertained, the facts 
of the manufacture or production of such articles in the United States 
and their exportation therefrom shall be determined, and the drawback 
due thereon shall be paid to the manufacturer, producer, or exporter, 
to the agent of either or to the person to whom such manufacturer, 
producer, exporter, or agent shafl in writing order such drawback paid, 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall pre- 
scribe.”’ 

It is obvious from the statement of the case made by you that the 
imported wheat used in the manufacture of the flour has been, by the 
process of manufacture, so transformed and commingled with the do- 
mestic wheat used with it that its presence in the flour can not be 
ascertained by chemical analysis, nor by separation of the constituent 
parts, nor by the use of the sight or any of the senses. On the con- 
trary, its presence there can be ascertained only through evidence 
which convinces the judgment of the Treasury officials charged with 
the administration of the law. 

Under like circumstances, Attorney-General Olney, having under con- 
sideration the identical law now in force, held that a drawback could 
not be allowed. (21 Opinions, 110.) The case before him was the 
claim of the Kansas City Smelting and Refining Company for a draw- 
back of duties paid upon imported lead which had been commingled 
with domestic lead in the manufacture of the completed product. After 
saying that ‘‘each molecule of domestic lead being precisely like each 
molecule of foreign lead in this product, it is, of course, utterly impos- 
sible to distinguish between them by an examination of the completed 
article,” he drew attention to the following proviso: 

‘* Provided, That when the articles exported are made in part from 
domestic materials, the imported materials, or the parts of the articles 
made from such materials shall so appear in the completed articles 
that the quantity or measure thereof may be ascertained.” 

He then said: 

“You assume that the proviso forbids the allowance of a drawback 
except in cases where the article manufactured or produced can be so 
separated chemically or mechanically into its component materials 
that the relative proportions of each material may be ascertained with- 
out reference to past books of account. This assumption, in my opin- 
ion, is entirely correct. The section is intended to apply only to cases 
where an article is made of two or more different materials. The pos- 
sible existence in commerce of a mere mixture or melting together of 
articles identically the same, though part domestic and part foreign, 
does not seem to have been contemplated by Congress. t is a casus 
omissus. 

The principle upon which the opinion of Mr. Olney was based clearly 
excludes from the privilege of the drawback the case you have stated 
to me. This opinion was affirmed by Attorney-General Harmon. (21 
Opinions, 229.) 

The same company, however, again po to the Secretary of the 
Treasury the same claim for drawback under the same circumstances. 
The question was again referred to this Department, and in an elaborate 
opinion, prepared by Solicitor-General Richards and avers by At- 
torney-General Griggs, Mr. Olney’s opinion was reversed, and it was 
held that if the imported contribution to the completed article were 
shown to exist in it to the satisfaction of the customs officer, so that 
the quantity or measure thereof could be ascertained, a drawback might 
be allowed, even though, because of the commingling of the imported 
and domestic contributions to the article intended for export, the im- 
ported material could not bé ascertained by analysis or by the operation 
of the senses. It is to be noted that the latter opinion was rendered 
during the Administration of President McKinley, who, as chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, 
had prepared this identical drawback law, which first appeared in the 
tariff act of 1890, and in a speech in the House of Representatives ex- 
plained its purpose and gave to its provisions a liberal interpretation. 
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“The bill,” said Mr. McKinley, “ proposes that the American citizen 
may import any product he desires, manufacture it into the finished 
article, using in part, if necessary, in such manufacture domestic ma- 
terials, and when the completed product is entered for export refunds to 
— —— 1 per cent of all the duty he paid upon his imported ma- 
erials. 

“That is, we give to the capital and labor of this country substan- 
tially free trade in all foreign materials for use in the markets of the 
world. We do not require that the product shall be made wholly of 
the foreign material. ae under special provisions of laws and 
regulations of the Treasury Department, parts of a finished product 
made here and attached to the finished article do not deprive the ex- 
porter of his drawback. 

“We have extended this provision and in every way possible liberal- 
ized it, so that the domestic and foreign product can be combined and 
still allow to the exporter 99 per cent upon the duty he pays upon his 
foreign material intended for export; which is, in effect, what free 
traders and our political opponents are clamoring for, namely, free raw 
material for the foreign trade. And if you are desirous of seeing what 
you can do in the way of entering the foreign market, here is the op- 
portunity for you. 

om = e . * 7 . 

“It completely, if the provision be adopted, disposes of what has 
sometimes seemed to be an almost unanswerable argument that has 
been presented by our friends on the other side, that if we only had 
free raw material we could go out and capture the markets of the world. 
We give them now within 1 per cent of free raw material, and invite 
them to go out and capture the markets of the world. 

“Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask if that also 
applies to wool? 

“Mr. MCKINLEY. Yes; it applies to anything which they choose 
to import for purposes of manufacture.” (Vol. 21, CONGRESSIONAL 
REcoRD, p. 4248.) 

The principle upon which the opinion of Mr. Griggs was based as 
clearly admits the case stated by you to the privilege of the drawback 


|} as that of Mr. Qliney excludes it. The two opinions are irreconcilable, 


and the later distinctly overruled the earlier. The opinion of Mr. 
Griggs has been acted upon in administration. Upon inquiry from you 
I have learned that, accepting the opinion of Mr. Griggs as stating the 
settled interpretation of the drawback law, drawbacks in large amounts 
have been ascertained from books of account of the exporters and other 
evidence, and upon such evidence have been paid by the Treasury De- 
partment to those claiming them. In the total drawback, amounting 
to over $5,000,000, paid by the Treasury Department in the year 1903, 
a very large proportion was paid upon the exportation of manufactures 
in which the imported and domestic materials were so blended that 
they were not apparent to the sight or other senses, and could only be 
ascertained by the manufacturer's record. The following specific cases 
are cited as instances : 


ATE Gomme cok emer ina 8 he cicterircnieetcincins $145, 141. 70 
Manufactures from sugar and molasses_____-_--.----~-~ 800, 002. 36 
Alcoholic preparations of all kinds__.__-_---_-_--------- 106, 974. 00 
Manufactures of fron and steel.n..1..6 nn nnncncne=-s 307, 597. 97 


It is clear, therefore, that a departure from the principle governing 
Mr. Griggs’s opinion and a return to that governing Mr. Olney’s opinion 
would have grave consequences in the administration of the drawback 
law by requiring the cessation of many drawbacks now allowed. 

I ahould hesitate long before rendering an opinion which would have 
so disastrous an effect, and should especially hesitate to overrule an 
opinion of one of my predecessors, delivered after grave consideration, 
itself overruling a previous opinion, and followed by administrative 
acts of serious importance. othing would justify such a course ex- 
cept a controlling judicial opinion. No such opinion has come to my 
attention, but, on the contrary, the only decision of the Supreme Court 
which has any bearing upon the question tends to sustain drawbacks 
of this character. (Joseph Schlitz Brewing Company v. United States, 
35 Ct. Cls. Rpt., 110; 181 U. S., 584.) 

The claimant in this case was engaged in the manufacture of beer 
for export. In the brewing of the beer imported hops and barley, upon 
which duties had been paid, were used with other material of domestic 
origin, thus presenting a case of the blending of imported and domestic 
materials so that the imported contribution was not apparent to the 
sight or other senses in the completed article. The bottles in which the 
exported beer was placed and the corks used in them were also imports 
upon which duties had been paid. The action was brought for the pur- 
pose of recovering the drawback of the duties paid upon the hops and 
barley used and of the duties paid upon the bottles and corks used. 
The Court of Claims rendered the judgment that the claimant could 
recover the drawback on the barley and hops but not upon the bottles 
and corks. The claimant appealed, while the Government acquiesced 
in the judgment of the court allowing the drawback upon the hops and 
barley. The question, therefore, of the legality of that drawback was 
not directly before the Supreme Court. But the opinion of the Supreme 
Court affirming the judgment of the Court of Claims with respect to 
the drawback upon the ttles and corks, on the ground that they did 
not enter into and form one of the ingredients of the manufactured 
article, esneenny says that the drawback in the case of the hops and 
barley, which did form one of the ingredients of the manufactured ar- 
ticle, was “ properly allowed by the Court of Claims.” It need not be 
said that such an expression of opinion, even though unnecessary to 
the decision of the case, ought to be given great weight. I am unable 
to see any distinction between the case of imported hops and barley 
used as an ingredient in beer manufactured for export, and imported 
wheat used as an ingredient of flour manufactured for export. As, 
however, the question itself was not before the court for decision, mak- 
ing it therefore unnecessary to state the grounds of the opinion ex- 
pressed, I venture to discuss the question apart from the authorities 
which I have cited. There are two canons of interpretations which are 
applicable to this case. 

‘irst. The intention to grant a drawback must clearly appear in the 
law under which it is claimed. Drawbacks are privileges, and there- 
fore the statute under which they are claimed must be ig con- 
strued and all doubts resolved in favor of the Government. (United 
States v. Allen, 163 U. S., 499; and Cornell v. Coyne, 192 U. S., 419.) 

Second. The statute must be so construed as to give every part of 
it some meaning and effect. 

I enter upon the discussion of the meaning of the law having in 
full view these principles of interpretation. 

Under the main part of section 30, under consideration, upon expor- 
tation of the product, a drawback is allowed of the duties paid on im- 
ported materials which “are used in the manufacture of articles manu- 
factured or produced in the United States.” Under this provision, un- 
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qualified, undoubtedty drawbacks would be allowable of the duties on 
all imported materials “ used" in the manufacture, even though it had 
not become a component part of the completed product. There is a 
distinction between the use of imported material in manufacture and 
its appearance as a component part of the completed product. The one 
may exist without the other. This distinction has been clearly recog- 
nized in the tariff laws, and appears, for instance, in paragraph 74 of 
the act of 1890, which is as follows: 

“All medicinal preparations, including medicinal proprietary prepara- 
tions, of which alcohol is a component part, or in the preparation of 
which alcohol is used, not specially provided for in this act, 50 cents 
yer pound.” 

: int paragraph 58 of the act of 1894, which is as follows: 

“All medicinal preparations, including medicinal coal-tar prepara- 
tions and medicinal proprietary preparations, of which alcohol is a 
component part, or in the preparation of which alcohol is used, not 
specially provided for in this act, 50 cents per pound.” 

And in paragraph 67 of the act of 1897, which is as follows: 

‘“ Medicinal preparations containing alcohol, or in the preparation 
of which alcohol is used, not specially provided for in this act, 55 
cents per pound.” 

I am informed that fn point of fact many of the materials sometimes 
used in the manufacture are consumed in whole or in part in the use, 
or wasted in part in the use, or, having been extracted, survive for fu- 
ture use. So far as such materials are consumed by the use, or wasted 
or extracted for future use, they do not form a component part of the 
completed product. Such is the case, for instance, with respect to 
alcohol used in solid extracts, to solvent used in cutting the shellac 
used in the manufacture of stiff hats, to fusel oil and acetic acid used 
in the production of celluloid. Unless, then, Congress intended to al- 
low a drawback upon imported materials used in the manufacture, 
whether they subsequently appeared as a component part of the com- 
pleted product or not, it was necessary to restrain the generality of 
the provision of the main body of the act by some appropriate lan- 
guage. This was done by the first proviso, which is as follows: 

“Provided, That when the articles exported are made in part from 
domestic materials, the imported materials, or the parts of the articles 
made from such materials, shall so appear in the completed articles 
that the quantity or measure thereof may be ascertained.” 

This proviso excludes from the privilege of the drawback the imported 
materials which, though used in the manufacture, do not appear as a 
component part of the completed product. Such an interpretation gives 
to the proviso a clear and well-defined office and effect. 

The imported materials on which a drawback is claimed must “ ap- 
pear in the completed articles.”” Does this language mean that the 
imported material must appear so that it may be seen and weighed 
or measured? In my opinion the word ought not to be given that 
meaning. The word “appear” is here used with a very common mean- 
ing—perhaps the most common meaning it has in legal phraseology— 
and describes that knowledge which comes to the mind as the result of 
evidence as well as the knowledge derived from the exercise of the 
senses. In that sense a fact “ appears” to exist when by any evidence 
which satisfies the understanding it is shown to exist. Giving to the 
word this meaning, the statute does not require that the imported 
materials should appear in the sense of being seen in the completed 
articles, “‘but only in the sense of being proved to be present in the 
completed articles.” This meaning of the word “appear” is em- 
phasized by the words which follow and which qualify and explain it. 
The imported materials, the statute says, “shall so appear in the com- 
pleted articles that the quantity or measure thereof may be ascer- 
tained.”” The words “ quantity or measure thereof may be ascertained ” 
are appropriate to describe knowledge obtained not merely from the 
senses, but as the result of evidence and the judgment arrived at by 
reasoning upon evidence. In the next proviso in this very section, 
where it is provided that “ the quantity of such materials used and the 
amount of duties paid thereon shall be ascertained,” the word “ ascer- 
tained” is obviously used to describe the knowledge which is obtained 
from evidence, and not merely that which is obtained from the exer- 
cise of the senses. I think the same word is used in the same sense in 
the first proviso also. 

In my opinion, where it is proposed to export a product manufac- 
tured in the United States from a combination of domestic material 
and foreign material which has paid duty, and the customs officials 
ean identify the foreign material and can ascertain to their satisfac- 
tion, by the evidence of books of account or otherwise, the quantity or 
measure of the foreign material actually present in the completed 
article, the exporter is entitled to receive a drawback of 99 per cent of 
the duties paid upon the imported material thus ascertained to be 
actually present in the completed article. 

I do not wish to be understood as expressing the opinion that the 
evidence of the books of account of the manufacturers is alone suffi- 
cient without the aid of other evidence to establish the right of the 
manufacturer to the drawback. I express no opinion upon that sub- 
ject, as the nature of the evidence disclosed by them is not before me. 
The amount and character of the evidence which should be required by 
you is within your administrative discretion. It is to be presumed 
that, having in view the dangers of mistake or substitution of material, 
suitable regulations will be framed which will require clear proof of 
the identity and quantity of the imported material used, the amount 
of duties paid thereon, and the quantity or measure of the imported 
material actually present in the completed article offered for export. 
Under the conditions which I have stated the manufacturer, in my 
opinion, is entitled to the drawback allowed by section 30 of the tariff 
act of July 24, 1897, and I so advise you. 

My conclusion is not affected by provisions contained in section 15 
of the tariff act of July 24, 1897, relating to manufacture in bonded 
warehouses. That section does not attempt to deal with the question 
of drawbacks of duties which have been paid, but provides merely for 
manufacture from raw materials which, by reason of their remaining 
in bonded warehouses, have paid neither customs duty nor internal- 
revenue tax. I can not, therefore, conceive of any bearing which sec- 
tion 15 has upon the interpretation of section 30. 

Very respectfully, 


W. H. Moony, Attorney-General. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, it seems to me there is 
no question but that the opinion of Attorney-General Olney 
announced the correct interpretation of the law. When that 
opinion was overruled, it opened a door for frauds that Con- 
gress attempted to close and had closed. I am quite in sympa- 
thy with the Senator whose amendment is before the Senate, 





but it surely does not go far enough. It is in the nature of 
legislation for a particular interest—a kind of legislation that 
should not be indulged in. 

I think that the ore producers of the country, especially the 
lead ore producers, have as much to complain of from the pres 
ent construction of the law as have the wheat producers. Ac- 
cording to the statement that was read—I think it was an ex- 
tract from Mr. Olney’s opinion—90 per cent of the lead product 
of the smelters is from foreign ores—I think chiefly of Mexican 
ores. 

The lead trust, that was referred to as a mine owner as well 
as a smelter owner, is the owner of many mines that are located 
in Mexico. They have their smelting works in this country. 
Owning large lead-producing mines in Mexico, under this con- 
struction of the law the trust is enabled to import their lead 
ores from Mexico to the detriment of the lead ore producers of 
the United States, practically without any duty whatever. As 
I understand the law, the duty on lead ores is repaid to the 
trust upon such showing as they are enabled to make to the 
Government, less 1 per cent of the amount of duties that they 
paid in the first instance. Mr. President, that is protection 
that does not protect; it is protection that is of little or no bene 
fit to the lead producers of this country and that confers a bent 
fit solely upon one of the most powerful trusts in the country. 

The smelting trust, Mr. President, really has the smelting of 
ores in the United States absolutely within its grasp and under 
its control, and independent smelters have become a practical 
impossibility. Now and then we learn of capitalists who are 
venturesome enough to invest their money in the construction 
of an independent smelter, only to learn within a very short 
time that they must close their doors, shut down their furnaces, 
or sell their works to the trust for a mere fraction of the money 
they invested in them. 

Mr. President, the evil is even worse. The smelter trust is 
now able to declare what mines shall be or shall not be worked. 
Through their ability to secure lead ores from Mexico abso- 
lutely free of duty the necessity no longer exists for the pur- 
chase of lead ores from the American producer, the American 
miner, except on terms fixed by the trust, and we know from ex- 
perience that entire mining localities have been seriously in- 
jured because such rates of treatment are imposed upon the 
ores of those camps that many of the mines can no longer be 
worked at a profit. Yet, Mr. President, in so far as the present 
lead tariff would make it incumbent upon them to purchase 
American ores, they could not inflict those injuries upon the 
miners of the precious metals. 

The smelting trust controls the smelters at Kansas City, at 
Denver, at Salt Lake, at Omaha, and at E! Paso, in Texas; 
they control, I think, all of the refineries; they own the smelt- 
ing works in old Mexico; and by reason of this practically 
universal ownership upon this continent of the mills in which 
ores are reduced by the fire process, they can force, and they do 
force, out of business any independent smelter against whom 
the trust sees fit to array itself. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from 
Idaho? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I wish to say to the Senator that they con- 
trol the freight rates on the ores. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is a matter, Mr. President, for the 


Committee on Interstate Commerce of this body, and I have no 
doubt in the world they are investigating that question; and 
the fact that the trusts do control freight rates will tend to 
accelerate the action of the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
upon the bill that lately passed the House of Representatives. 
The only additional reply I will make to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Hrysurn] is that I sincerely hope 
that the Committee on Interstate Commerce will not lag in the 


duty it owes the country in that respect. 

But I did not intend, Mr. President, to occupy the floor for 
any great length of time. What I desire particularly to urge 
is that if we have the legislation that is proposed by the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota [Mr. HANssrovucH], who has introduced 
the amendment, it may be made applicable to all articles : i- 
larly situated, whether they be wheat or lead or whatever other 
foreign article is imported and blended with domestic articles, 
so that their existence can not be determined by analytica! or 
mechanical processes. 

I do not believe that the matter of rebate should be permitted 
to depend upon affidavits, and I can not but believe that if the 
Senator will so amend his amendment as that it will give a 
proper construction to the section of the tariff law that is 
affected by it it will come more nearly receiving the approval) 
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of this body than the amendment as it is, selecting, as it does, 
a single item and leaving all the rest to suffer as they have 
been suffering stnce Attorney-General Griggs overruled Attor- 
ney-General Olney. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Let me say to the Senator that it 
would require considerable time for the Senator himself or 
anyone else to go through all of the articles which are affected 
by these regulations and opinions and select from them those 
articles which might be classified with the article of wheat. 
It would require a great deal of time, and the Senator knows 
that the time of this session is now limited; that within fifty 
minutes we have a special order, and I know the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Proctor] is anxious to get this bill out of the 
way. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It seems to me, Mr. President, that it 
will not be necessary to select each particular item, but that a 
declaration from Congress upon the decision of Attorney-Gen- 
eral Olney in fit and proper language would remedy the evil to 
which the Senator has reference. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, this is a matter growing 
out of a contest between the wheat growers and the millers of 
the Northwest. It is therefore appropriate, inasmuch as we 
have in that section great interests engaged in farming and 
great capital and interests engaged in the manufacture of flour, 
that some one should present, in as brief a form as possible, 
an epitomized statement of the peculiar condition in that sec- 
tion of the country, not only as it affects our farmers, but as it 
also affects the millers. 

Under normal crop conditions, Mr. President, when the ex- 
port of flour and wheat from foreign countries is necessarily 
considerable, when both this country and Canada are exporting 
both the raw product—wheat—and the manufactured product— 
flour—to a common market, then the value of either at the 
point of production would necessarily be the foreign value less 
the cost of transportation, of handling, insurance, etc. There- 
fore, if a million or so of wheat is shipped from Canada into 
this country, ground into flour, and exported into this common 
market, our people, the producers, could ir no sense suffer; in 
fact, they would gain, for while the amount shipped in the con- 
sumers’ country has not increased a bushel, and while the 
amount of the product for consumption at home has not in- 
creased a bushel, we have increased the number of consumers 
at home just to the extent of the number of workers required 
to grind that wheat into flour. Our millers, therefore, Mr. 
President, instead of the Canadian millers, have made the 
grinding profit. So, under these conditions, when the identical 
thing is shipped out with none of the by-products put into 
competition with our own products, we, the producers, can not, 
in my opinion, in any sense be the losers. But this presup- 
poses a condition when both countries are exporting countries 
and when the value of the grain on one side is the same as on 
the other side of the Canadian line. 

But whenever our product is short, as in this year, and the 
export is comparatively little, so scarce that the home demand 
increases our prices to an extent that our values are greater 
than the foreign prices less the transportation, handling 
charges, ete., then even the importation for the purpose of 
grinding is detrimental to the interests of the producer. Why 
is this so? Simply because the miller must pay the higher 
price, made higher by the home demand—the shortage. 

Other things being equal, he can not compete with the 
Canadian miller, who can purchase cheaper at heme. But he 
must keep up his grinding and his shipments abroad. If he 
does not he loses the markets he has secured during years of 
laborious enterprise. He must, therefore, have wheat to grind 
and flour to ship. And if he can not get the cheaper Cana- 
dian wheat, he is compelled to buy the dearer American wheat. 
Now, that is just what the farmer wishes to force the miller to 
do, and that is just what the miller does not want to do. This 
is a battle, as I say, between the farmer, the producer, and the 
miller, the manufacturer of flour. 

Suppose we are short 100,000,000 bushels; that is, that many 
bushels below the average. Of course that would raise the 
price in this country. But suppose at the same time Canada 
is 100,000,000 bushels long. Anyone can understand that if we 
can take Canadian grain just ever the line and grind it into 
flour and export that flour, it will enable the miller to supply 
his foreign customers without doing it from our own higher- 
priced wheat, and that will bring our price to the same level 
as the Canadian price, or just the same as it would have been 
had we not been short those 100,000,000 bushels. 

That is just what our millers ran up against this year, and 
they immediately began clamoring for reciprocity with Canada. 
Sut such a cry went up from the country press that the great 
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dailies of the Northwest, which are supposed to reflect the sen- 
timent of the millers, seemed forced to abandon the idea of free 
trade on grain between this country and Canada, and they are 
now the exponents of a policy the effect of which will be to al- 
low the millers to buy any quantity of Canadian wheat, mix it 
with our American wheat, and grind it into flour, so long as they 
show that they export as many bushels in the shape of flour as 
they receive in the shape of the raw material—wheat. Our farm- 
ers answer this and say that if it is done it is absolutely equiva- 
lent to free trade, and I confess I do not understand just how 
people differentiate this from free trade. 

There is another element which must be taken into considera- 
tion as affecting prices of grain locally, and of it our agricul- 
turists seem fully aware. The great bulk of the wheat of the 
Dakotas and Minnesota is marketed at Minneapolis and at the 
head of the Lakes. In these places are located the great mills of 
the country. The people have noticed that when the visible sup- 
ply is extremely low in these localities usually a premium is 
paid on grain—that is, a price over and above the foreign mar- 
ket, less the cost of handling, transportation, ete. And when the 
visible supply at these places is quite large, the reverse is the 
rule. 

The millers must have on hand a supply, we will say, equiva- 
lent to several months’ grinding. And when it falls much below 
this amount—I do not give this as the actual amount—it is nec- 
essary for them to go into the field to buy wheat, and the com- 
petition engendered thereby appreciates the value of that prod- 
uct. So the farmer believes that his interest lies in having this 
local visible supply diminished as much as possible,and he natur- 
ally understands that if the millers can, at any time, reach over 
into a foreign country like Canada and increase the visible sup- 
ply without drawing on our home product, the tendency would 
be to depreciate the price. 

The millers answer this in substance as follows: They say 
they, on the whole, have assisted largely in keeping up the value 
of the wheat of the Northwest; that their grinding the wheat 
and converting it into flour at these terminals has made the 
price higher than it would have been had no mills existed there 
and the raw product been shipped directly to Europe. I do not 
think this is seriously disputed. They therefore insist that 
the continuation of these mills is a blessing to the wheat pro- 
ducer of the Northwest, and it is to their interest that they be 
maintained and their output not diminished, and they point out 
that it will be diminished materially unless they can supply 
the foreign markets which they have obtained at prices equally 
as low as other countries can. In other words, that they can 
not hold these markets if competitors come and offer to sell at 
prices below what they can furnish the flour for. To hold these 
markets they must not only be able to get the wheat necessary 
to supply the demand, but they must get it at such prices as will 
enable them to supply it; and that the farmer is interested, 
therefore, in the long run with them in holding these markets, 
even at the expense of temporary loss. 

The agriculturist meets this, however, with the assertion 
that the interest of the miller is such that he is bound to main- 
tain those foreign markets, even at a loss, and as those markets 
in the past have given considerable profit to the miller, the lat- 
ter will, under no consideration or circumstances, allow them to 
be taken away from him. It is stated also that much of the 
grain raised in portions of the Dakotas and Minnespta this sea- 
son could not be used except it is mixed with a better grade of 
wheat. I refer to that injured by the rust. This is probably 
true, but again our agricultural communities assert that there 
is an amount of first-class grain sufficient to supply this de- 
mand, but of course at higher prices. 

It seems to me that in this year at least the agriculturists 
have the better of the argument. They see the direct benefit 
of a protective tariff on grain, having tasted it. You will find 
them as ardent protectionists as any iron-manufacturing com- 
munity in the United States. The value of grain in our own 
State, as has been suggested by my colleague, has averaged dur- 
ing the fall months from 17 to 20 per cent higher than corre- 
sponding grain on the opposite side of this imaginary boundary 
line. 

The legislature of the State of North Dakota, composed 
almost wholly of those who are farmers themselves or are 
directly interested in agriculture, have formulated a resolution, 
which was passed almost unanimously, requesting the delega- 
tion from that State to support an amendment of this character. 
I believe they are justified, from all of the evidence this year 
and under the conditions as they exist this year at least. ~ 

Mr. President, I have made this brief epitomized statement 
for the purpose. of showing the particular line of demarcation 
in ideas between the agriculturist on the one side and the miller 
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on the other side. In ordinary years, when we export a great 
amount of grain and when Canada also exports a great amount 
of grain—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. PROCTOR. 
discussion is to continue any longer. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It will continue one second longer. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Well, one second. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to say there can be no possible 
loss if conditions were the same as they have been in most of the 





years, not in the mixing, but the mere bonding and grinding | 


into flour. 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I make the point of order that 


this amendment is new legislation; that it is a change of the | 
present law; and I should like also to say a word for a gentle- 
We sometimes | 


man who is very much interested in the matter. 
call him “Uncle Sam.” You have had the two sides represented— 
the millers and the farmers, the miners and the lead trust. 
The United States is somewhat interested. There are leaks 
in the collection of the revenue, and this adds one about twice 
as large as those usually found. Six million dollars goes out of 
the United States Treasury every year through this leak called 
“ drawback.” 
and generally hurts one of the parties to the transaction out- 
side. 

I was really in hopes, when I heard that the millers wanted 
their wheat free from Canada, that somebody would wake up in 
that section of the country and see how the farmer raising 


wheat was defrauded, and how the United States was robbed | 


of its revenue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
makes the point of order that the proposed amendment offered 
by the Senator from North Dakota, which reads as follows: 

Was not intended and shall not be held to be affected by the provi- 
sions of section 30 of said act— 
is new legislation. In the opinion of the Chair it is merely 
construction upon legislation that has already been enacted. 
However, the Chair will submit the question to the Senate if 
the Senator from Alabama is not satisfied. [A pause.] The 
Chair holds that the point of order is not well taken. Does the 
Senator from Alabama desire the Senate to pass upon the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I offer an amendment to the amendment, 
to follow immediately after it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
offers an amendment to the amendment, which wil! be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the 
amendment the following: 

Nor shall rebates provided for in existing revenue laws be made on 
imports which when blended with domestic products can not be me- 
chanically or analytically separated and determined. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I hope the amendment 
to the amendment will not prevail. It raises another question 
altogether. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It raises precisely the same question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to say a word before 
the amendment is disposed of. In the first place I hope the 
Senator from North Dakota will modify his amendment by 
striking out the words “ was not intended and.” 
are not necessary. Then the amendment will read: 

Shall not be held to be affected by the provisions of section 30. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Does the Senator think that that 
would have any bearing upon the decision which has just been 
rendered? Would it overturn that opinion? 

Mr. ALLISON. It would read, “shall not be held to be 
affected by the provisions.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It would say that it shall not be held 
in the future. That is exactly what it would mean then. I 
fear it would not affect the opinion which has been promul- 
gated. 

Mr. ALLISON. The object I have in suggesting the amend- 
ment is that we shall not be committed by our vote here to 
what was said or what was understood in 1890. 

Mr. HALE. Let me comprehend the Senator. 
how it will read if these words are stricken out. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think it will at all affect the object 
of the Senator from North Dakota. 


Let me see 


I rise to make the point of order, if the | 








This drawback always hurts the United States, | 








The question is on agreeing to the | 


The Senator from Colorado | 


Those words | 
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Mr. HANSBROUGH. It would then read: 

That paragraph 234 of the act * * * shall not be 
affected by the provisions of section 30 of said act 

Now, the question is whether, if we adopt the amendment in 
that form, it will relate back to the opinion of Atorney-General 
Moody with respect to wheat. Would it not 
opinion that might be rendered in the future? 
question in my mind. 

Mr. ALLISON. The opinion that has been rendered by the 
Attorney-General probably would not be affected as an opinion, 
but this legislation would affect the statute in the future be 
cause it construes that statute in opposition to the opinion of 
the Attorney-General. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Let me ask the Senator from Iowa a 
question. He has been a distinguished member of this body for 
a great many years. He is on the Committee on Finance. He 
had much to do with the three tariff bills to which I referred 
this morning. Does the Senator say to the Senate that it was 
his intention when he voted to place the duty of 25 cents a 
bushel on wheat that it should be nullified by the opinion of the 
Attorney-General construing section 30? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say this in answer to the Senator. 
By the act of 1890, which was passed after long discussion both 
here and in the other House, it was intended that the drawback 
features of the tariff should be greatly enlarged. That it was 
intended that they should apply to this, that, or the other para 
graph in the schedules, I would not undertake to say. But I be- 
lieve that the phraseology employed in the act of 1890, and the 
act of 1894, and the act of 1897, had, and was intended to have, 
a wider scope than was given to it by the argument of the 
ator from North Dakota. 

I am somewhat fortified in that opinion by an extract which I 
find in the opinion of Attorney-General Moody upon this ques 
tion, from our beloved, departed friend, President McKinley, who 
was then chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means in 
the House of Representatives, and who in the debate stated the 
aim and purpose of this provision. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator, of course, sees that the 
time is very limited. I have asked that the opinion be pub- 
lished in the Recorp. On consultation with others interested in 
this matter I will yield to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Iowa that those words be stricken out. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I will merely ask that Mr. MeKinley’s 
observations, made in the House, may be read in connection with 
the proper construction of section 30 of the act of 1897. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The bill— 

Said Mr. McKinley— 
proposes that the American citizen may import any product he desires, 
manufacture it into the finished article, using in part, if necessary, in 
such manufacture domestic materials, and when the completed product 
is entered for export refunds to him within 1 per cent of all the duty 
he paid upon his imported materials. 

That is, we give to the capital and labor of this country substantially 
free trade in all foreign materials for use in the markets of the world. 
We do not require that the product shall be made wholly of 
eign material. Already, under special provisions of laws and regula 
tions of the Treasury Department, parts of the finished product made 


held to be 


relate to some 
That is the 


.@T)- 
pen 


the for 


| here and attached to the finished article does not deprive the exporter 
| of his drawback. 
We have extended this provision and in every way possible liber 
alized it, so that the domestic and foreign product can be combined and 
still allow to the exporter 99 per cent upon the duty he pays upon his 


- . . ‘ . . : ‘ - is 
foreign material intended for export, which is, in effect, what free 


| traders and our political opponents are clamoring for, namely, free 


raw material for the foreign trade. And if you are desirous of seeing 
what you can do in the way of entering the foreign market, here is 
the opportunity for you. 
ce > a > 7 6 > 
It completely, if the provision be adopted, 


disposes of what has 
unanswerable argument that has 
been presented by our friends on the other side, that if we only had 
free raw material we could go out and capture the markets of the 
world. We give them now within 1 per cent of free raw material, 
and invite them to go out and capture the markets of the world. 

Mr. SprinGer. Will the gentleman permit me to ask if that al 
plies to wool? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Yes; it applies to anything which they choose to 
import for purposes of manufacture. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
PATTERSON] to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I have not yielded the floor. 
I desire to say a word or two more upon this question before a 
vote is taken. I will, in the beginning, say that I think it is an 


amendment which ought not to be considered upon an appro- 
ruling 


priation bill. But as the Chair has made a that the 
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amendment is not general legislation, I, of course, yield. I 
think {t not only general legislation, but important legislation. 
The reason why I asked that the words “was not intended 
and” be stricken out, is that I wish to confine this legislation to 
the exact phraseology now proposed, namely, that it shall be 
confined to paragraph 234, and as that paragraph is affected by 
section 30 of the act. I do that because I recognize that the 
duty on wheat, applying as it does to Canadian wheat, which is 
in close proximity to our wheat growers, is practically nullified 
by section 30 of the act and, therefore, our wheat producers 
have a strong equitable case. But I do not wish by any phrase- 


ology or construction of language that this provision shall be 
extended. I do not know, and I think none of us can know, the 


extent to which a change of law as respects the ruling of the 
Attorney-General may go. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. If we included all articles, of course it 
would go to the full extent of the whole list. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; it would go to the whole list. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. But we specifically say “ paragraph 
254,” the one relating to wheat alone. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand. 

Whatever may be said of these provisions, they have had the 
effect very greatly to enlarge the drawback system in connection 
with our tariff, and they have enabled us, I am sure, greatly to 
increase our manufactures for exportation. Drawbacks have 
been allowed in many cases of manufacture, not only as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Patterson], but in 
nearly every branch of manufacture, and under these provisions 
and other liberal provisions we have largely extended our ex- 
port trade. 

I do not wish to interfere with that export trade without care- 
ful study of all the conditions and of all the relations of the 
tariff to that trade, and I submit that we can not afford to at- 
tempt to do that on an agricultural appropriation bill. It 
would practically be a revising of our tariff, and I think we will 
have time enough to do that in future years, without dealing 
with it now. 

So, Mr. President, I shall interpose no objection to the con- 
sideration of this paragraph as it now stands with the modifica- 
tion made by the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I feel compelled to move to lay the proposed 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado on the table, and I 
make that motion because 
no place on the agricultural appropriation bill. But the original 
proposition having been fully discussed, I do not object to it. 





Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President - 
Mr. PROCTOR. But I hope there will be no extension of it. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I raise the point of order that you can 


not lay on the table an amendment to an amendment without 

carrying the entire proposition. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

that the rule is just the other way. 


The Chair is of the opinion 


Mr. MALLORY. I ask to have the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Colorado again read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the 


Senator from Colorado to the amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the 
amendment the following words: 


Nor shall rebates provided for in existing revenue laws be made on 
imports which when blended with domestic products can not 
mechanically or analytically separated and determined. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Vermont to lay on the table 
the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the 


Senator from Ala- 


bama [Mr. Morean] requested that I make a statement as to | 


the effect of my amendment, and I should like the privilege 
f doing so. I am a little astonished that the Senator from 
Vermont should exelude an expression of the Senate upon an 
amendment of this character, to an amendment, when its pur- 
pose is to make general a tariff rule that the Senator from 
North Dakota would apply to a specific commodity, and I should 
like the privilege before the vote is taken, if I may be permitted, 
to make a statement as to the effect of my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont withdraw his motion? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not think the Senator from Colorado 
should be surprised that I am a little anxious to see the termina- 
tion of this bill. These matters have no proper connection with 
it whatever. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Chair has ruled differently. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I withdraw the motion for a very brief 
explanation, and as it is now a quarter of 2 o’clock it must be 
very brief. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 


© 


We can do as we did yesterday—go into 


I feel that this whole matter has | 
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legislative session immediately after the adjournment of the 
impeachment court, and I imagine the Senator from Vermont 
sees the end of his bill very well in sight. I shall be as brief 
as I can in making the explanation. It is a matter of very 
considerable importance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
table is withdrawn. The Senator from Colorado is recognized. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, my amendment, over 
which the discussion arises, proposes to bring the revenue law 
back to its status of 1894 in the matter of rebates and as it was 
left by a decision of Mr. Attorney-General Olney. There has 
been no legislation since 1894 to affect that decision. Decisions, 
however, have been rendered by Attorneys-General that have 
materially modified the decision of Attorney-General Olney. 
So the complaint which is made by the senior Senator from 
Iowa that this is an attempted material modification of the 
revenue act is not very well founded in view of the fact that it 
simply brings the revenue act back to where Attorney-General 
Olney left it as far as this particular question is concerned. 

The controversy arose in 1894 over the matter of rebates upon 
imported articles, and it arose over ores imported, I understand, 
from old Mexico into the United States. The law of rebates, 
without giving its exact language, requires that where imported 
commodities are blended in manufacture with domestic articles 
the law of rebates shall not apply unless the imported article 
in the manufactured article can be determined by analysis or 
mechanical methods. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. By the senses? 

Mr. PATTERSON. By the senses. That language was placed 
in the law of rebates for the purpose of preventing the commis- 
sion of frauds upon the Government in securing rebates. The 
question went to Attorney-General Olney in the case of im- 
ported lead ores, the demand being that the rebate should be 
permitted on Mexican ores when the lead in them was blended 
with the lead in American ores in the process of reduction. 
Attorney-General Olney’s decision was in effect that 90 per cent 
of the manufactured lead was the imported lead and but 10 per 
cent was the domestic lead, but that the amount of imported 
lead could not be determined by the senses—by mechanical or 
analytical processes; and he held because of that fact that such 
imported lead ores were not within the meaning of the law 


The motion to lay on the 


| and the rebate upon such ores could not be permitted. 


That continued to be the law until a change of Administration, 
when in another lead-ore case the succeeding Attorney-General 
held directly contrary to Attorney-General Olney and allowed 
the rebate and ruled that the amount of lead in the imported 
That has 
been the ruling and that has been the law ever since. 

By a late decision of Attorney-General Moody it was made 
applicable to imported wheat, upon which I believe the duty is 
20 per cent ad valorem; and although imported wheat ground 
into flour with domestic wheat was incapable of determination 
so far as the foreign article was concerned 

Mr. SPOONER. Identification. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Because it was incapable of identifica- 
tion—that is a better word—the Department allowed the re- 
bate. That has been the law as to imported wheat, as to im- 
ported lead ores, and perhaps other articles since the overruling 
of the decision of Attorney-General Olney. 

Now, the amendment of the Senator from North Dakota is 
practically that that ruling shall not apply to wheat; that be- 
cause when ground the flour of that wheat mingled with the 
flour of the domestic wheat can not be determined. Therefore 
the law of rebate shall not apply to wheat. 

My amendment is to bring the whole subject back to the ruling 
of Attorney-General. Olney. We want that rule applicable not 
only to imported wheat, but we want it applicable to imported 





| lead ores. 


I wish to say that the importation of lead ores, merely that 
the lead that is in them may be smelted out, is not to any very 
great extent an encouragement of American manufactures. It is 
merely bringing ore from a foreign country into this and 
mingling that ore with the American ores, and taking from both 
ores the metals they contain. 

The metal can hardly be said to be a manufactured article. 
The process the ore undergoes is the separation of the ores into 
some of their component parts. 

Now, what is the effect of this ruling of the Department upon 
the lead-ore producers of the United States? It does not protect 
them; it injures them; it tends to destroy them. The smelting 
trust need not depend any longer for their fluxing lead ores 
upon the American miner; but, owning all the smelters of the 
country and being a large owner of mines in Mexico and prob- 
ably in South American countries, that produce great quantities 
of lead ores, they bring those lead ores into this country free of 
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duty, and the necessity of purchasing the lead ores of the 
American miner, and thereby encouraging the American miner, 
no longer exists. 

Now, Mr. President, my amendment, as I said, simply brings 
the tariff law back to where Congress left it in 1894, as that 
law was construed by Attorney-General Olney. It interferes 
in no way with any subsequent act of Congress upon the sub- 
ject. 

The mining industry in a very great section of the country 
is of as much importance as the wheat-raising industry, and all 
I ask ts, not that the miner shall be particularly selected as the 
object of justice upon the part of the Government, but that 
the wheat raiser and the ore producer and those engaged in 
any other industry that may be affected in the same manner 
shall have the benefit of this declaration by Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
PATTERSON }. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
and nays. 

Mr. PETTUS. Before the vote is put, I wish to make the 
point of order in the language of the rule. I made a mistake in 
speaking of new legislation. I make the point of order now 
that “no amendment which proposes general legislation shall 
be received to any general appropriation bill.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That point of order was 
made before, and overruled by the Presiding Officer who then 
presided in the Senate. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Part- 
TERSON] demands the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to have the amendment read. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I make another point of order: 

Nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant to the subject- 
matter contained in the bill be received; nor shall any amendment to 
any item or clause of such bill be received which does not directly re- 
late thereto. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is that point of order made 
against the amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. PETTUS. No, sir; it is against the amendment offered 
by the Senator from North Dakota. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is too late to make it 
gainst that amendment. The point of order was made against 
that amendment and overruled, and it is too late now to make 
it again against that amendment. If the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Colorado is adopted and that amendment is 
amended, then that point could be made. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move to lay the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Colorado on the table. I yielded to him for some 
remarks. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have asked for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
has demanded the yeas and nays. Is there a second to that 
demand? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the yeas and nays are called can we 
have the amendment read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. 
the following words: 

Nor shall rebates provided for in existing revenue laws be made on 
imports which when blended with domestic products can not be me- 
chanically or analytically separated and determined. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

Mr. PATTERSON. What is the roll being called on? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Is the vote on the motion to lay on the 
table or on the amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It 
amendment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Directly on the amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Directly on the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). I desire to know 
if the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Crane] has 
voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
he has not. 

Mr. PETTUS. 
Senator. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLAPP (after having voted in the negative). 


On that amendment I ask for the yeas 


The Secretary will read the 


is on the Senator’s 


I withhold my vote, being paired with that 


The question is on agreeing | 
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the absence of my pair, the senior Senator from North Carolina 
{[Mr. Simmons], and I feel constrained to withdraw my vote on 


that account. 
| Mr. BEVERIDGE 
voted inadvertently. 
tor from Montana 
withdraw my vote. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. 
from South Carolina 
should vote “ nay.” 
Mr. ELKINS (after 


(after 


[ Mr. 


withdraw my vote. 
Mr. MORGAN. 
FAIRBANKS] voted? 


Has the 


he has not. 
Mr. MORGAN. 
hold my vote. 
Mr. BLACKBURN (after 
I voted in the absence of 
Maryland [Mr. McCOMAS] 
vote, 


Mr. HOPKINS 


having 
paired with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


(after having 


having vot 


ARK], is not 


TILLMAN]. 


voted ir 


senior Sena 


The 


my pair, tl 
, and I ask 


voted 


having voted in 


d in the negative). I 


I observe that my pair, the senior Sena- 


{[Mr. CL: 


present. Therefore, I 


I have a general pair with the Senator 


If he were present, I 


1 the negative). I am 


BAILEY], and I 


tor from Indiana [Mr. 


Chair is informed that 


I am paired with that Senator, and I with 


the 
1e senior 


leave to 


affirmative). 
Senator from 
Withdraw my 


in the negative). Has 


the junior Senator from North Carolina {[Mr. Latimer] voted? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
I 


he has not. 
Mr. HOPKINS. 
Mr. BERRY. I 
NELSON] has voted? 


ask if 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


he has not. 
Mr. BERRY. 
[Mr. NELson]. 
| The result was announced 


Add at the end of the proposed amendment | 


The Chair is informed that | 


I observe 


Bate 
Carmack 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 
Cockrell 


Alger 
Allee 
Allison 
Ankeny 
Ball 

| Bard 
Burnham 
Cullom 
Dick 


Aldrich 
sacon 
Bailey 

Berry 
Beveridge 
Blackburn 
Burrows 
Burton 
Clapp 
Clark, Mont. 


Mr. PROCT® 


The 


the 


Senator 


The 


I am paired with the Senator from Minnes 


yeas 18, nays 34, not voting 38 


YEAS—18. 
Culberson Mallory 
Dubois Martin 
Foster, La. Overman 


McCreary 
McLaurin 


NAYS—34. 

Dietrich Kean Platt, N. ¥ 
Foraker Kearns Proctor 
I’oster, Wash. Kittredge Quarles 
Frye Lodge NS tt 
Fulton Long Sm 
Gallinger McCumber Sr r 
Gibson Millard W 
Hale Perkins 
Hansbrough Piatt, Conn. 

NOT VOTING—38. 
Clark, Wyo. Gorman Morgan 
Crane Hawley N n 
Daniel He irn Ni Is 
Depew Hopkins Pe 3 
Dillingham Knox re s 
Dolliver Latimer Simmons 
Dryden McComas rillman 
Elkins McEnery Warren 
Fairbanks Mitchell 
Gamble Money 


IMPEACHMENT OF 


The hour of 


|} cut assumed the chair. 


‘The 


district of Florida. 


tion. 


The Sergeant-at-Arms made the usual proclamation. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

if the managers on the part of the House are in attendance 
The managers on the part of the House of Representatives to 
| conduct the impeachment appeared and were conducted to the 


seats assigned 


The respondent, Judge Charles Swayne, and his counsel 
Higgins and Mr. Thurston, entered the Chamber and took the 


seats assigned 


PRESIDING 
The Senate is now sitting for the trial of the impeachment of 
Charles Swayne, United States judge in and for the northern 
The Sergeant-at-Arms will make proclama- 


them. 


them. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


day will be read. 


The Journal of the Senate sitting for the trial 


OFFICER 


Chair is informed that 


Then I withdraw my vote. 


from Minnesota [Mr. 


Chair is informed that 


ota 







































Patterson 


Stewart 


JUDGE 


(Mr. 


| ment Monday, February 13, was read. 


The 


PRESIDING 


OFFICER. In 


PLATT 


So Mr. PATTERSON’s amendment was rejected. 
MR. I shall ask that the bill be taken up imme- 
diately on the conclusion of the impeachment proceedings to-day. 


CHARLES SWAYNE. 


2 o'clock having arrived, Mr. Piarr of Connecti- 


The Sergeant-at-Arms wi 


The Journal of 


the last trial 4 

of the impeach- 

rq 

reference to the witness t 
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Paquet, the Presiding Officer directed the Sergeant-at-Arms yes- 
terday to telegraph to his attending physician to know his condi- 
tion at this time and to state fully. The following dispatch has 
been received by the Sergeant-at-Arms: 

The Secretary read as follows: 


New Or.eEANS, LA., February 14, 1905. 
Unitep States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Louis P. Paquet can not leave. Suffering with pneumonia. 
Dr. MAESTRI. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are the managers ready to pro- 
ceed? 
Mr. 


her. 


Manager OLMSTED. We are. I call Mr. James D. Ma- 


James D. Maher sworn and examined. 
By Mr. Manager OLMSTED: 

Question. Mr. Maher, where do you reside? 

Answer. In the city of ‘Washington. 

Q. What is your occupation? 

A. I am assistant clerk in the office of the clerk of the Su- 
preme Court. 

Q. Of the United States? 

A. Of the United States. 

Q. Have you charge of the records and documents which are 
filed in that court? 

A. I am one of the clerks in charge. 

Q. State if you have the transcript of the record in the case 
of Florida McGuire and others against William A. Blount and 
others from the circuit court of appeals, fifth circuit. 

A. I have. 


Q. I think numbered 1202 in the said court. 

A. (Producing paper.) ‘That is the record, sir. 

Q. Certified by the clerk of that court? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you state what has been done with this record since | 
it reached the Supreme Court of the United States? 

A. It has been printed, sir, in this shape. 

Q. Under a rule of the court? 

A. It has been printed in this shape for the use of the court. | 

Q. Printed under the—— | 

A. Under the direction of the clerk. 

Q. And under a rule of the court? 

A. Under a rule of the court. | 

Q. State whether this—— 


Mr. HIGGINS. We will admit that the copy is correct and | 
save the trouble of any examination of this kind. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Very well. [To the witness.] 
Then that book which you hold in your hand is what the 
Supreme Court of the United States accepts and acts upon as 
the record of the evidence and documents and proceedings in 
that case? 

A. It is. 
Mr. Manager OLMSTED. That is all. 

il you let me have that record, please? 

The record was handed to Mr. Manager OLMSTED. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Mr. President, we now offer so 
much of that record as begins on page 455, as printed on the top 
thereof, and from there to the end, being the proceedings in 
the circuit court of appeals upon a motion to strike off a paper 
purporting to be a bill of exceptions signed by the respondent. 
Of course it is possible that as a matter of strict right the whole | 
record ought to goin, but I think not. All this voluminous mat- 
ter has reference to proceedings in which nobody here is in- 
terested. We simply want to prove the proceedings upon a mo- 
tion to strike off the bill of exceptions signed by Judge Swayne | 
in that case while it was pending in his court. 


[To the witness.] 
Ww 


Mr. HIGGINS. We have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Do the managers wish it to be 
read at this time? 

Mr. Manager PALMER. We do, sir. 


Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, so far as we are concerned, 
we will waive the reading of this entire exhibit; but in making 
no objection to the introduction of that portion of this record 
which has been offered, we reserve the right to offer as a part 
of our case any further portions of this same record that we 
may desire. 


Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Well, I assume that whatever right 


the counsel have would not be waived, but, of course, when they | 


attempt to exercise it, it would be subject to such objection, if 
any, aS we might have to make at that time. 

I will ask, Mr. President, that the Secretary read the paper 
eginning at the point I have marked, and I will then indicate 
} 


begi 
W iL 


\ 


it other parts we should like to have read. 


| and the command of the 
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The Secretary read from page 455, as follows: 


United States circuit court of appeals, fifth judicial circuit, at New 
Orleans. Florida McGuire and Matilda Caro v. William Fisher, Wil- 
liam A. Blount, et, al. No. 1202. Writ of error, United States cir- 
cuit court, northern district of Florida. 


1. The defendants in error move to strike the paper copied in the 
transcript, purporting to be a bill of exceptions, because : 

The said paper, though signed by the judge of circuit court a quo, 
in order to expedite plaintiffs in error in the perfection of their writ of 
error, was placed by the said judge in the hands of one W. T. Davis, 
one of the attorneys for complainants in error, with the direction that 
it should not be effective as a bill of exceptions until certain points of 
differences then peneaa between the counsels for the respective par- 
ties as to what said bill should contain should be determined by the 
said judge. That thereafter the attorneys for the respective parties 
adjusted all of such differences but two, the said DB. T. Davis yielded 
to all of the contentions of the attorneys for defendants in error, and 
striking out many parts of the said alleged bill of exceptions so signed 
by the said judge, and omitting many pegee which had been therein 
inserted before the said judge had sign the same, and thereupon the 
attorneys for the parties resubmitted the same to the said judge, and 
said E. T. Davis returning the paper to him in order that he might 
decide upon the said two contentions still open between the attorneys 
for the parties; that peony ay the said judge decided such contentions 
in favor of the defendants in error, and redelivered the said paper to 


| the sald E. T. Davis with a direction to him that it should not be used 


as a bill of exceptions until certain papers, covered by the said two con- 
tentions of the attorneys for defendants in error, should have been in- 


| serted therein; but that the said Bb. T. Davis without inserting in or 


in anywise making the said pe any part of the said alleged bill of ex- 
ceptions, and knowing that the said papers had not been inserted or in- 
cluded, and intending not to insert them, placed the said alleged bill of 


| exceptions with the clerk of the said court, and demanded and pro- 


cured against the protest of the attorneys of the defendants in error, 

udge, that the said alleged bill of exceptions 

should be included in and made a part of the transcript of the record 

which is in this court; and that the said alleged bill of exceptions does 

- aeanares the said papers ordered by the said judge to inserted 
erein. 


Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Mr. President, I will not ask for 
the further reading of that. Of course, it will all be printed in 
the Rrecorp. I will now ask the Secretary to read—but I will 
state first, Mr. President, that this is offered in support of the 
sixth and seventh articles for the purpose of showing that the 


| respondent was residing and transacting the business of his 


court at Guyencourt, in the State of Delaware. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In support of the sixth and 
seventh articles? 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. In support of the sixth and sev- 
enth articles, and for the purpose of negativing the allegations 
or averments of the respondent’s answer to the effect that his 
absence from his district did not impede the course of justice or 
work disadvantage to the public. 

Now, I will ask that the Secretary read the paper entitled 
“F,” on page 468. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Page 468, subheading “F:” 
F. 
Judge’s chambers, United States district court, northern district of 
Florida. Charles Swayne, judge. 
GUYENCOURT, DeEL., 8 Mo., 26th, 1902. 


W. A. Biount, Esq., Pensacola, Fla. 

Dear Srr: I inclose your objections and Mr. Davis’ replies in re 
bill of exceptions in Florida McGuire case. Also copy of letter I send 
to Mr. Davis, that explains the matter. 

Yours, truly, CHAS. SWAYNE. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Also the paper entitled ‘ G.” 

The Secretary read as follows: 

G. 
AvaustT 29, 1902. 


Florida McGuire v. Wm. Fisher et al. 
E. T. Davis, Esq., City. 

Dear Sir: Inclosed please find a letter to te from Judge Swayne, 
which he asked me to hand you, together with other papers contained 
in a letter to me, received this morning. I have written Judge Swayne 
objecting to his signature to the bill of exceptions without having 
verified or disproved the objections which I made, and without being 
convinced that all of the papers used at the trial were copied into the 
bill of exceptions. 

Yours, very truly, Wa 

(Inclosures. } 


Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Now, the letter marked “ H.” 
The Secretary read as follows: 

ae“ 
United States distriet court, northern district of 
Florida, Charles Swayne, judge. 

GuyYgencourt, Dew., 8 Mo. 29th, 1902. 
W. A. BLount, Esq., Pensacola, Fla. 

Dear Sire: I have yours of 25th and have written Mr. Davis in this 
mail. Unless you agree fully to send me the bill of extns. again and I 
will pass on your differences. 

Yours, truly, 


Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Also “I.” 


A. BLounT. 


Judge’s chamber, 


Cuas. Swayne. 








Bie EY RS 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
“oe . 
McGuire v. Fisher et al. Judge's chamber, United States district 
court, northern district of Florida, Charles Swayne, judge. 
GuYENCOURT, DEL., 9 Mo. Sd, 1902. 
W. A. Biount, Esq, Pensacola, Fla. 

Dear Sir: Yours of 29th at hand in re bill of exs. Fla. McGuire 
case. I had already written Mr. Davis not to use said bi'!l until 
you and he agreed or I had an opportunity to pass upon your con- 
tentions. I believe I will be able to hold up the case in the court of 
appeals if he does not regard my request but attempts to use the bill 
in its present shape. 

Very truly, yours, CHAS. SWAYNE. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. I do not think it necessary to 
consume the time of the Senate by reading further. Call E. T. 
Davis. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. How much of this record do 
the managers desire to have appear in the Recorp—from what 
page to what page? 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Beginning on page 455, about the 
middle, where the figures “460” appear upon the left margin— 
from there on to the end. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I wish to inquire, through 
the Chair, whether I correctly understood the managers as 


offering this as bearing on the question of residence—on the | 


articles of impeachment relating to the question of residence? 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It bears on the question of 
residence, and is to rebut the claim that no inconvenience was 
suffered by the absence of Judge Swayne from Florida. 

The portion of the record referred to is as follows: 

United States circuit court of appeals, fifth judicial circuit, at New Or- 
leans. Florida McGuire and Matiida Caro v. Willlam Fisher, Wil 


liam A. Blount, et al. No. 1202. Writ of error, United States 

circuit court, northern district of Florida. 

1. The defendants in error move to strike the paper copied in the 
transcript, purporting to be a bill of exceptions, because— 

The said paper, though signed by the judge of circuit court a quo, in 
order to expedite plaintiffs in error in the perfection of their writ of 
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error, was placed by the said judge in the hands of one E. T. Davis, | 


one of the attorneys for complainants in error, with the direction that 
it should not be effective as a bill of exceptions until certain points of 


differences then pending between the counsels for the respective parties | 


as to what said bill should contain should be determined by the said 
judge. That thereafter the attorneys for the respective parties adjusted 
all of such differences but two, the said BE. T. Davis yielded to all of 
the contentions of the attorneys for defendants in error, and striking 
out many parts of the said alleged bill of exceptions so signed by the 
said judge, and omitting many pages which had been therein inserted 
before the said judge had signed the same, and thereupon the attorneys 
for the parties resubmitted the same to the said judge, the said EB. T 
Davis returning the paper to him in order that he might decide upon 
the said two contentions still open between the attorneys for the par 
ties; that thereupon the said judge decided such contentions in favor 
of the defendants in error, and redelivered the said paper to the said 
E. T. Davis, with a direction to him that it should not be used as a bill 


of exceptions until certain papers, covered by the said two contentions | 


of the attorneys for defendants in error, should have been inserted 
therein; but that the said EB. T. Davis, without inserting in, or in any 
wise making the said papers any part of the said alleged bill of excep 
tions, and knowing that the said papers had not been inserted or in 
cluded, and intending not to insert them, placed the said alleged bill of 
exceptions with the clerk of the said court, and demanded and procured, 
against the protest of the attorneys of the defendants in error and the 
command of the judge, that the said alleged bill of exceptions should be 
included in and made a part of the transcript of the record which is in 
this court; and that the said alleged bill of exceptions does not contain 
the said papers ordered by the said judge to be inserted therein. 

2. That the paper purporting to be a bill of exceptions, a copy of 
which is in the transcript of the record of this court, is not the same 
paper signed by the judge of the court below, but that the paper signed 
by him has, since it was signed by him, been materially altered by the 
said EB. T. Davis, one of the attorneys for the plaintiff in error, by in 
serting therein certain material papers, and by omitting therefrom 
certain material matters; and that the paper in the transscript, pur 
porting to be a bill of exceptions, is not the paper signed by the said 
judge, but has been altered as aforesaid. 

3. That the said paper, purporting to be a bill of exceptions, has not 


been approved by the judge of the court below, and was filed in said | 


court and inserted in the transcript of the record now on file in this 
court without his consent and against his express command. 
W. A. BLounrt, 
A. C. BLount, Jr., 
BLOUNT & BLOUNT, 
Attorneys for Defendants in Error. 


Florida McGuire et al. v. William A 
Motion of defendants in error to strike bill of excep 
United States circuit court of appeals. Filed January 2, 1903. 
sliount & Blount, Pensacola, Pia.) 


(Indorsement: No. 1202. 
Blount et al. 
tions 
Charles H. Lednum, clerk. 





Certificate of Hon. Charles Swayne on motion to strike bill of excep 
tions 

United States circuit court of appeals, fifth circuit. No. 1202. Fio 
rida McGuire et al. v. William A. Blount et al. Filed January 2, 1903 
United States circuit court of appeals. Filed January 12, 1903. 

CHARLES H. LEDNUM, Cler’: 
In United States circult court, State of Florida. Florida McGuire et 
al. v. William Fisher et al. 

I, CYfarles Swayne, judge of said court, do hereby certify that I have 
read the affidavit of William A. Blount, dated December 13, 1902, re 
lating to the proceedings to settle the bill of exceptions in this case 
That the letters attached to the same purporting to be signed by 





















































































me were signed and sent by me, and that I received the origina p 
porting to have been sent by him, of which copies are attached to the : 
said affidavit That before June 16, 1902, I received from E. T. Davis 
one of the counsel for plaintiffs in error in this case, a proposed f 
exceptions, and from Blount & Blount, objections to the ne Phat I 
disposed of such objections on or about June 16, 190° istainir f f 
them, and directing the said Davis to make his bill of 
form to the said objections. That the said Davis, in th t part of 
August, presented the said bill of exceptions to me as conformi: to the 
directions which I had given, and I, desiring to expedite the mal of 
the said bill, and assist the plaintiff ras much as possible i ) 
doing, signed the same, and sent it 1id Davis by mail, 1 then 
being at Guyencourt, De 

I, however, wrote to him that if there were any differences 
him and Blount & Blount, attorneys for defendants in error 
ing of the bill by me was subject to the adjustment of s ait 
and that he was not to use the ie until such difference 
been adjusted, and directing him that unle he and the 
should agree fully to return the bill of exceptions to me 
would pass on the differences, Ile did it to me, 
William A. Blount sent to me his objecti reto, and t 
his replies to such ol tions, and I deci I had ae 
1902, that the bill did not contain pap wh 
offered at the trial, and which should be inserted in the 
returned it to the said Davis with tions to fr t 





; 
protocols mentioned in the last exce; of Blount & 
using the bill, and I supposed that such insertions had beet 
I learned from Blount & Blount and the clerk of t 





said Davis insisted that because he had in his possession a bill of ex 
ceptions signed by me he was entitled to use it, although it did not 
tain the papers which he had been instr ted to insert in it and that , 
he had procured that the clerk should insert it without such ; 
‘The position of the said Davis with ref e to the 1 te lf hown 
by his letter to me, which is hereto attached, marked “ Exhibit A.’ 
In witness whereof I have hereunto signed my name and « 1 the 
clerk of said court to affix the seal thereof this Lecember 13%, 190: 
[SBAL.] CHAS. SWAYNE, Judge 


A. 
PENSACOLA, FLA. 
Hon. CHARLES SWAYNE, 
Guyencourt, Del. 

Dear Srr: After further investigation of the law I find that it ts 
now too late to amend, change, or alter the bill of exceptions After 
they are signed and filed the defendants can apply for a writ of cer 
tiorari to the circuit court of appeals, and if their exceptior 


ptions re well 
taken the court will order such documents as they refer to to ! ude 
up and included in the record I cite you Mich. Ins. Bank v. Elder (143 
U. S., 298), and also Sutherland v. R (57 Fed. Rep., 467). 
Yours, very truly, 
I I DAV 
(Iindorsement:) No. 1202 Florida McGulre et al. v. William A. 
Blount et al Certificates of Hon. Chark Swayne on motion te trike 
bill of exceptions. United States circuit court of appeals Filed 


uary 2, 1903. 
CHARLES H. LEDNUM, ( 


Affidavit of W. A. Blount on motion to strike bill of exceptior 
United States circuit court of appeals, fifth circuit No. 1202. 
Florida McQuire et al. v. William A. Blount et al. Filed January 2 
1903. 
United States circuit court of appeals. Filed January 


CHARLES H. Lez 


United States circuit court of appeals, fifth judicial cireuit, at New 


Orieans. Florida MeGuire and Matilda Caro 1% Villiam Pisher, 

William A. Biount, et al. No. 1202 

Before the subscriber personally appeared W n A. Blount, who, 
being duly sworn, says that he was one of the nsel for the defend- 
ants in error in this cause on the trial thereof in the court 1! 
that the said trial took place on the day 190 t ‘ 
a jury, which resulted in a verdict for the defendants, defendant n 
error herein; that in April, 1902, E. T. Davis, one of the attorneys 
for the plaintiffs below, plaintiffs in error herein, presented to 
a proposed bill of exceptions in this case; that on Aj 23 afl 
delivered to the said Davis objections to such proposed bill, uy 
ground that more than thirty documents offered on the trial had been 
omitted, including certain plats and protocols A copy of the d 


objections is hereto attached and marked “Exhibit A.” Th 3 
omitted are those mentioned in objection twelve (12), and t 

cols in objection eighteen (18). That thereafter, on May 2 
said E. T. Davis presented to affiant an amended proposed | l 


answer to which the affiant filed objections upon tl zr 1 t 
there were still many papers and documents, more ft n twer n 
number, which were omitted, including the plats and 
tioned A copy of said objections is hereto att: ed and 1 
‘Exhibit B.” The plats mentioned are included in ob, on , 
and the protocols in objection twelve (12) 
On June 1G 1902. the « rid j idge heard hoth parties ; + 1 
yjections, and stained them all, and ordered that the | 
ted to as omitted should be inserted in the bill of ex 
thereafter the said E. T. Davis presented an ame led bi of « 
to which the affiant objected on the ground that a } 
papers and documents, including the p s and 
tioned, were not, but should be, Included, and that certain |! 
therein was erroneous and should be changed A copy of ! 
tions is hereto attached and marked “ Exhibit C,” and t 
hereof The plats and protocols are referred to in the third ( I 


fourth (4) objections from the last 
Upon the trial there had been offered an original Spanish | 


} 





which was read in e ce before the jury Inst 1 « 
opy of this the prop nt of the snid bill had l ! 
into Spanish from the English translation, also used i e i 


made and inserted in the record The fifth (5) object } m t ¥ 
in Exhibit C refers to this. 

That without further submission of the bill of ; 
ifiant, or any direction from the defendants in error, t Lid ; 
transmitted the proposed bill of exceptions to the Hon. Ct ; 
who was then in Guvyencout Del Afflant. after the tr , : 
the proposed bill of exceptions to the ulge and aft« if receipt 





of replication (so called) by the said Davis to afflant’s objections, sent 
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o- 


aw, 


to the said Davis a letter dated August 1902, suggesting that the 
bill of exceptions should have been submitted to him before being sent 





—— EERE 


to the judge. <A copy of this letter is attached as Exhibit D, and copy 
of the letter to the said judge, transmitting a“copy thereof, is attached 
as I Nt BH. 

Thereafter the said judge signed the proposed bill of exceptions as 
presented, and returned the same to the said Davis on August 26, 
1902, and wrote to the said Davis a letter which he transmitted to 
afliant to be handed to the said Davis, and which was transmitted Dy | 


affinnt to the said Davis on the day of its receipt, to wit: August 29. 
1902. A copy of the said judge’s letter to affiant is hereto attached 
and marked “* Exhibit F,”’ 











and a copy of afliant’s letter to said Davis is | 


attached and marked “ Exhibit G.” 

Affiant has not a copy of the said judge’s said letter to the said 
avis, but it said substantialiy that the bill of exceptions was signed 
by the said judge subject to an adjustment of any differences between | 

the said Davis and affiant touching the contents of the said bill. 

The said Davis has, of course, the letter and can produce it. 

On or about September 1, 1902, affiant received a letter from the 
said judge, dated August 29, 1902, informing affiant that he had 
written to the said Davis, that unless he and affiant agreed fully, | 


to send the bill of exceptions again to him (the said judge), and that 
he would pass on the differences between affiant and the said Davis. 
A copy of said letter is hereto attached and marked “* Exhibit H.” 
Affiant has not, course, copy of letter to the said Davis, but the 
said Davis can produce it. And affiant also received about September 
5, 1902, a letter from the said judge, dated September 3, 1902, which 
is hereto attached, marked “ Exhibit 1.” 

Thereafter, on September 4, 1902, the said Davis brought to affiant 
the said proposed bill of exceptions, with the request that he and affiant 
should go over and endeavor to adjust their various contentions. After 
going over the bill the said Davis yielded to all the objections of the 
afliant except two, which related to the plats and protocol before men- 
tioned. He thereupon changed certain parts of the bill of exceptions 
as it then stood by striking out parts thereof, as is shown by his letter 
to the said judge dated September 5, 1902, attached hereto as Exhibit J. 
The said Davis proposed to submit these two matters to the judge, to 
which affiant consented, although in June, 1902, the judge had decided 


that these plats and protocols should be inserted in the bill of excep- 


ol a 


tions. Accordingly, the said Davis sent the bill to the said judge, who 
was then at Guyencourt, and affiant wrote on September 5 to said 
idge a letter, a copy of which is attached and marked “ Exhibit K.” 


j 
A copy of the objections mentioned in the letter is attached and marked 
“Exhibit L.”’ jpon the receipt of the proposed bill of exceptions the 
said judge decided that the plats and protocols heretofore mentioned 


hould be inserted in said bill, and so wrote to affiant in a letter dated 
September 12, 1902, in which he said that he had “ returned record to 
Mr. Davis, with instruction to insert the plats and protocols before 
using it.”” The said letter is hereto attached as Exhibit M. Affiant, 
of course, has not the letter to the said Davis, but he, the said Davis, 
can produce it. Affiant attaches copies of two other letters written by 
him to said Davis September 2, 192, and September 5, 1902, marked 


“ Exhibits X, Y. 

That upon the receipt of the smd bill of exceptions the said Davis 
without inserting the said plats and protocols therein, placed the same 
in the hands of the clerk of the circuit court, and demanded that the 
same should be copied as it stood in the transcript, although he knew 
that it did not contain the said plats and protocols, and although affiant 
protested to him, the said Davis, against the copying of the said bill 
of exceptions until the said plats and protocols were inserted; and 
the said clerk copied the said transcript of the bill of exceptions, which 
is before this court, in its state as altered, after the said judge had 
signed the same, and without the insertion of the said plats and proto- 
cols; such copying being done against the protest of the affiant. The 
said plats and protocols have not been inserted in the said bill of ex 
ceptions, and are not now in the transcript of the record before this 
court. 


W. A. BLoUNT. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 13th day of December, A. D, 
902 
. [SEAL ] A. C. BINKLEY, Notary Public. 
A. 
In United States circuit court, northern district of Florida. Florida 
McGuire and Matilda Caro v. William Fisher et al. Objections to 


bill of exceptions proposed by plaintiffs in this suit. 











It will be remembered that this case went off on a direction of a 
verdict by the judge, and in order that it may be properly reviewed the 
court above must have all the testimony given upon the trial below be 
fore it, as otherwise it would be unable to tell whether the court was 
j i in its peremptory direction or not. 

There are omitted from the bill of exceptions the following papers— 
I j but the following papers a the face of the proposed 
bill of exceptions to have been offered, and yet are not set out in the 
bi The defendants insist that each and every one of them shall be 
set out in extenso, to wit: 

1. Original Spanish will of Gabriel de Rivas, and the probate thereof. 

2. Certified copy in Spanish of such will and probate. 

3 ation of such will and probate. 

4. Orig | Spanish proceedings by Maria Morena for the sale of 
E vyns & Co. of a lot in the city of Pensacola. 

5. ¢ d py in Spanish of such proceedings. 

( & trar tien of such proceedings. 

7. Orig Spanish proceedings showing the sale of the property in 

8. A ns n thereof, in English. 

2 Rook A of the proceedings of the Commissioners for 
t ind ¢ n West Florida. 
t sé E. Caro, keeper of the public archives, under 





j being an abs et of the property in controversy. 
s certified Jos E. Caro, keeper of such archives, of 
onfirmed by the Commissioners, including the land in con- 








13. Page 103, volume 4, n State Papers. 
14. Act of Congress, Ay 2, 1826, page 156, vol. 4, U. 8S. Statutes 
at large. 


15. Certified copy of deed from Gregorio Caro to James Fitzsimmons, 
Samuel Smythe, and John Chabeaux. 
16. Certified copy of the deed from 
Chabeaux. 
17. Certified copy of deed of partition between John Chabeaux, Louis 


Doquemil de Morant and Laurent Millaudon. 


James Fitzsimmons to John 








18. The protocols in the original Spanish, ten or twelve in number, 
found with the protocol showing the testamentary proceedings divesting 
the property in controversy out of Maria Moreno, executrix, and vest- 
ing it in Gregorio Caro, such originals having been offered together 
with the other papers above mentioned. 

19. Spanish grant to Gabriel de Rivas of the property in controversy 
with the map or plan annexed thereto. 

20. The plan or map of the new city of Pensacola, made by George 
Chase, offered in evidence. 

21. The map or plan of the new city of Pensacola, made by Harding 
Lee, offered in evidence. 

22. Certified copy of the petition of A. V. Caro, to the circuit court 
of Escambia County, Fla., to award to him the property known as the 
“Ahrens property.” 

23. Decree under such petition. 

24. Certified copy of bill in chancery in Escambia County circuit 
court, in the case of W. H. Davidson et al v. J. C. Petterson et al. 


E. 
& 


25. Answer in*the same case. 
26. Decree in the same case. 


27. Deed from Runyan heirs to Florida McGuire. 

28. The various deeds deraigning the title from Smythe, Chabaux, 
and others to the trustees of the Pensacola City Company. 

29. The deed from the said trustees to the Pensacola City Company, 
a corporation, 

30. The various deeds introduced in evidence by Thomas C. Watson, 
William A. Blount, and William Fisher, showing deraignment of title 
to portions of the land in controversy from the Pensacola City Com- 
pany to them, and showing the instruments under which they claimed. 

BLountT & BLOUNT, 
Attorneys for William Fisher and Others. 


B. 


In United States circuit court, northern district of Florida, at Pensa- 
cola. Florida McGuire and Matilda Caro v. William [isher et al. 


The defendants make the following objections to the bill of excep- 
tions presented to them through their attorneys, Biount & Blount, on 


May 28, 1902, to wit: 
"oO 


1. The abstract mentioned on page 22, made by J. E. Caro, should 
be inserted in the record. ‘The statement that this was not produced 


is not correct; it was produced, offered in evidence, and is now in the 
hands of the surveyor-general. 

The will and probate of Gabriel de Rivas mentioned on page 73 
It is 


» 
was produced, offered in evidence, and should be in the record. 
now in the hands of the surveyor-general. 

3. The proceedings relating to the saie of the lot in 1808 by Maria 
Moreno was produced and offered in evidence, and should be in the 
record. It is mentioned on page 96 of the record. It also is with 
the surveyor-general. 

4. On page 139 is a translation of the proceedings to sell this tract 
of land. It purports, however, in the bill of exceptions to be proceed- 
ings to sell a lot of land mentioned, and which was actually sold in 
1808, 

5. The proceedings mentioned on page 195, being proceedings by Maria 
Moreno before the Spanish governor for the sale of these particular 
lands, as offered in the original, and should be in the bill of exceptions. 
It is in the hands of the surveyor-general. 

6. On same page the bill of exceptions purports to set out a trans- 
lation of these proceedings, but it is not set out. 

7. Pages 332 and 333 of Book A of commissioners’ proceedings, men- 
tioned on page 196 of the bill of exceptions, was produced, offered in 
evidence, and read to the jury, and should be in the bill of exceptions. 
This book is in the possession of the surveyor-general. 

8. The criginal abstract made by J. BE. Caro, mentioned on page 196 
of the bill of exceptions, was produced in evidence and read to the jury, 
and should be in the bill of exceptions. It is with the surveyor-general, 

9. The plats by J. E. Caro of confirmed grants were produced, of- 
fered in evidence, and exhibited to the jury, and should be in the record. 
They are referred to on page 196 of the bill of exceptions. They are 
with the surveyor-general. 

10. The confirmation to Chabeaux, shown on page 103, volume 4, 
American State Papers, was produced, offered in evidence, and read to 
the jury, and should be in the bill of exceptions. It is referred to on 
page 196 of the bill of exceptions. 

11. The act of Congress of April 22, 1826 (4 Stat. L., p. 158), was 
produced, offered in evidence, and read to the jury, and should be in 
the record. It is easily accessible. It is referred to on page 196 of the 
bill of exceptions. 

12. On page 203 appears a statement that Mr. Blount, counsel for 
defendants, offered a protocol and gave the names of certain notaries. 
This is entirely incorrect. There were eight or ten protocols offered 
and exhibited to the jury. Mr. Blount did not give the names of the 
notaries, but gaye Thomas Marshall and perhaps Joseph Marshall as 
the names of beneficiaries under proceedings contained in the protocol. 
They were offered as showing the authenticity of the proceedings relat- 
ing to this particular tract of land, because found at the same place, 
signed in large part by the same persons, and having the same general 
appearance. They should be in the bill of exceptions. 

13. The George E. Chase plan, referred to on page 211, was offered in 
evidence and exhibited to the jury and should be in the bill of excep- 
tions. 

14. The Harding & Lee plan, referred to on page 202 of the bill of 
exceptions, was offered in evidence and exhibited to the jury and should 
be in the bill of exceptions. 

15. The agreement with Caro, read by Mr. Fisher to the jury, was 
offered in evidence and should be in the bill of exceptions. It is re- 
ferred to on page 213 of the bill of exceptions. 

16. The attorneys for the defendants have not verified the several 
documents and the testimony set forth in the bill of exceptions, pre 
ferring to postpone this onerous task until all the documents which 
should be in the record are inserted in the bill of exceptions. 

BiountT & BLOUNT, 
Attorneys for Defendants. 


S 
In United States circuit court, northern district of Florida, at Pensa- 
cola. Florida McGuire et al v. William Fisher et al. 
The defendants except to the bill of exceptions as presented to them 


July —, 1902, for the following reasons: 
Page 21. Before the words “went into possession,” about the 


middle of the page, should be inserted the word “ never.” 
Page 24. The record in the suit of A. V. Caro v. Samuel Jardon and 
N. Thurston was offered in evidence, but is not in the record, It can 
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be found tn the office of the clerk of the circuit court of Escambia 
County, Fla. 

Pages 35 to 41, inclusive, purport to be copies of bill of complaint, 
but are copies of final decree. 

Pages 53 to 58 purport to be a deed, but are an answer in chancery. 

age 66. The deed from the Pensacola City Company to Charles 
Ahrens is not, but should be, in the record. 

Page 36. There should be this statement inserted: “It was agreed 
between the attorneys for the plaintiffs and for the defense of R. L. 
Scarlett, surveyor-general of the State of Florida, that the various 
Spanish documents introduced by each side came from his custedy as 
surveyor-general of the United States for said State, and that he was 
the proper custodian thereof.” 

Page 75. The paper purporting to be a bill and answer is not such, 
but an order appointing a receiver. 

Page 168. The date “1873” should be changed to * 1783.” 


Page 215. The proceedings of the land commissioners, though offered | 


in evidence, are not set out in the record. 

Pages 120 and 121. These constitute a deed from Maria Moreno to 
Townes & Co., and should not be interpolated between two parts of the 
proceedings by Maria Moreno to sell the property. 

Page 122 should follow page 120 without the written caption. : 

Pages 115 to 125. The translation on these pages (eliminating 120 
and 121) is omitted. 


Pages 127 to 157. The paper set out on these pages is not a copy of | 
the original offered in evidence, but is a translation from the English | 


translation offered in evidence back into Spanish, having been evidently 


made by some person in employ of plaintiffs in error. We insist upon | 


a copy of the original. 

Page 224. The whole of the plats and explanations, etc., of Joseph FE 
Caro are not in the record, but should be. 

Page 239. Not only were the protocols relating to Thomas Marshall 
and Joseph Marshall offered, but eight or ten others, which are not, but 
should be, in the bill of exceptions. 

Page 314. The word “ proved” should be stricken out and the word 
“claimed” inserted. 

Page 319. The words “ that land” should be changed to “ the land 
in controversy.” 

Biount & BLoUNT, 
Attorneys for Defendants. 


D. 
‘ AvcustT 25, 1902. 
Florida McGuire and Matilda Caro v. William Fisher et al. 
BE. T. Davis, Esq., City. 


Dear Sir: I have been over your replication to the exceptions of the | 


defendants in this case to the bill of exceptions. It is impossible for 
me, without having the bill of exceptions in my hands, to say whether 
the amendments to which you allude in your replication have been 
made in such form as to meet my former objections. For instance, in 


the second, third, fourth, fifth, sixth, and other replications you say that | 


documents which I required to be inserted have been inserted in their 


proper place in the record. Of course, I should have before me the bill | 


of exceptions, so as to see whether, in my opinion, the objections have 
been met. ‘There are other matters which the judge will have to dis- 
pose of because at issue between us, and I should have the bill of ex- 
ceptions in order to refer to the pages where the omissions occur. Tor 
instance, your fourteenth and teenth replications say that all that 
were offered and read are set out in the record in their proper place. I 


should have before me the bill of exceptions in order to point to the char 
| jections but two. 


judge the particulars of my objections. 


I see no _ of settling the matter except to submit to me the Dill | 
- 


of exceptions fore submitting it to the judge. 
I return one of the copies of replication which you handed me, and 
retain the other, as I presume you intended. 
Yours, very truly, W. A. BLount. 
Inclosure. 
B. 
Avaust 25, 1902. 
Florida McGuire and Matilda Caro v. Wm. Fisher et al. 
Hon. Cuas. SWAYNE, Guyencourt, Del. 


Dear Str: Mr. EB. T. Davis has presented to me a replication, as he 
calls it, to the exceptions which I made to the bill of exceptions. I beg 
to inclose copy of letter which I have written him, which explains my 
position in the matter. 

Yours, very truly, W. A. Biounrt. 

Inclosure. . 


{Judge’s chambers, United States district court, northern district of 
Florida. Charles Swayne, judge.) 
GUYENCOURT, DEL., 8 Mo. 26th, 1902. 
W. A. Biount, Esq., Pensacola, Fla. 
Dear Sir: I inclose your objections and Mr. Davis's replies in re bill 
of extns. In Fla. McGuire case. Also copy of letter I send to Mr. Davis 
that explains the matter. 


Yours, truly, CHAS. SWAYNE. 


G 


Florida McGuire v. Wm. Fisher et al. 
AvuaustT 29, 1902. 
BE. T. Davis, Esq., City. 

Dear Sir: Inclosed please find a letter to you from Judge Swayne, 
which he asked me to hand you, together with other papers contained in 
a letter to me, received this morning. I have written Judge Swayne, 
objecting to his signature to the bill of exceptions without having veri- 
fied or disproved the objections which I made, and without being con- 
vinced that all of the papers used at the trial were copied into the bill 
of exceptions. 

Yours, very truly, W. A. Biounr. 

Inclosures. 

HH. 


Judge’s chambers, United States district court, northern district of Flor- 
ida. Charles Swayne, judge. 
GUYENCOURT, DEL., 8 Mo. 29th, 1902. 
W. A. Biount, Esq., Pensacola, Fla. 


DgEaR Sir: I have yours of 25th, and have written Mr. Davis in this 
mail. Unless you agree fully to send me the bill of exceptions again, 
and I will pass on your differences. 


Yeurs, truly, CHAS. SWAYNE, 
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} 
appeals if he does not regard my request, but attempts to use th l 
in its present shape. 





| to me yesterday, with my objections thereto. You w 











I. 
MeGuire v. Fisher et al Judge’s chambers, United States district 
court, northern district of Florida Charles Swa lige 
GUYENCOURT, I 1 1902 
W. A. Buount, Esaq., 
Pense a, Fla 
DeAR Sire: Yours of 29th at hand in re bill of exceptions Florida 
McGuire case. I already written Mr. Davis not to use said | 
until you and he : ed or I had an opportunity to pass upon your 
tentions. I believe I will be able to hold up the « » in the co if 


Very truly, yours, CHAS. SWay 
J. 
[E. T. Davis, attorney and counselor at law, No. 144 E. Government 
stree } 
PENSAC I ; 


Hon. CHARLES SWAYNE, 
Guyencourt, Del. 


Dear Six: I was away from the city when your letter, 1 , 
me to submit the bill of exceptions to Mr. Blount and then forward 
them to you, came; in fact, after receiving the bill of exceptions I 
went immediately and filed them, and went over to New Orleans to 
prepare the writ of error, and after that being done I made 1 return 
with the expectation of having it perfected, but upon rece y your 


letter I saw that the matter had taken a very unexpe 
then proceeded to do as the court had requested. This 
my delay in answering your letter I deeply regret 
hope that we will not be debarred by it 





I am, yours, very truly, E. T. Da 
P. 8.—You will find the exceptions now made by defendants » re 
plied to, in parenther,: which was before you, and which rep ition you 
will recognize as the one before you when you approved the bill You 
will find that no changes have been made in the Dill ex t the word 
“proved”? and the words “that land,” and rather than delay J 


mitted to Blount’s contention. 
a 
SEPTEMBER 2, 1902. 
Florida McGuire et al. v. William Fisher et 
E. T. Davis, Esq., City. 

Dear Str: I have a letter from Judge Swayne, under date of 29th 
ultimo, in which he says that he has written you that unless we can 
agree fully as to the bill of exceptions in this case to return it to him 
and he will pass on our differences. I will be glad to have the bill of 
exceptions before it is returned to him. 


Yours, very truly, W. A. BLovn’. 
z. 
Florida McGuire et al. v. William Fisher et al 
E. T. Davis, Esq., City. 
Dear Sir: I herewith beg to return you the bill of exceptions handed 


rntea et 7 
note t the 


changes which you have made caused an elimination by me of all ob 


Yours, very truly, W. A. BLouNrT. 
Inclosure: 
K. 


Florida McGuire et al. v. Wm. Fisher et al. 


SEPTEMBER 5, 1902 
Ifon. CHAS. SWAYNE, 
Guyencourt, Del. 
Dear Sir: Mr. E. T. Davis brought to me yesterday the 1 if ex 
ceptions in this case. He and I went over it, and he has yielded to all 
of my objections except those which he has numbered 14 and 15 in 


“ replication,” and which are to be found on pages 234 and 239. Fy 


| the purpose of having this before you, I repeat them, and inclose you a 


| Copy. 
As I have said before, this writ of error is from a judgment which 
was rendered upon a verdict directed by the court, and it is ne sary 
that all testimony that went before the jury should go into the record 


The attacks made by the plaintif! upon the Spanish document div: 
ing the title out of Maria Moreno as executrix and vesting it in Gr: 
orio Caro were, in gentral terms, twofold, the first relati: to the 
form and the second to the authenticity of that document For the 
purpose of showing the authenticity, the plats embraced in exception 
14 and the protocols embraced in exception 15 were offered by us, the 


purpose being to show that the instrument which we offered was n 
fabricated, but that they were found in the same possession, and In the 
case of the plats under the same cover, with other papers of like kind 
signed by the same people, and thereby to furnish one of the stro1 
evidences of authenticity to the evidence that other papers relating t 
large tracts of land in the same locality were treated exactly as this 
was. This is exceedingly important evidence, and necessarily should 
go in. 

There is no question about their having been offered. You will recol 
lect that the plats were all bound together, and Mr. Davis has 
selected out one and left the others. If one was offered, neces 


others were. In fact, they were all offered, and the attention of 
jury was called to several of them. 

So with the protocols. The attention of the jury was called to tl! 
fact that the signatures of persons appearing in these protocols 
the same, in many instances, as the protocol upon which we depended 
for our title; that the appearances were the same, and that tlie cus 
tody of the surveyor-general was the custody in which were found 
other instruments relating to the devolution of estates in pr te 
matters. 

We understand, of course, that it will be a matter of considerab! 
— to the plaintiffs to put these things in, | 12 nsider 
1as never been allowed to stand in the way of a presentation 
full and exact bill of exceptions for the purpose of demon 
the court above of all the facts presented to the court 
Davis has had time to have these inserted since May, when this 
exceptions was presented to me, and when I formally made the n 
objections that I do now, that these papers were not in the record, : 
has had since June the benefit of your ruling that though they were 
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with the surveyor-general they must be inserted in the record by. the 
plaintiff in error who was presenting the case to the appellate court. 
Yours, very truly, 
W. A. BLOUNT. 
(Inclosure. ) 


L. 


United States circuit court, northern district of Florida, at Pensa- 
cola. Florida McGuire and Matilda Caro v. William Fisher et al. 
The defendants except to the bill of exceptions as presented to them 


In 





September 4, 1902, for the following reasons: 

Page 224. The whole of the plats, exceptions, etc., of Joseph Caro is 
not in the record, but should be. 

Page 239. Not only were the protocols relating to Joseph Marshall 
nd Thomas Marshall offered, but eight or ten offered, which are not, 


but which should be, in the bill of exceptions. 
Biount & BLount, 
Attorneys for Defendants. 





M. 
Judge's chambers, United States district court, northern district of 
Florida. Charles Swayne, judge. 
GUYENCOURT, DEL., 9 Mo. 12th, 1902. 
W. A. BLowunt, Esq., Pensacola, Fla. 
Deak Sir: The record in the Florida McGuire case came on 8th, 
just as I was leaving for Asbury Park; also your letter. I returned 
record to Mr. Davis by next mail with instructions to insert the plats 


and protocols before using it. I trust he will be able to get it ready in 
time, for I believe it will save all parties much trouble if the court of 
appeals can pass on the matter now. 
Very truly, yours, Cuas. SWAYNE. 
(Indorsed:) No. 1202. Florida McGuire et al. v. Wm. A. Blount et 
al. Affidavit of W. A. Blount on motion to strike bill of exceptions, 
United States circuit court of appeals. Filed January 2, 1902. Charles 


H. Lednum, clerk. 
Demurrer and answer to motion to strike. 

United States circuit court of appeals, fifth circuit. No. 1202. Flor- 
id: McGuire et al. v. Wm. A. Blount et al. Filed January 20, 1903. 

United States circuit court of appeals. Filed January 23, 1903. 

CHARLES H. LEDRUM, Clerk. 

United States circuit court of appeals, fifth circuit. Florida McGuire 

et v. Wm. A. Blount et al. No. 1202. Demurrer and answer. 


comes the plaintiffs in error, by their undersigned attorneys, and 
‘to the motion of defendants in error to strike bill of exceptions 
the record, and for cause of demurrer say : 
‘st. That said motion is illegal and unauthorized by the practice 
of is court. 

econd. That the transcript of the record from the circuit court, duly 
certified by the clerk, can not be contradicted, varied, or extended by 
ifidavit in this court. 

od. That ex parte affidavits are not admissible to show falsity in the 
transcript. 

ith. That the motion does not specify to which one of the twenty-five 
bills of exceptions taken by plaintiff it is directed. 

5th. That the bill of exceptions, after having been signed by the pre- 
siding judge of the lower court, became a part of the record, and can 
not be altered, changed, or added to by the said judge thereafter. 

6th. That the certificate of the Clerk of the lower court appended to 














the record is full and complete. 
ith. That said motion does not state or indicate what documents 
have en omitted from the record, nor does it state what document or 
pay have been improperly included therein, or what material changes 
have en made in the bills of exceptions signed by the judge of the | 
lows ourt and appearing in the record herein. 
Wherefore they pray that this demurrer be sustained and plaintiff's 
motion denied, with costs. 
E. Howard McCALsEs, 
JAMES WILKINSON, 
E. T. DAvVIs, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs in Error. 
And should said demurrer be overruled, and not otherwise, then for 
swer to said motion made by defendants in error, the plaintiffs in 
error say that the facts stated in said motion are erroneous and un- 
true, as will more fully appear by the affidavit of E. T. Davis, and the 
exhibits attached thereto, here referred to as part hereof. 
That the omitted documents and papers referred to in said motion 
» not in the custody of the clerk of the lower court, were not marked | 
i,’ and no certified copies thereof were left with the clerk, as 
appears from his statement to be found on page 344 of the printed | 
record of this cause. 
Wherefore, they pray that plaintiffs’ motion may be denied, with 
‘ 
E. Howarp McCALEB, 
JAMES WILKINSON, 
E. T. DAvis, | 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs in Error. 
Indorsement:] No. 1202. U. S. circuit court of appeals, fifth 
cir { Florida Maguire et al. v. Wm. A. Blount et al. Demurrer | 
al nswer to motion to strike. E. Howard McCaleb, Jas. Wilkinson, | 
lb. T. Davis, attorneys for plaintiffs in error. Filed Jan. 20, 1903. 
CHARLES H. LEDNUM, Clerk. | 
M n to dismiss bill of exceptions—Traverse of E. T. Davis. 
United States circuit court of appeals, fifth circuit. No. 1202. | 
Florida McGuire and Matilda Caro, plaintiffs in error, v. W. A. Blount 
and William Fisher et al., defendants in error. Filed January 20, 
1903 | 
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23, 


circuit court of appeals, filed January 1903. 
CHARLES H. LepruM, Clerk. 


United States 


United States circuit court of appeals, fifth circuit. Florida McGuire | 
et al., plaintiffs in error, v. William A. Blount et al., defendants in 
error. No. 1202. Error to the United States circuit court, northern 
district of Vlorida. | 
FE. T. Davis, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 


I the allegation in the first paragraph of the motion to strike 
out exceptions of plaintiffs in error, made by W. A. Blount, esq., at- | 
for defendants in error, viz: “That the bill of exceptions was | 


at 
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placed by the Hon. Charles Swayne, judge, in the hands of E. T. Davis. 
one of the attorneys for the complainants, with the instructions that 
it should not be effective as a bill of exceptions until certain points of 
difference then pending between the counsel for the respective parties 
as to what said bill should contain should be determined by the said 
judge ”’ is erroneous and a misinterpretation of the facts—as will more 
fully appear by a copy of the letter received by afliant from the Hon. 
Charles Swayne, dated the 26th day of August, 1902, herewith filed as 
part hereof, marked ‘ Exhibit A.’” 

Affiant further says that efter receiving the bill of exceptions and the 
letter marked “Exhibit A’? by mail from the Hon. Charles Swayne, 
judge, he immediately filed the said bills of exceptions with the clerk of 
the circuit court of the United States for the northern district of Flor- 
ida, proceed to New Orleans to get the application for a writ of error, 
bond, citations in error, and assignments of error from E. Howard 
McCaleb, esq., one of the attorneys for plaintiffs in error, who was 
charged with the preparation of them, and upon his return to Pensa- 
cola, Fla., received a letter from W. A. Blount, esq., and another from 
the Hon. Charles Swayne, and that W. A. Blount rang affiant up over the 
telephone and stated that Judge Swayne had requested affiant to 
submit the bills of exceptions to him, W. A. Blount, esq., and he asked 
affiant to bring the bills of exceptions to his office. Thereupon affiant, 
as a matter of courtesy, applied to the clerk of the United States 
circuit court, obtained the bills of exceptions, and took them to the 
office of W. A. Blount, esq. 

That affiant stated to W. A. Blount, esq., that the bills of exceptions 
had been filed on the — of them from Judge Swayne, and that they 
=a not _ changed or altered after they had been settled and signed 

y the judge. 

Y affiant further says that W. A. Blount, esq., took the bills of excep- 
tions, and, again compentas them with his objections to the bills of ex- 
ceptions which were before the Hon. Charles Swayne, when he signed 
the same; and he, the said W. A. Blount, esq., struck out the name 
of ‘‘ Chardon,” appearing in the bills, and inserted in lieu thereof the 
name “ Jaudon”’ in the documents offered by defendants in the proceed- 
ings and record in the suit of A. V. Caro’v. Jaudon and Nathaniel 
Thurston for wages; and on page 84, following the name of R. L. 
Searlett, he, the said W. A. Blount, ae added ‘** Surveyor-General of 
the United States,’”’ and the work | word] “claimed” was inserted for 
the word “ proved” in the testimony of A. C. Blount, and the words 
“that land” were stricken out and the words “the land in contro- 
versy’’ were inserted, the same being in the testimony of William 
Fisher; that all of said corrections and insertions in said bills of ex- 
ceptions were made by the said W. A. Blount, esq., and that afiiant con- 
sidered them immaterial and made no objection thereto. 

Affiant further says that the changes made in the words were done 
by the said W. A. Blount, esq., and that he stated to W. A. Blount, esq., 
at the time that he had made up the bills of exceptions according to the 
stenographic notes, and that in the replication submitted by affiant to 
the objections urged by W. A. Blount, esq., attorney for defendants in 
error—all of which Judge Charles Swayne had before him in answer to 
the said objections to the bills of exceptions at the time he considered, 
settled, and signed the same—and that affiant had left it entirely with 
the judge to decide, as he considered them immaterial. 

Affiant further says that these were all the changes made in the 
record, and the statement that affiant yielded to all of the contentions 
of the defendants in error in striking out many parts of the alleged 
bills of exceptions and omitting many pages which had been inserted 
before the said judge signed the same is erroneous, not in accordance 
with the facts, and untrue. 

Affiant further says that no changes were made in the record what- 


| ever, except those which have been mentioned above, and these were 


made by W. A. Blount, esq., attorney for defendants in error, at his 
instigation, request, and solicitation, and without any suggestion what- 


| ever upon the part of affiant, except as above stated. 


That he had left it entirely with the judge when he signed the bills 
of exceptions, and affiant considered them immaterial. 

Affiant further says that after W. A. Blount, esq., attorney for de- 
fendants in error, had compared the bills of exceptions with his ob- 
jections, that he stated to affant that Judge Charles Swayne had re- 
quested the bills of exceptions sent back to him, and affiant replied then 
and there that he would not do so, or consent to their being returned 
to the judge, as the bills and exhibits attached had been filed, were 
then part of the records of the court, to which W. A. Blount, esq., then 
and there replied: ‘Tell the clerk that Judge Swayne has requested 
it sent back to him,” which message affiant delivered when he returned 
the bills of exceptions to the clerk in his office. 

Affiant further says that he did not return the bills of exceptions to 
Judge Charles Swayne, then absent from the circuit, but absolutely 
declined and refused so to do. 

Affiant further says that on the following day W. A. Blount, esq., 
attorney for defendants in error, served afliant with objections—two 
in number—to the bills of exceptions, the same being the same ob- 
jections which had by him before been made, and which objections 
were submitted to and were before the Hon. Charles Swayne, judge, 
with replication made by affiant to same, when he, the said judge, 
signed the bills of exceptions, the grounds of said objections and the 


| reasons in said replication being fully set forth therein, .a copy of said 
| replication is hereto attached as part hereof and marked “ Exhibit B.” 


Affiant further says that, upon receipt of the objections of W. A. 
Blount, esq., attorney for defendants in error, he ascertained that the 
clerk had again returned the bills of exceptions to Hon. 
Charles Swayne. 

Affiant further says that he suspected that these attempts were made 
by counsel for defendant in error to defeat the writ of error sued out 
by plaintiffs in error, and that plaintiffs in error had only a few days 
in which to file their application for writ of error and to obtain the 


| necessary writ, citation, and bond, and in order to meet defendants in 


error on every issue, prepared a replication to the objections of W. A. 
Blount, esq., and forwarded the same to the Hon. Charles Swayne, 
judge, a copy of which replication is hereto annexed as part hereof, 
marked “‘ Exhibit C.” 

Affiant further s#ys that he immediately proceeded to Huntsville, 
Ala., with his application for writ of error, the necessary writ, cita- 
tions in error, bond, etc., and had the same approved and signed by the 
lion. David Shelby, United States circuit judge for the fifth circuit, 
who was the only judge within the circuit at the time, and that he, 
affiant, returned to Pensacola, Fla., and had the same, after obtaining 
the signature of the judge, properly filed in the United States circuit 
court. 

Affiant further says that several days after the application for writ 
of error, order, writ, citation, bond, assignment of error, etc., had been 
filed he received a letter from the Hon. Charles Swayne to include in 
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the bills of exceptions the documents referred to in the objections of 
Messrs. Blount & Blount, attorneys for defendants in error. 

Affiant further says that he, upon filing of the papers pertaining to 
the writ of error, insisted upon F. W. Marsh, clerk of the court, making 
out the transcript of the record, and he, the said Marsh, stated to affi- 
ant that he had directions from W. A. Blount, esq., and also from 
Judge Swayne, not to make out said transcript, and thereupon affiant 
stated to said Marsh that unless he did so without delay ant would 
take the necessary steps to compel him so to do. 

Affiant further says that on the following day he received a letter 
from W. A. Blount, esq., a copy of which is hereto attached and 
marked “ Exhibit B.” 

Affiant further says that the direction to insert the plats and pro- 
tocols referred to by Messrs. Blount & Blount, agg for defend- 
ants in error, in their objections, was made by the Hon. Charles Swayne, 
after the papers relative to the writ of error had been signed, approved 
and filed in this court, as well as the threatening letter of W. A. 
Blount, esq., to him, referred to. 

Affiant Iusther says that the bills of exceptions contained in the 
transcript of the record in this court are the same bills of exceptions 
signed by the Hon. Charles Swayne, judge of the lower court, and that 
the statement that “since it was signed by him it has been materially 
changed and altered by E. T. Davis, one of the attorneys for plaintiffs 
in error, by inserting therein certain material papers,” is erroneous and 
untrue. 

Affiant further says that it is not true that certain material papers 
have been omitted from the record, but under the most trying circum- 
stances and attempts made to defeat affiant in making up and obtain- 
ing his bills of exceptions, he succeeded, after a long interval of five 
months, in finally making a complete record of the case, and that the 
transcript contains a true and perfect copy of the bills of exceptions, 
signed, sealed, and approved by the Hon. Charles Swayne, judge of 
the court below, and that the same have not been altered or changed 
in any way with the exception of the immaterial alterations made as 
above stated by W. A. Blount, esq., in his office. 

Affiant further says that the statement that the bills of exceptions 
— filed without the consent of Judge Swayne is erroneous and un- 
rue. 

Affiant further says that the statement the bills of exceptions were 
filed against the express command of said Charles Swayne, judge, is 
likewise erroneous and untrue. 

E. T. Davis. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 20th day of January, 1903, 
in the city of New Orleans, La. 


[SEAL. ] ARTHUR B. LEOPOLD, 
Notary Public. 





Supplement traversing the affidavit of W. A. Blount. 
STATE OF FLORIDA, Escambia County: 


Affiant further says that it is true that, during the month of April, 
1902, that he did present to W. A. Blount a bill of exceptions, and that 
there were many documents offered in evidence, which the said bill did 
not contain. The reason why it did not contain a copy of said documents 
was because none of the documents offered in evidence by the defendants 
in error at the trial were filed in the court or copies thereof filed or left 
as of record in said case, and that affiant was unable to obtain copies. 

Affiant further says that, upon the objection of W. A. Blount to his 
bill of exceptions, he requested of W. A. Blount to furnish him with the 
documents, which had been offered by defendants in error, and the said 
W. A. Blount and Wm. Fisher did furnish to affiant certain documents, 
all of which affiant copied and included in his bill of exceptions, and 
— - completion thereof, submitted the bill of exceptions to W. A. 

ount, 

Affiant further says that W. A. Blount kept the bill of exceptions 
about two weeks, and returned the same, with his objections thereto, 
which objections is marked “ Exhibit A” in his affidavit. 

Affiant further says that he made his replication to the objections 
and ere the same to the Hon. Charles Swayne, judge, at Guyen- 
court, Del. 

Affiant further says that, on or about the 16th day of June, 1902, 
a hearing was had on said bill, before the Hon. Charles Swayne, judge, 
at Pensacola. 

Affiant further says that the documents which were objected to, not 
being in the bill of exceptions at that time, is shown by the said Ex- 
hibit A attached to the affidavit of W. A. Blount in his motion; that 
none of the documents so named were filed in the court or copies 
thereof filed or left as of record in the case. 

Affiant further says that the Hon. Charles Swayne rendered his de- 
cision, requiring affiant to include in the bill of exceptions copies of all 
the documents introduced in evidence by the defendants In error. 


Affiant further says that he did go to Tallahassee, Fla., and obtain 


copies of all documents which had been introduced, though the same 
had not been filed, or copies thereof filed, or left as of record in the 
case, as the purported Spanish documents offered in evidence by the 
defendants had been immediately removed from the court at Pensacola 
without copies being left or filed as of record in the court, and return 
to Tallahassee, Fla. 

Affiant further says that at the time of the hearing aforesaid that 
there were still other documents offered by the defendants in error at 
the time of the trial of the case in the hands of W. A. Blount and Wil- 
liam Fisher, and for that reason a copy of those documents were not 
included in the bill of exceptions. 

Affiant further says that after obtaining copies of all documents that 
were offered in evidence and of which he had been able to obtain in 
order to make coples from that affiant prepared his bill of exceptions 
and presented the same to W. A. Blount, and that W. A. Blount, after 
keeping the same for about two weeks, he returned the bill of excep- 
tions with his objections, designated as “ Exhibit B”’ in his affidavit. 

Affiant further says that he took the objections and the bill of excep- 
tions and carefully went over the same and corrected the same so far 
as right, but there were several documents referred to in these objec- 
tions which affiant had not been able to get hold of, as the same was 
in the hands of the attorneys for the defendants in error. 

Affiant further says that none of the documents named in these ob- 
jections were filed in the court or copies thereof left or filed as of rec- 
ord in the case. 

Affiant further says that after proneeng his bill of exceptions he pre- 
sented the same to W. A. Blount, and that after W. ‘A. Blount had kept 
the bill of exceptions for about two weeks he returned the same with 
the objections, marked “ Exhibit C”’ of his affidavit. 

Affiant further says that affiant stated to W. A. Blount that the rec- 
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ord in the suit of A. V. Caro v. Samuel Jaudon and Thurston and the 
deed from the Pensacola City Company to Charles Ahrons affiant has 
been unable to obtain copies of same, as their whereabouts were un- 
known to affiant, and upon the following day they were furnished to 
affiant by William Fisher. 

Affiant further says that, after making copies of the same, he in- 
cluded them in the bill of exceptions, and compared the objections of 
W. A. Blount with the bill of exceptions, and as affiant was informed 
that W. A. Blount was out of the city, he, affiant, made replication to 
each and every objection made by W. A. Blount, and forwarded by 
mailing in the post-office, at Pensacola, the bill of exceptions, the brief 
as taken by the stenographers setting out the testimony and designating 
the name of each and every document that was offered, also the ob- 
jections of W. A. Blount, and a replication to each and every objec- 
tion, directing the same to IIon. Charles Swayne, judge, at Guyencourt, 
a a copy of said replication being hereto attached and marked “ Ex- 

ibit B.” 

Affiant further says that, at the time of the making of the objections 
that there were no documents offered by the defendants in error on 
file or copies thereof filed or left as of record in the case. All other 
allegations are answered fully in the traverse of motion teetedes herein. 

). T. Davis. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 17th day of January, 1903. 

{Seal of notary public, State of Florida.] C. J. LEVEY, — 

Notary Public. 





EXHIBIT A. 
GuYENCOURT, DEL., 8 Mo. 26th, 1902. 
E. T. Davis, Esq., Pensacola, Fla. 

Dear Sir: I send you by this mail bill of exceptions In F. McGuire 
case signed. I was not able to verify all the replications, especially 
to Mr. Blount’s exceptions Nos. 5, 13, 14, and 15, but I send the Dill 
signed on account of your short time for writ of error. If I find in 
future that Mr. Blount is correct in any of his objections 1 shall so 
certify to the court of appeals. 


Yours, very truly, CHARLES SWAYNE. 





EXHIBIT B. 

In United States circuit court for the northern district of Florida, at 
Pensacola. Florida McGuire and Matilda Caro v. Wm. Fisher and 
W. A. Blount et al. 

The plaintiffs’ replication to the exceptions of defendants to the bill 
of exceptions: 

First. To first exception will say that the word never has been 
inserted. 

Second. To second exception will say that the record referred to 
has been inserted in its proper place, coming from the hands of Mr. 
Wm. Fisher. 

Third. To third exception will say that the bill of complaint has 
been inserted in its proper place. 

Fourth. To the fourth exception will say that the document intro- 
duced never was a deed, but was an answer made by the Pensacola 
City Company, in which C. C. Younge, sr., made affidavit that he was 
one of the directors of the Pensacola City Company and was counsel 
for the company in that suit, which document is in its proper place 
in record of bill of exceptions. 

Fifth. To the fifth exception will say the document referred to is 
inserted in its proper place, having come from the possession of Mr. 
Wm. Fisher. 

Sixth. To the sixth exception will say that the statement referred 
to has been inserted in the record in its proper place, as agreed upon 
by counsels 

Seventh. To the seventh exception will say that the bill and answer 
referred to is in their proper places and the order appointing a re- 
ceiver withdrawn and placed in its proper place in the record, simply 
being a mistake in placing the documents as offered. 

Eighth. To eighth exception will say that the date 1873 has been 
stricken and the date 1783 inserted, simply being a clerical error. 

Ninth. To the ninth exception will say that the proceedings of the 
land commissioners are in the record in its proper place. 

Tenth. To the tenth exception will say that the pages referred to 
has been withdrawn from between two parts of the proceedings by 
Maria Moreno to sell the property, simply being overlooked when placed 
in the record. 

Eleventh. To the eleventh exception will say that pages 120 and 
121 being withdrawn from their position, the other pages follow in 
order, and the caption is stricken. 

Twelfth. To the twelfth exception will say that the translation of 
pages from 115 to 125 has been inserted in the record in its proper 
place, having been overlooked. 

Thirteenth. To the thirteenth exception will say that the pages re- 
ferred to and as they appear in the record is a true and correct copy 
of the document offered in evidence. : 

Fourteenth. To the fourteenth exception will say that the plats re- 
ferred to in this exception, that all of the plats offered and read to the 
jury is set out in the record in their proper place, and no other plats 
or explanations were offered, read, filed, or left of record in the case 

Fifteenth. To the fifteenth exception will say: The protocols relating 
to Thomas and Joseph Marshall are contained in the record in its 
proper place, and that the eight or ten others referred to in this excep 
tion are not named or designated, nor were they offered in evidence, or 
read to the jury, or filed of record, or left as of record in this case 

Sixteenth. To the sixteenth exception will say that the word 
“proved” appears in the brief of evidence as written by the ste- 
nographer. 

Seventeenth. To the seventeenth exception will say that the words 
“that land” appear in the brief of evidence as written by the ste- 
nographer. 


‘ 
tals 


JAMES WILKINSON, 
SIMEON BELDON, and 
BE. T. Davis, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs. 
ExuisitT C. 

In United States circuit court, northern district of Florida, at Pensa- 
cola. Fiorida McGuire and Matilda Caro v. Wm. Fisher et al 
Plaintiffs’ replication to the defendants’ exception to plaintiffs’ bill 
of exceptions. 

First. To defendants’ first exception answers as follows 
The exception does not designate or name any plats made by Joseph 
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E. Caro which are not set out in the bill of exceptions, and that no 
other plats made by Joseph B. Caro were offered in evidence, read to the 
jury, named, or designated, or filed, or copies thereof produced, offered, 
filed, or left of record in this case, except the plat which was shown 
to the witness, read to the jury, designated by date, and offered in evi- 
dence, and is fully set forth in the bill of exceptions in its proper place, 
and which is a plat of this particular property in controversy, and 
purports to have been made by Joseph E. Caro. 

Second. To defendants’ second exception, answers as follows: 

The protocol of Thomas and Joseph Marshall is set out in the bill of 
exceptions in its proper place and designated by name, over which there 
is no contention. The eight or ten protocols referred to in the excep- 
tion are not named or designated, nor were they produced at the trial 
of the case, or offered in evidence, or read to the jury, or filed, or copies 
thereof produced, offered in evidence, or read to the jury, or fil or 
left as of record in this case. 

Plaintiffs, further answering, says: That the exceptions made by the 
defendants, and which are only two in number, were full resented 
to the court before the approval and signing and sealing of the bill of 
exceptions, by the court, and that the bill of exceptions, as it now 
stands, contains a full and complete record of the case, verified by the 
brief of evidence made and prepared by the stenographer, and that the 
exceptions by the court, and that the bill of exceptions, as it now 
been fully presented to the court, and passed upon, and the bill of ex- 
ceptions approved, sealed, signed, and filed, and the defendants have a 
complete remedy by writ of certiorari. 

JAMES WILKINSON, 
SIMEON BELDON, 

BK. T. Davis, 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs. 





ExHisiT BE. 


[Copy.] 
SEPTEMBER 26, 1902. 
Florida McGuire v. William Fisher et al. 
Mr. BE. T. Davis, City. 

Dear Sir: Mr. F. W. Marsh, clerk, informs me that you insist upon 
his making up and delivering to you the transcript of the record in this 
case, including a bill of exceptions which does not contain the papers 
which the court directed you to insert before using it. You will recol- | 
lect that the bill, as it now stands, is not the bill as signed by Judge | 
Swayne, and therefore, even though you could technically rely upon the | 
bill of exceptions signed by him, you can net do so as it now stands. 
I have telegraphed the judge of your insistence, and beg to inform you 
that if you persist in your demands upon the clerk that I will, im- 
mediately upon the return of the judge, take proceedings to have you 
disbarred from practice in this court. ‘There can be no other result of | 
your attempt to use a paper which you know does not represent the | 
final certificate of the judge. 
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Yours, very truly, W. A. BLOUNT. 
(Indorsement: No. 1202. Im United States circuit court of appeals, 
at New Orleans, La. Florida McGuire and Matilda Caro, plaintiffs in 
error, v. W. A. Blount and William Fisher, et al., defendants in error. 
Motion to dismiss bill of exceptions. Traverse of BD. T. Davis. Filed 
January 20, 1903. Charles H. Lednum, clerk.) 
Florida McGuire et al v. William A. Blount et al. No. 1202. 
JANUARY 27, 1903. 


On this day this cause was regularly called, and after argument by 
FP. Howard MecCaleb, esq., and BE. T. Davis, esq., for plaintiffs in error, 
and W. A. Blount, esq., for defendants in error, was submitted to the 
court upon record and briefs. 


Florida McGuire et al. v. William A. Blount et al. No. 1202. 

















This cause came on to be heard on the transcript of the record from 
the circuit court of the United States for the northern district of 
¥) la, and was argued by counsel. 

O nsideration whereof it is now here ordered and adjudged by 
this court, that the judgment of the said circnit court in this cause be, | 
and the same is hereby, affirmed. 

it is further ordered and adjudged that the plaintiffs in error, Florida | 
McG » and Matilda Caro, and the sureties on the writ of error bond 
herein, George W. Pryor, sr., and Ludwig Carlson, be condemned to 
pay the costs of this cause in this court, for which execution may be 
issued out of said circuit court. 

Marcu 24, 1903. 

United States circuit court of appeals, fifth circuit. Florida McGuire 
et al., plaintiffs in error, v. William A. Blount, defendants in error. 
No. 1202. Error to United States circuit court, northern district of 
Florida 

To the honorable United States circuit court of appeals for the fifth 
circuit: 

The petition of Widow Florida McGuire and Miss Matilda Caro, plain- 
tiffs in error herein, respectfully shows: 

That they desire a rehearing from the judgment rendered in this 
ca » on the day of —— , by this honorable court for the reasons 
t the court erred in refusing to sustain the various bills of excep- 
t in pecifications of error as set forth in the reeord and plaintiffs’ 
br é rein, pages 4 to 26, inclusive; made part of this excep- 
tio: further reference. That the court especially erred in confirm- 
ing g of the lower court admitting the documents referred to 
in said bills of exception in evidence over the objections of plaintiffs. 
That ! men were not properly authenticated by any official | 
Sé ff cert ites and were suspicious in appearance. That | 

irt did not specifically pass upon the various exceptions and 
bills of exception as contained in the record, and that the court erred 
in t istain aforesaid bills of exception set forth specifically 
in ent of errors, contained on pages 4 to 13 of appel- 

la ed to and made a part of this petition, for a 

re reference, and as if set out in extenso herein. 

VW tiiioners pray that a rehearing be granted to them in 
this for all general and equitable relief, and your petitioners 
will f ay. 

E. T. Davis, 
SIMEON BELDEN, 
JAMES WILKINSON, 
Attorneys. 
Pr 1 for rehearing filed April 9, 1903. 
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No. 1202. 


Florida McGuire et al. v. William A. Blount et al. 
APRIL 10, 1903. 


Ordered that the petition for rehearing filed in this cause be, and it 
is hereby, denied. 


United States circuit court of appeals, fifth circuit. November term, 
1902. Florida McGuire et al. plaintiffs in error, v. William A. 
Blount et al., defendants in errer. No, 1202. Error to the United 
States circuit. court, northern district of Florida. Before Pardee, 
McCormick, and Shelby, circuit judges. 

By the Courr: 

On the trial of this case the trial judge directed a verdict for the de- 
fendants, and the correctness of that direction turns upon the admissi- 
bility and effect in evidence of the purported will of Gabriel Rivas, 
ancestor of the plaintiffs below, plaintiffs in error here, and a certain 

rotocol and documents showing judicial a before the Span- 
sh governor of West Florida and other Spanish officials in West Florida 
from 1807 to 1821, all in the settlement of the estate of the said Ga- 
briel Rivas, and showing the judicial sale of the land in controversy. 

Upon consideration, and in the light of the very able arguments and 
briefs submitted, we are of opinion that the said will, protocol, and 
documents were properly admitted in evidence, and that their effect, 
sustained as they were by proof of corroborating faets and circum- 
stances, is to show that the plaintiffs below, plaintiffs in error here, 
as the heirs and descendants of Gabriel Rivas, have no right to recover 
the lands in controversy. 

The direction to the jury to find for the defendants was correct, and 
the judgment of the circuit court is affirmed. 

Filed March 24, 1903. 





Unitep SratTes Circuit Court oF APPEALS FOR THE FIFTH CIRCUIT. 
I, Charles H. Lednum, clerk of the United States circuit court of ap- 
peals for the fifth circuit, do hereby certify that the foregoing 502 
pages, numbered from A to 501, inclusive, contain a true copy of the 
proceedings, including opinion of the court, except that the original 
maps filed with the record are not copied therein, but are held in my 
custody subject to the order of the court, in the case of Florida Mc- 
Guire et al. v. William A. Blount et al., No. 1202, as the same remains 
upon the files and records of said United States circuit court of appeals. 
In testimony whereof I hereunto subscribe my name and affix the 
seal of said United States circuit court of appeals, at the city of New 
Orteans, La., this 6th day of May, A. D. 1903. 
CHARLES H. LEDNUM, 
Clerk of the United States Circuit Court of Appeals 
for the Fifth Circuit. 


[SEAL.] 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 88: 

The President of the United States of America to the honorable the 
judges of the United States circuit court of appeals for the fifth cir- 
cuit, greeting: 

{Seal of the Supreme Court of the United States.] 
seing informed that there is now pending before you a suit in which 

Mrs. Florida McGuire, born Lavaiette, widow of ———— McGuire, and 

Matilda Caro are plaintiffs in error, and William Fisher, Mrs. William 

Fisher, Thomas C. Watson, John Williams, William A. Blount, James 

W. Bullard, and Mrs. Young, widow and executrix or administratrix of 


| the estate of C. C. Young, are defendants in error, which suit was re- 


moved into the said circuit court of appeals by virtue of a writ of error to 
the circuit court of the United States for the northern district of Flor- 
ida, and we, being willing for certain reasons that the said cause and 
the record and proceedings therein should be certified by the said cir- 
cuit court of appeals and removed into the Supreme Court of the United 
States, do hereby TT that you send without delay to the said 
Supreme Court as aforesaid the record and proceedings in said cause, 
so that the said Supreme Court may act thereon as of right and accord- 
ing to law ought to be done. 
Witness the Hon. Melville W. Fuller, Chief Justice of the United 
States, the 17th day of November, in the year of our Lord 1903. 
JAMES H. McKenney, 
Clerk of the Supreme Court of the United Siates. 


(Indorsed:) No. 1202. File No. 19100. Supreme Court of the 
United States. No. 449, October term, 19903. Florida McGuire et al. v. 
William A. Blount et al. Writ of certiorari. United States circuit 


court of appeals. Filed November 27, 1803. Charles H. Lednum, clerk. 
UNITED States oF AMERICA, Fifth Judicial Circuit: 
In obedience to the command of the within writ, and by direction of 


| the judges of the United States circuit court of appeals for the fifth 


circuit, I, Charles H. Lednum, clerk of said court, as a return to, and 

in compliance with, said writ, do herewith transmit to the honorable, 

the Supreme Court of the United States, a true, full, and perfect tran- 
script of the record and all proceedings had in said court in the cause 

wherein Florida McGuire et al. were plaintiffs in error and William A. 

Blount et al. were defendants in error, as fully and completely as the 

same now remains of record in my office, except the original maps filed 

with the reeord are not copied therein, but are held in my custody sub- 
| ject to the order of the court. 

Given under my hand and the seal of said United States circuit 
court of appeals for the fifth circuit at the city of New Orleans, La., 
this 7th day of December, A. D. 1903. 

{Seal United States circuit court of appeals, fifth circuit.] 

CHARLES H. LEDNUM, 
Clerk of the United States Circuit Court 
of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit. 


(Indorsed: File 19100. Supreme Court, U. 8S. October term, 1904. 
Term 134. Florida McGuire et al., petitioners, v. Wm. A. Blount et al. 
Writ of certiorari and return. Filed December 10, 1903.) 

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

I, James H. McKenney, clerk of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, do hereby certify that the foregoing —— pages, numbered 
from 1 to 490, inclusive, contain a true copy of the transcript of record 
in the case of Florida McGuire and Matilda Caro, petitioners, v. Wil- 
liam A. Blount et al., No. 134, October term, 1904, as the same remains 
upon the files of said Supreme Court. 

In testimony whereof I hereunto subscribe my name and affix the 
seal of said Supreme Court, at the city of Washington, this 14th day\of 
| February, A. D. 1905. 
| [Seal of the Supreme Court of the United States.] 

JAMES H. MCKENNRY, 
Clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
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Elza T. Davis recalled. 


By Mr. Manager OLMSTED: 


Question. Mr. Davis, you were sworn yesterday? 

Answer. Yes, sir. 

Q. You are a practicing lawyer at Pensacola? 

A. I am. 

Q. Do you practice in Judge Swayne’s court? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. State, if you know, or state if you have seen Judge Swayne 
in Florida at any time when his court was not in session. 

A. I do not remember that I have. 

Q. Will you state, so far as you can from your own knowl- 
edge, what inconvenience, if any, has resulted to suitors or 
counsel from his absence from his district? 

A. Well, I can speak from personal experience, that in the 
ease of Florida McGuire and Matilda Caro v. W. A. Blount et al., 
I had a great deal of inconvenience in that case, as well as a 
great deal of expense was incurred, which, if Judge Swayne had 
been within the district would not have been incurred. 

Q. Will you state how that came about? 

A. Immediately after the trial of the case the records or 
documents which were offered in evidence were removed from 
the court. Some of those documents were in the possession of 
the defendants in the case, others were returned to Tallahassee. 
They purported to be —— 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Will you speak a little louder, Mr. 
Davis? 

The WITNESS. Yes, sir. Other documents purporting to 
be Spanish documents were returned to Tallahassee. Inme- 
diately after the court adjourned Judge Swayne left for Guy- 
encourt, Del., or left Pensacola. An order was granted by 
Judge Swayne allowing sixty days in which to file or present 
the bill of exceptions. When I went to make up the bill of 
exceptions the only document which I found in the court was 
the certified copy of the original grant which had been intro- 
duced by the plaintiffs. I prepared a copy of it, and with my 
bill of exceptions tendered it to Mr. Blount, who was counsel 
for the defendants in the case and who was also one of the 
defendants. He objected to that and furnished me with cer- 
tain documents which he had introduced himself, pertaining to 


the property, or that part of the property which he claimed, | 


and Mr. Fisher also furnished me with some. He was a de- 
fendant in the case. I prepared copies of those documents and 


copied them into the bill of exceptions, presented it to Mr. | 
Blount, and he objected. As there were no other documents in 


the court or any place where I could get copies, I forwarded to 
Judge Swayne, at Guyencourt, Del., the bill of exceptions, Mr. 
Blount’s objections, and my replication. Judge Swayne held 
the bill of exceptions until he returned some time in June. I 
do not remember the exact date. 


Q. Just one moment. To what place did you forward those | 


papers? 

A. To Guyencourt, Del. 

Q. Go ahead. 

A. After he came back he heard the objections of Mr. Blount 
to my replication, and requested me to obtain copies of the rec- 
ords at Tallahassee. I went to Tallahassee and I saw the great 
trouble and inconvenience as well as expense that would be in- 
curred, and I wrote Judge Swayne a letter and directed the let- 
ter to Pensacola, Fla., as I did not think that he had time to 
leave Pensacola before the letter would reach him. I got no re- 
ply whatever, but I did get copies of those records, and in- 
cluded or inserted them in the bill of exceptions. I presented 
the bill of exceptions to Mr. Blount. Mr. Blount made certain 
objections, stating that certain documents were not included. 
I made my replication and forwarded the bill of exceptions, with 
those objections and the replication, on to Judge Swayne at 
Guyencourt, Del. I did not hear from him for several days, 
and I wrote a letter to him, stating that my time was nearly 
out for suing out my writ of error. In a few days I received the 
bill of exceptions, with a letter, stating that he had signed the 
bill of exceptions. Soon after I received the bill of exceptions 
I carried them to the clerk of the court and filed them. 

Some time afterwards Mr. W. A. Blount telephoned me that 
he objected to Judge Swayne’s signing the bill of exceptions; 
that he had wired to him making these objections, and for me 
not to use the bill of exceptions until the bill of exceptions had 
been submitted to him and returned to Judge Swayne for ap- 
proval. 

Mr. McCaleb was interested with me, or he had been employed 
to sue out or prepare the writ of error in the case. I telephoned 
Mr. McCaleb immediately; and upon that I went to New Or- 


leans. The writ of error was prepared, and I took it before | 


Judge Shelby at Huntsville, Ala., he being the only judge within 











the district. I came back and I filed the writ of error. I saw 
Mr. Marsh, clerk of the court, and he informed me that be had 
received a telegram from Judge Swayne, and that he was in- 
formed by Mr. Blount not to permit me to use that bill of excep- 
tions until after they had been submitted to him and returned 
to Judge Swayne. I told Mr. Marsh that as soon as he would 
certify to the bill of exceptions I would take the matter up be 
fore Judge Shelby. He informed me 

Q. Who was Judge Shelby? 

A. He was one of the judges of the circuit court of appeals, 
acting as a district judge there—sitting as district judge. 

Where was his home? 

In Huntsville, Ala. 

You went to Huntsville to see him? 

Yes, sir. 

. Proceed. 

A. So that the next day I went to the court-house and told Mr. 
Marsh that I wanted him to certify to the bill of exceptions. 

Mr. THURSTON. Wait a moment. 

Mr. President, we object to any statement as to conversations 
happening between this witness and any other persons, being 
mere hearsay. We have no objection whatever to the witness 
detailing any transactions that can be stated without stating 
what conversations took place with third parties. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is all the witness can 
state; he should not repeat a conversation. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. We do not care about having con- 
versations detailed. He is only stating the direction he gave 
to the clerk, however. 

The WITNESS. I went to Mr. Marsh in the morning, and he 
said to come back that afternoon; that he would speak to Mr. 
Blount about the matter. That afternoon I went back to the 
court-house, paid him his fee, and he told me that he would not 
deliver the bill of exceptions to me, but would forward it to the 
clerk of the circuit court of appeals in New Orleans. I told Mr. 
Marsh that I would go to New Orleans that night, and I would 
expect that bill of exceptions there by the next morning. So 
that I went to New Orleans and the bill of exceptions came in. 
Mr. Blount prepared a motion to dismiss the bill of exceptions. 

Q. A motion in the circuit court of appeals? 

A. In the circuit court of appeals. And we made our answer ; 
he setting out in an affidavit what had occurred, and also attach 
ing the certificate of Judge Swayne, as well as attaching cer 
tain letters. I made my answer to the affidavit, and attached 
the letter which I had received from Judge Swayne from Guyen 
court, Del., at the time the bill of exceptions was forwarded 
to him at Pensacola. After that was done and filed, Mr. 
Blount withdrew the bill of exceptions and the case proceeded 
to trial before the circuit court of appeals. 

Q. He withdrew the motion? 

A. Withdrew the motion. 

Q. Now, will you state, Mr. Davis, what delay, what expense, 
and what inconvenience resulted from the absence of Judge 
Swayne. In the first place, what delay? 

A. Well, sir, I think we were delayed at least four months. 
If Judge Swayne had been within the district during the sixty 
days which were allowed to make up the bill of exceptions, I 
think the whole matter could have been settled then and there 
during those sixty days. 

Q. State whether or not that loss of four months in getting 
your bill of exceptions settled resulted in your losing a term in 
the circuit court of appeals? 

A. Yes, sir; I think so. 

Q. Then what would you say was the final delay in getting 
your case disposed of in the circuit court of appeals resulting 
from the absence of Judge Swayne from his district? 

The WITNESS. You mean the time? 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Yes. 

A. I should say at least four or five months. 

Q. How far apart are the terms of the circuit court of ap 
peals? 

A. Five months, I believe it is. 

Q. Well, did you lose any time in getting into the circuit court 
of appeals? 

A. Yes, sir. The time that we lost was if we had been able 
to have filed out bill of exceptions there in the circuit court of 
appeals, it could have come up at the following term or been 
heard during that term—— 

Q. When was that? 

A. Otherwise it passed over the entire term and was filed at 
the next term of court—the October term. 

Q. What additional time did the absence of Judge Swiiyne 
from his district impose upon you as counsel? What additional 
time were you required to expend upon the case in getting your 
bill of exceptions settled? 
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A. Well, my absence at Tallahassee in getting copies of the 
‘ords there, and also it necessitated my making one trip to 
w Orleans in reference to this motion to dismiss. 

. And to Huntsville? 

A. And to Huntsville. 

(). Well, would those trips have been unnecessary had the 
judge been at home to adjust this bill of exceptions? 
A. Yes, sir. 


re 
Ne 


Q. Now, how many days of this time were involved in those | 


things? 

A. I was at Tallahassee more than two weeks. 

Q. How long upon the trip to Huntsville and New Orleans? 

A. At Huntsville—I was there from the time I left Pensa- 
cola until I returned, about four days—between three and four 
days. 

Q. How long on the trip to New Orleans? 

A. I was there three days. 

@. That would be twenty-one days of your time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I do not want to inquire into any delicate professional mat- 
ters between you and your client, but I assume that your bill 
for professional services was not reduced on account of that 
extra time? 

A. No, sir. 
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| of the Senator, that this evidence is immaterial. 


FEBRUARY 14, 


gestion to the Presiding Officer in reference to the suggestion 
made by the Senator from North Dakota, I will say that the 
suggestion just made entirely corresponds with what I sug- 
gested yesterday, when I asked a somewhat similar question of 
one of the witnesses. It is the view of the managers, as it is 
The statute 
says, as the Senator has properly stated, that if the judge does 
reside within his district it shall be a high misdemeanor, and 
whether convenience or inconvenience resulted is, in our judg- 
ment, wholly immaterial. 

However, in the answer of the respondent it is alleged that in 
his belief his absence from his district caused no inconvenience 
to suitors. To meet that, not knowing what the views of the 


| Senate might be; not knowing but that some one might say, “Ah, 





well, this judge was absent, but it did no harm, and there was 
no inconvenience and no suitors suffered,” we thought it might 
be well to offer some evidence on this subject. 

But we are entirely content to take the ruling of the Chair 
that the evidence is immaterial and to offer no more of it, al- 
though we have other witnesses whom we could call. As the 
Senator has suggested, this is a branch on which indefinite evi- 


| dence might be given if we saw fit to subpeena a sufficient num- 
| ber of lawyers. 


Q. Will you state what additional expense you or your client | 


incurred in the matter outside of your professional services? 

A. The expense to Huntsville, I think, was between $35 and 
$37—the total expense—the expense to Tallahassee was the 
railroad fare, which was seventeen dollars and something, I be- 
lieve, and my board there at $2 a day. Besides I employed a 


Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, counsel for the respondent 
fully agree with the position stated by the Senator from North 


| Dakota [Mr. McCumsBer] and also the position as acquiesced 


clerk to assist me in taking tracings of the Spanish documents, | 


for which I paid $35. 
Q. Then your trip to New Orleans? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You were speaking of the trip to Tallahassee? 
A. Yes, sir. 


trip? 

A. My expense to New Orleans was about $22. 

Q. Now, what additional expense, if any, was involved in the 
matter of printing in the circuit court of the United States by 
reason of this motion to strike off the bill of exceptions? 

A. I think that was $64, including the brief. 


Q. Then these items which you have mentioned—these items | cause we did not conceive at first that the honorable managers 


of expense in addition to your increased charge for professional 
services you say—do you, or do you not, say resulted from the 
absence of Judge Swayne from his district? 

A. Ten, sic. 

Q@. When was Judge Swayne last in Pensacola? 

The WITNESS. Do you mean this year? 

Q. Any time. 

A. I think it has been eight or ten months. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. That is all. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I want to direct the atten- 
tion of the Presiding Officer to a matter in the way of an in- 
quiry for information. I understand that the pleadings of this 
case do make an issuable fact possibly of the question of incon- 
venience; but what I wish to ask the Chair is this: When the 
law itself provides that it shall be unlawful for a judge to 
reside outside of his district, with no question whatever of 
convenience or inconvenience, whether the time of the Senate 
could properly be taken up upon an issue which, to my mind, 
is in nowise involved in the case. I call the Chair’s attention 
to the law, which is very specific. 

Every judge shall reside in the district for which he is appointed, 
and for offending against this provision shall be deemed guilty of a 


high misdemeanor. 


If the question, it seems to me, Mr. President, of convenience 


or inconvenience is a question at all, it is precluded by the | you wish to cross-examine the witness, gentlemen? 


statute itself, which presumes that it will be convenient, or 
more convenient. if the judge resides there, or less convenient 
if he does not. 

I do not know how many witnesses the managers on the part 
of the House may have on this subject, but it seems to me that 
the Chair, sitting as a judge, would necessarily have to rule 
that all this matter was wholly immaterial. The simple ques- 
tion is, Was he or was he not a resident? And I submit to the 
Chair whether it should be gone into, and, if so, the limit that 
should be allowed, taking the position myself that under the 
statute it can not be an issuable fact. 

I may say to the Chair that we might take up a week on this 
subject, and then every Senator and attorney might concur in 
the opinion that the question of convenience or inconvenience 
would not affect it in the least. 

Mr. Manager PERKINS. Mr. President, if I may make a sug- 


in by the managers. We do not believe this testimony is mate- 
rial or relevant. We did, however, in framing our answer 
have in mind the fact that before the committee of the House 
great stress had apparently been laid in the examination of wit- 
nesses upon testimony which they claimed tended to show that 
Judge .Swayne’s temporary absences from Florida had caused 
inconvenience to suitors and attorneys. Therefore we thought 


| we were compelled to meet what had appeared in a previous 


investigation to be, in the theory of the managers, material. 


b : | We do not believe it is. 
Q. Now, how much expense was involved in the New Orleans 


We believe that the question of fact before the court is this, 
and only this: Did Judge Swayne have a residence in the district 
for which he was appointed? And that question of fact is in 
nowise changed or modified by reason of any further situation 
which may involve the convenience or the inconvenience of 


| suitors or of attorneys. 


We did not object to the introduction of this testimony be- 


| would present, and are astonished now to learn that they have 


| of residence ; 





presented, to the Senate a line of testimony which they did not 
in the first instance conceive to be material to the issue. We 
now heartily acquiesce in their admission, and agree with them 
that this testimony is irrelevant and immaterial, and we move 
to strike it out. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Oh, no. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, this testimony is not irrele- 
vant or immaterial upon the issue of residence. It has a bear- 
ing upon the question whether Judge Swayne resided in his 
judicial district or in the State of Delaware or elsewhere, and to 
that extent it ought to remain in the record and ought not to 
be stricken out. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. And, Mr. President, I think, if I 
may be permitted an additional suggestion, it is directly in re- 
sponse to the averment of the honorable counsel for the respond- 
ent, who are now taking a position which they did not assume 
in their answer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless some Senator desires 
to have the matter submitted to the Senate, the Presiding Officer 
thinks that this testimony has some bearing upon the question 
that so far as the question of inconvenience is 
concerned, that it is not material to the issue. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED (to counsel for respondent). Do 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I desire to say that under the 
ruling just made by the Chair I assume it would not be in order 
for me to direct any questions to this witness affecting the sub- 
ject of inconvenience, but I trust no member of the court wil! 
permit the cause of the respondent to be prejudiced in his mind 
because of the testimony of the witness in that regard, when | 
have not had the opportunity of eliciting the facts which I ex- 
pected to adduce upon cross-examination. 

Q. (By Mr. Hicerns.) What year was this, Mr. Davis? 

A. 1902. 

Q. When did you try your case? 

A. In March. 

Q. It arose out of certain documents 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That you did not put in the bill of exceptions? 
A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. It got into a tangle? 

A. Yes, sir. You mean the trial of the case? 

Mr. HIGGINS. No; I mean the bill of exceptions. 

A. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Q. And you had to go to Tallahassee to find the papers? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. They were Spanish papers there? 

A. They purported to be. 

Q. You say this was in 1902? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HIGGINS. That is all. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to submit a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
propounds a question which will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Q. Was your visit to and sojourn at Tallahassee to secure copies of 
documents to be incorporated in the bill of yan? py attributable to 
the absence of Judge Swayne from the district? f so, why? 

A. Because the documents were introduced in the court. 
Under the rules of practice, where the original documents are 
offered, it devolves upon the party offering the document to 
file certified copies. In this case, as the documents were 
brought from Tallahassee by an order or direction of this 
court, they could have been permitted to remain there in order 
to obtain copies from them. 

teexamined by Mr. H1GGIns: 

Q. I will ask if you could not have obtained that order from 
the judge at the time of the trial? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you make application for such an order? 

A. I did not, from the fact that I had no reason to believe the 
documents would ever be returned without certified copies being 
‘eft, or our having the right to use the original document for 
the purpose of getting copies made. 

Q. Did you not know those were the original Spanish docu- 
ments that are properly kept in care at Tallahassee in the rec- 
ord office there? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And that they could not remain in this court unless they 
were impounded by the court? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was there any rule by which you could get copies unless 
they were made at your own expense or on your own motion? 

A. If they were permitted to remain in the court or by an or- 
der of the court, I could have gotten them. 


Q. Then would they have to go back to Tallahassee unless | all right 


you got such an order from the court? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you did not ask for it? 

A. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
think that the evidence in relation to the inconvenience of this 
witness by reason of the absence of Judge Swayne from Florida 
or Pensacola is material or even admissible, but that so much 
of his testimony as proves the fact that the judge was absent 
from Florida at Guyencourt, Del., at certain times is admissible 
for what it is worth. 

Mr. HIGGINS. We have no other questions. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. That is all. 

Mr. President, in obedience to the rule of the court, we refrain 
from calling other witnesses upon the question of inconvenience. 

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. Call Mr. Dearborn. 


Eugene C. Dearborn was sworn. 


Mr. Manager CLAYTON. Mr. President, I have talked with 
this witness, and I learn that he is suffering from some tempo- 
rary throat affection, and I am quite sure he will be unable to 
make himself heard in the Senate Chamber. I, therefore, ask 
that one of the clerks repeat the witness’s answers to my ques- 
tions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
course will be pursued. 

The answers of the witness were all repeated to the Senate by 
the Chief Clerk. 

By Mr. Manager CLAYTON: 

Question. Where is your residence? 

Answer. Miami, Fla. 

Q. How long have you resided there? 

A. About eight years. 

Q. Where did you reside before you moved to Miami? 

A. Jacksonville, Fla. 

Q. What is your occupation now? 

A. Clerk of the circuit court of Dade County. 

Q. What was your occupation when you resided at Jackson- 
ville, Fla.? 


If there be no objection, that 





The Presiding Officer does not | 
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A. Conductor on the Jacksonville, 
Railroad. 

Q. Did you ever, in obedience to the instruction of the 
receiver or his subordinate officers, they being your superiors, 
accompany the private car of that railroad company on a trip 
to Guyencourt, Del.? 

A. I did. 

Q. When was that? 

A. We left Jacksonville on October 30, 1893. 

Q. Pursuant to whose instructions? 

A. Mr. Spencer, who was train master of the road, under Mr. 
Durkee. 

Q. Who is Mr. Durkee? 

A. He was the receiver of the road. 

Q. What road? 

A. The Jacksonville, Tampa and Key West Railroad. 

Q. And when was it you took this trip to Guyencourt, Del., in 
obedience to such instructions? 

A. We left Jacksonville October 30, 
Guyencourt on November 1, 1893. 

Q. For what purpose did you take the car to Guyenconrt, Del.? 

A. My instructions were to go there and get Judge Swayne 
and family and bring them back to St. Augustine. 

Q. What kind of a car was it that you took to Guyencourt, 

Del.? 

A. It was a private car of the Jacksonville, Tampa and Key 
West Railroad, No. 30. 

Q. In whose possession and control was the car? 

A. It was in the possession of the Jacksonville, Tampa and 
Key West Railroad, under Mr. Durkee, who was receiver at that 
time. ¥ 

@. Who provisioned the car for the trip to Guyencourt, Del., Ky 
and return? 

A. I suppose it was provisioned by the company. 

Mr. THURSTON. We object to the supposition of the wit- 
ness, 

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. I did not call for his supposition. 
I now admonish the witness not to give me suppositions. 

Mr. THURSTON. If the witness does not know of his own 
knowledge, it is a fact that can be proved by some one who does, 
and we think he ought not to state any understanding he may 
have had or what he was told by anyone else. 

Mr. Manager CLAYTON (to the witness). 
your supposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer thinks 
the portion of the answer which the Clerk has not repeated was 


Tampa and Key West 


1893, and arrived in 


You will not state 


Mr. Manager CLAYTON. Then I will ask him the question 
again. [To the witness.] At whose instance was the car pro- 
visioned for the trip to and from Guyencourt, Del.? 

A. The car was provisioned when I took it; when I started. 
@. Do you know who provisioned it? 

A. I do not know. 

Q. Do you know by whose direction it was provisioned? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Did Judge Swayne provision it? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Was Judge Swayne in Jacksonville at the time 
arted on that trip? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Was there any rule or custom of the receiver or the rail- 
road in regard to the provisioning of this car of the receiver? 

A. I do not understand the question. 


-~ 


Q. Was this car generally kept provisioned? { 
A. Yes, sir. i 
Q. At whose expense was it so kept provisioned? : 


A. The railroad’s. 

Q. You mean the railroad in the hands of Majog Durkee 
receiver—the Jacksonville, Tampa and Key West Railroad? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who was operating that railroad and this car at that time? 

A. Major Durkee was the receiver. 

Q. And was he the gentleman who was so operating this rail- 
road and that car at that time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know by what court he was appointed such re- 
ceiver? 

A. By the United States court. 

Q. Do you know by what judge or judges? 


we 


A. I do not. ; 
Q. Did you ever hear from Judge Swayne while you were on i 
the Guyencourt, Del., trip, of a trip that he had taken in the q 
same car to the Pacific coast? je 
A. I heard him mention his trip to the Pa¢ coast, but I do i 
not know whether he went in that car or in a F. ©. and Il. car, : 
Hn 





Q. What did he say about his trip to the Pacifie coast? 
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A. 


He only said he had a pleasant trip, and was talking of 
the country. 


Q. Do you know how long his Pacific-coast trip was anterior 
to the Guyencourt, Del., trip? 

A. I do not. 

Q. What lines of railroad did you take with this private car 
in going from Jacksonville, Fla., to Guyencourt, Del.? 

A. We took the Plant system, or the S., F. and W., to Charles- 
ton. From Charleston to Richmond, the Atlantic Coast Line, 
the R., F. and P., and the Washington Southern, I think it is, 
from Richmond to Washington. 


@. That is the Richmond, Fredericksburg and Potomac Rail- 
road? 

A. Yes, sir. From Washington we took the Pennsylvania 
to Guyencourt. 

@. Who furnished you transportation over these various lines 
for this car and for the passengers? 

A. Mr. Spencer gave me the passes for the car and party. 

Q. Please state again who Mr. Spencer was—what official 
position he held with the Jacksonville, Tampa and Key West 
Railroad. 

A. He was train master. 

q. In whose name were those passes for the passengers that 
you proposed to bring, and did afterwards bring, on the car to 
Florida? 

A. I am not certain whether the passes were in Major Dur- 
kee’s hame or just in the name of the J., T. and K. W. car No. 


30 and party. 
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(). You went with this car and these passes, or this transpor- 
tation, to Guyencourt, Del.? 

A. I did. 

@. What day was it that you started to Guyencourt, Del.? 

A. I do not know what day of the week it was; it was Octo- | 
ber 30. 

Q. When did you arrive at Guyencourt, Del.? 

A. On the morning of November 1, about 8 o’clock. 

(). Whom did you take aboard the car at Guyencourt, Del.? 

A. Judge Swayne; Mrs. Swayne; I think his mother, who 
only went as far as Wilmington, I think, and a colored sery- 
ant, 

©. While en route did you pick up anybody else on your trip 
to Florida? 

A. Mr. and Mrs. Shoemaker got on at Washington. 

@. Who were Mr. and Mrs. Shoemaker, and at whose instance 
did they come aboard and travel upon the car? 

\. That would be a supposition, and I hardly know how to 
answer. 

©. Did you invite them and offer them the privilege of travel- 
ing on the car? 

A. I did not. 

Q. Who did? 

A. I do not know. 

©. Were they friends or relatives of Judge Swayne? 

A. Mrs. Shoemaker, I think, is a niece of Judge Swayne. 

(@. Now, then, taking Judge Swayne and his immediate fam- | 
ily—you left his mother at Wilmington, I understood you to | 
Say: 

A. I think so. 

©. Then you brought the rest of his immediate family on to 
Washington, and here Mr. and Mrs. Shoemaker came aboard the 
ear. ‘To what place did you take the party? 

A. To St. Augustine, Fla. 

Q. Then what became of yeu and the car? 

A. I went back with the car to Jacksonville the following 
morning. 

Q. ‘Sacinenshile was the place of headquarters for that car? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And ydu left Judge Swayne and his family at St. Augus- 
tin 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When you started on the trip to Guyencourt, Del., you have 
said that the car was provisioned? 

A. Yes, sir. 

©. Was any money furnished you to buy green groceries or 
perishable groceries while the car was en route? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who furnished you that money? 

A. Mr. Spencer gave it to me. 

Q. How much was it? 

A. I think it was $29. 

Q. The Mr. Spencer you now refer to is the same Mr. Spencer 
whom you described a little while ago? 

A. He is. 

Q. Have you a memorandum book to refresh your memory 
as to the amount of money furnished you for that purpose? 


Q. This transportation was not made out in the name of , 
| Judge Swayne, was it? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. But either to an officer of your road or to the car and 
party? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You left Guyencourt on November 2? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. At what hour? 
A. About 6 o’clock, I think. 
Q. Did you have any meals served on that car that night? 
A. I am not certain. I think we had supper. 
Q. How many meals were served on that car to Judge Swayne 
and his party? 
A. As near as I can recollect we had five or six meals. I 
can not recollect exactly now. , 
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A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you have consulted it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How much of the $29 did you spend for the purpose for 
which it was intrusted to you? 

A. I do not remember. I returned some of it, with an item- 
ized account of what I had spent. 

Q. Can you approximate the amount which you did not so 
expend, but returned? 

A. I can not. 

Q. Who else went on that car with you and helped to compose 
this crew? 

A. No one but the porter. A 

Q. Who paid you your wages, compensation, or salary for 
making that trip to Guyencourt, Del.? 

A. The Jacksonville, Tampa and Key West Railroad. 

Q. Who paid the wages or hire or compensation of the porter 
and cook on that car? 

A. The J. T. and K. W. Railroad. 

Q. What were your wages per month? 

A. Ninety dollars. 

Q. What were the wages of the cook and porter per month. 

A. I do not know. 

Q. Did Judge Swayne pay for any part of the provisions or 
service of that car? 

A. No, sir; not that I know of. 

Q. I believe you said that you left Jacksonville on October 
the 30th and reached Guyencourt November the ist and left 
there on November the 2d. Am I correct in that? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And when did you get to St. Augustine? 

A. On November the 4th, about 5 or 6 o’clock in the evening. 

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. The respondent’s counsel can ex- 
amine the witness. 


Cross-examined by Mr. THURSTON: 


Q. You were a regular conductor on the railroad you have | 
spoken of? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Employed by the month? % 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Your wages went along by the month, no matter what you 
did? 

A. As long as I worked; yes. 

Q. But it did not depend upon the number of days that you 
ran trains? 

A. Not altogether. 

Q. Where did you start from with that car? 

A. Jacksonville. 

Q. Who started with you? 

A. Mr. Coffin, the general superintendent, 
Washington. 

@. Then your general superintendent took 
Jacksonville and came to Washington with it? 


i lll A al IN lak le i ae ibd) 









went as far as 





that car out of 






A. No, sir; he came in the car. I had charge of the trans- 
portation. 
@. What was that transportation—passes? 





A. 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
A. 


Passes; yes, sir. 
Exchange trip passes from the different connecting lines? 
Yes, sir. 
What you call “free” passes? 
I suppose they are free passes. 
. You have had a good deal of experience as a conductor. 
Do you not know that it is the custom of the different railroad 
companies to give free transportation to the private cars of other 
lines and those who occupy them? 

A, Yes, sir. 






















Q. When did you get to Washington on your return trip? 
A. I think it was about 10 o’clock that night. 
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Q. Did the party remain on the car that night or did they 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Perhaps the witness did not 
understand the counsel. You said on the return trip. 

Mr. THURSTON. Yes; he understands it. [To the witness.] 
Did the party remain on the car that night? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When did you leave Washington for the South? 

A. I think it was about 4 or half past in the morning. 

Q. Did you run all that day? 

A. Yes; we went right through then. 

Q. What point had you reached when night came on? 

A. I do not remember now. 

. Did it take you all of those two days to run from Washing- 
ton to St. Augustine? 

A. We left Washington in the morning of the 3d and reached 
Jacksonville about 2 o’clock the next afternoon and laid there 
for an hour or two and then went on to St. Augustine. 

Q. How many were in the party of Judge Swayne alto- 
gether—the number? 

A. From Washington or Guyencourt? 

Q. Well, from Washington? 

A. Mr. and Mrs. Swayne, Mr. and Mrs. Shoemaker, and the 
colored servant. 

Q. That is five; and those five people actually ate up out of 
the supplies of that railroad company four or five meals on that 
trip, did they? 

A. As near as I can recollect. 

Q. And you do not think they paid for them? 

A. No, sir. 


Reexamined by Mr. Manager CLayTon: 


Q. Were you a regular conductor on the Jacksonville, Tampa | 


and Key West Railroad at the time this trip was made to Guy- 
encourt, Del. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were you or not taken off of your regular run as pas- 
senger conductor and instructed and required to make this 
special trip on this private car to Guyencourt and back? 

A. Yes, sir. » 

Q. How long did your car remain at Guyencourt, Del., wait- 
ing for Judge Swayne? 

A. We got there on the morning of the Ist and left there on 
the evening of the 2d. 

Q. You reached Washington at what time? 

A. About 10 o’clock that evening. 

Q. At what time did you reach St. Augustine? 

A. On the evening of the 4th. 

Q. Did you go up to Judge Swayne’s house while you were 
at Guyencourt, Del.? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What kind of a place was it? 

A. It was a small house, apparently. 

Q. His residence, was it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. The witness may be excused. 

Mr. THURSTON. That is all. 

Mr. Manager PALMER (to Mr. Thurston). 
him any more? 

Mr. THURSTON. No. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. He is sick and wants to go home. 

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. The Sergeant-at-Arms may dis- 
charge him altogether. I will call Major Durkee. 


Will you need 


Joseph H. Durkee sworn and examined. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The witness asks that he may 
be allowed to be seated. He may sit if there is no objection. 
The witness will please raise his voice and answer all questions 
so as to be heard all over the Chamber. 

By Mr. Manager Crayton: 

Question. Where is your place of residence? 

Answer. Jacksonville, Fla. 

Q. How long have you resided there? 

A. Thirty-nine years. 

Q. What is your business or occupation? 

A. I do not know that I have any. 

Q. What was it in 1893? 

A. I was receiver of the Jacksonville, Tampa and Key West 
Railroad. 

Q. Who appointed you receiver of the Jacksonville, Tampa 
and Key West Railroad? 

\. The order of my appointment was signed by Don A. Par- 
dee, circuit judge of the fifth circuit, and Charles Swayne, dis- 
trict judge of the northern district of Florida. 

Q. When was that appointment made? 
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A. If my recollection serves me, early in April, 1893. 

Q. By your permission or consent or direction was a private 
car, known as private ear No. 30, devoted to the making of a trip 
from Jacksonville, Fla., to Guyencourt, Del., and back to St. 
Augustine, Fla.? 

A. What is the first part of your question? 

Q. By your permission, or your instruction, or your consent, 
was a private car, known as car No. 30, belonging to the Jack- 
sonville, Tampa and Key West Railroad, devoted to or used in 
making a trip from Jacksonville, Fla., to Guyencourt, in the 
State of Delaware, and back to St. Augustine, Fla.? 

A. To the best of my recollection it was. 

Q. Who paid the expenses of that car for that trip? 

A. I do not know. I presume they were charged to the cor- 
porate property. 

Q. Did you pay those expenses out of your own private or per- 
sonal funds? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know of anybody else who paid the expenses of 
that trip out of their private or personal funds? 

A. I do not. 

Q. Then I ask you again the direct question: Were not the ex 
penses for that trip of that car, including the hire of the po 
and the hire of the conductor, borne by the railroad then in 
your hands as receiver? 

A. I presume it was. The fact that this car was used had 
escaped my memory, until I looked over some of the testimony 
taken in this cause. I did not remember of its being used. 

Q. Can you imagine—I put it that strong—anyone who paid 
the expenses of that car except that railroad in your hands? 

A. I have no doubt it was paid by the railroad, by the re- 
ceivers. I do not know. 

Mr. Manager CLAYTON (to counsel for the respondent). 
You may examine him. 

Cross-examined by Mr. THURSTON: 

Q. Major, were you appointed as receiver for that railroad 
by the circuit court sitting in the northern district of Florida 
by the circuit judge, Pardee, and by the district judge, Swayne? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You entered upon the possession of the railroad properties 
and commenced to manage them? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When you did so, did you find among the properties of that 
railroad a private car? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was that car designed, or had it been used, or is it the 
custom to use such cars as a part of the general passenger equip 
ment of the road? 

A. That car was for the use of the person, whoever it might 
be, in charge of the property of the company. 

(). Not a car kept for hire? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. And not a car used in conveying passengers for hire from 
one point to another? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. It was the officers’ car of the road? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. On that car you had employed, did you not, a porter who 
also acted as cook when the car was en route? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was he employed by the year or the month? 

A. By the month. 

Q. His compensation, then, was paid him just the same, 
whether the car was on the road or at home? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, when that car was started out on a trip it was 
stocked, I suppose, to some extent with provisions? 

A. Undoubtedly. 

Q. You have no personal recollection in this case? 

A. Certainly not. 

Q. And you can not state. 

A. I do, sir. 

Q. Do you remember that any officer of your road started out 
with that car and went as far as Washington? 

A. I think the superintendent. I think I was asking him 
about it two or three days ago. I think he came to some rate 
making or something or other in Washington in that car at that 
time. 

Q. Then he occupied the car in a matter of his transportation 
to his official duties as far as Washington? 

A. That had escaped my memory until it was called to my 
attention. 

Q. What was his name? 
A. William B. Coffin. 


sut you presume it was? 
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Q. The car was sent out on what kind of transportation? 

A. I presume it was on transportation obtained by me over 
connecting roads for the passenger cars. 

@. Is it the custom, or is it not, or was it at that time and 
has generally prevailed since, for different railroads of the 
country and in that section of the country, upon application to 


furnish passes, free passes, for official cars and their occupants 


of one road over the road of another? 

A. It was quite the custom, especially in roads in the South, 
West, and Northwest, to grant the courtesies of the passage of 
a private ear to the officers of roads or to those occupying the 
car. 

Q. Was any charge ever made by any connecting line for this 
transportation of the car occupied by Judge Swayne’s party? 

A. No, sir. 

@. Did the transportation of your car over the lines of other 
railroads depend upon or have any relation to the amount of 
exchange courtesies tendered by your road to the cars of other 
companies? 

A. No, sir. 

Mr. THURSTON. That is all, Major. 

Reexamined by Mr. Manager CLAYTON: 

Q. Major, when that porter upon this car was not on the car 
and the car not in running service, what was his business or 
employment? 

A. He was about headquarters offices. 

@. Doing other work? 

A. Whatever he was told to do. 


in other business? 
A. Unquestionably. 
. What about the conductor upon this car when that car was 
in operation? What was his business? 
He was a passenger conductor. 
Engaged in running another train? 
Yes, sir. 
And in the service of the company otherwise? 
. Yes, er, 
r. CLAYTON. 
r. THURSTON. 


The witness may go. 
Major, just one or two additional ques- 


» PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer will in- 
now whether either side desire that this witness shall 

‘main after his examination is concluded. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. No, sir; we do not desire it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. We may want him. 

Mr. THURSTON. We may desire him on the question of the 

California trip, which the managers have not gone into. 


quire 
le 


Reexamined by Mr. THURSTON : 
ajor, your porter 
» was absent on a trip was any other man employed to 
of the duties around headquarters that he would have 
n doing if he had remained there? 
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» your railroad? 
A. j 
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Q. \ ‘tor also paid in the same way? 
¥ 


A. 


No, sir 


+} 


these two men covering the period on which they took that 
trip appear as such in any account that you rendered to the 
court as receiver? 

A. No, sir; they were paid on regular pay rolls. 

@. And could this small amount of provisions, stock, in the 

ir, on a little trip like that, appear separately, or did it appear 
and independently on any account you have ren- 


eiver? 


para ely 
' “] as rec 
is very difficult to say. These matters occurred nearly 
rs ago. Every official document connected with that 
in my possession was burned in the fire of May, 
The only records existing are the reports on file in court 
my vouchers on 
was charged just 
it. I do not know whether in 
charged. If the car used for any 
month the other charges would go into 
unable to say anything about the matter. 
q. That is, in all probability there would be, from month to 
month, if the car was used at all on one or more trips, a 
nonthly charge for the stocking of the car? 
A. Certainly. 
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other purpose that 
the same bill. I am 
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; | can vote intelligently upon the question. 
Q. Then if he had not gone on this Guyencourt, Del., trip he | 


would have been about the headquarters of the office, engaged | 





| of Representatives. 


So that his absence on a trip resulted in no additional ex- | 


@. Now, Major, did or could that portion of the salaries of | 


| rules of the Senate. 





In all matters of that kind the ex- | made with the express desire to place in the record and before 


what it was and the voucher made for | 
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Q. Were any exceptions ever taken to any of the accounts you 
rendered while in possession of that railroad as receiver by 
any of the stockholders or creditors of the company? 

A. No, sir. 

Mr. THURSTON. That is all. 

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. ‘The witness may be excused. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next witness. 

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. Mr. President, that is all the wit- 
nesses I desire to examine at this time on this particular line of 
the inquiry. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Mr. President, I wish to make an 
offer in support of the same article. 

The managers offer to prove that the respondent on the 28th 
day of November, 1904, at the city of Washington, D. C., volun- 
tarily appeared before a subcommittee of the House Judiciary 
Committee, not having been summoned as a witness or other- 


| wise, and voluntarily made the following statement. 


Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President 

Mr. Manager PALMER. I do not care to have the statement 
read unless counsel for the respondent object. 

Mr. THURSTON. We object to reading the statement. I 
suppose the offer is to prove 

Mr. Manager PALMER. I will hand it to the court and let 
the court pass upon it after we discuss it. I think the court 
have a right to hear the statement. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, while the Presiding Officer 
passes on such questions in the first instance, Senators must 
pass upon it finally, and they know what is offered before they 
It is unprecedented to 
say that the court shall not be permitted to hear what is offered 
before passing upon the admissibility of it. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, standing here as objecting 
to this offer, I repeat what I said a few days since about this 


| attempt to present to this court the statements made by Judge 


Swayne while he was a witness before a committee of the House 
The offer to prove what he said before that 
committee is all that, under any rule of practice that has ever 
prevailed in any court, can be made. It has never been held 
that in offering to prove what a witness had said somewhere 
else a statement could be made in the offer of what he had said 


| somewhere else, because that would, by indirection and by petti- 
| fogging, Mr. President, present to the court, the judge, or the 
| jury the statement of what the evidence would show when it 


was really admitted, if at all, and evidently in the expecta- 
tion 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I object to the word “ petti- 
fogging ” being used in this court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer thinks 
that the word ought not to have been used. 

Mr. THURSTON. I apologize for the use of that word. I 
was not using it with reference to this offer. I was saying that 


: 2 ; | it was a common custom in some courts to attempt to show by a 
) ,e~ar » ones r , 20, | . . : * 
on the car being paid by monthly account, | statement of this kind what a witness had said somewhere else, 


when the attorney making the offer knew and understood per- 


| fectly well that the statement itself would not be proper evi- 


dence to be introduced in the case, and that an offer of this kind 
was and is an attempt to present to a court evidence known to 
be improper, prohibited by the statutes of the United States, and 
its reading to the court in an offer must necessarily be, and can 
only be, an attempt by indirection to place in the record and 
before the judges testimony that they know is not legal testi- 
mony and ought not to be considered. 

Now, Mr. President, the statute in this respect is very plain. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Please read it. 

Mr. THURSTON. I will read it. You will find it in the 
Section 859 of the Revised Statutes reads: 

No testimony given by a witness before either House, or before any 
committee of either House of Congress, shall be used as evidence in any 
criminal proceeding against him in any court, except in a prosecution 
for perjury committed in giving such testimony. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not wish to reflect—and if I have 
made any reflections upon these honorable managers I with- 
draw them—I do not wish to reflect upon them in this case, 
but I do say that in other cases and in other courts where 
offers of this kind have been made they have been necessarily 


the court and the jury a line of evidence that is prohibited by 
the law of the land from being presented. We object both to 
the offer to introduce the testimony and to the offer to read the 
proposed testimony to this court. Mr. President, we also pro- 
test against this manner of presenting evidence by an offer to 
prove something. 

The only proper way, in our judgment, if the managers wish 
to produce this testimony and have this court pass upon its 
competency, is to put a witness on the stand or to offer the 
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record, to ask the question, or let the record be objected to, 
and pass upon that. I do not think it is proper for us, Mr. 
President—and the occasion may arise in this case where it 
would be most desirable for us, if it were proper—to offer to 
prove a certain statement of fact that we do not believe can be 
introduced in evidence if objected to upon the other side. But, 
sir, feeling our responsibility here, we will not attempt to offer 
before this court a statement of anything, nor will we attempt 
to offer in this court to prove facts setting it forth. What 
facts we have to prove we will prove by records, or we will 
prove them by questions directed to the witnesses presented in 
the court, and let the objections, if any there be, be taken in the 
regular way and upon legal lines. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, before the manager begins, 
other members of the court may have heard exactly what was 
said by the honorable manager for the House, but I did not, 
though I infer that all of this relates to the introduction of 
some testimony, the admissibility of which the counsel for the 
respondent deny; but, for my own guidance, I would like to 
know exactly the question before the court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in writing. The man- 
agers offer to prove that the respondent on the 28th day of No- 
vember, 1904, at the city of Washington, D. C., voluntarily ap- 
peared before a subcommittee of the House Judiciary Com- 
mittee, not having been summoned as a witness or otherwise, 
and voluntarily made the following statement. Then the state- 
ment is recited. 

Mr. BAILEY. Now, Mr. President, I would like to inquire if 
there is any controversy as to whether or not this appearance 
was voluntary? 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, we will very frankly state 
there is no controversy on that subject. Judge Swayne did ap- 
pear; he was examined and cross-examined, and, speaking a 
little outside of the record, I know that these questions the 
managers propose to ask him relate mostly, if not wholly, to 
his answers made on his cross-examination. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the law of Congress does not distinguish between a man 
who comes before Congress or a committee of his own volition 
and a man who is haled there by process. The prohibition of 
the statute is as broad as human language can make it. It was 
designed for a wise and beneficent purpose, and no thought, in 
our judgment, ought to be had here by the managers in this 
case against our objection of attempting to override that stat- 
ute of the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I ask that the statute that is 
referred to by the learned counsel may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The manager is about to reply, 
and undoubtedly he will read the statute. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. This is the statute, Mr. President, 
on which the objection is based: 

Src. 859. No testimony given by a witness before either House, or be- 
fore any committee of either House of Congress, shall be used as evi- 
dence in any criminal proceeding against him in any court, except in a 
prosecution for perjury committed in giving such testimony. But an 
official paper or record produced by him is not within the said privilege. 

The offer is to prove that Judge Swayne voluntarily appeared 
before a subcommittee of the House Judiciary Committee and 
made a voluntary statement in his own defense. He was not a 
witness; he was not summoned; and his statement was entirely 
voluntary. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I should like to know if, on 
the occasion as to which the managers propose to use the admis- 
sions, the respondent was examined by counsel and cross- 
examined? 

Mr. Manager PALMER. In answer to the Senator, I will 
say this: That on this occasion he read a typewritten statement, 
which occupies thirteen pages of the record. After his state- 
mnent was read certain questions were asked him based on alle- 
gations that were made in his statement, and the questions 
that were asked him, that we now offer to prove, were based on 
suggestions made in his statement. The questions were asked 
by members of the committee to clear up some things that Judge 
Swayne had stated in his written statement. Now, we offer this 
testimony in entire good faith. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I would beg to call the atten- 
tion of the learned manager to the record, in which it is said, 
on page 578: 

Charles Swayne, having been recalled, testified as follows. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer thinks 
that this argument ought to proceed in form—— 

Mr. HIGGINS. I beg to say that this was in answer to the 
question of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins]. That is 
all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And it would be very much 
better if the manager be not interrupted by Senators, and that 
the manager on one side and the counsel on the other have an 
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opportunity to present their arguments to the Senate without 
interruption. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. I say we offered this testimony in 
entire good faith. We are not pettifogging; we are not en- 
deavoring to get before the Senate testimony which is not testi- 
mony; but we offer it because we believe it is testimony, be- 
cause it is competent testimony, and because it is the admission 
of the respondent here, a judge of a Federal court, who, in his 
own defense, made a voluntary statement, and he ought not to 
be objecting to it now here, as we believe. 

Mr. MORGAN. Was that statement under oath? 

Mr. Manager PALMER. No, sir; it was not under oath. To 
state the fact exactly as it is, Judge Swayne appeared before 
the committee, and this conversation occurred. On a previous 
occasion this testimony was given, or at least this statement was 
made on the last hearing that was had. On a previous hearing, 
several months before, Judge Swayne appeared and raised some 
question about some testimony that was given as to his resi- 
dence. It was said to him by a member of the committee, 
“There is one man in the United States who knows all about 
this subject,” and Judge Swayne said: “Do you mean me?” 
The committeeman said: “ Yes; I mean you.” Judge Sw 
said: “ Do you wish to have me sworn?” It was said to hi 
“That is entirely voluntarily with you; you can be sworn if 
you desire to be sworn.” Then he held up his hand, and was 
sworn. That was at the hearing some months before. At the 
last hearing he appeared and read this typewritten statement, 
which, I say, occupies thirteen pages of the record, and that state- 
ment led to the inquiry made by a committeeman, which elicited 
the information which we now ask to give here. He was not 
sworn at that time. He had been sworn some months before on 
a different proposition at his own request or on his own volition. 

Now, the reason for this statute is plain. It protects a wit- 
ness who is compelled to testify to matters which might crimi- 
nate him. In this case the offer is to show that Judge Swayne 
appeared voluntarily before the committee—and that is ad- 
mitted—that he was not a witness summoned to appear, bu 
that he appeared voluntarily, and made a statement and argu- 
ment in his own defense. Something he said in that argument 
attracted the attention of a member of the committee who in- 
terrogated him, and elicited the matter contained in the offer. 

The statement is evidence here, first, because this is not a 
criminal proceeding against the respondent. If he has commit- 
ted any crime, he can be punished for it in another proceedi 
This is a proceeding in which, if Judge Swayne were convicted, 
he would not be punished as for a crime, but the extent of i 
punishment would be removal from office. It is a proceeding 


calculated to keep the judiciary unsullied and pure. It is the 
only method by which a judge who violates the tenure on which 
his office is held can be removed. His commission runs that he 


is to hold this office “during good behavior;” and the only 
tribunal on earth in which that question can be settled is this 
august tribunal. 

We are here to ascertain whether Judge Swayne has behaved 
himself well, and whether he is fit to hold this office. This is 
not a criminal trial; it is not a criminal prosecution; it is not 
followed by a sentence of any court. All that you can do under 
the Constitution is to deprive him of his office. If he has « 
mitted any offense the Constitution provides that he can be 
tried for that in another proceeding, and punished if he is found 
guilty. 

The second reason why this is evidence is because he was not 
summoned to testify before the House committee, but appeared 
voluntarily to make a statement in his own defense. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, just a word or two in ref 
erence to this last suggestion, which is one which I had not ex- 
pected to hear—that this trial is not a criminal proceeding. 
What is it, Mr. President? It has been held through all the 
history of impeachment trials to be in accordance with trials of 
persons charged with crimes. The verdict to be rendered in the 
case is one of “Guilty” or “ Not guilty ””"—a verdict which is 
only appropriate in a criminal proceeding. Punishment is not 
of life, or limb, or liberty, but, sir, it is a far graver one, in my 
judgment, than any of those would be. It is a punishment of so 
grave a character that it can only be inflicted, under the Con- 
stitution of the United States, on being found guilty of high 
crimes or misdemeanors, and yet the gentleman says, with ap- 
parent sincerity, that this is not a criminal proceeding. You are 
trying this man here on a charge that he is guilty of a high 
crime or a high misdemeanor, and yet you say it is not a crim 
inal proceeding. 

Now, Mr. President, Charles Swayne, as the record shows, 
appeared before the House subcommittee and was sworn as a 
witness, and testified there. Afterwards, at another session of 
the committee, he again appeared, and was again examined 








2538 


and cross-examined before the same tribunal on another day. 
Did you ever hear in any court of justice the theory, when a 
mun had been sworn as a witness on one day, that you needed 
to swear him again on the next day in the same case? Why, 
Mr. President, if this testimony had been given in a court and 
Judge Swayne had been sworn on one day to testify to the truth, 
the whoie truth, and nothing but the truth, and an adjournment 
of that case had taken place for a day or a week or a year, and 
he had come back on the witness stand, would the honorable 
managers pretend to tell this court that if he had testified 
falsely on that second appearance he could not have been prose- 
cuted and punished for perjury because he had not renewed the 
oath? 

Mr. President, this is not a question of what the managers are 
about to prove. We are not objecting here because we fear for 
its effect. We are standing here, as under our oaths as his coun- 
sel we are bound to do, to insist upon his legal rights. The stat- 
ute of the United States was not designed simply to protect a 
man from incriminating himself in a hearing before Congress. 
It was framed on a broader policy, that every man when he went 
before a committee of either House of Congress could understand 
that in no wise, by nobody, in no court, could what he said be 
used against him there in a criminal prosecution. 


Mr. President, we submit this matter to the judgment of the | 


court. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Mr. President, I wish to call atten- 
tion to the section of the Constitution of the United States under 
which this proceeding is had. I said that this was not a crimi- 
nal prosecution. Did anybody ever hear that a man could be 
twice tried and convicted for the same offense? If the first 
trial is a criminal prosecution, then, of course, he could not be 
tried and convicted again. The provision of the Constitution is 
this: 

Judgment in cases of impeachment shall not extend further than to 
removal from office, and disqualification to hold and enjoy any office of 
honor, trust, or profit under the United States; but the party convicted 


shall nevertheless be liable and subject to indictment, trial, judgment, 
and punishment, according to law. 


Now, I say that is an amazing proposition that this judge, 
who appeared and made a voluntary statement in his own de- 
fense, should be objecting here now on the ground that it might 
tend to criminate him. If there was no other reason for saying 
that he is not fit to sit as a judge of a Federal court or any other 
court, it seems to me that the objections of his counsel here on 
this oceasion would be sufficient. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I wish to make a state- 
ment. We are not objecting here on the ground that anything 
Judge Swayne said would tend to criminate him. We are ob- 
jecting, under the broad provisions of the statute, that it is not 
evidence. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the court please, my own opinion is that 
this is such an important matter—and it is one that is apt to 
arise in other impeachment proceedings—that I would like to 
have the judgment of the Senate pronounced deliberately upon 
it. If it is entirely agreeable to others, I would move that the 
Senate retire to consider and decide this point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas moves 
that the Senate retire to its consulting room 

Mr. BAILEY. If the court please, it is suggested to me that 
we might decide it here and now without retiring, and that is 
agreeable to me if it ean be done. 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer is en- 
irely ready to rule upon this question, but if the Senator de- 

ires that it shall be submitted to the Senate the Presiding 
- prefers that that course shall be taken. 

FORAKER. Mr. President, I suggest that under the 

ules applicable to the trial of impeachments it is the duty of 

the Presiding Officer, in the first instance, to make a ruling as 

» the admissibility of evidence that may be objected to; and 

ven, if any Senator so desires, he may have the question sub- 

tted to the Senate. I call the attention of the Senator to 
tule VII. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have no question about the rule, and I have 
about the propriety, and if the Presiding Officer is 
‘ide it, and decides it as I think he will, I shall not, 
an adjournment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The general proposition that 

issions of a defendant may be proved does not seem to 
the Presiding Officer to apply to this case. The statute is that— 

No testimony given witness before either House, or before any 
co ttee of eit her House of Congress, shall be used as evidence in any 
criminal proceeding against him in any court, except in a prosecution 
for perjury committed in giving such testimony. 

Now, without deciding technically whether this is testimony 
which was given by a witness before a committee, or whether 
it is proposed to use it in a criminal proceeding, or in a court, 
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the Presiding Officer thinks that the intention of the statute is 
such as to make this evidence inadmissible. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I desire that question submit- 
ted to the Senate, and I shall ask that the court adjourn, if it 
is necessary, in order that Senators may state their views about 
it. If it is permissible to make a motion that the Senate ad- 
journ as a court and resume its session in the Chamber as a 
Senate, I will submit that motion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, may I inquire of the Senator 
when he proposes that this question should be considered? Not 
in legislative session, certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. No. I imagine that we would retire to con- 
sult as a court, just as any court in banc, which might disagree 
with the decision of its presiding judge, could move that they 
retire to their consultation chamber. I imagine if a question 
of practice necessary to be determined at the time should arise 
before the Supreme Court of the United States, and the Chief 
Justice of that court should rule on it, any member of that 
court might very properly ask for a consultation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the rule clearly provides that 
the Senator from Texas, or any other Senator, shall have what 


| he now desires. The proper course would seem to be for the 


Senate sitting as a court of impeachment not to adjourn, but to 
retire for the consideration of the question. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am aware of that rule, but, if the court 
please, I did not care to inconvenience the Senate by retiring 
to some other place. I will obviate that inconvenience, if I 
may be permitted to state my objections here—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion of the Presid- 
ing Officer, the matter can be discussed in the Senate upon the 
appeal and the vote be taken here, or the Senate can, if it so 
desires, retire to its conference chamber for discussion. Hither 
course may be pursued, according to the wish of the Senate. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have no desire to ask that the Senate retire, 
and I shall occupy but a moment on this question. 

If the court please, section 103 of the Revised Statutes pro- 
vides that— 

No witness is privileged to refuse to testify to any fact, or to pro- 
duce any paper, respecting which he shall be examined by either House 
ef Congress, or by any committee of either House, upon the ground 


that his testimony to such fact or his Eo of such paper ma 
tend to disgrace him or otherwise render him infamous. (See sec. 859. 


Plainly the purpose of that statute was to enable the commit- 
tees of either House, or either House itself, to compel the at- 
tendance and the testimony of any witness, and it provides, con- 
trary to the rule of law obtaining in the courts, that the wit- 
ness shall not be permitted to decline to testify upon the ground 
that it might disgrace him or tend to render him infamous. 
Having deprived him of the privilege which he would enjoy be- 
fore the courts of this country, and having compelled him to tes- 
tify before its committees, even to his own infamy or disgrace, 
Congress very wisely then provided that such testimony should 
not be adduced against him in any criminal proceeding in any 
court. 

But, Mr. President, this is not a criminal proceeding within 
that statute, and this, in my opinion, is not a court within the 
meaning of that statute. The Constitution may seem to contem- 
plate that we shall sit as a court when we try the President, be- 
cause it provides that the Chief Justice of the United States 
shall preside at such a trial. Whether that was intended, as has 
been suggested by some, to protect the President against the rul- 
ings of the Vice-President, who might succeed to the Presi- 
dency in the event of the President’s conviction and removal, or 
whether it was intended, as has been suggested by others, to 
secure a more certain and a more correct interpretation of the 
law, I do not undertake at this time to decide. 

My own opinion is that the reason which prevailed upon the 
framers of the Constitution to provide that the Chief Justice 
shall preside over the Senate when it tries the President on 
impeachment charges was that the Vice-President might be sus- 
pected of having a deep and peculiar personal interest in the 
result of such a trial. But whether one or the other was the 
reason, it can not be successfully contended that this is a court 
within the meaning of section 859, or if it shall be held that this 
is a court, then it can not be contended that this is a criminal 
proceeding within that section. 

The very provision of the Constitution under which we are 
proceeding negatives the idea that this is a criminal action, be- 
cause it expressly provides that no matter what our judgment 
may be, it only excludes the incumbent against whom it may be 
pronounced from the honorable office which he holds, and it 
leaves to the ordinary administration of the criminal jurispru- 
dence of the country the punishment for his criminal acts. 

Mr. FULTON. May I ask the Senator from Texas a ques- 
tion? 
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Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. I draw the Senator’s attention to section 
" 
en 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am compelled to call the hon- 
orable Senator’s attention, through the Chair, to the fact that the 
rule expressly prohibits colloquies between Senators. 

Mr. FULTON. I may be out of order. I simply wanted to 
ask a question for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order adopted by the 
Senate for the trial of this case prohibits colloquies between 
Senators. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, a judge, in my opinion, may 
be impeached without being guilty of a crime. He holds his 
office by a different tenure from that under which other civil 
officers of the Government enjoy their places. He holds his 
office during good behavior, and more than one of the charges in 
this very case are not a crime. No penalty is denounced against 
the violation of that provision of the statute which provides that 
a judge shall reside in the district for which he is appointed, 
and that his failure to do so shall be a high misdemeanor. 

That term is new in legal vernacular. I know of no law books 
which furnish a distinction between a misdemeanor and a high 
misdemeanor. Certainly the Constitution does not. Congress 
has not seen fit to affix a penalty of any criminal nature to this 
very provision itself, and obviously the whole purpose that Con- 
gress had in mind when it declared that a failure to reside in 
the district for which the judge had been appointed was a high 
misdemeanor—was that his failure to do so should be an im- 
peachable offense. 

[I put this case to the court and oll the honorable members 
of it. Suppose there should be nothing before this body but 


the naked question, Does the honorable judge reside in his dis- | 


trict? The law says that if he does not, he is guilty of a high 
misdemeanor. Does any member of the court doubt that if 
counsel for the respondent or the respondent himself were to 
rise in this court and say, “I do not reside in my district,” 
there would be the slightest hesitancy in finding him guilty 
on that charge? Yet, sir, that charge is not a crime, and no 


Senator will contend that he could be prosecuted in the courts | 


and punished for his failure to reside in his district. It is de- 
clared by law, it is true, to be a high misdemeanor, but it is not 


a crime, because there is no penalty attached to it by the law. | 


Again, sir, suppose a judge should arbitrarily and maliciously 
disbar an attorney, does any Senator Coubt that he could be, 
and ought to be impeached? And yei, sir, there is no criminal 
statute in that behalf provided. 

The respondent was not a witness, within the meaning of the 
statute, when examined before the committee of the House. 
As has well been suggested by my learned brother near me, 
whenever a party to a proceeding voluntarily takes the stand, 
he must be presumed to know the nature of it, and when he 
volunteers his testimony everything he says can be used. 
There are States under whose system of criminal jurisprudence 
the defendant himself may testify. He can not be called by 
the State; he can not be compelled to take the witness stand 
in his own behalf, and if he fails or refuses to do so it is 
error, and reversible error, for the prosecuting attorney to refer 
to that fact. But when the accused does take the witness stand 
in his own behalf, then he is not simply permitted to testify 
to what he thinks may be to his own benefit. He can be cross- 


examined, and all he says must be received and considered by | 


the jury as testimony in the case. 
When the respondent in this case voluntarily appeared be- 
fore a committee of the House, with a full knowledge of the 


nature of its inquiry, and proceeded to state any of the facts | 


it was within the power and duty of that committee to inter- 


rogate him as to all the facts, and when he had made his state- | 


ment there it does not lie with him to claim immunity under 
this statute. 

I believe that the protection afforded by section 859 was made 
necessary and proper by section 103. 

Having deprived the witness of a privilege as ancient almost 
as courts of justice, it was just and proper that he should not 
be exposed to prosecution and conviction upon his own testi- 
mony, which he had been compelled te give. 

I believe, further, that this is not a court within the meaning 
of that statute. I am sure that this is not a criminal proceeding 
within the meaning of the statute, because the respondent might 
be found guilty on a charge that would terminate his office, 
although he were guilty of no crime. 

I am further sure that the respondent in delivering his testi- 
mony before the committee of the House was not a witness 
within the reason or the protection of the statute, and I am still 
more certain that if he shall be deemed a witness he must be 
treated as a witness who came voluntarily to testify and whose 
testimony may be used against him, 
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Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I apprehend that unless I am 
mistaken in its construction there has been overlooked a pro- 
vision of Rule XXIII—— 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me? I 
rise to a question of order. 

Mr. BACON. That is exactly what I am on now. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, excuse me. 

Mr. BACON. I am on a question of order. I do not think 
that under Rule XXIII any debate is in order. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I wanted to suggest. 

Mr. BACON. I will either read the rule myself—— 

Mr. TELLER. Read it. 

Mr. BACON. It is Rule XXIII, on page 177 of our Manual. 

RULES FOR IMPEACHMENT TRIALS 
All the orders and decisions shall be made and had by yeas and 


nays, which shall be entered on the record, and without debate, subject, 
however, to the operation of Rule VII, except when the doors shall be 
closed for deliberation, and in that case no member shal! speak more 
than once on one question, and for not more than ten minutes on an in 
terlocutory question, and for not more than fifteen minutes on the final 


question, unless by consent of the Senate, to be had without d ‘ 

That is, with closed doors. The rule is peremptory that ex 
cept when the doors are closed there must be no debate, short 
or long. Rule VII, which is referred to in Rule XXIII, is in 
these words: 





The Presiding Officer of the Senate shail direct all necessary prepa 
tions in the Senate Chamber, and the Presiding Officer on the trial sha 
direct all the forms of proceedings while the Senate are sitting for the 
purpose of trying an impeachment, and all f ing the trial not 
otherwise specially provided for. And the Presiding r on the trial 
may rule all questions of evidence and ler tions, which 
ruling shall stand as the judgment of the Sens son Mem 
of the Senate shall ask that a formal vote c hereo n which 
case it shall be submitted to the Senate for decision: or he may at 
his option, in the first instance, submit any such question to a vote of 
the Members of the Senate. Upon all such questions the vote shall 
be without a division, unless the yeas and nays be demanded by one 
fifth of the Members present, when the same shall be taken. 


I read Rule VII to show that Rule XXIII does not in any 
manner modify the provision of Rule VII as to debate except 
when the Senate is in secret session; “when the doors shall 
have been closed,” in the language of the rule. I do not think 
that debate upon any question which may arise is in order. 
Senators will perceive necessarily that a contrary rule would 
in its operation protract the session of a court of impeachment 
beyond the possibility of any practical termination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer is of 
opinion that the point of order taken by the Senator from 
Georgia is well taken, and that the only exception is that con- 
tained in Rule VII. Rule XXIII provides: 

All orders and decisions shall be made and had by yeas and nays 
which shall be entered on the record, and without debate, s ect, how 
ever, to the operation of Rule VII, except when the doors shall be clos« 
for deliberation. 

The exception in Rule VIT is that upon all such questions the 
vote shall be without a division. But Rule XXIII provides that 
all orders and decisions shall be by yeas and nays. ‘The excep- 
tion referred to in Rule VII is upon questions relating to the in- 
troduction of evidence and incidental questions; if the vote of 
the Senate is asked, it may be decided without a division, un- 
less the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The Presiding Officer thinks the point is well taken. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the court please, I was rather of that im- 
pression myself, and I did not proceed to deliver my opinion in 
respect of this matter until it was suggested that it was in 
order. I have no desire, of course, to transgress the rules, but 
every desire to respect them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there was any error it was 
the error of the Presiding Officer in permitting the matter to 
be discussed. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is very generous of the Presiding Officer 
to acknowledge it. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to state that I did not call the Senator 
from Texas to order and interrupt him, because he had the per- 
mission of the Chair to proceed. 

Mr. 'TELLER. I move that the doors be closed for the de 
liberation of the Senate under Rule XXIII. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire that 
the doors shall be closed and all but the Senate excluded 

Mr. TELLER. I think it is more convenient to the Senate, 
and I think we should consult our own convenience in this case. 

Mr. SCOTT. Let us have a vote on that. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Under the rule what number of Senators 
does it require to go into secret session when we are sitting as a 
court? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A majority vote. The Sena 
tor from Colorado moves— 

Mr. TELLER. If there is any disposition to go on with this 
trial in the irregular way in which it has been proceeding, I 
will withdraw the motion, if it is going to inconvenience the 
Senate or delay the matter. But I insist that this whole pre- 
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ceeding has been contrary to the rule and not well calculated 
to bring it to a speedy conclusion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado insist upon his motion? 

Mr. TELLER, I withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I desire to have the Presid- 
ing Officer state what is the question now before the court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection was made to the intro- 
‘tuction of certain evidence. The offer on the part of the man- 
agers of the House to proye what Judge Swayne stated before a 
committee of the House when he appeared voluntarily before 
that committee was objected to by counsel for the respondent. 
‘the Presiding Officer ruled that without inquiring technically 
whether it was testimony which Judge Swayne gave, or tech- 
nically whether this was a criminal court, that the intention 
of the statute referred to was such as made it proper to ex- 
clude the testimony; and from that the Senator from Texas 
took an appeal. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
court? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
have made themselves familiar with this matter whether there 


The question of the appeal is before the 


The question on appeal is be- 


in the manner we are now proceeding to do? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The appeal under Rule VII 


. . . . . | 
may be decided without division, unless the yeas and nays are | 


demanded, in which case they will be ordered by a second. 
Mr. FORAKER. 
eorrect to call it an appeal. 


question to the Senate. 
that the question be submitted to the Senate. 
Mr. BACON. I understand, in pursuance of what the Senator 


from Ohio has just said, that the question will not be upon sus- | 
taining the ruling, but the question in its original form will be | 
submitted to the Senate, whether the evidence is or is not ad- | 


missible. 

Mr. MORGAN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will submit to the Senate the question whether the proposed evi- 
dence is admissible. 

Mr. FORAKER. The question submitted to the Senate 
should be whether or not the objection of counsel for the re- 
spondent shall be sustained. So an affirmative vote would sus- 
tain the objection. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator from Ohio can not be heard here. 
We would be glad if he would repeat his statement. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
Officer that the question to be submitted should be whether or 
not the objection of counsel for the respondent shall be sus- 
tained. 

Several SENATORS. 
Mr. FORAKER. 
the submission. 

way to vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is the rule: 

And the Presiding Officer on the trial may rule [on] all questions of 
evidence and incidental questions, which ruling shall stand as the 
judgment of the Senate, unless some member of the Senate shall ask 
that a formal yote be taken thereon, in which case it shall be submitted 
to the Senate for decision; or he may, at his option, in the first in- 
stance, submit any such question to a yote of the members of the Sen- 
ate. 

The Presiding Officer was of opinion that the question was 
whether the evidence was admissible. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is the question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Would not the form under that rule then 
be as to whether the decision of the Chair shall stand as the 
judgment of the court? 

Several Senators. No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the question is whether the evidenee offered is admissible. 

Mr. CULLOM. In support of the ruling of the Presiding Offi- 
cer, I desire to read a paragraph from the trial of the President 
of the United States years ago: 

The Curr Justrce. Senators, the Chief Justice is unable to deter- 
mine the precise extent to which the Senate regards its own decisions 
as applicable. He has understood the decision to be that, for the pur- 
jose of showing intent, evidence may be given of conversations with 
the President at or near the time of the transaction. It is said that 
this evidence is distinguishable from that which has been already 
introduced. The Chief Justice is not able to distinguish it, but he will 
submit directly to the Senate the question whether it is admissible or 
not. 


The PRESIDING 


Oh no. 
That would be the form, I should think, of 
It is important only that we may know which 


OFFICER. The Presiding Officer then 
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I wish to ask some of the gentlemen who | 
Culberson 

“ an 7 - ao ; |} Cullom 

is any provision in the rule affecting the decision of appeals | 


Mr. President, I submit it is not technically | 
The rule provides that when the | 
Chair has ruled, it may, if any Senator so requests, submit the 
I understand this is simply a request 





That is exactly what I was trying to get at. | 
The Presiding Ofiicer, then, | 


° * 3: | 
I was merely suggesting to the Presiding 





The Presiding Officer thinks | 
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submits to the Senate the question whether the evidence offered 
by the managers on the part of the House is admissible. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. That is the question. 
Mr. FORAKER. An affirmative vote admits the testimony 
and a negative vote excludes it. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. That is right. 
Mr. FORAKER. It is presented in that form. 
Mr. BAILEY. I should like to have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and having been taken, re- 
sulted—yeas 28, nays 45, as follows: 
YEAS—28. 
Gibson 
Latimer 


song 
McEnery 
McLaurin 
Mallory 
Martin 
NAYS—45. 
Hopkins 
Kean 
Kearns 
Kittredge 
Lodge 
McComas 
McCreary 
McCumber 
Millard 
Nelson 
Patterson 
Perkins 


NOT VOTING—12. 
Foster, Wash. 
Knox Penrose 

Cockrell Elkins Money Platt, Conn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the question whether the 
evidence offered by the managers for the House is admissible 
the yeas are 28, the nays 45. So the Senate decides that the 
evidence is not admissible. Are there further witnesses? 

Mr. Manager POWERS. Mr. President, I have evidence 
largely of a documentary character in support of the twelfth, or 
last article, but it is already so late that I had assumed perhaps 
the court would not care to receive it at this time in the day. 
I am perfectly content to proceed if the court so desires. 

Mr. HIGGINS. On the part of the respondent we wish to in- 
terpose no objection to going on as long and as late and as 
rapidly as we-can to advance this trial. 

Mr. Manager POWERS. Mr. President, I offer in evidence a 
certified transcript of the record in what is known as the 
“ O’Neal case.” 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, it is impossible for us to hear 
anything that is being said, on account of confusion in the 


Allison 

Bailey 
Sard 

Bate 

Berry 

Blackburn 

Carmack 


Clark, Mont. 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 

Crane 
Daniel 
Dietrich 
Foster, La. 


Morgan 
Overman 
Simmons 
Spooner 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Teller 


Alger 
Allee 
Ankeny 
Bacon 
Ball 
Buraham 
lsurrows 
Clapp 


Dryden 
Dubois 
Fairbanks 
Foraker 
Frye 
Fulton 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Gorman 
Hale 
Hansbrough 
Heyburn 


Pettus 
Platt, N. Y. 
Proctor 


Stewart 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Dick 
Dillingham 


Beveridge 
Clark, Wyo. Dolliver 


Depew Newlands 


| Chamber. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will please be in 
order, and Senators will cease conversation. 

Mr. Manager POWERS. I offer in evidence, Mr. President, a 
certified copy of the court record in what is known as the 
“ O’Neal case.” This record is made up of what is known as 
the complaint upon which the order of attachment in this con- 
tempt case was issued, and also a demurrer to the original com- 
plaint, which appears to have been disposed of, and also the affi- 
davit of the respondent, which is an answer to the complaint, 
together with other documents showing the disposition of that 
case. 

It has been agreed between counsel for the respondent and 
the managers that this record may go into evidence without be- 
ing read before the court. It is very long and would occupy 
possibly an entire session if it were read. But I assume, Mr. 
President, in order to have it go into evidence without being 
read, it is necessary that we should have the permission of the 
court to do so. So I tender this record with the request that it 
become a part of the evidence in this case and be printed as 
such without first being read to the court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it 


| will be entered without reading. 


The transcript referred to is as follows: 


In the United States district court in and for the northern district of 
Florida. The United States v. W. C. O’Neal. 


Be it remembered, that on the 10th day of November, A. D, 1902, one 
Adolph Greenhut, of the city of Pensacola, came into court and filed 
therein an affidavit in regard to certain acts of one W. C. O'Neal, and 
on the same day the court made an order in the said matter, which 
affidavit and order are in the words and figures following, to wit: 
“In the United States district court, northern district of Florida, at 

Pensacola. In the matter of Scarritt Moreno, bankrupt. No. 3. 
“UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

“Northern District of Florida, City of Pensacola, ss: 

“Adolph Greenhut, of the city of Pensacola, in the district aforeszid, 
being duly sworn according to law, on his oath, doth depose and say: 

“That heretofore, to wit, on the 29th day of August, 1902, one Scar- 
ritt Moreno filed in the honorable the district court of the United States 
in and for the northern district of Florida, at Pensacola, his petition to 
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be adjudicated a bankrupt and to obtain the benefits of the acts of 
2 of the United PStates relating to bankruptcy. That there- 
after such proceedings were had upon said petition in said United 
States district court, that on September 15th, 1902, affiant was duly 
appointed trustee of the estate of the above-named Scarritt Moreno, 
bankrupt, which said appointment of deponent as trustee was then and 
there approved by the said court. 

“that thereafter, to-wit, on the day and year last aforesaid, affiant 
accepted said appointment and filed his bond as such trustee, which 
said bond was duly approved by E. K. Nichols, esq., referee in bank- 
ruptcy, and at the same time depondent took the oath of office as re- 
quired by law, and thereupon he became charged with the duties and 
clothed with the authority ———= to a trustee in bankruptcy 
under the laws of the Unit States, and from thence hitherto has 
occupied and is now occupying said trusteeship, amenable to and sub- 
ect to the orders of the said the honorable district court of the United 
States in and for the northern district of Florida. 

“That affiant was, by his counsel, advised that it was his duty, as 
trustee of the estate of said Scarritt Moreno as aforesaid, to institute 
a certain suit or action in equity for the purpose of having certain 
property purchased by the said Scarritt Moreno, bankrupt, the title to 
which was taken by the said Scarritt Moreno in the name of his wife, 
brought into the said United States district court as a part of the 
estate of said bankrupt, to be there administered as required by law, 
and for the further purpose of having certain mortgages on said prop- 
erty decreed and declared to be null, void, and of no effect. That there- 
upon, in the afternoon of Saturday, the 18th day of October, 1902, 
through his counsel, he, as trustee as aforesaid, and in the performance 
of his duty as aforesaid as an officer of the said United States district 
court, caused to be filed in the circuit court of Escambia County, State 
of Florida, his certain bill of complaint, therein and thereby, among 
other things seeking the relief above referred to. 

“ That, by the advice of his counsel, Scarritt Moreno, Susie R. Moreno, 
his wife, the American National Bank of Pensacola, the Citizens’ Na- 
tional Bank of Pensacola, and others, were made parties defendant in 
and to said bill of complaint, and that upon the filing of the said bill of 
complaint suit was commenced against the defendants named in said bill 
of complaint. That all of the proceedings above referred to were taken 
and had by affiant as an officer of the district court of the United States 
in and for the northern district of Florida, and in the due, proper, and 
faithful performance of his duty as such officer, and were necessarily 
had and taken under the law and his oath of office. 

“That on Monday, the 20th day of October, A. D. 1902, between the 
hours of nine and ten o’clock a. m., affiant was standing in the door of 
the office of the store owned and conducted by him, situated at No. 

East Government street, in the city of Pensacola aforesaid, which said 
office was occupied by deponent, among other things, for the purpose of 
erforming the duties devolving upon him as trustee as aforesaid, and 
n which said office this deponent kept and had the custody of the 
apers, books, etc., relating to and connected with the estate of said 
Scarritt Moreno, bankrupt, in deponent’s hands as trustee as aforesaid. 
That at the said time deponent was engaged in conversation with one 
Alex. Lischkoff, when one, W. C. O’Neal, who was at the said time presi- 
dent of said American National Bank, of Pensacola, one of the defend- 


ants in the action er suit heretofore referred to, approached to where 
affiant was standing and conversing as aforesaid and stated to affiant 
that as soon as he, affiant, was at liberty, he, said O'Neal, desired to 
speak to him; thereupon affiant stated in effect that said O'Neal could 
speak to him then, and affiant entered his said office and stood along- 
side of a standing desk about five feet from the door of said office. 
‘Said O’Neal followed affiant into said office and stood — to 


affiant, and distant only a few feet. ‘That thereupon said Neal, in 
effect, asked this affiant why he, affiant, had brought the name of his, 
the American National Bank, into the Moreno suit (meaning thereby 
the suit above referred to, brought by affiant, as trustee, against Scar- 
ritt Moreno and others); that affiant replied that he, O’Neal, could 
see his, affiant’s, attorneys in relation thereto; that said O’Neal made 
some remark to the effect that he would not do so, and stated to affiant 
that he, affiant, was no gentleman; that affiant thereupon said that he, 
affiant, was as much of a gentleman as he, the said O’Neal, was; that 
thereupon said O'Neal said, we'll settle the matter, and turned about 
as if he intended to leave the premises of Segenans, walking towards 
the door of said office and out upon the sidewalk. 

“That affiant had no thought, idea, or suspicion that said O’Neal 
intended any personal violence toward him, and quietly started forward 
from where he was so standing, as aforesaid, towards the door of said 
office leading into the street. That affiant barely reached the doorway 
of said office when said O'Neal, without any provocation, without any 
notice to deponent of his murderous intention, turned and wheeled sud- 
denly about with his knife in his hand, and with intent to kill and 
murder deponent, struck at his, deponent’s, throat with said knife, and 
cut deponent at a point behind the left ear, cutting through lower por- 
tion’ of said left ear, then across the left cheek, ending at left corner 
of mouth, and immediately thereafter said O'Neal cut and stabbed 
deponent four further times: (1) on left side over lower ribs; (2) 
upon left hip: (8) on left elbow; and (4) on right hand. That the 


cuts, wounds, and stabs so inflicted by said O’Neal upon deponent were | 


of a serious and dangerous character, and from said time to the present 
deponent has been unable to attend to and perform his duties as trus- 
tee as aforesaid, and has been confined to his home, except for a few 
hours on two or three different days, and has ever since been, and is 


now, under the care and treatment of a physician, who is attending to 
said wounds. 


O'Neal, as aforesaid, solely because and for the reason that affiant, as 
an officer of the United States district court, in and for the northern 


district of Florida, had instituted the suit above set forth against the | 
said American National Bank, and others, and to interfere with and | 


prevent deponent from executing and we his duties as such 
officer of said court, and the said O’Neal did, by the said murderous as- 


sault, interfere with the management of the said trust by deponent as | 


an officer of the said court, and did for a long period of time, to wit, 
from the said 20th day of October, 1902, » to the present time, by 
reason of the injuries inflicted by him upon deponent as aforesaid, pre- 
vent and deter deponent from performing the duties incumbent upon 
him, deponent, as such officer, and did thereby interfere with the man- 


agement by deponent as such officer of the estate of the said Scarritt 
Moreno, bankrupt. 


“A. GREENHUT. 
oa to and subscribed before me this 7th day of November, A. D. 


“BE. K. Nicwots, 
“Referee in Bankruptcy.” 








United States district court, northern district of Florida, at Pensacola 
In the matter of Scarritt Moreno, bankrupt. 


Upon reading and filing the affidavit of Ado)ph Greenhut, trustee, 

It 4s ordered, That W. C. O'Neal show cazise before this court on the 
17th day of November, A. D. 1902, at 10 o'clock a. m., why he, the said 
W. C. O'Neal, should not be adjudged guilty of contempt of this court 
on account of the matters and things set forth and alleged in said 
affidavit ; and, 

It is further ordered, That a copy of this order, together with a copy 
of the said affidavit, be served upon the said W. C. O'Neal forty-eight 
hours before the time at which this order is hade returnable. And i 
hereby appoint B. C. Tunison, esq., special counsel to represent the 
court in the prosecution hereof. 

Done and ordered this 10th day of November, A. D. 1902. 

CHAS. SWAYNE, Judge 

(Endorsements: U. 8. dist. ct. North. dist. Fla. In re Searritt 
Moreno, bankrupt. Affidavit and order on W. C. O'Neal. Filed Novem 
ber 10, 1902. '. W. Marsh, clerk. By H. P. Holmes, D. C. ‘Tunison 
& Loftin, Pensacola, la.) 

And thereafter, to wit, on the 17th day of November, A. D. 1902, 
the respondent to said rule, by his attorneys, came into court and filed 
therein a demurrer to the said rule, which demurrer is in the words 
and figures following, to wit: 

“In the United States district court, northern district of Florida. 

“In the matter of rule upon W. C. O'’Neai to show cause why he 
should not be committed for contempt. 

“The said W. C. O'Neal, respondent to said rule, demurs to the said 
2 oe the affidavit thereto attached upon the following grounds, 

Oo wit: 
“1. That the affidavit of A. Greenhut attached to the rule to show 
cause does not show that the respondent has committed any offense of 
which this court has jurisdiction in this proceeding. 

“2. That said affidavit does not show that the respondent has don 
any act punishable by this court as a contempt thereof. 

“3. That said affidavit does not show the commission by the 
spondent of any act of contempt against this court. 

“ Buount & BLount, 
“Attorneys for Respondent 

“JT, Wm. A. Blount, of counsel for respondent, certify that in my 
opinion the foregoing demurrer is well founded in point of law and 
make oath that it is not interposed for delay. 

“W. A. BLounNrt. 

“Sworn to and subscribed before me this 15th day of November, 
A. D. 1902. 

* [SEAL. ] A. C. BINKLEY, Notary Public 

“(Endorsements: In re rule to W. C. O’Neal to show cause, etc. De- 
murrer to rule. Filed at 10 o'clock a. m. November 17th, 1902. F. W. 
Marsh, clerk. Blount & Blount, attys.)” 

And thereafter, to wit, on the 2lst day of November, A. D. 1902, 
the oe order was made and entered of record in the said cause, 
to wit: 


“United States district court, northern district of Florida. In the 
matter of Scarritt Moreno, bankrupt. On rule, etc., v. W. C. O'Neal. 
“This cause coming on to be heard upon demurrer to rule filed by 

respondent, and the same having been argued by counsel, it is ordered 

that the said demurrer be, and the same is hereby, overruled, and said 


| respondent is granted leave to file answer, which answer is to be filed 


on or before November 22, 1902. 
“To which ruling respondent duly excepted. 
“Done and ordered this 2ist day of November, 1902. 
“CHAs. SWAYNE, Judge. 
“(Indorsements: In re W. C. O'Neal. Contempt. ‘iled at 11 o'clock 
a. m. November 21st, 1902. IF. W. Marsh, clerk. )"’ 


No. 4. 

And thereafter, and on the said day, to wit, on the 22d day of No 
vember, A. D. 1902, the following answer was filed in the said cause 
by the respondent therein, to wit: 

“‘In United States district court, northern district of Florida, at Pen 
sacola. In re rule upon W. C. O'Neal to show cause why he should 
not be punished for contempt upon the statement set forth in the 
rule and the affidavit of A. Greenhut thereto attached. 

“ Respondent for answer to the rule and to the said affidavit s 

“1. That he knows in part and presumes in part that the 
tions of the first paragraph of the said affidavit are true. 

“2. That he knows in part and presumes in part that the allega- 
tions of the second paragraph of the said affidavit are true. 

“3. That the statements in the third paragraph of said affidavit are 
in part true and in part untrue, and that the following statement of 
the facts leading up to, accompanying, and surrounding the affray be 
tween himself and the said Greenhut on October 20, 1902, are true. 

“That the said Greenhut had been from the organization of the 
American National Bank of Pensacola in October, 1900, a stockholder 
and director thereof; that while he was such stockholder and director 
the said bank received from the said Scarritt Moreno a certain mort- 
gage for the sum of $13,000 to secure certain indebtedness due or to 
become due by the said Moreno to the said bank; that the said trans 


ay 
allega 


|} action was an honest and bona fide transaction, and that the said 
“That said assault and attempt to murder was committed by said | 


Scarritt Moreno was and became indebted to the said bank in a large 
sum of money secured by the said mortgage; that the said Greenhut 
was cognizant of the whole of said transaction and knew of its bona 
fides and honesty, as he did of the subsequent bona fide transfer 
thereof to Alex McGowan, S. J. Foshee, and H. L. Covington for a 
large consideration paid by them to the said bank, and that the bill 
filed * the said Greenhut as trustee as aforesaid was filed to declare 
the said mortgage and transfer null and void, although the said Green- 
hut knew them to have been entirely honest, straight, and valid trans- 
actions. 

“That prior to the said 20th of October, said A. Greenhut became 
indorser upon certain negotiable paper of the said Scarritt Moreno to 
the said bank to an amount of about $1,500; that the said Greeuhut 
refused to make good his said indorsement, or to pay to the said bank 
the money due upon said —- at its maturity or thereafter, and be 
fore the said 20th day of October the said bank had been compelled to 
sue him in the circuit court of Escambia County, Fla., upon said paper, 
and that in the said suit the said Greenhut interposed a defense which 
this respondent believed and believes to be untrue, and known to the 
said Greenhut to be untrue. 

“That on the morning of the 20th of October, 1902, respondent was 
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proceeding from hfs residence to his office in the said bank, in the direct 
and usual path pursued by him, and he saw the said Greenhut stand- 
ing at the door of his said store office upon the said path of respondent, 
and it suddenly occurred to respondent to reproach the said Greenhut 
with having brought the suit mentioned in his affidavit against the 
said bank when he, the said Greenhut, knew, as aforesaid, that there 
was no foundation therefor; and thereupon the respondent stated to 
the said Greenhut that he wished to speak to him as soon as he was at 
liberty, he then being engaged in a conversation with one A. Lischkoff. 

“The said Greenhut answered that respondent could speak to him 
then, and both he and respondent stepped to the rear of the said Green- 
hut’s office, when the respondent reproached the said Greenhut with 
his attitude toward the bank of which he had been a stockholder and 
director, both in his refusal to pay the negotiable paper hereinbefore 
mentioned and in the bringing of an unfounded suit against it. The 
conversation, however, concerning chiefly the bringing of the said suit 
against the said bank, hot words passed between the said respondent 
and said Greenhut, during which the said Greenhut said that he would 
‘do respondent up,” to which respondent answered that he did not 
come to have a disturbance and would not fight in his office except in 
self-defense, but that if he had to fight he would do so if the said 
Greenhut would come out upon the street. 

‘When the respondent turned to leave the office and when he had 
nearly reached the door, he turned and said to the said Greenhut, 
‘Well, you know you lied about the Moreno acceptance, for you said 
that you would pay it,’ the Moreno acceptance being the negotiable 
paper hereinbefore mentioned. As respondent turned, saying this, he 
noticed that the said Greenhut was following him, and as he said it, the 
said Greenhut (who was short, stout, heavily built, and apparently 
much more muscular than respondent) struck the respondent (who is 
thin and feeble) and forced him against the railing in the said office. 
The respondent shoved the said Greenhut a little away from him, but he, 
the said Greenhut, instantly recovered and rushed at respondent with 
his arm uplifted to strike, when respondent drew from his pocket a 
small pocketknife, and opened it in order to protect himself, and upon 
said Greenhut rushing upon him, cut him therewith, while the said 
Greenhut was still following and endeavoring to strike him. 

“That it is not true that the respondent at any time said to the said 
Greenhut that he, respondent, would settle the matter, but the facts are 
as hereinbefore stated; that respondent does not know how many or 
where located were all the wounds inflicted with the said knife, and 
hence he is unable to admit or deny the allegations of the said affidavit 
relating thereto; that it is not true that the use of the said knife was 
with the intent to kill and murder the said Greenhut, or to do him any 
bodily harm, but respondent avers that it was entirely from the instinc- 
tive desire of respondent to defend himself from the attack of a larger 
and more powerful man. 

“That it is not true that the assault charged in the said affidavit 
was committed by the respondent solely because and for the reason that 
the said Greenhut had instituted the suit aforesaid against the said 
American National Bank, or to interfere with and prevent him, the 
said Greenhut, from exercising and perferming his duties as an officer 
of this court. That in truth the respondent never contemplated at arly 
time any interference with the said Greenhut as trustee as aforesaid, 
or contemplated any affray with the said Greenhut, or any personal 
conflict with him until he saw the threatening attitude of the said 
Greenhut toward him, the respondent, as hereinbefore set forth, and that 
so far as respondent can determine from the actions of the said Green- 
hut, who was the aggressor as aforesaid, the cause of the said affray 
was the remark of respondent to the said Greenhut concerning the said 
Greenhut’s action in repudiating his obligation to pay the said ac- 
ceptance. 

“And respondent disclaims the existence on his part at any time of 
any intent to interfere with, prevent, impede, or delay the said Green- 
hut in the prosecution of the said suit against the said bank, or to in- 
terfere with or impede or prevent him in any wise in the execution or 
performance of any of his duties as such trustee; and specially dis- 
claims any intent to do any act which might savor in the slightest 
degree of contempt of this honorable court. 

“W. C. O'NEAL. 


“WwW. C. O'Neal, being duly sworn, says that he has read the fore- 
going answer and that the statements therein made are true. . 

“W. C. O'NEAL. 

“Sworn to and subscribed before me this 18th day of November, 
A. D. 1902. 

“T SEAL. ] “JNO. PFEIFFER, 

“* Notary Public. 

* Biount & BLOUNT, 

“Attorneys for Respondent. 

‘‘(Endorsements: In re rule upon W. C. O'Neal. Answer of re- 
spondent. Filed November 22nd, 1902. F. W. Marsh, clerk. Blount 
& Blount, Pensacola, Fla.)”’ 

And on the 4th day of December, A. D. 1902, the following order was 
made and entered of record in the foregoing cause, to wit: 


‘United States district court, northern district of Florida, at Pensa- 
cola. United States of America v. W. C. O’Neal. Contempt. 


“It is ordered that the clerk issue and the marshal serve, at the cost 
of the United States, process of subpena ad test., directed to A. L. 
Rettinger, R. A. Hyer, Lep. Mayer, A. Lischkoff, F. G. Renshaw, W. J. 
Forbes, F. C. Brent, Donald McClellan, Rev. P. H. Whaley, William E. 
Anderson, L. Hilton Green, William Fisher, Boyken Jones, John W. 
Frater, and Jacob Kryger, witnesses on behalf of the United States, 
returnable December 8, 1902, at 10 o'clock a. m. 

“ CHAS. SWAYNE, Judge. 

‘DECEMBER 3, 1902. 


“(Indorsed: The United States v. W. C. O'Neal. Order for wit- 
nesses. Filed December 4, 1902. F. W. Marsh, clerk.)” 


No. 5. 
And afterwards, to wit, on the 9th day of December, A. D. 1902, the 
following proceedings were had in open court, to wit: 


“In the matter of the rule upon W. C. O'Neal to show cause why he 
should not be punished for contempt of this court as to the matters 
and things set forth in the affidavit of Adolph Greenhut. 


“This cause coming on to be heard at this time on the affidavit of 
Adolph Greenhut, in the matter of the bankruptcy proceedings in the 
estate of Scarritt Moreno, and upon the rule to show cause why he 
should not be punished for contempt of this court, issued thereon by 
this court, against W. C. O'Neal, and upon the answer of the said re- 
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spondent, W. C. O'Neal, to the said rule and affidavit, and the court 
having heard the testimony and the witnesses for the prosecution and 
for the respondent, and after argument of counsel and consideration 
by the court, and the court being advised in the premises, the court 
doth find as follows: 

“That the affidavit of Adolph Greenhut, upon which this rule was 
granted, is true, and that the respondent is oy of the acts and 
things set forth therein, in the manner and form therein alleged, and 
that the same constitute and are a substantial contempt of this court; 
and it is therefore - 

‘“ Ordered, adjudged, and directed, That the said respondent, W. C. 
O'Neal, be taken hence to the county jail of Escambia County, at Pen- 
sacola, in the State of Florida, and there confined for and during the 
period of sixty core. and that he stand committed until the terms of this 
sentence be complied with, or until he be discharged by due process of 


law. 

“And the said respondent, W. C. O'Neal, at this time having sued out 
his writ of error to the Supreme Court of the United States, and made 
and entered into a bond and undertaking, conditioned as required by 
law and duly approved by this court, it is therefore ordered that the 
said writ of error be and operate as a supersedeas to the judgment here- 
tofore rendered in this cause.”’ 

And afterwards, to wit, on the 9th day of December, A. D. 1902, the 
one petition and order thereon were filed in the foregoing cause, 

o wit: 
“In the United States district court, northern district of Florida, Pen- 


sacola. W. C. O'Neal, plaintiff in error, v. The United States of 
America, defendant in error. 


“ Proceeding on the rule upon the said W. C. O'Neal to show cause 
why he should not be punished for contempt in assaulting A. Greenhut, 
a trustee in bankruptcy in said court: 

“The said W. C. O'Neal, defendant, feeling aggrieved at the judgment 
and sentence of the said court rendered in above cause on the 9th day 
of December, A. D. 1902, prays an allowance of a writ of error there- 
from the Supreme Court of the United States for the purpose of a 
review of the judgment heretofore rendered in said cause in favor of 
plaintiff, and against the defendant, overruling the demurrer of the de- 
fendant (to the rule and affidavit thereto attached), asserting the want 
of jurisdiction of this court to render any judgment of contempt against 
the defendant upon the facts and other causes set forth in the said affi- 
davit, this court holding and deciding that it had such jurisdiction, and 
that a transcript of the record and pleadings of the said cause, duly au- 
thenticated, sufficient to present to the said Supreme Court on said ac- 
tion of jurisdiction shall be sent to the said court. 


“C. H. LANEY, 
“ Biount & BLOUNT, 
“Attorneys for W. C. O'Neal. 
“In the United States district court, northern district of Florida, Pen- 


sacola. W. C. O'Neal, plaintiff in error, v. The United States of 
America, defendant in error. 


“The defendant, W. C. O’Neal, considering himself aggrieved by the 
rule of this court in said cause in which final judgment was rendered 
on the 9th day of December, A. D. 1902, holding upon demurrer to the 
rule and affidavit attached, that it had jurisdiction upon the facts 
stated in said affidavit to try and sentence said defendant for contempt 
of this court, having on this day filed in this court his assignment of 
errors, and his petition praying for a writ of error to the judgment and 
proceedings in said cause to the Supreme Court of the United States 
upon the said question of jurisdiction, and that a transcript of the 
proceedings as therein prayed may be made and sent to the Supreme 
Court: 

“Now, on this 9th day of December, A. D. 1902, it is ordered and 
considered by the court that the said writ of error is to be allowed and 
awarded upon the said question of jurisdiction alone, as prayed for. 
And this court thus certifies to the Supreme Court for its decision the 
question of jurisdiction alone of this court over this cause, as follows: 

“Did this court have jurisdiction to try and punish the said defend- 
ant for contempt thereof upon the facts and for the causes stated in 
the said rule and affidavit? . 

“CHAS. SWAYNE, 
“Judge District Court of the United States, 
“Northern District of Florida. 

“‘ (Endorsements: W. C. O'Neal vs. The United States of America. 
Petition and order allowing writ of error. Filed December 9th, 1902. 
F. W. Marsh, clerk. Blount & Blount, Pensacola, Fla.)”’ 

And on the same day, to wit, on the 9th day of December, A. D. 1902, 
= ae assignment of errors was duly filed in the foregoing cause, 
o wit: 

“In the United States district court, northern district of Florida. W. 
= O'Neal, plaintiff in error, v. United States of America, defendant 

n error. 

“Proceeding upon the rule upon the said W. C. O'Neal to show cause 
why he should not be punished for contempt in assaulting A. Green- 
hut, a trustee in bankruptcy of the said court. 

“The plaintiff in error assigns as error in the record and proceedings 
below in the foregoing cause: 

“1. The overruling by the said district court of that portion of the 
demurrer of the defendant to the rule and aftidavit asserting that the 
court did not have jurisdiction; asserting that such rule and affidavit 
did not show that the respondent had committed any offense of which 
tne said court had jurisdiction in the said proceeding; and the holding 
= 5 court in overruling such demurrer, that it did have such juris- 

ction. 

“2. The further assertion by the said district court of jurisdiction in 
the cause by the rendition of judgment, adjudging the plaintiff in error 
guilty of contempt, as alleged in the rule and affidavit, and imposing 
punishment therefor. 

“C. H. LANEY, 
*“BLount & BLOUNT, 
“Attorneys for Plaintiff in Error. 

“(Endorsements: W. C. O'Neal vs. The United States of America. 
—— of errors. Filed December 9th, 1902. F. W. Marsh, 
clerk.)” 

And on the same day, to wit, on the 9th day of December, A. D. 
1902, the following citation issued out of the said court and was duly 
served upon the said defendant in error, to wit: 


“To the United States of America: 

“You are hereby cited and admonished to be and appear at a term 
of the United States Supreme Court to be holden at the city of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia, on the 6th day of January, A. D. 1903, 
pursuant to a writ of error filed in the clerk’s office of the district 
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court of the United States for the northern district of Florida, at 
Pensacola, wherein W. C. O'Neal is plaintiff in error, and you are 
defendant in error, and show cause, if any there be, why the judg- 
ment and sentence mentioned in said writ of error should not be cor- 
rected and speedy justice done to the parties in that behalf. 

* Witness, the Honorable Melville . Puller, Chief Justice of the 
United States, this 9th es of December, in the year of our Lord one 
thousand nine hundred anc 

“ Signed this 9th day of December, A. D. 1902. 

“CHAS. SWAYNB, Judge. 

“Service of the foregoing citation acknowledged this 9th day of 
December, 1902. 

“B. C. Tunrson, 
“Sp’Vy Appointed Atty. for Prosecution. 
“JouHN BaGan, 
“ United States Attorney for Northern District of Florida. 


“ (Mndorsements: W. C. O’Neal v. The United States of America. 
Citation. Fited December 9th, 1902. F. W. Marsh, clerk.) ” 

And on the same day, to wit, on December 9, 1902, the following 
bond was entered into and filed in the said cause by the said plaintiff in 
error, to wit: 

“ Know all men by these presents: 

“ That we, W. C. O'Neal, as principal, and H. L. Covington and W. J. 
Hannah, as sureties, are held and firmly bound unto the United States 
of America, in the full and just sum of one thousand dollars ($1,000.00), 
to be paid to the said United States of America, which payment well 
and truly to be made we bind ourselves, our heirs, executors, and ad- 
ministrators, pint and severally, firmly by these presents. 

“ Signed and sealed this 9th day of December, A. D. 1902. 

“ Whereas lately, at the November term, A. D. 1902, of district court 
of the United States for the northern district of Florida, in a suit pend- 
ing in the said court between the United States of America, plaintiff, and 
the said W. C. O'Neal, defendant, the same being a aes upon a rule 
upon the said W. C. O'Neal to show cause why he should not be punished 
for contempt for an assault upon A. Greenhut, trustee, in Pensacola (of 
the said district court), and a judgment and sentence was rendered 
against the said W. C. O’Neal, and he has obtained a writ of error from 
the United States Supreme Court to reverse the judgment and sentence 
in the aforesaid suit, a citation directed to the United States of Amer- 
ica citing and admonishing the United States of America to be and ap- 

ear in the United States Supreme Court at the city of Washington, 
istrict of Columbia, ey (30) days after the date of this citation, 
which citation has been duly served. 

“ Now, the condition of the above obligation is such that if the said 
W. Cc. O’Neal shall appear in the United States Supreme Court at a term 
thereof to be held in the city of Washington, District of Columbia, on the 
Gth day of Jany., A. D. 1903, and from time to time thereafter during said 
term, and from term to term and from time to time until finally dis- 
eharged therefrom, and shall abide and obey all orders made by the 
United States Supreme Court in said cause, and shall surrender him- 
self in execution of the judgment and sentence appealed from as said 
court may direct, if the judgment and sentence by the said district 
eourt made, shall be affirmed by the said United States court, then 
the above obligation shall be void, else to remain in full force and 


virtue. 
“W. C. O'NEAL. [SEAL.] 
“HH. L. COVINGTON. [SEAL.] 
“Wm. J. HANNAH. [SEAL.] 
“Taken and approved this 9th day of December, 1902. 
“ CHAS. SWAYNE, Judge. 
*“*Indorsements: W. C. O'Neal wv. The United States of America. 
Supersedeas bond. Filed December 9, 1902. PF. W. Marsh, clerk. 
Blount & Blount, Pensacola, Fla.” 
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the Supreme Court of the United States by virtue of a writ of error 
sued out by W. C. O'Neal, whereon the United States was made the 
party defendant in error, agreeably to the act of Congress in such case 
made and provided, fully and at large appears. 

“And whereas, in the present term of October, in the year of our 
Lord one thousand nine hundred and two, the said cause came on to 
be heard before the said Supreme Court on the said transcript of rec 
ord, and on a motion to dismiss, which was argued by counsel. 

“On consideration whereof it is now here ordered and adjudged by 
this court that the writ of error in this cause be, and the same is 
hereby, dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. June 1, 19058. 

“You, therefore, are hereby commanded that such proceedings be 
had in said cause, as according to right and justice and the laws of 
the United States ought to be had, the said writ of error notwith 
standing. 

“Witness, the Honorable Melville W. Fuller, Chief Justice of the 
United States, the fourth day of June, in the year of our Lord one 
thousand nine hundred and three. 

“JAMES H. McKENNbeY, 
“Clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States 

“(Endorsements: Supreme Court of the United States. No. 534, Oc- 
tober term, 1902. W. C. O’Neal vs. The United States Mandate. 
Filed June 11th, 1903. EF. W. Marsh, clerk.)” 

And thereafter, to wit, on the 12th day of June, A. D. 1903, there 
issued out of the clerk’s office of the said court a warrant of senter 
of the said defendant, directed to the marshal of the said district 


which was thereupon delivered to him and was by him executed ! 
returned into the said clerk’s office with his return indorsed the : 
which writ,. together with the said return, is in the words and figures 


following, to wit: 


“ United States of America, district court of the United States, north 
ern district of Florida. 


“The President of the United States to the marshal of the United States 
for the northern district of Florida, greeting: 

“‘ Whereas at a session of the district court of the United States for 
the northern district of Florida, held at the city of Pensacola, in said 
district, on the ténth day of November, A. D. 1902, a rule to show 
cause why he should not be punished for contempt of the said court 
was duly made and entered by the said court against W. C. O'Neal, 
for making an assault upon one Adolph Greenhut, who was then and 
there, at the time of said assault, an officer of said court, to wit, a 
trustee in bankruptcy in the matter of the petition of Scarritt Moreno 
to be adjudged a voluntary bankrupt, and then and there cutting, 
wounding, stabbing the said Adolph Greenhut, trustee as aforesaid, in 
performing his duties as trustee as aforesaid, appointed as aforesaid 
such a manner as to prevent the said trustee from attending to and 
under the order of said court, and that the said assault and at t 
to murder was committed by the said W. C. O’Neal, as afore d Vv 
because and for the reason that the said Adolph Greenhut, as an 
officer of the United States district court in and for the northern d 
trict of Florida, had instituted a suit, set forth in an affidavit in said 
cause, and to interfere with and prevent the said trustee from exec 
ing and performing his duties as such officer of said court, and uf 
said W. €. O'Neal did, by the said murderous assat interfere with 
the management of said trust by the said Adolph Greenhut, trustee 
as aforesaid of said court, and did, for a long period of time, by reason 







| of the injuries inflicted upon the said trustee as aforesaid, prevent and 


Whereupon, on the 9th day of December, A. D. 1902, the following | 
writ of error was issued out of the said court and duly served upon the | 


defendant in error, to wit: 
“ The United States cof America: 


“The President of the United States to the honorable the judge of 
the district court of the United States for the northern district of 
Florida, greeting: 

“ Because in the record and proceedings, as also in the rendition of 
the judgment of a plea whieh is in the said district court before you, 
between the United States of America and W. C. O'Neal, a manifest 
error hath happened, to the great damage of the said defendant, W. C. 
O'Neal, as by his complaint appears. We being willing that error, if 
any hath been, shall be duly corrected, and full and speedy justice done 
to the parties aforesaid, in this behalf, do command you if judgment 
therein be given, that then, under your seal distinctly and openly you 
send the record and proceedings aforesaid, with all things concerning 
the same, to the Supreme Court of the United States, together with 
this writ, so that you have the same at Washington, in the District of 
Columbia, on the 6th day of January, 1903, in the said Supreme Court 
to be then and there held, that the record and proceedings aforesaid 


being inspected the said Supreme Court may cause further to be done | 
therein to correct that error, what of right and according to the cus- 


toms and laws of the United States should be done. 

“ Witness, the Hon. Melville W. Fuller, Chief Justice of the said Su- 
preme Court, this 9th day of December, in the year of our Lord one 
thousand nine hundred and two. 

“TSRAL.] Fr. W. MARrsu, 

“Clerk of the District Court for the Northern District of Florida. 

“A true copy of the original as issued this day. 

“BE. W. Marsn, Clerk. 

“(Indorsements: W. C. O’Neal v. The United States of America.) 

“ Writ of error: filed December 9, 1902. IF. W. Marsh, clerk.” 

And thereafter, to wit, on the 11th day of June, A. D. 1903, the fol- 
lowing mandate was received and filed in the foregoing cause, to wit: 

* UNITED STATES OF AMDRICA, 88: 

“The President of the United States of America to the honorable the 
judge of the district court of the Uniied States for the northern 
district of Florida, greeting: 

“Whereas lately tn the district court of the United States for the 
northern district of Florida, before you, in a cause entitled ‘In the 
matter of the rule upon W. C. O'Neal to show cause why he should not 
be punished for contempt as to the matters and things set forth in the 
affidavit of Adolph Greenhut,’ wherein the order of the said district 
court, entered in said cause on the 9th day of December, A. D. 1902, 
was against the said W. C. O'Neal, as by the inspection of the tran- 
script ef the record of the said district court, which was brought into 


deter the said trustee from performing the duties incumbent upon him 
as such officer, and did thereby interfere with the management by said 
trustee, as such officer, of the estate of the said bankrupt, which 
charges were in violation of the dignity and good order of the said 
court and a contempt thereof. 

“And afterwards, to wit, on the 9th day of December, In the year of 








our Lord one thousand nine hundred and two, the said defendant, 
W. C. O’Neal, having been duly served with an order to show cause 
why he should not be punished for the : ed contempt aforesaid, 
which order was made returnable before said district court of the 
United States, was duly tried upon his demurrer, answer, and tl 
evidence of the witnesses on the charge aforesaid, i iid rule and affi 





davit preferred, and a finding of guilty was duly ren 
court against the said defendant, W. C. O'Neal. 

“And afterwards, on the same day, our said court, by reason of the 
finding aforesaid of the said court, did duly sentence the said W. C 
O'Neal to be imprisoned in the county jail of Escambia County, In ¢ 


red by the said 


State of Florida, for and during the term and period of sixty days, and 
that he stand committed until the terms of said sentence be complied 
with, or until he be discharged by due process of law; the id ! 
being the place duly selected for the imprisonment of persons convicted 
of offences against the laws of the United States in the courts thers 
in said northern district of Florida. 

“And the said W. C. O'Neal, defendant as aforesaid, having taken an 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States from the said finding 
and sentence aforesaid, and a supersedeas having been granted 





said district court pending the said appeal, and the said ap; 
been dismissed by the Supreme Court of the United States, as « 
denced by its mandate this day filed in the said district court of t 
United States for the northern district of Florida; 

“ Therefore, in compliance with the said sentence and of the mandate 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, you, the id marsh: 
the United States for the northern district of Florida, are hereby « 
manded to convey to the said county jail of Eseambia County, in e 
State of Florida, at Pensacola, the body of the said W. C. O'Neal and 
deliver him to the keeper thereof. 

“And you, the said keeper, in the name of the President of the United 
States of America, are hereby commanded to receive the ly the 
said W. C. O'Neal, the person aforesaid, into your custody, and |} 
the said W. C. O’ Neal, safely keep in the said jail of Escambia Count 
in the State of Florida, at Pensacola, for the full term and period 
sixty days or until he be discharged by due course of law. 

“ Herein fail not at your peril; and make due return of what 3 
shall do in the premises and of this writ. 


eal hay : 





“ Witness the honorable Charles Swayne, United States d 
judge for the northern district of Florida, and the seal of t ) 
at the city of Pensacola, in said district, this 12th day of June, A 
1903. 

“A copy. , 

* [SEAL.] EF. W. Mans, Clerk.’ 


“In the district court of the United States, northern district of 
Florida. In re W. C. O'Neal, contempt of court 

“TI have to report to the said court that upon receipt of the warrant 

of sentence, a copy of which is hereto annexed, I made diligent sea: 
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and have continued to this date to search diligently within the said 
northern district of Florida, for the said defendant, W. C. O’Neal, and 
have been unable to find him within the limits thereof. That I have 
also made diligent search for H. L. Covington and W. J. Hannah, the 
sureties on a certain supersedeas bond, filed in the said cause, for the 
purpose of demanding of them the surrender and production of the 
body of the said defendant, W. C. O’Neal, and have been unable to find 

them or either of them within the said northern district of Florida. 
“That the said W. C. O'Neal, and anyone on his behalf, have not 
surrendered the body of the said W. C. O’Neal in execution of the judg- 
ment and sentence evidenced in the attached warrant of sentence, and 
which was appealed from by the said W. C. O’Neal, as evidenced by 
his writ of error to the Supreme Court of the United States, sued out 
from the district court aforesaid, and in the matter of which appeal 
and writ of error he made, executed, and caused to be filed of record a 
certain supersedeas bond, in which the said H. L. Covington and W. J. 
Hannah were sureties, conditioned that he, the said W. C. O’Neal, 
should surrender himself in execution of said judgment and sentence 
appealed from as said court may direct, and the said Supreme Court 
having by its mandate directed that the said district court proceed ac- 
cording to law, the said writ of error notwithstanding, and the said 
conditions having thereupon become operative, as appears from inspec- 
tion of the record in said cause, the original writ of warrant of sen- 
tence is hereby retained for further proceedings and execution in the 

premises. 
“Dated this June 15th, A. D. 1903. 
“TT. F. McGourtn, 
“U. 8. Marshal, Northern District of Florida. 
“ By H. Wotr, 

“Chief Office Deputy. 
In re W. C. O'Neal, contempt of court. Special return 
eames of U. S. marshal. Filed June 15th, 1903. F. W. Marsh, 
clerk. ) 


“And afterwards, to wit, on the 24th day of June, A. D. 1903, the 
following return was made by the marshal on the foregoing writ: 


“‘Marshal’s return. 


“Received the within warrant of sentence at Pensacola, Fla., on 
the 12th day of June, A. D. 1903, and executed the same by taking 
the body of W. C. O'Neal into my custody and delivering the same to 
the keeper of the Escambia County jail at Pensacola, Fla., on the 
24th day of June, A. D. 1903, together with a certified copy of the 
within warrant of sentence. 

“TT. F. McGourin, 


U. 8. Marshal. 
“By H. Wotr, 
“Chief Office Deputy. 


**( Endorsed : 


“ Entered and filed June 24, 1903. 

“F. W. Marsa, Clerk.” 
UNITED STATES oF AMERICA, Northern District of Florida: 

I, F. W. Marsh, clerk of the district court of the United States for 
the northern district of Florida, hereby certify that the foregoing pages, 
numbered from 1 to 11, both inclusive, and in printing, constitute a 
full, true, and complete transcript of the record and proceedings in 
said court in the matter of the rule upon W. C. O'Neal to show cause 
why he should not be punished for contempt of said court, as the same 
remains of record and on file in said court. 

Witness my hand and the seal of said court at the city of Pensa- 
cola, in said district, this 28th day of January, A. D. 1905. 

[SBHAL.] F. W. Marsa, Clerk. 

Mr. Manager POWERS. Mr. President, I now offer in evi- 
dence a certified copy of all the evidence which was taken at the 
trial of what is known as the “ O’Neal case,” the first paper 
which I have offered being a certified transcript of the record 
of the court in which all the papers appear. This certified 
record which I have in my hand is the evidence which was 
offered at the time of the hearing of the contempt case. It con- 
sists of all the evidence before the court, and it also includes the 
opinion which was rendered by the respondent in the O’Neal 
case, which is under the twelfth article presented to the court. 

I assume that some portion of this evidence may not be very 
material to the issue, but I will ask that it be received in evi- 
dence and printed, as it is already certified to by the clerk of the 
court as being the evidence which was offered at the trial. I 
ask that it be received and printed without first being read. 
With the consent of the court, I ask that it be not read, but go 
in as evidence and be treated as such. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
for, that course will be taken. 

The record referred to is as follows: 
In the i 0 

Pensacola. In re matter of contempt W. C. O'Neal. 

This cause coming on for a hearing before Judge Charles Swayne 
on December 8, 1902, the following proceedings were had: 

Counsel for prosecution offered in evidence the petition of Scarritt 
Moreno, heretofore filed in this court, seeking to obtain the benefit 
of the bankruptcy law, the document belonging to the files of this court. 

Counsel for respondent makes no objection to its introduction. 


Counsel for prosecution offers in evidence the order made by the | 


clerk of the court referring the petition which has been offered in evi- 
dence to the referee. ‘ 
Counsel for respondent makes no objection to its introduction. 


Counsel for prosecution offers in evidence the order made by the | 


referee adjudicating Scarritt Moreno a bankrupt. 

Counsel for respondent makes no objection to its introduction. 

Counsel for prosecution offers in evidence the affidavit made by A. 
Greenhut, as trustee. 

COUNSEL FOR RESPONDENT. Are you going to offer his appointment as 
trustee? 

COUNSEL FOR PROSECUTION. That is his oath as trustee. 

COUNSEL FOR RESPONDENT. Was there an appointment? 


COUNSEL FOR PROSECUTION. There was an order and approval of the | 


bond. 
COUNSEL FOR RESPONDENT. Are you going to offer those? 
COUNSEL FOR PROSECUTION. Yes, sir. 
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Unless the reading is called | 


United States district court, northern district of Florida, at | 


FEBRUARY 14, 


COUNSEL FOR RESPONDENT. We have no objection to them. 

COUNSEL FOR PROSECUTION. I now offer the bond of the trustee. 

COUNSEL FOR RESPONDENT. We have no objection. 

COUNSEL FOR PROSECUTION. I now offer the petition of the trustee, 
filed on October 9, 1902. 

COUNSEL FOR RESPONDENT. We object to this petition, may it please 
the court. It is a petition of A. Greenhut, trustee, in which he asks 
that he be allowed to compensate Tunison & Loftin as attorneys for cer- 
tain services rendered or to be rendered by them in the conduct of the bus- 
iness of this bankruptcy estate and representation of the trustee. I as- 
sume that the purpose of this offer is to get in evidence before the court 
the fact that Tunison & Loftin were engaged in the preparation of the bill 
of complaint, whereby it is sought to subject the property purchased by 
the said Scarritt Moreno, the said bankrupt, in the name of his wife, 
to the payment of debts provable in this bankruptcy proceeding, and 
for the intention of following this by a granting of the prayer of 
this petition so as to show that Mr. Greenhut at that time was acting 
under the order of the court, or if there was no direct order upon 
the ratification of the court of the action which he was doing. We 
object to that on the ground that there is no allegation in the petition 
which covers any such evidence. The allegation is that he was an 
officer of the court and that he was proceeding under the advice of 
his attorney to do this, and there is as no intimation by the 
court that he was then acting under or by virtue of any order of the 
court. If this evidence be not for that purpose, then it is entirely 
irrelevant and immaterial. If it be for that purpose it is bolstering up 
a petition which does not contain an allegation of that kind. 

COUNSEL FOR PROSECUTION. If your honor please, Mr. Blount has 
properly ae that the offer of that paper in evidence is for the 
purpose of showing a ratification by the court of the trustee's action 
in bringing this bill. It was not necessary under the law for the trus- 
tee to secure ratification or such direction. 

The Court. This matter of evidence having been argued on demurrer, 
the court having seen and passed upon all this matter on this ground, 
it is hardly worth while to take up the time of the court to argue it. 
I will give you an exception. The court is entirely familiar with the 
purpose for which they are offered. 

COUNSEL FOR RESPONDENT. We note an exception. 

COUNSEL FOR PROSECUTION. I now, if gen’ honor please, offer in evi- 
dence the order made by the referee in the absence of your honor upon 
the petition, that has just been offered. 

COUNSEL FOR RESPONDENT. We object to the introduction of this 
paper in.evidence upon the ground that if it be offered for the purpose 
of showing an order of the court under which the trustee was acting 
or a ratification of the action of the trustee in bringing this bill, it is 
founded upon no allegation in the petition and that if it be not for 
this purpose, it is immaterial and irrelevant to any issue made in this 
cause. 

The Court. The court admits the last two papers because in the 
opinion of the court they show that the trustee in this cause was act- 
ing at the time not only as an officer of the court, but that they also 
show that his action in regard to the bringing of the suit in question 
of which the affidavit and the answer both speak, was ratified by those 
papers. 

eee FOR RESPONDENT. We note an exception to the ruling of 
the court. 

Thereupon the prosecutor called Adolph Greenhut, who, being duly 
sworn, testified as follows, to wit: 


Direct examination by B. C. TUNISON, esq.: 


Q. What is your name?—A,. Adolph Greenhut. 

Q. Where do you reside, Mr. Greenhut?—A. Pensacola, Fla. 

Q. What is your age?—A. I was 51 last August. 

Q. How long, Mr. Greenhut, have you resided in Pensacola?—A. I 
came here in July, 1886. 

Q. Before that time, Mr. Greenhut, 
Greenville, Ala., from 1873 to 1886. 

Q. What is your business?—A. I am a wholesale grocery merchant. 

Q. Where?—A. On Government street, in this city. 

Q. Doing business in what name?—A. A. Greenhut & Co. 

@®. Mr. Greenhut, were you or are you the trustee of the estate of 
Scarritt Moreno, bankrupt?—A. I am, sir. 

Q. Do you know when you were appointed as such trustee, about 
when ?—A. I think, as near as I can recollect, in September. I have 
forgot the date. 

Q. Mr. Greenhut, look at that paper, and state, if you know, what it 
is.—A. I think it is a bill filed in the chancery court of this county. 

Q. A bill filed by you as trustee?—A. Yes, sir. 

COUNSEL FOR PROSECUTION: I offer in evidence, if your honor please, 
the bill of complaint in the cause yon in the circuit court of Es- 
cambia County, Fla., between Adolph Greenhut, trustee of the estate of 
Scarritt Moreno, bankrupt, complainant, v. Scarritt Moreno, Susis R. 
Moreno, his wife, Mansfield Moreno, the’ American National Bank, of 
Pensacola, S. J. Forshee, Alex McGowin, jr., C. M. Covington, and the 
Citizens’ National Bank, of Pensacola, filed in the office of the clerk 
of Escambia County circuit court on October 18, 1902, and I ask leave 
to withdraw the original bill and place in lieu thereof an exemplified 


where did you reside?—A. 


| copy thereof. 


COUNSEL FOR RESPONDENT. We have no objection, may it please the 
court, to the filing of a certified copy in the place of this, and really 
have no objection to the bill, except that there is no issue made upon 


| those facts, and that the purpose of the bill is set forth very distinctly 


in the affidavit, and it would expedite the cause not to encumber the 
record with long papers of this kind. We state that we admit in part 
and presume in part that it was true, so that it made no issue what- 
ever upon it. 

The Court. It will be admitted. 

Q. Mr. Greenhut, do you know what day of the week the bill that 
has just been offered in evidence was filed and the suit commenced ?— 
A. I think it was on the 18th day of October, 1902. 

Q. Do you know what day of the week that was?—A. On Saturday. 

Q. Do you know what time of day on Saturday that bill was filed ?— 
A. I do not know the exact hour; no, sir; I could not tell that. 

Q. Mr. Greenhut, by whose advice was that bill which has been 
offered in evidence filed?—A. My attorney, sir. 

Q. Who was your attorney ?—A. B. C. Tunison. 

Q. Mr. Tunison, did you say? Do you know W. C. O’Neal?—-A, 2 
do, sir. 

Q. How long have you known him?—A. Possibly a month or two 
before October two years. 

Q. Before the past October two years?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Do _ know whether or not he occupies or at the time of the 
filing of this bill whether he did occupy any position with the American 
National Bank ?—A. He was president of the American National Bank. 
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Q. Was he president at that time?—A. I think so. 

Q. Did you see Mr. O'Neal on the Monday following the commence- 
ment of this suit?—A. Yes, sir. 3 

Q. At what time of day, Mr. Greenhut, did you see him?—A. A little 
after 9 o'clock in the morning. 

Q. Where did you see him?—A. I think I seen him coming out of 
what we call the “ bucket shop” and coming down the street. 

Q. Coming out of——A. I think he was just coming out of there, 
and I seen him coming down the street from that direction. 

Q. The bucket shop you say?—A. The stock exchange. 

Q. That is on what street?—-A. Government street. 

Q. West of your store, is it not?—A, Yes, sir. 

Q. Where were you at that time?—A. At my store, standing in front 
of the store. 

Q. With whom?—A. A. Lischkoff. 

Q. Did you only see Mr. O'Neal there at the bucket shop or the ex- 
change ?——A. ‘There may have been some other people on the street, 
but | do not recollect them. 

Q. Did you see him after seeing him at the bucket shop?—A. He 
came down the street. I first saw him coming out of there and he 
came down the street toward my office. 

Q. Mr. Greenhut, at that time did you have a coat and vest on?—A. 
I had no coat on. 

Q. You had on a vest?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You were in your shirt sleeves, were you?—aA. Yes, sir. 

@. Did Mr. O'Neal come down the street toward your store?—A. 
He came toward me. 

Q. And where were you at that time?—A. I was standing right in 
front of my store next to A. Lischkoff. For instance, this is the post; 
he was standing outside and I was standing right next to him. 

Q. Right in your doorway ?—A. Not in the doorway. We were just 
sideways. 

Q. Did Mr. O'Neal speak to you at that time?—A. He addressed me. 

Q. What did he do?—A. Said he would like to speak to me when I 
was through. 

Q. What reply did you make to him?—A. I told him I was through. 

@. What was then done?—-A. Mr. Lischkoff passed off and I went 
in the office, facing the desk with my back toward the west, and he 
standing right in front of me. 

Q. How far from the office door did you go?—A. I do not know; I 
expect it was four or five feet, possibly six; not exceeding six feet. 

Q. You were standing there next to the desk, you say ?—-A. Near the 
desk. There was a desk, then a safe, and I was standing right along 
there, right in front of the desk. 

Q. With your back toward the desk and the safe, that was on the 
westerly side of your oftice?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did Mr. O’Neal do?—A. Standing right in front of me, and 
he says, “I see you brought the American National Bank into that 
suit ’——- 

Q. What suit?—A. The Morenos. That is the only suit that was 
mentioned. I says, “* Yes; the Citizens’ National Bank is in there, too.” 
He says, “‘ Well, I do not care anything about that.” He says, “ Why 
did you do that?” I says, “ My counsel says it was necessary.” He 
says, “ Well, don’t you know I offered you that property?” I says, 
* Yes.” He says, ‘“ Well, don’t you know these parties paid for it,”’ and 
I says. “I do not know.” 

q. What then, Mr. Greenhut ?—A. He says, “ You are no gentleman.” 
I says, ‘‘ Mr. O'Neal, I am as much of a gentleman as you are.” 

(). Just state after that what took place.—A. He hesitated there a 
little, and I thought he had started, and he says, “* Well, we will settle 
that,’”’ and he was then passing out, starting out of the west side. I 
was on the other side, and just as he got about to the door he wheeled 
with a knife. He had a knife in his hands or his pocket, and just 
wheeled around and lunged at me. I was perfectly horror-struck, and 
tried to grab it, and he grabbed around me and stabbed me twice in 
here and in there and in there, and he dragged me out toward the 
street. He had perfect control over me. I was horror-struck from 
loss of blood and from the idea of being cut up. 

Q. Will you just show the court that first cut? 

Witness thereupon exhibits to the court the first cut. 

Q. Where was the next cut, Mr. Greenhut ?—A. I could not possibly 
say, because I was at such a loss 

Q. What other cut did he inflict upon you?—A. A cut right in my 
arm, two in my body, and in my right hand. 

Q. What part of the body was the two cuts?—A. Right here. 

Q. Mr. Greenhut, what is that [exhibiting bundle to the witness] ?— 
A. That is the vest I had on. 

Q. What is that, Mr. Greenhut [exhibiting to the witness another 
bundle] ?—A. That is a cut. 

Q. And what is that color?—A. That is blood. 

Q. This is what {exhibiting to witness another bundle] 7—A. That 
is the shirt I had on. 

Q. And what is this?—A. That is a cut. 

q. Mr. Greenhut, where did you keep the books, papers, etc., relative 
to your trusteeship?——-A. They were in a separate safe in my office. 

@. At the same office where Mr. O’Neal visited ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Mr. Greenhut, did the conduct of Mr. O'Neal in any way interfere 
with your management of the Moreno estate?—A. I certainly think it 
did, beeause I have not been able to do anything for several weeks after- 
wards, for I was in bed. 

@. Was there any work that you were—anything to be done by you 
as trustee that you were advised shortly before the cutting it was neces- 
sary for you to do pretty soon?—A. Settle matters up; wanted to 
make a report to the referee what we had done. We learned that there 
was some thousands of feet of lumber at Bagdad at Simpson & Co., 
which we thought as trustee I was entitled to, and contemplated taking, 
and wanted to proceed to seeing about the household fixtures and furnl- 
ture of Scarritt Moreno. We discovered some land that Scarritt Moreno 
had bought that was under mortgage and wanted to sell some rights 
and interest that he might have in the Moreno mill down here. 

Q. Have you been able since the attack on you made by Mr. O'Neal 
to attend to any of this business?—A. I have not attended to no busi- 
ness at all for two or three weeks, and since that time I am so un- 
nerved I do not do anything except a little clerical work. 

Q. Did you have any medical attendance ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Or attention ?—-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. From whom ?—-A. Dr. F. G. Renshaw. 













Cross-examination by W. A. Biount, Esq.: 


We move to strike out from this testimony that portion which re- 
lates to the business of the trust that Mr. Greenhut was then carrying 
op, and as to any prevention of him from carrying on that business ex- 
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cept so far as the particular bill filed against Scarritt Moreno and the 
American National Bank is concerned, upon the ground that there is 
no showing in the evidence that any act or obstruction of the adminis 
tration of justice done by Mr. O'Neal was done in the presence of the 
court or so here thereto as to obstruct the administration of justice, and 
upon the further ground that the work which Mr. Greenhut testifies 


to is not testified to have been done under any mandate, order, rulk 
process, or command of this court, and therefore that Mr. O'Neal was 
not in disobedience of or obstructing any such order, rule, command, 


mandate, or process of the court. 

COUNSEL FOR PROSECUTION. That is the same question that 
passed upon in the demurrer and was overruled. 

The Court. It is a broader question, but the court thinks that 
all admissible under the allegations of the affidavit and under the 
eral features which is in the answer. 1 will give you an exception 

Counsel for respondent noted exception to the ruling of the court 

Q. You say that this matter occurred about 9 o'clock in the mort 
of October 20?7—A. After 9 o'clock. 

Q. Your office, your store door is on the East Government street, is 
it not?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. On the north side ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is that or not in the line of the path that would be pursued 
Mr. O'Neal in coming from the stock exchange to |! office 7—A. Very 
often he comes that way. 

Q. So that that morning he was pursuing a frequent route used 
him?—A. I suppose so. Sometimes I have seen him come that wa 
and seen him go another. 

Q. Now, your bill had been filed, I believe you stated, on O 
18?—A. Yes, sir; I think so. 


Q. And that was on October 207 A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When Mr. O'Neal spoke to you, at the door of your store, did 
say anything further than that he wanted to see you when 
at leisure ?—-A. That is what he said. 

Q. And you told him, in effect, that you were at leisure at t 


time ?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And you went into your office?—A. Yes, sir 
Q. During that conversation in your office was 








ject of conversation except the fact that you ought t | 
against Searritt Moreno and others involving the ican N nal 
Bank ?—A. Nothing except what I stated. 

Q. Was there anything said to you about an indebtedr wil 
American National Bank claimed against you because of your indo 
ment of a note of Scarritt Moreno—an acceptance of Moreno’s \ 
Not a single word. 

Q. Now, then, as I recollect, according to your testimony, the last 
words that passed between you and Mr. O'Neal were that you d that 


Mr. O'Neal said you were no gentleman, and you 
a gentleman as you?” A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And then he said ‘“‘ We will settle that,” and that followed 
mediately after the words that I have mentioned?—A. He hesitat 
possibly a second or two. 

Q. So that there were no words or other conversation int 
between what you and he said?—A. None that I recollect 


said “Il am as } 


Q. And then, after that, he started to go out of the door?—A. He 


did not go out. 

Q. He started to go out, I said A. Yes, sir. 

@. And you followed on behind him?—A. No, sir; I didn’t. 

Q. What did you do?—A. I crossed over to the other side 

Q. What is it you did, Mr. Greenhut?—A. He started tow l 
right-hand side of the door, and I started out slowly on tI 
side. I didn’t even go out at all. 


@. The right-hand side of the door: in which direction were you 
going when you started to go out? 4. Toward the south 

Q. In which direction was he going?—A. He was ng toward t 
south also, and I crossed over slowly, going to the left ft 


facing the street. 
Q. You and he were going both toward the same door Do T | 
stand that he was going to the right side of the d and vo ' 





na 1 to 
left side of the door ?—A,. Yes, sir 
Q. Both going south ?—aA. Yes, sir 
(. Well, how far had you proceeded when he turned upon you, as 


you said?—A. Only a few feet. 

Q. You had been back into the office, as I understand you to s 
some 6 or 7 feet?—A. Yes, sir; about that—that is, from the door, 1 
back in the office. 

Q. Did you not strike Mr. O’Neal?—A. No, sir. 

q. At no time?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you or not offer to strike him?——A. No, sir 

Q. You say, Mr. Greenhut, that at that time you had in view t ] 
ing of certain things for the trust?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. Involving among some other things the sale of an int 
Jordan & Brosnaham mill?—-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was that completed before you were hurt?—A. I do n 
was. 

Q. It was completed afterwards, was it not?—A. I think I d 
work - 

Q. Was it completed by you or by your counsel?—A. By my 

Q. So that you were not obstructed in that particular \ 
partly agreed on the prices that he could get for it, and I thin 
afterwards consummated. 

Q. Was there anything that was obstructed, to your know 





the fact that you were injured by this affray?—A. I w not 

do anything until I got up, and in the meantime there 1 been 

of an interest in the Jordan & Lrosnah: mill property that I ! 
not attend to, and a sale of some lumber had to be a nged f and | 


could not consult with my attorneys about the sui 
Q. Has not, as a matter of fact, during the time that 
have been unable to do anything all of the steps that yo ea 
done with reference to endeavoring to get at the furniturs ! 
of Mr. Moreno?—A. Not during my sickness LOW 
bly since. I do not think it was done during the time I was | 
Q. Have you done anything yourself about it; has it not 
done by your counsel ?—A. That was done by my counsel t 
consent; we have consulted together. 
Q. It was simply a question of consultation ?—A. I do not 








was necessary for me to do it; I trust him in all thir 

Q. Mr. Greenhut, do you know whether Mr. O'Neal knew at t 
that this occurrence took place that you had in your safe in 3 
any of the books and papers appertaining to your office as ti 


I could not tell what he knew. 
Q. You do not know ?—A. No. 
Q. Do you know whether Mr. O'Neal knew at the time that you had 
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this bill against Secarritt Moreno?—-A. That he knew of that? 

Q. Yes, sir.—A. 1 could not swear that he knew it. 

©. Did you not tell him at that time that you were acting under any 
order of the court or any authority of the court?—A. I told him that 
morning ? 

Q. Yes, sir.—A. I told him that I was acting under the advice of 
counsel, 

Q. So you did not tell him that you had any authority from the 
court to do it?—A. I did not think it was necessary to do that. 

Redirect examination by B. C. TUNISON, Esq. : 

Q. Mr. Greenhut, did you see Mr. O’Neal at any time between the 
time that the suit was commenced in the circuit court and the time 
when the assault was made?—A. What suit do you refer to? 

@. The suit that was commenced in the circuit court against Scarritt 
Moreno and others.—A. No, sir; not until that morning. 

Q. That was the first time you saw him between the time of the 
filing of that suit———A, Yes, sir. 

Q. Or after the filing of the suit?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That is all. 

Thereupon F. G. Renshaw was called upon behalf of the prosecution, 
and, being duly sworn, testified as follows: 

Direct examination by B. C. TUNISON, Esq. : 

Q. Your name is Dr. Frank G. Renshaw?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You are a practicing physician in Pensacola?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Doctor, were you called in professionally to attend to Mr. Green- 
hut on or about the 20th day of October last?—A. I was. 

Q@. Where was Mr. Greenhut at that time?—aA. I first saw him at 
Cushman’'s drug store. 

Q. In Cushman’s drug store?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q@. Cushman’s drug store adjoins Mr. Greenhut’s store immediately 
on the west side, does it not?—A. It does. 

Q. For what were you called upon to attend him?—A. For cuts, in- 
juries. 

" Q. State, Doctor, the character of those cuts and injuries.—A. They 
were incised wounds; wounds made with a sharp instrument—a kuife. 

Q. Where were they located ?—A. One was over the left cheek. 

Q. Extending from what point to what point?—A. From behind the 
ear to the inner corner of the mouth. 

©. Did that cut his ear also?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did it cut the lower lobe of his ear off ?—A. Partially. 

©. You sewed up that ear ?—aA. I did. 

@. And sewed up the wound on the left cheek ?—A. I did. 

©. What other wounds or euts, Doctor, did you see?—A. He had a 
triangular-shaped cut or stab—combination stab and incised wound— 

ove the left elbow joint; then the lower margin ribs on the left side, 
a very superficial wound incised about 2 inches possibly in length. 

Q. What else ?—A. There was another injury between the thumb and 
index finger—the web of the hand. 

Q@. Which hand?—A. The right hand, I think. 

@. Was there any other?—A. I do not remember of any other. 

@. Was there no one on the left side of the back that you have not 
described 7—A. I mentioned the one under the lower ribs. 

Q. Well, what portion of the body?—A. I think it was on the left 


side. 















By Mr. BLOUNT: 
Q. That was the superficial one you spoke of ?—-A. Yes, sir. 
By Mr. TUNISON: 
Q. Not on the back?—A. I can not say positively. 
tioned four. 
(). What portion of the left side was the wound?—A. Well, on the 
left. 
Q. Well, on what portion of the side?—A. About the lower ribs. 
@. Right directly on the side or was it or not toward the back?— 


I have men- 


A. It was on the side posterially, slightly, I believe. 

No questions by respondent. 

rhereupon the prosecution called F. C. Brent, who, being duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 

Direct examination by B. C. Tunrson, Esq. : 

Q. M rent, where do you reside?——-A. Pensacola. 

(. Are you acquainted with Mr. A. Greenhut ?—A. I am. 

(). Are you acquainted with his reputation for peace and quiet? 

Counsel for respondent objects to question upon the ground that his 
‘ ‘ for peace and quiet can not be put in evidence until it is 
attacked 

( I PROSECUTION. If your honor please, as we understand 
it the answer in this case charges acts on the part of the prosecutor 
th it 1dzement do attack his character for peace and quiet. 

rhe Cour’. | understand that to be the character of the defendant's 
defense is that he was attacked by a stronger and more powerful man, 


‘ excuses set up in his defense. The question is whether 
it will be offered at this time or later? 

Cov? L FOR RESPONDENT. It does not make any difference now 
whether it is to be offered now or later. I had just as leave take my 
exception now. We make another objection to this testimony, may 
it please the court, upon the ground that there is no issue made of 

10° eral character of Mr. Greenhut for peace and quiet, and that 
character of any kind can not be offered in evidence unless it has been 
attacked or impeached by the opposing side. We understand that 
your honor overrules it and we save the exception. 

COUNSEL FOR ProspcuTron. For the purpose of saving time, Mr. 
Blount consents, subject, of course, to his exception to your Honor’s rul- 
ingasin this witness that the other character witnesses who have been 
I ed here will testify that they each know the reputation of Mr. 
Greenhut for peace and quietude, and that they would testify to the 
same and will testify that his reputation is that of a peaceable and 
quiet citizen. 

: C. Brent, W. J. Forbes, Rev. P. H. Whaley, 


Those witness 





3 are: F. 


William E. Anderson, L. H. Green, John W. Frater, Jacob Kryger, 
Bovkin Jones, and William Fisher. 

Prosecution rests 

Thereupon the respondent, W. C. O'Neal, was duly sworn, and testi- 
fied as follows: 


Direct examination by W. A. BLouNT, Esq.: 


©. You are the W. C. O'Neal against whom this proceeding has beeu 


i A Yes, sir. 
‘ Mr. O'Neal, will you please state to the court the circumstances 
ittending—not leading up to at that time—but the circumstances at 


ending the affray between you and Mr. A. Greenhut? Where had you 
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been; [where] were you coming from that morning?—A. I was coming 
from home. 

Q. Where did you stop on East Government street?—A. I stopped 
there in front of Mr. Greenhut’s place of business. 

@. He spoke of your stopping in front of the bucket shop. What 
lace was that ?—A. I do not remember whether I stopped there or not. 

might have done it—at the Pensacola Stock Exchange. 

Q. For what purpose did you stop?—A. I stopped there to see the 
quotations on cotton. : 

Q. er you proceeded until you came to Mr. Greenhut’s, did 
you ?—A. Yes, sir. 
" Q. Then state what occurred—exactly what occurred thereafter, 
anything and everything from the moment that you addressed 
him until the time that you were finally taken apart.—A. I passed 
down the street, and saw Mr. Greenhut and Mr. Lischkoff 
talking. I spoke to both. I says, “Good morning,” and I says, 
“Mr. Greenhut, I would like to see you when you are at 
leisure,” and Mr. Greenhut said, “I am at leisure now,” and I says 


’ 


| to Mr. Greenhut, “Don’t let me interrupt you; any time during 
| the day will do,” and Mr. Lischkoff says, “I am through,” and he left 


| or started to turn to go back up the street toward his 








lace of busi- 
ness, and Mr. Greenhut says, “Come in.” He stepped back into the 
back part of his office there and I went on (in), and I asked him why 
he had sued us. He says, “ Well, I do not know anything about it; 
you will have to see my lawyer about it.” I says, “ Mr. Greenhut, I 
think you do know something about it. I think you were a director 
of the American National Bank when this paper that I am sued on 
was sold and transferred,” and I says, ““ We did not sue you when we 
had to sue you without seeing you about it or without talking to you 
about it. We did everything we could to avoid the suit; we did 
everything we could to get a settlement of that before we sued you,” 
and I talked on with him regarding this matter in that way, and I 
reminded him of the fact that Mr. Eagan had tried to get a settlement 
with him before we sued him on the $1,500 debt, and I found out after 
talking with him it seemed it was impossible to get a settlement with 
him that way, and I says to him—I finally told him that I thought 
that if he had been a gentleman he would not have done it, and he said, 
“JT am as much a gentleman as you are ’—being a director in the bank 
and refusing to pay a paper and letting us sue him on it and he says 
he was as much of a gentleman as I am. I says, “Mr. Greenhut, I 
won't dispute that with you on that point. I do not want any trouble 
with you,” and when I said that to him, why, he made a motion that 
way, like he would strike me with his fist, and says, “ If you fool with 
me I will do you up here,” and I says, “ No, reckon not,” and I 
stood there for a moment hesitating, and I turned to go out. He come 
on following me and he said something to me. I do not know what 
he said, and when he said that I told him that he lied to me about the 
Moreno paper, and as I told him that I turned around, and Mr. Green- 
hut he struck me here, and I struck him with my left fist, and then I 
shoved him off, and when I shoved him back he kind of stumbled back 
like—he looked to me like he almost fell down; then he come forward 
at me and I pulled out my knife and cut him, and we fought on out on 
the street there, and I made several lunges for him and he hit me 
several licks with his fist, and finally he caught hold ef my arm here 
with his right hand, and after he caught my arms I reached around and 
caught hold of his other arm out in the streets, and then I holloed to 
old man Hyer to come there and get him 

Q. Which old man Hyer was that?—A. Mr. Hyer of the firm of J. E. 
Stillman & Co. 

Q. Copartner with J. E. Stillman & Co.?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, Mr. O'Neal, during this conversation in the back of the of- 
fice you say that you talked to him about having brought this suit and 
about his condrct in not paying the Moreno acceptance ?—aA. Yes, sir. 

Q. State to the court what you mean by the Moreno acceptance.— 
A. The Moreno acceptance is a $1,500 acceptance which was accepted 
by ee, Dunwody & Co., and indorsed by Scarritt Moreno and A. 
Greenhnt. 

Q. Had that been due for any length of time?—A. Yes, sir; it had 
been past due several months. 

Q. Had you requested Mr. Greenhut to pay it?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did he pay it?—A. No, sir. 

Q. What course had you taken with reference to procuring payment 
from him?-—A. We brought suit against him. 

Q. Was that suit then pending ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is it still pending ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And as I understand, the subject-matter of your conversation in 
the back part of the office was relating to both these suits—this suit 
which he had brought against the bank in connection with the subjec- 
tion of Scarritt Moreno’s property and also the suit the bank had 
brought against him to recover on this $1,500 acceptance?—A. Yes, 
sir: we talked about both suits. 

The Court. When was the suit against Mr. Greenhut commenced ? 

COUNSEL FOR RESPONDENT. A month or two before. 

COUNSEL FoR Prosecution. A plea was filed on the rule day in Octo- 
ber; the 6th day of October. 

Q. Then, as understand, after discussing these matters you told 
him that he would not have done as he had done with reference to 
them if he had been a gentleman ?—aA. Yes, sir; I told him that. 

Q. And he answered that be was as much of a gentleman as you 
are ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And then you hesitated a moment and turned off ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did anything occur after that before you saw him in the attitude 
that you say of striking at you—I mean before you said to him that he 
had lied to you about the Moreno acceptance ?—A. He said something 
to me just as I turned. I do not remember what he said; he spoke 
to me just as I turned. When he spoke he was right near to me, and 
I turned then 

Q. He spoke to you and you turned ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And said to him as you turned that he had lied about the Moreno 
acceptance ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And then he struck yon and you struck him back?—aA. Yes, sir. 

Q. And he advanced to strike you again ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you drew your knife and used it; is that what I under- 
stand ?—-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where did he strike you; what part of the person?—A. He 
struck me on the left side. 

: Q. Was there any indication of that stroke after this occurrence ?— 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you subject it to any treatment by any physician or ask any 
physician about it?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who?—A. Doctor Hannah. 

Q. Have you the knife, Mr. O'Neal, that you used ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Show it to the court, please. [Knife here exhibited to the court.] 
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Q. How long had you had that knife at that time?—A. Something 
like a year, I think. 

Q. You had it in your pocket?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you carry it in your pocket ?—A. Yes, sir. a 

Q. At what time did you open that knife?—-A. I opened the knife 
when I shoved him back. ; , 

Q. You shoved him back and then opened the knife?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. At the time that this occurred, did you have any knowledge as to 
where Mr. Greenhut kept the bocks and papers relating to his trust 
matter ?—A. I did not. 

Q. Did you have any knowledge of any order of the court, or any 
order of the court or its referree, either authorizing or ratifying the 
bringing of this suit by Mr. Greenhut ?—A. I did not. 

Q. Did you or not have in contemplation any effect that your action 
at that time would have upon Mr. Greenhut’s execution of the trust 
which he had in hand ?—A. I did not. 

Q. It is alleged here that your intention was to impede and obstruct 
the execution of his trust. Did you or not have any such intention? 
A. I did not. 

Q. Had you considered in anywise the effect of your action upon his 
trust ?—A. No; I had not thought of it. 

(). Did you consider it during this affray that you had?—A. No, sir. 

Q: Do you know whether Mr. Greenhut had known prior to the 
bringing of his suit to subject this mortgaged property and attacking 
the mortgage of the American National Bank as to whether that trans- 
action was or was not a bona fide transaction?—A. He knew that it 
was. 

q. He knew that it was?-—A. Yes, sir. 

@. What position was he in in connection with the bank at the time 
of that transaction ?—-A. He was one of the directors. 

@. Do you know whether he knew that that mortgage had been trans- 
ferred to Foshee, McGowan & Covington, and that the bank had no 
longer any interest in it?—-A. I offered him the mortgage for $10,000 
before I sold it to the other people. 

Q. That is, you offered to sell him the same mortgage ?—A. Yes, sir. 

©. And then you afterwards sold it to Foshee, McGowan & Coving 
ton ?7—A. Yes, sir. 

(. Now, then, do you know of your own knowledge whether he knew 
of the sale to these three gentlemen and the payment of the considera- 
tion by them ?—A. I told him that I had traded with them. 

Q. You do not know except in that way ?—A. No, sir; I do not know 
whether he saw the papers or not after they were transferred. 


Cross-examination by B. C. Tun1son, Esq. : 


Q. You say, Mr. O'Neal, that Mr. Greenhut knew that all your trans- 
actions in relation to that mortgage was bona fide?—-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How did he know it?—A. He passed on it; was in the bank and 
discussed it. 
@. Passed upon what?-—A. The paper that was secured by that 






Q. Did he pass upon the mortgage ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When?—A. About the time we took it, about a year before that. 

q. You say that he passed upon it; what do you mean when you say 
he passed upon it?—A. I mean that he was one of the finance commit 
tee and the finance committee examined all of the bank loans and dis- 
counts. 

Q. Do you know that as a member of that finance committee he ex 
amined that identical loan?—A. I know that he handled the Baars, 
Dunwody & Co. paper, and the mortgage was there in the bank. 

Q. But you do not know whether cr not he ever examined that 
mortgage, do you?——-A. The mortgage—examined the mortgage? 

q. Yes, sir.—A. I do not know that he ever read the mortgage. 

Q. Then you do not know whether he knew that the mortgage was 
bona fide or not, do you?——A. It was there and we discussed the mort 
gege and had Mr. Eagan’s opinion as to whether or not it was bona 
fide. 

@. What did you discuss about that mortgage with Mr. Greenhut? 
A. We discussed as to whether the property, as mortgage covered, was 
worth the money or not. 

Q. Worth what money?—A. The $13,000; and we discussed as to 
whether or not Mrs. Moreno could make the American National Bank 
whether the mortgage for $13,000 transferred to us—as to whether or 
not she could make the mortgage under the laws of the State of Florida. 

Q. You say that you discussed all of these matters with Mr. Green 
hut ?—A. I informed the finance committee that Mr. Eagan said that 
that could be done. 





| 
| 
| 
| 
j 


Q. Was Mr. Greenhut present at the time that you so informed the 


finance committee ?—-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You are sure of that?—yYes, sir. 

q@. When was that?—A. About the time we took the mortgage: it 
has been something like a year and a half ago. 

q. That is all the knowledge that Mr. Greenhut had in relation to 
that mortgage, was it?—A. All the knowledge that he had of the 
mortgage? 

Q. Yes, sir—aA. I do not know. I think he understood something 
about what property it covered, but I do not know if he ever examined 
the property itself. 


Q. You say that you consulted with him about the value of the | 
property covered by the mortgage?—A. I know that Mr. McDavid was | 


the man who examined the property. We discussed it—that is, the 
finance committee. 

Q. At a finance committee meeting at which Mr. Greenhut was pres- 
ent ?—A. Yes, sir. 

q. And you found the property to be worth how much?—A. We 
sold the mortgage for $10,000. 

Q. What value did the finance committee put upon that property ?— 


A. Mr. McDavid said, when he took the mortgage, that it might be 


worth $13,000. 
Q. Was that the verdict of the finance committee that it was worth 
$13,000 ?7—A. The finance committee passed the loan on that statement. 
Q. Of how much money ?—A. The loan was to secure an acceptance 
of Baars, Dunwody & Co., indorsed by Moreno, and the mortgage was 
given to better secure that paper. : 
Q. You say that you disposed of that $13,000 mortgage ?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. For how much money ?—A. $10,000. 
Q. To whom?—aA. To Foshee, McGowan & Covington. 
q. The mortgage was for $15,000, was it?—A. Yes, sir. 
. Q. And you disposed of it to Foshee, McGowan & Covington ?—A. 
es, Sir. 
Q. Do they occupy any patton with your bank?—A. Yes, sir. 
®. What position ?—A. Directors. 
Q. One of them is vice-president of the bank, is he not?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Mr. O'Neal, you have stated that Mr. Greenhut was an indorser 
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Q. In what particular?—A. The securities that we held for Baars, 
Dunwody & Co. were deposited by Baars, Dunwedy & Co. to secure loans 
made to Baars, Dunwody & Co. 

@. And made directly to Baars, Dunwody & Co.?—A. Yes, sir. 

@. Didn't the securities that you held there cover any paper that 
might come into your possession upon which Baars, Dunwody & Co. 
’ re primarily Hiable?—A. You mean securities that we held for Baars, 

kunwody & Co.? 


Q. Yes, sir A. I think not. 

«). You had a regular form of hypothecation note, did you not?—A. 
A regular form? 

Q. Yes, sir—A. Some we did and some we did not. 

®. Can you produce the hypothecation that the American National 


Bank had from Baars, Dunwody & Co. at the time?—A. No, sir. 

Q. You can not?—A,. No, sir. 

«. Will you state upon your oath that the hypothecation by Baars, 
Dunwody & Co. did not cover any indebtedness that might be due to the 
bank from Baars, Dunwody & Co.?-—A. I will state under oath that the 
only collateral I know of was deposited by Baars were deposited to se- 
cure loans made direct to Baars, Dunwody & Co. 


Q. When were those securities deposited ?—A. At the time we made | 


the loan 
Q 
the 


failure of Baars, Dunwody & Co. 
Q. How long before the failure of Baars, Dunwody & Co.?—A. How 
long before the failure of Baars, Dunwody & Co.? 

Q. Yes, sir A. I do not remember ; 
time to time, along ever since we have been in the business. 

©. Were 
Dunwody & Co.?—A. I do not know. 

Q. You say that these securities were not hypotheeated with you on 
the regular form of bypothecation note?—A. I say they were hypothe- 
cated to secure loans that we made; some were hypothecated that way 
and some were not. 

Q. What securities were hypothecated for the purpose of securing any 
indebtedness that you might hold against Baars, Dunwody & Co. to 


When were those loans made?—A. They were made previous to 


we loaned them money from | 
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Greenhut had been discussing?—A. I do not think I did. 


FEBRUARY 14, 


the securities were worth—a great deal more than the $1,500? Is that 
not all he says?—aA. I do not think so. 

Q. Mr. O'Neal, do you know Donald McLellan, jr.?—A. I know a 
young man named McLellan here in town; I do not remember his 
given name. 

Q. He is in the court room [McLellan here called forward].—A. Yes; 
I recognize Mr. McLellan. 

Q. Did you on the day of this affray between yourself and Mr. Green- 
hut have any conversation with Mr. McLellan ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where at?—-A. In the bank. 

Q. Mr. O’Neal, what time of day was that?—A. I think it was 
1 Si do not know; I guess it must have been about 11 or 10 
o'clock. 

Q. It was very shortly after the cutting, was it not?—A. No; I think 
it was an hour or two afterwards. 

Q. Now, Mr. O'Neal, did you not tell Mr. McLellan that you came 
down the street—down the side of the street on which Mr. Greenhut 
was; that Mr. Greenhut called you in; that in talking over a business 
matter he called you a liar; that you resented this by striking him ?— 
A. No, sir; I did not. I do not think I told him that. 

Q. You do not think you told him that. Did you not tell him that?— 
A. I did not tell him that. 

Q. You did not ?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you tell him what the business matter was that you and Mr. 
I think I 
told him it was some litigation between us. 

Q. Didn't you tell him on that occasion that the trouble emanated 


| from the suit that was commenced by Mr. Greenhut, as trustee, against 


y not made within ten days before the failure of Baars, | 


cover any indebtedness of Baars, Dunwody & Co. that might be due to | 


yeu or to the American National Bank?—A. The hypothecations were 
specified to secure specified loans. ‘There was a provision, I think, in 
some of the papers that would secure any indebtedness that might be 
due to the bank. 

@. What securities did you have hypothecated with you covering the 
last feature that you have referred to that would cover any indebted- 
ness that might be due to the bank; what did you have at that time ?— 
A Any indebtedness due to the bank? 

Q. Yes, sir.—A. What securities that we had? 

«. Yes, sir.—A. I do not remember. 

©. Did you at the time that that note became due have any of those 
iriliies in your possession ?—-A. Baars, Dunwedy & Co.? 

Q. Yes, sir.—A. We had some of Baars, Dunwody & Co. at that time. 
©. Did you have some securities generally to coyer, to secure, any 
indebtedness that might be due to you?—A. No, sir. All the hypothe- 
cations were specified and for the amounts stated in the notes. 

(4). And for only that?—A. There might have been, as I said before, 
and I think was a part of the paper clause in the notes saying that it 
would be good to us for any other amount of money that they might 
owe the bank. 

Q. Then Baars, Dunwody & Co. owed you the amount of that note, 


. 
tid they ?—A. Baars, Dunwody & Co.? 
‘ 


© 
F 





). Yes, sir.—aA. Yes, sir. 

(). They accepted it?—A. Yes, sir. 

(). And you had securities covering just such indebtedness from 
Baars, nwody & Co. to your bank?—A. [I do not think I did. 

(). A moment ago you did say you had some hypothecations that 
covered any indebtedness that might be due by Baars, Dunwody &« 
Co A. Yes, sir. 


«). Didn't that cover that $1,500?—A. No, sir. 
Q. Why not?—A. It was not sufficient amount to pay them. 
hat was the amount of them?—A. The amount of the securities? 
sir.—A. 
Dunwody & Co. worth about $1,500. 

(). In this 
the defendant says that you were the holder of certain collateral securi- 
ties of a large value, much exceeding the amount of the acceptance 
Is that so? 
on, the $1,500? 

Q. Ye sir. You held securities exceeding that?—A. Yes, sir. 
(). That was deposited with vour bank by the corporation of Baars, 
Dunwody & Co. to secure all 
as were 
from Baars, Dunwody & Co. That is true, is it 
Those collaterals were deposited to secure specific loans. 

@. You said that some were deposited to secure any indebtedness ?7— 
A. No, sir. 

Q. You did not say so?—A. I said there was a clause in probably one 
of the notes that stated that any excess of the collateral was applicable 
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The value of the collateral that we had from Baars, 


case, when you say that Mr. Greenhut has testified falsely, 


A. Which is that, the acceptance that was sued | 


such indebtedness or liability of any kind | 
or might become due to the plaintiff—that is, to the bank— | 
not ?—A. No, sir. 


to any laim 

was the amount of any one note that contained that 
el: . I do not remember as to those amounts. 

was—did it amount to the sum of $15,000?—-A. Which, 
th ? 

, Sir.—A. My recollection was $20,000. 

he collateral in that note was worth more than $1,500?— 
A es, sir 

©. Now, point out where the falsity of that plea is?—A. To secure 
all such indebtedness as that acceptance. 

@. Just read the whole clause there. You said that you had $20,000 | 
of securit there that was hypothecated to you generally to cover any | 
indebted to you ?—A, No, sir. I said that I thought that we | 
had * $20,000 with that clause in the note stating that any | 
excess of this collateral should be applicable to any other claim. 

@. Then you held collateral that would cover and protect that note ?7— 
A. No: I did not 

Q. Would not that collateral that you held, that $20,000, protect 
that?—A. No; was not enough to protect the $20,000 and that. 

®. Mr. Greenhut in his plea, does he say there was? Does he allege | 


there was sufficient to pay the amount for which this hypothecation was 
made and this?—A. I think Mr. Greenhut says here in the plea that I 


was holder of certain collateral securities of large value, much exceed- | 


ing the aragunt of the acceptance sued on deposited with it by the cor- 
poration cf Baars, Dunwody & Co. 

Q. He says, does he not, that the note was deposited with you to 
secure such debts as may accrue to you, and the property was worth— 


Scarritt Moreno, the American National Bank, and others on the pre- 
ceding Saturday ?—A. I do not think so. I think I told him—I told 
him that the trouble was caused by the bankruptcy of Moreno, Baars, 
or something of that kind. 

Q. Mr. O'Neal, have you ever been convicted of any crime? 

Counsel for respondent objects to the question. 

The Courr. It has always been the practice here that any witness, 
including himself, can be asked questions in the criminal docket. In the 
prosecution of the criminal docket here—trial of criminal cases—it 
is a very common question, of which I can cite a dozen or more 
instances, whether or not the witness, does not matter what witness, 
any witness, has not been convicted of this or that or the other offense, 
not for the purpose of trying him for any other offense at all, but 
under the rules for the purpose of striking at his credibility. 1 will 
give you an exception. 

Counsel for respondent notes exception to ruling of the court. 

A. I was convicted once for shooting across the public road out in 
Covington County. 

Q. At Andelusia?—aA. Yes, sir. 

Q. Mr. Stallings prosecuted you for that crime, did he not?—A. I 
do not think he did. I plead guilty to it. 

Q Were — indicted at that time for shooting across the public 
road ?—A,. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were you net indicted at that time for shooting across the pub- 
lic read from the court-house in Andelusia to Bradway’s barroom at 
Lewis Harrison?—A. I was not indicted for shooting Lewis Harrison. 

@. Shooting at him across the public road, at Lewis Harrison ?—A, 
I was not indicted for shooting across the road at him. 

@. What other times have you been convicted, if any?—A. I was 
convicted in Covington County once for carrying concealed weapons— 
a pistol. 

: When was that?—A. That was some time while Stallings was 
solicitor. 

Q. What else?—A. I do not remember to ever having been indicted 
for anything else. 

Q. You say you were convicted for carrying concealed weapons in 
Covington County ?—A. I think so, yes. 

Q. Where else, Mr. O'Neal, have you been convicted ?—A. I do not 
remember having been convicted of anything else. 

“ Q. Don’t you recollect having been convicted in Henry County ?—A, 
NO, SIF. 

Q. You were not convicted in Henry County for carrying concealed 
weapons ?—A. I do not think I was. 

Q. Didn't you plead guilty to a charge of carrying concealed weapons 
there about two years ago?—A. I don’t think so; yes, I was. 

Q. You were convicted there?—A. I plead guilty to it, yes. 

Q. Well, what other times, Mr. O’Neal, have you been convicted ?—~ 
A. I do not think of any others. 

Q. Were you not charged in Henry County with haying made a 
murderous assault upon one Simonton with a claw hammer? 

Counsel for respondent objects to question. 

Counsel for prosecution withdraws question. 

Q. Mr. O'Neal, you were sued civilly for assault made by you upon 
one Mr. Simonton, were you not? 

Counsel for respondent objects to question. 

The Court. If the question is to be followed up, it will be admitted. 
The question by itself is not admissible. 

COUNSEL FOR PROSECUTION. It will be followed up. 

COUNSEL FOR RESPONDENT. Note exception to the ruling of the court. 

Q. Was there or was not there a judgment recovered against you in 
Henry County for a murderous assault made by you upon one 
Simonton? 

Counsel for respondent objects to question as showing result of the 
suit and proving a judgment that is a matter of record. Objection 
overruled and exception noted by counsel for respondent. 

A. He sued me—Mr. Simonton sued me and recovered $50. 

Q. Sued you for what?—A. For damages about a fight we had. He 
and I had a fight. 

®. The allegation was that you had struck him with a claw hammer, 
was it not?—A. Yes, sir. 

Rh Do you know what became of Mr. Simonton after that?—A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. What?—-A. He is in Pensacola now. 

Q. He is?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What time of day was it that you went to Mr. Greenhut’s store 
on October 20?—A. That is, the day of the difficulty? 

Q. Yes, sir.— It was about 9 o'clock in the morning; maybe a 
little afterwards. 

Q. You were—how long were you in his store?—A. I do not know. 
I gness I must have been in there something like five minutes. 

Q. What part of the store were you in?—A. We were in the back 
part of the office. 
. Q. How far from the front entrance?—A. I suppose we were 6 er 8 
eet. 
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Q. Do you call that the back part of the office, 6 or 8 feet?—A. Yes, 
sir; I think it was. 
Q. What is the size of the office?—A. I do not know how long the 


office is. 
it might be 14. 





date of the transaction. I am one of the finance 
bank, and Mr. O'Neal called my attention to this 


then past due, and I suggested that he call 


Mr. Greenhut 
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committee 
piece 


of 





of the 


papel 


over and see 


what he proposed to do about it, and he came over into the bank while 
Q. About how long?—A. I suppose it is about 12 feet; maybe longer; | I was there, and Mr. O’Neal called his attention to this particular paper 


| which was drawn by Moreno on Baars, Dunwody & Co. and accepted 


Q. On which side of the office was Mr. Greenhut?—A. He was on the | by_ them and indorsed by Moreno and Greenhut, and pe said it was his 
yect to take 


left side; that is, the west side. 


Q. Was he standing with his back against the desk?-—-A, I do not | 


remember as to that. 

Q. Where were you standing?—A. I was standing there at the cor- 
ner of the palings and I think he was standing immediately in front 
of me. 

Redirect examination by W. A. BLount, Esq. : 

Q. Do I understand you to say that Mr. Greenhut knew that Baars, 
Dunwody & Co. was indebted to the American National Bank ?—A. 
Yes, sir. 

@. And he knew that this mortgage made by Scarritt Moreno was 


intended to cover any part of that indebtedness?—A. Only the indebt- | 





edness that Moreno was liable on. 
Q. But the indebtedness of Baars, Dunwody & Co., upon which 
Scarritt Moreno was liable?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And that he knew that Mr. Eagan had advised that the mort- 
gage was a valid mortgage for that purpose?—A. Yes, sir. 
Recross-examination by B. C. Tunison, Esq. : 





indorsement—that he would pay it. I exy 
papers. 


care 


of 


all my 


Q. Do you know whether he paid it or not?-—A. He has not paid it 


yet. 

Q. Did you have any further conversat 
O'Neal with reference to it?—A. No, sir; 
was in the bank only a few minutes. 


Thereupon the respondent recalled W. J. 
| follows: 


Direct examination by W. A. BLOUN1 
Q. You said that you were connected w 
Bank; what was your connection, Doctor 


| mittee. 

Q. Do you know whether or not Mr. Greenhut had any knowl 
the mortgage made by Mansficld Moreno in connect 
or indebtedness of Scarritt Moreno of $153,000 to 
tional Bank?—A. Why, I knew it; the balance knew 


Q. When did you dispose of the property hypothecated to the Aemeri- | 


can National Bank by Baars, Dunwody & Co.?—Some time in June, if 
my recollection is correct. 

Q. Immediately after the assignment of Baars, Dunwody & Co., was 
it not?—A. No; I think it was—it must have been a week or two or 
three weeks after the assignment. 

©. How did you dispose of those securities, Mr. O’Neal?—A. The 
indorsers paid it. 

«). The indorsers on the original obligations paid it?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And what did you do with the securities?—A. I surrendered the 
securities to the indorsers. 

Q. Was Mr. Greenhut acting as a director of your bank at that 
time ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When did he cease to act as a director of your bank?—A. He re- 
signed about the time that we sued him. 

Q. About July ?—A. I think so. 

Q. When did you sell to Foshee, McGowan & Covington the $13,000 
mortgage of Scarritt Moreno?—A. Some time in June. 


Redirect examination by W. A. BLount, Esq.: 


Q. You had frequent discussions with Mr. Greenhut, you said, about 
this matter of indebtedness to the bank, of this $1,500 acceptance ?7—— 
A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Had he, or not, shown any heat or anger upon those occasions ?— 
A. Mr. Greenhut appeared to be a little touched up and angered at 
times, and at other times he seemed very pleasant. 

Q. There had been, then, feelings between you on account of that 
acceptance ?7—A. Yes, sir. 

Thereupon the respondents called one Dr. W. J. Hannah, who, being 
duly sworn, testified as follows: 

Direct examination by W. A. Biount, Esq. : 

Q. You reside in the city of Pensacola?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have been residing here for some time?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know Mr. W. C. O’Neal?—A. I do. 

Q. Do you remember the occasion of the affray between him and Mr. 
Greenhut ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you, at any time after the affray, examine his person?—A. 
Mr. O'Neal? 

* Q. Yes, sir.—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long afterwards?—A. I suppose a half hour or such a 
matter. 

Q. Did you find any evidence of contusion or bruises upon his per- 
son?—A. I found some redness; yes, sir. 

Q. Where?—A. On his side, sir. 

q. What side ?—A. I do not know, but I rather think it was the left. 
I am not sure of that. 

Q. What, in your opinion, was that occasioned by ?—A. He said——— 

Counsel for prosecution objects to witness stating what was said. 

@. Do not state what he said.—A. He looked as though he might 
have been punched. 

@. That was a half hour afterwards, you say?—A. About that, sir. 
I do not know exactly. 

Q. How did you examine—happen to exnmine him?—A. I went in 
his office by accident. 

Q. And were requested by him to examine it?—A. Yes, sir. 

Cross-examination by B. C. Tunrson, Esq. : 


Q. You are connected with the American National Bank, are you not, 
as u director?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where was this injury?—A. It was on the side; I do not re 
member, but I think it was on the left side. 

Q. And you say the only evidence of it was a redness?—A. And com- 
plaint; he said it was very sore. 

q. What did you prescribe for it?—A. Nothing. 

4). There was no laceration?—A. No, sir. 

@. You say it looked as if it might have been punched. Would you 
have thought it was a punch if he had not told you so?—A. It was 
circumscribed. He certainly could not have received a circumscribed 
red spot in any other way than by coming in contact with something. 


Q. But not necessarily being punched, was it?—A. It was a circum- | 


scribed red place, 

Q. If he had come in contact with the corner of that desk would it 
not have been the same?—A. Possibly. 

Q. Would there have been any difference ?—A. I do not think a man 
could have told the difference. 


Thereupon the respondents called one John McDavid, who, being duly | 


sworn, testified as follows, to wit: 
Direct examination by W. A. Biount, Esq. : 


Q. Did you have any connection with the American National 
Bank-——A, I am a director, sir. 


Q. Did you know of an acceptance, upon which Mr. Greenhut was | 


indorser, made, and upon which Scarritt Moreno was indorser, made 
by Baars, Dunwody & Co. to the American National Bank ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever hear any conversation between Mr. Greenhut and 
Mr. O'Neai with reference to the pony of that acceptance ?—A. Yes, 
sir. I think it was some time in June. I am not positive as to the 





why he did not know it: it was before us. 
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when he was a member of the finance committee, he was the one us 
ally that handled the papers, and as it was passed around 
one would check and the other would call, and I see no reason why 

Q. Do you recollect that this was before the finance committee when 


Mr. Greenhut was present and discussed ? 


A. It was, 


sir 


Q. And handled by him?—A. He was there several times. 


Cross-examination by B. C. Tunrson, 
Q. Did you ever see that morts A. 
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papers, 


Q. Did you ever see the mortgage—the thirtcen-thousand-dollar mort 
gage?—A. Well, it is all in a bundle; yes, it is all done up togethe: 


Q. Are you certain that you saw that mortgage?—A. Yes, sir. I 
know I saw it. 

Respondent rests, 

Thereupon the prosecution called in rebuttal Donald McLellan l 
being duly sworn, testified as follows: 

Direct examination by B. C. TUNISON, Esq 

Q. Where do you reside?—A. Pensacola. 

Q. What is your occupation?—A. Reporter. 

Q. Reporter on what paper?—-A. The News. 

Q. How long have you been engaged as a reporter on the N¢« ™ 
About eighteen months. 

Q. Mr. McLellan, do you remember the day of the affray betw M 
Greenhut and Mr. O’Neal?—aA. I do not recall the date it it wv i 
Monday. 

Q. You do recollect the occurrence, do you?—A. Yes, sil I 
nothing of it, though. 

Q. Did you, shortly after the occurrence, call on Mr. O'N \ 
Yes, sir; 1 sought an interview with him. 

Q. Where was he at that time?—A. In his office. 

@. Just state what he stated to you there A. He did not want to 
talk at all at first, and said—1I told him what I wanted-—to get his 
statement of it, and Lalso wanted to see Mr. Greenhut, too ut Mr 
O’Neal says that he was coming down the street; saw Mr. Greenhut, 
and was speaking to him, and the lie was passed, and he struck Mz 
Greenhut, and Mr. Greenhut struck him. 

Q. Did he or not say that Mr. Greenhut called him a liar?—A. I 
think, to the best of my recollection, that the lie was passed. I thinl 
that is what he said. 

Q. Did Mr. O'Neal say anything to you about coming from ! 
ing family? 

Counsel for respondent objects to question 

Q. What else did Mr. O'Neal say? Mr. McLellan, did Mr. O'Neal 
say to you, as you recollect it about as follows. 

Counsel for respondent object to witness being asked if Mr. O') 
said so and so, but that he must be asked as to what he did say. 

The Court. I will rule with you in this case on this occasior1 


my recollection is that I have heard many 


the other should use the exact word which had been sp 
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examine and present him the paper made, and ask him if he did not say 
thus and so at such a time and about this statement, and which one 
is correct and which one is not. The testimony will only be admissible 
in that way and for that purpose. 

Q. Mr. McLellan, what did you just state about the lie passing ?—A. 
I think he said, Mr. O'Neal said the lie passed. He said the lie passed, 
and then followed that up by saying he called me a liar, and you know 
I could not take that. 

Q. Well, did he state what he did when Mr. Greenhut called him a 
liar ?—A. He said I struck him. 

Q. Did he tell you what it was about?—-A. He said it was a busi- 
ness matter. We were discussing a business matter—matter of busi- 
ness——and I would not care to state what it was, and I mentioned, I 
says: “Did the suit filed Saturday have anything to do with it?” and 
he hesitated a while, and said it did. 

Cross-examination by W. A. BLount, Esq.: 
Q. Your business, I believe you say, is that of a reporter?—A. Yes, 





sir. 
Q. Part of your business is to go into court and impeach what per- 
sons have said by saying what they have said to you, is it not?—A. 
What is that? 

Q. It is a part of your business to go into court and impeach what 
persons have said—their testimony—by saying what they have said to 
you. Has that not been your practice frequently of late?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Has it not been your practice to go into the criminal court for the 
purpose of contradicting persons by saying what they had said to you 
as a reporter ?—A. Only one. 

Q. Upon what occasion was that?—A. The burglary cases. 

q. Now, why was it just now, when you were asked by Mr. Tunison 
about the lie, and he asked you twice, you said that what Mr. O'Neal 
said was the lie passed and did not say anything about Mr. O'Neal say- 
ing that Mr. Greenhut had called him a liar?—A. Just recalled it. 

Q. Why was it at that time you simply said Mr. O’Neal said that 
Mr. Greenhut, that he struck Greenhut, without making it follow the 
fact that Mr. Greenhut had called Mr. O’Neal a liar? Just recalled 
that?—-A. Yes, sir; just answered the question. 

q. Did Mr. O'Neal say anything to you about this matter arising out 
of the Scarritt Moreno bankruptcy matter?—A. He did not mention 
that; just said I asked him “ Did the suit of Saturday have anything 
to do with it?” and he said, “ Yes;” but he did not say that for pub- 
lication. 

Q. But you are publishing it now, are you not?—A. Yes, sir. 

®. How did Mr. ‘Tunison happen to get the fact from you?—A. I 
understood this writ had been filed and I went to see Mr. Tunison and 
see whether 

Q. And then you told Mr. Tunison a thing which had not been given 
you for publication ?—A. No, sir. 

“ Q. You did not know that giving it to Mr. Tunison was publishing it, 
did you?—A. No, sir. 1 did not know that Mr. Tunison was Mr. Green- 
hut’s lawyer. 

Q. Why did you go to him?—A. I was told he had it. 

Q. You did not know it then?—A. Not before I went to his office. 

«). And yet when this was not for publication the first officer you 
went to in connection with it you told all about; told what Mr. O’Neal 
had told you was not for publication?—A. I was talking man to man. 

Q. But, Mr. McClellan, when you have an interview with a man and 
he tells you that it is not for publication, that means that it is not to 
be published, does it not?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. This was man to man, you say? 

Thereupon the prosecution recalled A. 
follows: 


Direct examination by B. C. TUNISON, Esq. : 


Q. How much paper of Scarritt Moreno, and Baars, Dunwody & Co., 
upon which you were indorser, did the American National Bank have 
at the time of the failure of Baars, Dunwody & Co.?—A. I could not 
say exactly. As well as I can remember, I think only paper was one for 
$500, $750 of Baars, Dunwody & Co. I have taken that up. There 
was another for three or four thousand, possibly a little over, of Scar- 
ritt Moreno’s paper discounted by me and all tdken up, and then there 
was thousands of dollars of other papers there. 

©. You took up all the paper of Scarritt Moreno or of Baars, Dun- 
wody & Co. except this one piece of paper of $1,500, did you not?—A. I 
think everything taken up except possibly one paper of $60. 

Q. Overdue or not? All the other paper upon which you were lia- 
ble of Baars, Dunwody & Co. or Scarritt Moreno, except this $1,500 
piece of paper. was provided for by you?—A. Yes, sir. 

©. Mr. Grenhut, why didn’t you pay this $1,500 payment?—A. Be- 
cause I did not think I was treated right. 

Q. Did you consult your attorney about that $1,500 payment ?—A. 
Yes, sil 

Q. Who was your attorney?—A. Mr. W. A. Blount. 

Q. Did you state all the facts bearing on that paper to Mr. W. A. 
Blount ?—A. I think I did. 

Q. Did Mr. Blount prepare the plea that was filed in that case ?—A. 
I think so; he sent it down to me. 

Being hour for adjournment for noon recess, court thereupon ad- 
journed until 3.30, both prosecution and respondent having closed their 
testimony. 


A. Not to be printed. 
Greenhut, 


AFTERNOON SESSION. 


COUNSEL FOR PROSECUTION. May it please your honor, there were two 
witnesses that the prosecution failed to present this morning, and which 
it is very desirous of now putting on the stand. They will not occupy 
more than five minutes. 

The Court. Very well. 

Thereupon the prosecution called Lep. Mayer, who, being duly sworn, 
testified as follows: 

Direct examination by B. C. TuNIson, Esq. : 

Q. Where do you reside ?—A. Pensacola, Fla. 

@. Do you recollect the occasion of the affray between Mr. Greenhut 
and Mr. O’Neal?—-A. Yes, sir; I recollect it. 

Q. Did you see any portion of it?—A. No, sir; I did not see any por- 
tion of it. 

Q. Did you see Mr. O'Neal immediately after he and Mr. Greenhut 
were separated ?7—A. I was there. 

Q. Did you see the knife that Mr. O'Neal had in his hands?—A, Yes, 
sir: I held the handle of the knife this way. 

Q. I show you the knife, Mr. Mayer. Is that the knife that Mr. 
O'Neal held in his hands?—A. No. sir; that is not the knife. 

Q. What kind of a knife did Mr. O'Neal have in his hands?—A. It 
was a sort of bone-handled knife. 

Q. What was the condition of the blade of that knife, Mr. Mayer ?— 
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A. It looked like it was sharpened—freshly sharpened—to me. Of 
course, I got hold of the handle of the knife, and I cut myself. 


Cross-examination by W. A. BLount, Esq.: 


Q. Mr. Mayer, did you have the knife in your hands?—A. I held 
Mr. O'Neal's hand and tried to take the knife out of his hand, but I 
could not, and Mr. Hyer came up, and in the meantime Mr. Hyer came 
up and says “ Turn loose,” and they turned loose. 

Q. They turned loose; who do you mean by “ they?”’—A. Mr. O'Neal 
turned Mr. Greenhut. 

Q. What do you mean by “ they,’ then?—A. Mr. O'Neal and Mr. 
Greenhut. 

Q. Both turned loose? Well, now, you held Mr. O’Neal’s hand—— 
A. I was trying to take the knife out. 

Q. And he had the knife in his hands? Did he not have the handle 
inclosed in his hands?—A. Yes, sir; a portion of it. 

q. And you simply saw a portion of the handle ?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Q. And yet you are able to swear that that is not the knife?—A. 
es, sir. 

q. You can?—A. I can swear that that is not the knife that I saw. 

Q. And yet the knife that you saw was almost entirely inclosed in 
Mr. O'Neal's gripped hand ?—A. I could see the top of it. 

Q. That is all you saw?—A. Yes, sir. 

_Q. Saw the top metal?—A. Around here; this portion here was a 
little metal. 

Q. This is always of metal, is it not?—A. Yes, sir. 

_Q. And during that time of excitement you were able to see what 
kind S a knife he had clinched in his hand ?—A. I was there about five 
minutes. 

Q. And tried to hold his hands for five minutes and wrenched his 
hands and tried to get it loose?—A. Yes, sir; tried to take it loose, but 
could not get it loose. 

Thereupon the prosecution called one A. L. Rettinger, who, being 
duly sworn, testified as follows: 

Direct examination by B. C. Tun1son, Esq. : 

Q. Do you remember the occasion of the affray between Mr. O'Neal 
and Mr. Greenhut ?—A. Well, I saw it after the cutting was all through 
with; they were clinched. 

Q. Did you see the knife that Mr. O'Neal had in his hands?—A. He 
walked right by me; he walked right by me with the knife in his hands. 

(). Did you see the knife in his hands ?—A. saw a portion of it; 
did not see the whole knife and blade. 

q. Did you see a portion of the handle of the knife?—A. About the 
ear of the knife. 

Q. Is that the knife, sir [exhibiting to witness knife] ?—A. That 
don’t look like it; it looked to be a very bright blade and the handle 
looked to be either pearl or white horn. 

(). Was the blade———_ A. It was a slender blade. 

‘Thereupon the respondents called in rebuttal one A. M. Hyer, who, 
being duly sworn, testified as follows: 


Direct examination by W. A. BLount, Esq. : 

Q. Were you present at the time of this affray which has been testi- 
fied to between Mr. O'Neal and Mr. Greenhut ?—A. I was there at the 
wind-up, sir. 

Q. Did you see the knife that Mr. O'Neal had?—A. I saw the blade; 
yes, sir. 

Q. Did you see it at the time that Mr. Mayer was trying to take it 
away ?—A. I saw the blade of it. 

Q. Was it so held that you could see anything but the blade—A. I 
could not. 

No cross. 

COUNSEL FOR PROSECUTION. It has been agreed between counsel that 
the case shall be submitted without argument. 

The Court. In that event, then, the court will render its decision at 
10 o’clock to-morrow a. m. : 

Court thereupon took a recess until 10 a. m. following day. 

MORNING SESSION, DECEMBER 9, 1902. 
By the JUDGE: 

In the matter of the rule on W. C. O'Neal to show cause why he 
should not be punished for contempt upon the statements set forth in 
the rule of contempt and affidavit of A. Greenhut thereto attached, the 
court in going over the affidavit and the answer of the respondent and 
considering carefully the testimony which was given yesterday, has 
come to the following conclusion : 

The charges set out in the affidavit made by Mr. Greenhut, so far as 
they relate to the interference with an officer of this court are con 
cerned, are, in substance, as follows: 

Mr. Greenhut alleges in his affidavit that he was the trustee in the 
bankruptcy matter of Scarritt Moreno; that he had filed a bill against 


| the American National Bank et al., of which the respondent, O'Neal, was 


president; the bill was filed on Saturday, October 18, of this year, 
1902; he alleges that on October 20, Monday following that day, the 
respondent assaulted him, because, as an officer of this court, he had 
instituted the suit aforesaid. F 

He alleges that the assault was made to interfere and prevent him 


| from performing the duties as such officer, and that such assault did 


interfere with him as such officer in the performance of such duties. 

The respondent, by his answer, admits that he knew Mr. Greenhut 
was trustee in the bankruptcy estate of Scarritt Moreno. 

This was further established by the record which was put in evidence. 
He admits that he knew the bill recited in Mr. Greenhut’s affidavit had 
been filed against his bank, and he alleges further that Mr. Greenhut 
knew said bill to be in fraud of the bank. 

He admits that he went to the office of the officer of this court, Mr. 
Greenhut, to reproach him for having brought the suit mentioned, and 
he asserts that he did reproach him for bringing the said suit, and he 
asserts that Mr. Greenhut knew when the suit was brought that there 
was no foundation therefor. 

Up to this point in the matter there is little conflict.in the state 
ments of either party, but from this point on the statements of the 
affiant, Greenhut, and the respondent, O’Neal, do not agree. Mr. 
O'Neal interpolates into his answer something about another suit which 
the bank had brought against Mr. Greenhut, and that part of the con 
versation which he had with Mr. Greenhut was in regard to thet suit. 
This Mr. Greenhut denies. Mr. O’Neal says, however, that the prin 
cipal conversation that he had on that occasion with Mr. Greenhut 
was in regard to the other suit which had just been brought on Satur- 
day, the 18th, and not as to the suit that had been brought a month or 
two before by the bank against Mr. Greenhut. From this point on 
there is a direct and positive contradiction by the affiant and by the 
respondent in most of that that is important and critical in this case, 
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and the court is compelled, in deciding the case, to say who is stating 
the truth about it. From that position there is no escape. 

Mr. Greenhut says, in a general way, without reading his statement 
or following his testimony, that after a conversation with himself and 
O'Neal about this transaction, that O’Neal made some remark and they 
had some words passed which were not pleasant, and that Mr. O'Neal 
started to the door and that he, without thinking or suspicioning any 
trouble, started after him and within a short distance of him; that 
suddenly, and without warning or any suspicion, that Mr. O'Neal turned 
with a knife and assaulted him, cutting him in the way shown to the 
court, which was a very serious way; 1 do not care to say much about 
it further than this, that it seems to the court that it was the merest 
accident in the world that Mr. Greenhut’s life was not taken and that 
he was not forever prevented from appearing in this court to, or any- 
where else to, attend to any duties whatever, 

Mr. O'Neal says that they had some words, that perhaps in this con- 
nection it would be fairer to Mr. O'Neal to read what he swears to in 
his answer: When the respondent turned to leave the office and when 
he had nearly reached the door he turned and said to Greenhut, “ Well 
you know you lied about the Moreno acceptance, for you said that you 
would pay it,” the Moreno acceptance being the negotiable paper here- 
inbefore mentioned. As the respondent turned saying this he noticed 
that the said Greenhut was following him and as he said it the said 
Greenhut, who was short, stout, heavily built, and apparently much 
more muscular than respondent, struck the respondent, who is thin 
and feeble, and forced him against the railing in said office. ‘That 
respondent shoved the said Greenhut a little way from him, but he, the 
said Greenhut, instantly recovered and rushed at respondent with his 
arm uplifted to strike, when respondent drew from his pocket a small 

ocketknife and opened it in order to protect himself, and upon said 

jreenhut rushing again upon him, cut him therewith, while the said 
Greenhut was still following and endeavoring to strike him. 

That it is not true that the respondent at any time said to the said 
Greenhut that he, the aa, would settle the matter, but the facts 
are as hereinbefore stated. 

Taking the respondent’s own statement as true, the court holds as a 
matter of law that the cutting was entirely unjustifiable. 

It is a recognized rule of law by everybody who knows any law that 
in order to justify anyone with an assault with a deadly weapon they 
must first retreat as far as they can get when assaulted, and when they 
can go-no farther, if their assailant has something which is likely to 
endanger their life or do them great bodily harm, as I remember the 
language, only then are they entitled to assault anyone with a knife, 
pistol, or any weapon for self-protection. Otherwise, if there is an 
opportunity to flee, they must go, and if they do not, and stand and 
what is commonly called “ fight,” and they injure their assailant, they 
are responsible therefor. The testimony of both parties here says that the 
oflice door was open; the testimony of both parties places Mr. O'Neal 
so that he could have leaped out of the office instantly and gotten out 
of Mr. Greenhut’s way in case Mr. O’Neal’s story is correct. He did 
not do so according to his own statement, but according to his own 
statement says that he would not fight in the office, but if he would 
come into the street he would fight. Bat Mr. Greenhut, as I have said, 
contradicts Mr. O'Neal flatly and Mr. O'Neal contradicts Mr. Greenhut 
flatly, and in disposing of this case the court must decide between them. 
There is no escape from that duty, unpleasant as it may be, and the 
court takes it up in this way. First, as to the reasonableness of the 
assault. Taking ordinary men having such an altercation as Mr. 
O'Neal says they had, ordinary men, what would be the natural effect 
of such conversation in an office between two men? Would the one 
man, Greenhut, who was affronted and insulted, strike his assailant 
quickly in the face for the insult, or would he follow him and attempt 
to strike him in the back? If he were such a powerful and muscular 
man and did attempt to follow and strike, would that attempt have no 
more effect upon Mr. O’Neal than the red spots sworn to upon the side 
by Doctor Hannah? ‘That is one way that the court looks at it. 

Leaving the testimony of the two men out of the question and look- 
ing at the reasonableness of the situation. Next, take the two testimo- 
nies. The one tells one story and the other the other. What must be 
done under those circumstances? No living witness testified to what he 
saw except the two parties. The court must dispose of the truth or 
falsity of those statements upon their sworn testimony and what addi- 
tional light it can get, and in that connection it turns to the record and 
character of the two men for peace and good order and quiet. Wight or 
ten or a dozen of the best citizens of Pensacola appeared and testified, 
or it was admitted upon the part of the respondent that they would so 
testify, and their testimony was waived, that Mr. Greenhut was a gen- 
tleman of quiet, peace, and good order; in truth at this hearing no in- 
timation was made, no attempt was made to intimate that Mr. Green- 
hut had ever had a quarrel, wordy quarrel even, with any living being. 
On the other hand, the record of Mr. O'Neal, as shown, was not of that 
character. I do not care to go over it. It is not a pleasant task, and I 
won't review it particularly, but simply refer to it as a fact, that taking 
the record of Mr. O'Neal on the one hand, showing his character and 
disposition and troubles that he had had in different places, and the 
utter absence of everything of that character as regards Mr. Greenhut 


on the other, the court is compelled in the direct conflict of testimony | 


between the two men, is compelled to say that it believes Mr. Greenhut's 
story of this controversy and is compelled to disbelieve the story told 
by Mr. O'Neal. So much for the reasons of the finding. 

I want to say further, that in disposing of this case the court has no 
intention to interfere or in any way usurp the jurisdiction or the author- 
ity or action of any other tribunal that may look to the matter between 
the State and Mr. O’Neal. The action that the court will take and feels 
compelled to take will only be such action as is necessary for the inter- 


ference by Mr. O'Neal with the duties of an officer of this court. The | 


sentence of the court will be in the matter that Mr. O'Neal will be con- 
fined in the county jail of this county for the term of sixty days. 

COUNSEL FOR RESPONDENT. Your honor will, I assume, suspend the 
execution of that sentence for a half hour in which we can present to 
the court the papers necessary for the perfection of a writ of error to 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

COUNSEL For Prosecurion. I would like to raise the question in the 
first place as to whether that a writ of error in the matter of contempt 
does not lie, and, secondly, that even if it did lie, there is no such thing 
as a supersedeas in a contempt proceeding. 

The Courr. I will give Mr. Blount an opportunity to make a hearing. 
I wish to say here in regard to supersedeas that while I have granted 
three or four perhaps in thirteen years, I have always granted them 
on my own judgment, not where they were asked for in every instance, 
but where there was any ground to contend that there was a question 
of jaw involved. There was one in Dallas, Tex., that I granted of my 


own motion without being asked for it, because there was such a ques- | 
' 





tion of law. In ninety-nine cases out of a hundred in which they are 
asked there is no question of law—there is no question of law left 
which has not been disposed of and the purposes would not further the 
ends of justice. In the case at bar that question must be disposed of 
in the same way; if, upon looking over these decisions, the court is 
of the conclusion that there is, as counsel has very properly put it, a 
reasonable doubt in the mind of the court, a doubt which takes hold 
of the court's mind at all for the Supreme Court to go on, a super- 
sedeas will be granted. It will only be refused in this case and in 
other cases where there is nothing for the court to pass upon at all 
That is all I can say at present, and if the court makes an error it 
can be readily corrected. 

COUNSEL FOR RESPONDENT. Will your honor be here at half past 3? 
I would like to present an oral argument on the question, perhaps. 

The Court. 1 desire to look at the cases in my room and read just 
what the court—-the Supreme Court—has said. The court likes to read 
it itself and think about it and look at it. 1 have no objection to hear- 
ing counsel's views of it, but the court makes up its own idea and can 
understand it better when it reads the cases itself. 

Court thereupon took a recess till 3.30 p. m., 


AFTERNOON SESSION, 


The Court. This being an unusual case, and, so far as I know, this 
particular proposition of law never having been decided, and the coun 
sel very properly voiced the position of the court before adjournment 
that the court had no personal feeling, no desire to oppress anyone il! 
gally, nor to imprison anyone illegally. I have no hesitation in saying 
that if Mr. O’Neal went to jail for sixty days and about that time, or 
subsequently, the supreme court should reverse my action the effec 
would not be good in any sense on the community, and this court woulk 
feel very much chagrined, exceedingly so; no hesitation in saying so 
I will avoid being placed in that position with a great deal of care. On 
the other hand, if the case goes up and the supreme court should affirm 
my action, then all criticism of this court's action is effectually disposed 
of when the highest tribunal has passed upon the action of this court. 
Those are, perhaps, in a measure personal, but they are sufficient to the 
court to be worthy of mention. Much more important, I judge, is the 
fact there ought to be a ruling of that court upon this statute, and 
I really have decided, without any further discussion of the case, to 
allow the appeal, and allowing the appeal will allow the supersedea 
bond until the bill is disposed of, or until it is dismissed or whatever 
course counsel representing the court may deem best to take, and that 
will be the course without any further delay or discussion of the mat 
ter, and for the reasons which I have assigned. 

It is needless to say that after my action in this case has been di 
posed of there will be no more supersedeas cases in similar cases while 
I sit here; and never having had a case like this, I have concluded to 
make this exception now and will allow the appeal and will allow a 


allow 


supersedeas bond. The court under the circumstances has no anxiety 
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about Mr. O’Neal’s going away, and a bond of $1,000 will answer the 
purpose 
COUNSEL FOR RESPONDENT. The court will make an order allowing 


fifteen days in which to present a bill of exceptions? 
The Court. Certainly. 
STaTe OF FLoRipa, County of Escambia: 

Before me personally appeared Lee Daniell, who, being duly sworn, 
says: That he was the stenographer who reported tl! roceedings in 
the United States district court in and for the northern district of 
Florida, at Pensacola, Fla., in the matter of the contempt of W. C 
O’Neal. That the foregoing pages hereto attached and numbering from 
1 to 70, consecutively and inclusive, is a tri report of such p ecd 
ings as taken by me in shorthand at the time and now reproduced from 
said shorthand notes. 











Les DAN 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 28th day of January, A. D, 
1905. 
[SEAL.] J. W. Mat 


Clerk United States District Court, Northern District Florida. 


Mr. Manager POWERS. I now desire to call one witness 
only, and that will complete the evidence in ort of this 
charge. That witness is Mr. W. A. Blount. I understand that 
he is in attendance. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, before the manager proceeds, : 
he says he will call only one witness, I desire to know whether 
the affidavits and such other matters as were included in tl 
answers are offered and accepted as evicde 
mony being given from the stand? I simp] 
tion. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, there is no obj 
part of the respondent. 





nee \ hout testi 


y wish the informa- 


I will state, Mr. President, in respect to that matter, that tl 
is the first trial in this court I am aware of where a stenog 
record of what occurred in another court has been presented 
here. 

In the Peck case, seventy-five years ago, the testimony of what 


ve 
occurred in Judge Peck’s court was entirely dependent upon the 
oral testimony of the witnesses who were present at that trial. 
It has seemed to counsel for the respondent that they were f 
tunate in the O’Neal case that a stenographic record had been 
made and preserved, and that it could be presented here, so that 
this court would know precisely what had occurred th 

I think, therefore, it is better that it should go in in that 
form, even though without the sanction of an oath in this t 
bunal. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, while Senators in that part 
of the Chamber are acquiescing in the suggestion that this test 
mony shall go in without being read, it is upon the assum) 


that when counsel come to sum up the case and present it to the 
court they shall call attention specifically to such parts of the 
record as they regard as material and upon which they rel 
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we? 


If that is not to be clearly understood we want to have all the | 
testimony read. 

William A. Blount sworn and examined. 

By Mr. Manager Powers: 

Question. Mr. Blount, where do you reside? 

Answer. Pensacola, Fla. 

q. What is yeur profession or occupation? 

A. Attorney at law. 

Q. How long have you been in the practice of the law? 

A. Thirty-one years last November. 

Q. Will you state whether or not you are a member of the | 
United States courts? | 

A. Iam; of all of them. 

(). And of the State courts of Florida? 

I am. 

Are you acquainted with Judge Charles Swayne? 
I am. 

Q. For how many years? 

A. Since 1888 or 1889. 

Q. And whether or not you have had occasion to practice law 
before Judge Swayne in the district court of Florida? 

A. Ever since that time. 

Q. I will ask you, Mr. Blount, to what extent have you prac- 
ticed law before Judge Swayne? 

A. I have constantly practiced before him at every term of 
the court. I have had quite a practice in his court. 

«). I think you are a brother of Mr. Blount who testified yes- 
terday ? 

A. A. C. Blount, jr.? 

Q. Yes. 

A. Yes. 

Q. And whose firm is known as Blount & Blount? 

A. Yes. 

«). State whether or not you were counsel for W. C. O’Neal 
in the contempt proceedings in 1902 before Judge Swayne. 

A. Our firm was, and I conducted the business on behalf of 
the firm. 

«. Do you remember what condition the case was in when 
you first appeared before Judge Swayne—that is, I mean, what 
stage was it in? 

A. He had been cited to appear to answer charges of con- | 
tempt and came to me before any proceedings were taken ex- 
cept the citation. 

(). And was the citation backed up by an affidavit or petition? | 

A. It was. 

(). That was the petition of a complainant, Mr. Greenhut? 

A. Yes. 

@. Will you state whether or not you filed any demurrer to 
that petition? 

A. I did. 

q@. And whether 
Judge Swayne? 

A. I did. 

Q. What legal proposition was involved in the demurrer which 
you filed? 

A. The proposition that was involved was whether, under the 
act of 1831, Mr. O’Neal had been guilty of a contempt of the | 
district court of the United States for the northern district of | 
Florida. 

(). Will you state whether or not you brought to the atten- 
tion of Judge Swayne the statute of 1831? 

A. I did. 

Q. And whether or not you brought to 
other statute that was pertinent to the issue? 

A. I do not remember at this moment any other statute than 
the act of 1831, as embodied in the Revised Statutes. 

Q. Will you please state, Mr. Blount, whether in your argu- 
ment upon this demurrer you brought to the attention of Judge | 
Swayne any citations of any courts construing the statute of | 
1831? 

A. Yes; I did. 

Q. What cases were brought to Judge Swayne’s attention in 
your argument by you? 

A. I remember at this time the case of ex parte Poulsen, de- 
cided by Justice Baldwin, and reported in 19 Federal Cases; 
also the case of ex parte Robinson, reported, as I recollect, 
in 19 Wallace. There were some other cases, but I have 
not had occasion to refresh my memory since that time, and I do | 
not now remember them. 

Q. What was your contention as raised by your demurrer? 

A. My contention was that neither of the three branches of 
the first section of the act of 1831 covered Mr. O’Neal’s case; 
that he was not an officer of the United States, and consequently 


A. 
Q. 
A. 


or not you argued that demurrer before 


his attention any 
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was not engaged in any official transaction; that he was not 
in the court room nor in the presence of the court or so near 
thereto as to embarrass the administration of justice, and that 
he was not in obstruction or disobedience of any affirmative 
mandate, order, or decree of the court. 

Q. Will you state whether or not you argued all those propo- 
sitions fully before Judge Swayne? 

A. I did. 

Q. Later on, I think, witnesses were called, were they not, in 
that proceeding? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Were you present at that time as counsel for the re- 
spondent? 

A. I was throughout the whole proceeding. 

Mr. Manager POWERS. I think, Mr. President, that is all I 
care to interrogate Mr. Blount. 


Cross-examined by Mr. Hiacins: 


Q. Mr. Blount, was any further proceeding taken by you for 
O'Neal, or by O'Neal through you, after the judge rendered his 
decision? 

A. Yes; I applied for and obtained a supersedeas pending a 
writ of error to the Supreme Court of the United States, upon 
the ground that Judge Swayne did have no jurisdiction of the 
case. 

qQ. 

A. 

qQ. 

A. 

Q. 


On that ground? 
Yes. 
Who granted the supersedeas? 
Judge Swayne. 
You applied to him? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Was there any hesitancy on his part in granting it? 
Mr. Manager PALMER. Mr. President, I object to that line 
of examination. 
Mr. HIGGINS. 
Was a bond given? 
A. A bond was given. 
Q. In what amount? 
A. A thousand dollars. 
Q. Did you prosecute the writ of error to the Supreme Court? 
A. I did. 
Q. Did or did not the judge, under the act of 1891, certify 
your question of jurisdiction to the Supreme Court? 
A. He did. 
Q. Therefore the question as to whether his court had juris- 
diction or not of the case as made in Greenhut’s affidavit, and 


I withdraw the question. [To the witness.] 


| your demurrer, and the judge’s certificate all went to the Su- 


preme Court of the United States for adjudication? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What did it decide? 

A. It decided that it was not a question of jurisdiction at all 
brought up by the demurrer; therefore the act of 1891 did not 
apply. 

Q. Did it not decide that the jurisdiction both of the person— 
that is, of O’Neal—and of the subject-matter—that is, the alleged 
acts of contempt—being not challenged, the court would not un- 
dertake to pass upon the merits of the case? 

A. Singly, yes. They said I challenged the facts and did not 
challenge the jurisdiction of the court. 

Q. So, upon the face of those proceedings Judge Swayne's 
court did have jurisdiction of that subject-matter and to try 


| O'Neal? 


4. That is what I understand the court to have decided. 
Mr. HIGGINS. That is all. 


By Mr. Manager Powers: 


Q. A single question, Mr. Blount. The court decided that it 
was the affidavit of Greenhut that gave the court jurisdiction? 

A. Yes; that Judge Swayne had the right to try the general 
class of cases included under the term of contempt, and had 
jurisdiction of the person of O’Neal, and therefore it was not a 
question of jurisdiction. 


3y Mr. li1ecins: 


Q. After that what course did the proceeding take? 

A. I then applied for a writ of habeas corpus to Judge Pardee, 
the presiding judge of the fifth judicial circuit. 

Q. Was that matter heard before him? 

A. It was heard before him and the other judges. 

Q. What other judges? 

A. Judges Shelby and McCormick. 

Q. What was their decision? 

A. Their decision was that the attempt by habeas corpus was 
an attempt to impeach the judgment collaterally, and that, 
Judge Swayne having jurisdiction, it could not be done. 
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Q. Therefore it distinctly rested upon the decision that sa Mr. KEAN. I have no objection to that. 


had jurisdiction? 

A. No. 

Q. Did you or not on behalf of O’Neal in the circui£ court of 
appeals file a supplementary paper stating further facts going 
to show that the district court did not have jurisdiction over 
this matter of contempt, in that the place where the assault of 
O’Neal on Greenhut took place was at a distance from the 
United States court? 

A. I attempted to file a paper of that kind. I do not recollect 
just now whether it was filed or not or whether consideration 
was given to it. 

Q. Did you not recollect that the court in their decision said 
that those considerations contained in that paper made no differ- 
ence? 

A. I think so. Of course the decision would show for itself. 

Mr. HIGGINS. ‘That will do. 


Reexamined by Mr. Manager Powers: 


Q. As I understand, Mr. Blount, both the Supreme Court and 
the circuit court found that Judge Swayne had jurisdiction of 
that case? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Now, did either of those courts go into the merits whether 
under the statute of 1831 he had the right to punish O’Neal for 
contempt? 

A. Neither of them. Both cases distinctly went off on the 
question of jurisdiction. 

Q. In other words, you undertook to get up the question of 
merit and failed? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And failed in both instances? 

A. That is not exactly correct. I did not attempt to get tp 
the question of merits in either case. In the first case I at- 
tempted to show that Judge Swayne did not have jurisdiction 
because the statute of 1831 was, as I contended, the full meas- 
ure of his power, and he had no power to try the case upon the 
facts as shown upon the face of the affidavit. 

Q. Then you took it on a habeas corpus to the United States | 
circuit court? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What did the circuit court say? 

A. I was met by the same response, practically, that the 
judge had jurisdiction of the subject-matter of contempts, and 
whether the statute of 1831 gave him power or not was a ques- 
tion not to be considered by the court. 

Mr. Manager POWERS. I think, Mr. President, that is all | 
the evidence we have in support of the twelfth article. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I move that the Senate sitting as a court 
of impeachment do now adjourn until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate sitting as a court of impeachment adjourned 
until to-morrow, February 15, at 2 o’clock p. m. 

The managers on the part of the House and the respondent 
and his counsel retired from the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore resumed the chair. 


GOLD AND SILVER IN THE ARTS, 





Mr. KEAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
15578) to prevent the use of devices calculated to convey the 
impression that the United States Government certifies to the 
quality of gold or silver used in the arts, and for other pur- 
poses, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments and agree to the 
same. 


JOHN KEAN, 
J. B. FORAKER, 

E. W. CARMACK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. S. SHERMAN, 

JAMES R. MANN, 
D. W. SHACKLEFORD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. GORMAN. Have the Senate conferees agreed to recede 
from all the Senate amendments? 

Mr. KEAN. Yes; but the amendments were substantially 
one, extending the date until the Ist day of January, 1906. 

Mr. GORMAN. Is not that very important to the trade? I 
suggest that the consideration of the conference report go over 
until to-morrow morning. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The consideration of the 
conference report will go over. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 6295) for preventing the adul 
teration or misbranding of foods or drugs, and for regulating 
traffic therein, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that the unfinished business may be 
temporarily laid aside in order that the Senate may proceed 
with the consideration of the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside in 
order that the Senate may proceed with the consideration of the 
agricultural appropriation bill. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 18329) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. HANSBROUGH }. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I attempted before the Senate 
laid aside its leZislative business to make a point of order on 
this amendment, and I started to read the rule regarding it 
when the Senate resolved itself into a court. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is too late to make the 
point of order on the amendment. It has already once been 
made and the Chair overruled the point of order. 

Mr. PETTUS. I understand the Chair decided as to the point 
of order on an amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the Senator is mistaken. 
The point of order was made to the original amendment offered 


| by the Senator from North Dakota, and the Chair overruied 


the point of order. The question now is on the amendment of 
the Senator from North Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is it too late to inquire what 
that amendment is? |[Laugnter.] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is too 
late. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk, to come in on page 36, line 25. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The SecreTary. On page 36, line 25, after the word “ situ- 
ated,” it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That hereafter all money received from the sale of any 


products or the use of any land or resources of the forest reserves shall 
be covered into the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention 
of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSprouGH] and the 
attention of the Senate to this amendment. By an act ap- 
proved February 1 of this year—1905—transferring the For 
estry Division from the Interior Department to the control of 
the Department of Agriculture, it is provided: 

Sec. 5. That all money received from the sale of any products or the 
use of any land or resources of said forest reserves shall be covered 
into the Treasury of the United States and for a period of five years 
from the passage of this act shall constitute a special fund available, 
until expended, as the Secretary of Agriculture may direct, for the 
protection, administration, improvement, and extension of Federal fo: 
est reserves. 

This is the first time, except in the matter of irrigation, where 
the head of any Department of the Government has been au 
thorized to dispose of the property of the United States and 
that the proceeds of the sales thereof should be expended under 
his general direction. The amount heretofore, as I understand, 
received from the sale of timber and from pasturage on lands 
while under the control of the Interior Department, is about 
$60,000 per annum, as near as I can get at it. Under the pro- 
visions of this bill as now amended possibly it will be very 
much greater. 

I think the provision in this special act making the transfer 
was unwise. It was certainly not recommended by the Inte- 
rior Department, which agreed to the transfer, that this special 
fund should be raised. I am informed that it is limited by the 
effect of the act for a period of five years. While I have not 
the slightest objection to vote any proper amount for the pres 
ervation of the forest reservations, I think it most unwise to 
introduce the system of leaving the expenditure of the money 
to the discretion of the head of any Department, and that is 
the reason I have offered the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN], 
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The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I desire to inquire if the words 
in lines 21 and 22 on page 40 “ for the guidance of the officials 
of the various States and of the courts of justice” are still in 
the text of the bill? 

Mr. PROCTOR. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
stricken out? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words which the Sen- 
ator has read in lines 21 and 22 have been stricken out. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I want to call the attention of 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN], which 
has just been declared to have been defeated. It seems to me 
very plain that the provision to which the Senator referred is 
a violation of the provision of the Constitution that— 


No money shall be drawn from the Treasury, but in consequence pf 
appropriations made by law. 


Those lines have been stricken out. 
Do I understand that both lines have been 


It is true that this money may not get into the Treasury. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, yes; it goes into the Treasury. 

Mr. TELLER. Then it is the duty of every public officer who 
gets hold of public money to put it into the Treasury, and it can 
not be gotten out legally except by appropriation. It seems to 
me that is a very ill-advised provision and that it should not 
stand. I can not debate the question at this late hour, and I do 
not suppose it would do any good if I should attempt to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the amendments made 
as in Committee of the Whole be concurred in? 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. McCUMBER. 

morrow, after the Senate shall have adjourned as a court of 
impea 
be taken up for consideration. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North 
Dakota asks unanimous consent that to-morrow, at the conclu- 
sion of the proceedings of the Senate sitting as a court of im- 
peachment, the unobjected pension cases may receive considera- 
tion. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and that 
order is made. 


The 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Mr. ALLISON. 


APPROPREATION BILL. 
I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 


business may be temporarily laid aside and that the Senate pro- | 
ceed with the consideration of House bill 18123, being the Dis- | ; 4 ere 

, | “ dollars,” to insert “ hostler and laborer, $365; ” and in line 21, 
| before the word “ dollars,” to insert “three hundred and sixty- 


trict of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business, being what 
is known as the “ pure-food bill,” may be temporarily laid aisde, 
and that the District of Columbia appropriation bill may be 
considered. Is there objection? 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


making | « go}jars.”” 
: nl cc a : . —~ | “eight hundred ; ” 
) ' ‘ . » een "aqr > a } ’ . ‘ . . . . 

of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, | lars,” to strike out “six hundred and eighty” and insert “ eight 


| hundred; ” so as to make the clause read: 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill 
appropriations 
of the District 
1906, and for other which had been reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
reading of the bill may be dispensed with, and that the Dill 
may be read for 
tee on Appropriations to be first considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that the first formal reading of the bill may 
be dispensed with, that it be read for amendments, and that the 
amendments shall first receive 
objection? The Chair hears none, 


(H. R. 18123) 
to provide for the expenses of the government 


purposes - 


committee 
there 
inade, 


The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 


of ‘“‘ General expenses,” in the items for executive office, 
page 2, line 20, after the word “each,” to insert “ draftsman, 
$1,400; clerk, $1,200;” so as to read: 


, 


Iwo civil engineers or computers, at $1,500 each; draftsman, $1,400; | 


) 


cler $1,200, etc. 


r 
r 


‘he amendment was agreed to. 

‘he next amendment was, on page 38, line 12, to increase the | 
appropriation for the salary of the property clerk, who shall 
supervise the purchase and distribution and have custody of all | 
supplies and stores for the use of the government of the District 


of Columbia, from $1,800 to $2,000. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
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| at $1,000 each; 
| $1,000; two clerks, 


I wish to ask unanimous consent that to- | 
| of said numerical book in addition to their regular duties, and may be 


: : ; ; : ‘ _ | allowed a reasonable compensation for such additional services 
chment, the unobjected pension bills on the Calendar may 





sg oi 
I ask unanimous consent that the first formal | market master, $600 ; for hire of laborers for cleaning markets, $1,800 ; 
| in all, $4,800. 


amendment, the amendments of the Commit- | 


consideration. Is | 
and that order is |} 


The first amend- | 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head | 
on | 


FEBRUARY 14, 


The next amendment was, on page 38, line 18, after the word 
“each,” to insert “ draftsman, $1,200; clerk and stenographer, 
$1,000 ;” and in line 21, before the word “ thousand,” to strike 
out “ seventy-three ’’ and insert “ seventy-eight ;” so as to read: 

Draftsman, $1,200; clerk and stenographer, $1,000; five members of 
the plumbing. board, at $300 each; in all, $78,499. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 2, after the word 
“each,” to strike out “ one clerk, $720” and insert “ two clerks, 
at $720 each;” in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “nine hundred” and insert “one thousand two hundred ;” 
in the same line, after the word “ dollars,” to insert “ one mes- 
senger, $600; one driver, $480;” and in line 11, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “ eighteen thousand three” and insert 
“ twenty thousand four ;” so as to make the clause read: 

For one clerk, $1,500; seven clerks, at $1,200 each; two clerks, at 
$900 each; two clerks, at $720 each; three clerks, at $600 each; one 
clerk, $480; and one superintendent of construction, $1,200; one in- 
spector of fuel, $1,500; one assistant inspector of fuel, $1,200; one 
messenger, $600; one driver, $480; in all, $20,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 6, after the word 
“ dollars,” to insert: 

And the employees in the office of the assessor may be assigned to duty 
in the pengeaee of said numerical book in addition to their regular 


duties, and may be allowed a reasonable compensation for such addi- 
tional services from said appropriation ; 


So as to make the clause read: 


For assessor’s office: For assessor, $3,500 and $500 additional as 
chairman of the excise and personal tax boards; two assistant asses- 
sors, at $2,000 each ; two clerks, at $1,400 each; clerk, arrears division, 
$1,400; four clerks, at $1,200 each; draftsman, $1,200; four clerks, 
assistant or clerk, $900; clerk in charge of records, 
at $900 each; license clerk, $1,200; two clerks, at 
$1,000 each; inspector of licenses, $1,200; assistant inspector of licen- 
ses, $1,000; messenger, $600; three assistant assessors, at $3,000 each ; 


| clerk to board of assistant assessors, $1,500; messenger and driver, for 


board of assistant assessors, $600; oe clerk hire, $500; tempo- 
rary clerk hire for preparing numerical k, $2,500, and the employees 
in the office of the assessor may be assigned to duty in the preparation 


rom 
said appropriation; in all, $46,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 17, after the word 


| “each,” to insert “appraiser of personal property, $1,800;” 


and in line 22, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ fifteen 


| thousand two hundred” and insert “ seventeen thousand;” so 
| as to make the clause read: 


Personal tax board: For two assistant assessors of personal taxes, 


| at $3,000 each; appraiser of personal property, $1,800; clerk, $1,400; 
| assistant 


clerk, $1,000; four inspectors, at $1,200 each; extra clerk 
hire, $2,000; in all, $17,000. ; 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 7, line 19, after the word 


five; so as to make the clause read: 

For coroner's office: For coroner, $1,800; morgue master, $720; as- 
a master and janitor, $480; hostler and laborer, $365; 

il, Pd,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 25, before the word 
to strike out “six hundred and eighty ” and insert 
and on page 8, line 2, before the word “ dol- 


For market masters: For two market masters, at $1,200 each: one 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for “ engineer’s office, 
record division,” on page 8, line 16, to increase the appropria- 
tion for the salary of two messengers from $480 each to $540 
each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 12, to increase the 
appropriation for the salary of messenger from $480 to $540. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 23, to increase the 
appropriation for the salary of assistant permit clerk from $840 
to $900, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 1, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of the engineer’s office, 
record division, from $65,632 to $65,872. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for the maintenance of 
persons now authorized and being paid from general appropria- 
tions, on page 11, line 10, to increase the appropriation for the 
salaries of two skilled laborers from $500 to $600 each. 

The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, on page 12, line 9, to increase the 
total appropriation for the employment of persons now author- 
ized and being paid from the general appropriations from 
$111,140 to $111,340. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 10, after the word 
“ dollars,” to insert: 

One blacksmith, $900; one mechanic, $780; one mechanic's helper, 
aero one hostler, $550; nine dumpmen, at $480 each; one laborer, 

ow. 
and in line 16, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “ four- 
teen thousand seven” and insert “ twenty-two thousand three ;’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

For superintendent of stable, $1,050; foreman of repairs, $1,000; 
one clerk, $1,500; one clerk, $1,200; six inspectors, at $1,200 each; 
two inspectors, at $900 each; one weigh clerk, $950; one blacksmith, 
$900; one mechanic, $780; one mechanic’s helper, $600; one hostler, 
$550; nine dumpmen, at $480 each; one laborer, $450; in all, $22,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 24, after the word 
*“ dollars,” to insert “ clerk and appraiser, $1,000;” and on page 
14, line 2, before the word “ thousand,” to strike out “ seven” 
and insert “ eight;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

Department of insurance: For superintendent of insurance, $3,000; 
examiner, $1,500; clerk, $1,000; statistician, $1,400; clerk and ap- 
praiser, $1,000; temporary clerk hire, $600; in all, $8,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 13, before the word 
“ attendants,” to strike out “two” and insert “ three;” in line 
14, before the word “ attendants,” to strike out “four” and in- 
sert “ five: in line 15, before the word “ messengers,” to strike 
out “two” and insert “three;”’ in line 16, before the word 
“pages,” to strike out “four” and insert “five;”’ in line 20, 
before the word “ charwomen,” to strike out “four” and in- 
sert “ five; and in line 22, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ twenty-three thousand four hundred and twenty ” and in- 
sert “ twenty-five thousand and forty ;” so as to make the clause 
read: 


’ 
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Free public library: For librarian, $2,500; assistant librarian, $1,000; | 


assistant, $900; four assistants, at $720 each; two assistants, at $600 
each; three assistants, at $540 each; copyist, $480; cataloger, $900; 
cataloguer, $720; cataloguer, $600; three temporary cataloguers, at 
$540 each; stenographer and typewriter, $720; three attendants, at 
$480 each; five attendants, at $360 each; three messengers, at $560 
each; five pages, at $240 each; two janitors, at $480 each, one of 
whom shall act as a night watchman; engineer, $900; fireman, $540; 
workman, $480; five charwomen, at $180 each; in all, $25,040. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 15, line 23, after the word “ Sun- 
days,’ I move to strike out the words “two o'clock and ten 
minutes” and insert “from two o’clock post meridian to ten 
o'clock :” and in line 25, after the word “ holidays,’ to insert 
insert the word “ from.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 15, line 23, after the word “ Sun- 
days,” it is proposed to strike out “two o’clock and ten min- 
utes”? and to insert “from two o'clock post meridian to ten 
o'clock ;” and in line 25, after the word “days,” to insert 
“from ;” so as to make the clause read: 

For keeping the library open fifty-two Sundays, from 2 o'clock p. m. 
to 10 o'clock p. m. (eight hours), five holidays from 10 o'clock a. m. 
to 10 o'clock p. m. (twelve hours), and for extra services, three hours 
on Saturday afternoons during July, August, and September, $1,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have agreed with one or two Senators to 
yield to them for a few moments. Before doing so, however, I 
beg leave to offer an amendment to come in on page 5, at the 
end of line 11. I move to insert at that point what I send to 
the Secretary’s desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 5, line 11, after the word “ dollars,” 
it is proposed to insert: . 

And the assessor of the District of Columbia is hereby authorized, 
in his discretion, to accept without penalty all returns of gross earn- 
ings made by companies or corporations on or before August 8, 1904, 
as if the same had been made on the Ist day of August, 1904, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, I will yield to the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. Kirrrepeér}. 


BOUNDARY LINE BETWEEN SOUTH DAKOTA AND NEBRASKA, 


Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 7117) establishing that portion of 
the boundary line between the State of South Dakota and the 
State of Nebraska south of Union County, S. Dak. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill 
named by him, which will be read for the information of the 
Senate. 
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The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

_ Be it enacted, etc., That the portion of the boundary line between the 
State of South Dakota and the State of Nebraska lying and being south 
of Union County, 8. Dak., shall be in the middle of the main channe!} 
of the Missouri River as now existing and the compact between said 
States establishing said boundary line is hereby approved. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL 


Mr. WARREN. I desire to submit a conference report on the 
bill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions 


| of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the 


Bowman Act. In view of the late hour and the somewhat 
small attendance, I am willing that the report shall be printed 
and lie over until morning, and I will call it up immediately 
after the morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to 
have the report printed in the Recorp? 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to have it printed in the Recorp, so 
that Senators may have the benefit of reading it, and I will eall 
it up in the morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that order 
will be made. 

The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 9548) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and 
supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the Act approved March third, eighteen hundred and eighty- 
three, and commonly known as the Bowman Act, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 8, 
4, 5, 6, 11, 13, 19, 23, 27, 32, 37, 41, 42, 45, 46, 50, 52, 56, 58, 
61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77 


si, 


tam, 
78, 79, 84, 86, 87, 92, 93, 95, 96, 98, 105, 107, and 108. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 16, 17, 18, 20, 
21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 28, 30, 31, 33, 34, 35, 36, 40, 44, 47, 49, 51, 
53, 55, 57, 81, 82, 83, 88, 89, 90, 91, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 
106, 109, 110, and 111, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 20 
of said amendment strike out lines 12, 13, and 14: on page 26, 
line 22, strike out “twenty ”, and insert in lieu thereof “ ten”; 
on page 77, line 17, strike out “ McCause”, and insert in lieu 
thereof “ McCance”; and on page 78, line 14, strike out “* Hos- 
kins”, and insert in lieu thereof “ Haskins”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: That the Senate recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the House to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment, as follows: On page 89, strike out line 10; and in lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment of the 
House, insert the following: 

“MISCELLANEOUS CLAIMS AND COURT OF CLAIMS FINDINGS 

“To the trustees of the Memphis Conference Female Insti- 
tute, Jackson, Tennessee, twelve thousand dollars, as compensa- 
tion for occupancy and damages to said institute by the Army 
of the United States during the war for the suppression of the 
rebellion. 

“To Elizabeth A. Ballew, of Kerrville, Texas, one hundred 
dollars, being for beef cattle furnished United States troops in 
the year eighteen hundred and sixty-five. 

“To Eliza E. Hebert, of Iberville Parish, Louisiana, twenty- 
one thousand and ninety dollars, for stores and supplies fur- 
nished the Army of the United States during the civil war. 

“To N. N. Lowry, of Carroll County, Georgia, the sum of one 
hundred and twenty-five dollars, being for the value of a mule 
sold to United States military authorities during the war for the 
suppression of the rebellion. 

“To the members of the band of the Second Regiment Wiscon- 
sin Volunteer Infantry, for the hire, use, and unavoidable 
damage to certain band instruments, their private property, 
while in the service of the United States during the recent war 
with Spain, and to pay to each of said men, or to the heirs, ad- 
ministrators, and assigns of such of them as shall have in the 
meantime deceased, the sums which appear opposite their 
names, as follows, to wit: Henry Johnson, thirty-seven dollars 
and sixteen cents; Charles E. Collar, twenty-one dollars and 
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ninety-one cents; Frank Novotny, seventeen dollars and thirty- 
three cents; Robert Brand, junior, deceased, fifty-five dollars; 
Louis Simmet, five dollars; Fred W. Kohl, twelve dollars and 
sixteen cents; Eugene R. Billett, eight dollars and eighty-three 
cents; Frank A. Kroeff, eighteen dollars and thirty-three cents ; 
Albert Boehm, seven dollars and eighty-three cents; Frank H. 
Kempt, twenty-two dollars and sixteen cents; Herman F. 
Discher, six dollars and sixty-six cents; Joseph J. Nussbaumer, 
twenty-two dollars and sixteen cents; Henry Ebeling, junior, 
three dollars and fifty cents; Herman Nagel, twenty-two dollars 
and eighty-three cents; Ferdinand Wetzel, forty dollars and 
fifty cents; Charles Neumann, eleven dollars and sixteen cents; 
George Johnson, twenty-five dollars; Ambrosius Jachinski, 
twenty-two dollars and sixteen cents; Oscar Hensel, seven dol- 
lars and eight cents; William J. Trier, deceased, thirty-six dol- 
lars and fifty cents; Adolph G. Markworth, thirteen dollars and 
sixteen cents; total, four hundred and sixteen dollars and forty- 
two cents. 

“To Edwin P. Brewer, captain, Seventh Regiment United 
States Cavalry, United States Army, the sum of one hundred 
and ninety dollars and twenty-six cents, said sum of money 
having been deducted and stopped against his pay for a loss of 
certain commissary stores and supplies which occurred by rea- 
son of the defalcations and peculations of Post Commissary- 
Sergeant Maltby, at Fort Huschuca, Arizona, during the summer 
of eighteen hundred and ninety-six, as shown by official reports 
filed in the office of the Auditor for the War Department. 

“To Margaret Dalton, widow of George Dalton, deceased, 
late of Pottsville, Schuylkill County, Pennsylvania, the sum of 
three hundred dollars, being the sum unlawfully collected from the 
said George Dalton by the board of enrollment when drafted for 
service in the Army, he not being a citizen of the United States 
at the time. 

“To Erick Haugen, of Spring Valley Township, Rock County, 
Wisconsin, the sum of three hundred dollars, being the sum un- 
lawfully collected from him by the board of enrollment, namely, 
three hundred dollars to furnish a substitute when drafted for 
service in the Army, he not being a citizen of the United States. 

“To the heirs or assigns of George T. Howard, late of San 
Antonio, Texas, the sum of two thousand and seventy-seven dol- 
lars and eighty cents, out of any money not otherwise appro- 
priated, in full settlement of the amount found to be due the 
said George T. Howard by a board of survey appointed for the 
purpose of assessing damages done to his property by troops of 
the United States. 

“To M. A. Gantt and Son, of Conecuh County, Alabama, the 
sum of one hundred dollars and fifty cents, for board and lodg- 
ing furnished by them to volunteer soldiers who enlisted in the 
Second Regiment Alabama Volunteer Infantry during the Span- 
ish-American war. 

“To Elliott K. Pennebaker, administrator of Warren Mitchell, 
deceased, late of Louisville, Kentucky, the sum of one hundred 
and twenty-eight thousand six hundred and ninety-two dollars 
and twenty-two cents. 

“To Benjamin Burrows, of Orleans County, Vermont, the sum 
of three hundred dollars, being the sum unlawfully collected 
from him by the board of enrollment when drafted for service 
in the Army, and who was rejected upon examination by sur- 
f£eons. 

‘To the legal representatives of John Schlipf, or Stipp, de- 
ceased, late of Crawford County, Pennsylvania, the sum of 
three hundred dollars, being the sum unlawfully collected from 
him by the board of enrollment when drafted for service in the 
Army in eighteen hundred and sixty-four. 

“To Michael Kries, of Atlanta, Georgia, seven thousand four 
hundred and four dollars, being for tobacco furnished the 
Army during the civil war. 

“To the First Presbyterian Church of Knoxville, Tennessee, 
three thousand dollars, being for use, occupation, and damage to 
their church during the civil war by United States troops. 

“'To the Vestry of Christ Episcopal Church, of Holly Springs, 
Mississippi, six hundred dollars, being for the use and occupa- 
tion of their building by United States troops during the war for 
the suppression of the rebellion. 

“To the Methodist Episcopal Church (colored), of Rome, 
Georgia, two thousand five hundred dollars, being for brick and 
other building materials taken and used by the military forces 
of the United States for their use during the war for the sup- 
pression of the rebellion. 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to resettle and readjust, all claims of the States of 
New York, Pennsylvania, and Delaware, for and on account of 
advances and expenditures made by said States in the war of 
eighteen hundred and twelve to eighteen hundred and fifteen 
with Great Britain; and in computing interest on said advances 
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the Secretary of the Treasury shall apply the same rule as that 
which was applied in the settlement of the like claim of the 
State of Maryland, under the provisions of the Act of Con- 
gress ‘approved the third day of March, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-seven.’ 

“For the allowance of claims of certain citizens of Virginia 
for damages to their property incident to the encampment at 
Manassas and march from Camp Alger to Thoroughfare Gap, 
Virginia, as recommended by a board of officers appointed for the 
consideration of claims for damages to property by volunteer 
soldiers during the war with Spain. 

VIRGINIA, 

“To B. F. Adams, of Prince William County, one hundred and 
fifty-seven dollars. 

“To David J. Arrington, of Prince William County, 
four dollars. 

“To Albert G. Beckwith, of Fairfax County, thirty-eight dol- 
lars. 

“To A. M. Brady, of Prince William County, eighteen dollars 
and thirty cents. 

“To Joseph Brent, of Fairfax County, thirty-eight dollars and 
fifty cents. 

“To A. H. Buckner, 
and fifty cents. 

“To G. H. Burke, of Fairfax County, forty-six dollars and 
seventeen cents. 

“To R. A. Burke, of Fairfax County, sixty-four dollars and 
fifty cents. 

“To William Chloe, of Fairfax County, nine dollars. 

“To S. W. Cooksey, of Prince William County, nine dollars. 

“'To Mrs. J. W. Cooksey, of Fairfax County, thirty-nine dollars 
and fifty cents. 

“To Doctor A. G. Coumbe, of Fairfax County, six dollars. 

“To R. R. Crosen, of Fairfax County, thirty-eight dollars and 
seventy-five cents. 

“To William A. Crouch, of Fairfax County, twenty-three dol- 
lars and fifty-five cents. 

“To Robert H. Davis, of Prince William County, fifteen dol- 
lars. 

“To John L. Ditweiler, of Fairfax County, thirty-three dollars 
and thirty-seven cents. 

“Po S. H. Ditweiler, of Fairfax County, eighty dollars. 

“To Albert A. Dewey, of Fairfax County, thirty dollars. 

“To T. E. H. Dickens, of Prince William County, forty-nine 
dollars and fifty cents. 

“To C. C. Dulaney, of Prince William County, fifty dollars. 

“To Robert Dulaney, of Prince William County, fifty dollars. 

“To B. F. Fairfax, of Fairfax County, twenty-seven dollars 
and fifty cents. 

“To Elvira C. Finn, of Fairfax County, three dollars. 

“To Mrs. Margaret M. Fitzhugh, of Fairfax County, thirty- 
seven dollars and seventy-five cents. 

“To J. T. Flaherty, of Prince William County, nineteen dol- 
lars and fifty cents. 

“To Thomas Fletcher, 
and forty-five cents. 

“To Mrs. Jane R. Foley, of Prince William County, thirty- 
three dollars. 

“To Mary Gaskins, of Fairfax County, nine dollars. 

“To Peter Grigsby, of Prince William County, four dollars. 

“To John B. Hart, of Fairfax County, fifty-four dollars and 
sixty-five cents. 

“To Spencer Hoskins, of Prince William County, six dollars 
and twenty-five cents. 

“To Miss Ollie Hinson, of Prince William County, thirty-one 
dollars. 

“To Mrs. B. J. Holden, of Fairfax County, fourteen dollars 
and ninety-five cents. 

“To David J. Hottenstein, of Prince William County, thirty- 
one dollars. 

“To Henry James, of Prince William County, three dollars. 

“To Peyton Johnson, of Prince William County, forty dollars. 

“0.3. ms Kinchloe, of Fairfax County, fifty dollars. 

“To W. 8S. Kinchloe, of Fairfax County, twenty-four dollars. 

ea Pp. Leachman, of Prince William County, eleven dol- 
lars. 

“To Mack Lewis, of Prince William County, forty dollars. 

“To Charles Lions, of Prince William County, thirty-two dol- 
lars. 

“To Samyel Lloyd, senior, of Prince William County, twenty- 
two dollars and forty-nine cents. 

“To Joseph Long, of Prince William County, three dollars 
and seventy-five cents, 

“To Miss Dollie Lynch, of Prince William County, eight 
dollars, 


eighty- 


two hundred and twenty-seven dollars 


of Fairfax County, forty-two dollars 
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“To Charles L. Marshall, of Fairfax County, sixteen dollars 
and fifty cents. 

“To Joseph Mayhugh, of Prince William County, nine dollars 
and seventy-five cents. 

“To James J. MeGahey, of Fairfax County, eighty-two dol- 
lars and ten cents. 

“To Andrew Nelson, of Fairfax County, forty-one dollars and 
ninety-five cents. 

“To Charles Parker, of Fairfax County, twenty-one dollars 
and seventy-five cents. 

“To C. B. Parker, of Fairfax County, nine dollars. 

“To R. T. Payne, of Prince William County, twenty-five dol- 
lars and forty cents. 

“To Bell Phillips, of Fairfax County, ten dollars. 

“'To Miss C. Pullin, of Prince William County, seven dollars. 

“To F. P. Rittenour, of Fairfax County, sixty dollars. 

“To Milton A. Rollins, of Prince William County, eighteen 
dollars. 

“To Alvin H. Rouse, of Prince William County, fifty-six dol- 
lars and seventy-five cents. 

“To James Shirley, of Prince William County, nine dollars. 

“To Joseph L. Speakes, of Prince William County, eighty-five 
dollars and sixty-five cents. 

“To Henry E. Spittle, of Prince William County, twenty-five 
dollars and ten cents. 

“To John Sutfin, of Prince William County, eleven dollars. 

“To C. F. Swetnam, of Fairfax County, thirty-eight dollars 
and five cents. 

“To David Williams, of Fairfax County, one hundred and 
three dollars and fifty cents. 

“To BE. N. Woodyard, of Prince William County, seven dollars. 

“To G. B. Wright, of Fairfax County, six dollars. 

“To Saint John’s Lodge, Numbered Three, Ancient Free and | 
Accepted Masons, of Newbern, North Carolina, five thousand | 
dollars, being for use and occupation of their lodge building for | 
three years during the civil war. 

“For payment of amounts certified by the Court of Claims in | 
Ilouse Document Numbered One hundred and forty-seven, third | 
session Fifty-eighth Congress, as follows: 

“'To Lawrence H. Rousseau, of Pulaski County, Kentucky, late 
colonel Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, the 
sum of four hundred and thirty-five dollars and eighty-two cents. 

“To Carrie M. Boone, of Jefferson County, Kentucky, widow 
of John Rowan Boone, late colonel Twenty-eighth Regiment of 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, the sum of five hundred and | 
twenty-eight dollars and sixteen cents. 

“To Oliver P. Anderson, of Floyd County, Indiana, late colonel 
Eighty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, the sum of 
one hundred and seventy-nine dollars and seventy-three cents. | 

“To Jacob Bedtelyou, of Lapeer County, Michigan, late cap- 
tain Fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, the sum of | 
twenty dollars and fifty-nine cents. 

“To William B. Britton, of Rock County, Wisconsin, late 
colonel Eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, the 
sum of three hundred and ninety-two dollars and ninety-two 
cents. 

“To Alfred A. Garlock, of Ionia County, Michigan, late sec- 
ond lieutenant, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, | 
the sum of sixty-four dollars and eighty-six cents. 

“To Samuel E. Hill, of Fayette County, Kentucky, late cap- | 
tain Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, the sum 
of two hundred and ninety-two dollars and nineteen cents. 

“To Maria Kerby, of Garrard County, Kentucky, widow of 
William M. Kerby, late captain Seventh Regiment Kentucky | 
Volunteer Cavalry, the sum of seventy-six dollars and fifty- 
three cents. 

“To Elizabeth B. Walker, of Hardin County, Kentucky, widow 
of Thomas B. Waller, late colonel Twentieth Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Cavalry, the sum of fifty-four dollars and forty 
cents. 

“'To John H. Ward, of Jefferson County, Kentucky, late colo- | 
nel Twenty-seventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, | 
the sum of two hundred and sixty-five dollars and forty-one | 
cents. 

“To John S. White, of Lafayette County, Missouri, late colo- 
nel Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, the sum 
of one hundred and twenty dollars and thirty-six cents. 

“To Thomas C. Sweeney, of Wheeling, West Virginia, ten 
thousand and forty dollars. 

“To William B. Horner, of Lawrence County, Pennsylvania, 
one thousand two hundred and fifty dollars. 

“To the rector, warden, and vestrymen of Saint Philip’s Epis- 
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and sixty dollars. 
“To Fredrick S. Corbett and Henry C. Corbett, administrators 
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of Sewell B. Corbett, deceased, of Alexandria County, Virginia, 
five thousand seven hundred and ninety-one dollars. 

“To Elza W. Harper, administrator of Thomas J. Whitman, 
deceased, of Hart County, Kentucky, three thousand four hun- 
dred and sixty-five dollars. 

“To The Washington Loan and Trust Company, administra- 
tor of Louisa Summers, deceased, late of Fairfax County, Vir- 
ginia, one thousand eight hundred and sixty-four dollars. 

“To Jennie E. Haller, administratrix of Samuel M. Haller, de- 
ceased, of Cumberland, Maryland, six hundred dollars. 

“To S. S. Bradford, administrator of Maria Gibson, deceased, 
of Culpeper County, Virginia, three thousand two hundred and 
seventy-six dollars. 

“To Carrie Yancey, administratrix of A. W. McCauley, de- 
ceased, of Benton County, Mississippi, four thousand five hun- 
dred and twenty-five dollars. 

“To the heirs at law of Alice Hardaway, deceased. of Benton 
County, Mississippi, two thousand eight hundred and twenty-five 
dollars; ” 

And the House agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 151, 
lines 21 and 22, strike out “twelve thousand two hundred and 
ninety-one,” and insert in lieu thereof “seven thousand five 
hundred ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 
152, lines 3 and 4, strike out “ seven thousand nine hundred and 
eighty-seven,”’ and insert in lieu thereof “ five thousand;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 
157, strike out the whole of lines 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 
and 22, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to examine and settle the claim of the 
Grand Rapids and Indiana Railway Company, for transporting 


| the United States mail under its present corporate name and 
|} under its former corporate name, the Grand Rapids and In- 
| diana Railroad Company, over postal routes numbered twenty- 


four thousand and eighteen and one hundred and thirty- 
seven thousand and eighteen, during the period between July 
first, eighteen hundred and seventy-six, and June twenty- 
seventh, eighteen hundred and ninety-six, both inclusive, allow- 
ing said company whatever sum may be found due, not exceed- 
ing twenty-five thousand and thirty-nine dollars and seventy- 


| five cents: Provided, That the sum found due shall be accepted 


by the said company as full satisfaction of all of its claims 
against the United States arising from such services. And the 
said sum found due is hereby appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated ” ; 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 38. and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 161, 
line 7, strike out “ eight,” and insert in lieu thereof “ five;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 
iG1, line 17, strike out “ fifteen thousand” and insert in lieu 
thereof “ ten thousand five hundred;” and in line 20 strike out 
“ five thousand,” and insert in lieu thereof “ three thousand five 
hundred ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 163, 
lines 6 and 7, strike out “seven thousand and forty-six dollars 
and twenty cents,” and insert in lieu thereof “ iive thousand 
dollars ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 48: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 48 
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On 
page 165, line 8, strike out “ devisees ’, and insert in lieu thereof 
“ representatives ”; and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 51, and 
| agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 


167, line 24, strike out “ fifteen thousand’”’, and insert in lieu 
thereof “seven thousand five hundred”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 59: That the House recede from its 





‘ 
$i 
Bt 
¥, 
i 
fH) 


2558 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 14, 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 59, | tion of the effect of the action agreed upon and submitted in 


and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On 
page 170, line 11, strike out “allowed”, and insert in lieu 


thereof “ certified’: and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 60: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 60, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 172, 
line 12, strike out “ allowed ”’, and insert in lieu thereof “ certi- 
fied; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 178, 
line 17, strike out “the different counties ”’, and insert in lieu 
thereof “Gila County ”; and in line 19 strike out “ counties” 
and insert in lieu thereof “county”; and on page 179, line 3, 
strike out “counties”, and insert in lieu thereof “ county ”; 
and in line 8 strike out “amounts”, and insert jn lieu thereof 
“amount”; and the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its | 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 85, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 181 
strike out the whole of lines 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24; 


a? at 


| 
| 
| 
| 


ot 


the accompanying conference report on the amendments of the 

Senate, namely : 
The bill as 

follows: 


reported by the Senate carried amounts as 


(1) SUMMARY. 








| Number} 
jofclaim-; Amount. 
| ants. 
Bowman and Tucker Act claims.................-..--.- | 921 $1, 358, 817. 52 
French spoliation claims ---. _: Re a ae | 529 752, 660. 93 
Miscellaneous Court of Claims findings -.............-.- 4 79, 367. 22 
ee ea an ee ee 125 875, 206. 00 
For investigation and report (to Congress) -...-...-.-- D hatiinesndéne 
For investigation and settlement (by Departments) --. iD citaieladeaen 
For reference to the Court of Claims. .................. | 14 Sie A 
| For reference to Court of Admiralty. -..............-.- Ree cei ee “=e 
POE DEE ETM MUN 6 oad onvavnecscnuebincdsnavatees OP ticscncueeke 


and on page 182 strike out the whole of lines 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, | 


9, 10, 11, and 12, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to pay to Walter H. Taylor, administrator of Richard 
Taylor, deceased, of Norfolk, Virginia, the sum of eleven thou- 
sand nine hundred and forty-six dollars and eighty-one cents, 
remaining unpaid, of the amount appropriated to be paid to 
John A. Brimmer, junior, administrator of John Gilliat, de- 
ceased, of the firm of Gilliat and Taylor, in the Act entitled 
“An Act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriation for the fiseal year ending June thirtieth, eighteen 
hundred and ninety-one, and for prior years, and for other pur- 
noses >” 
tions of this Act, but an asset conveyed by deed in the dissolu- 
tion of the partnership of Gilliat and Taylor, said deed of con- 
veyance of this claim from John and Thomas Gilliat of said 
firm to Richard Taylor being dated May twelfth, eighteen hun- 
dred, and prior to the ratification of the Treaty of September, 
thirtieth, eighteen hundred. And so much of the Act of June 
thirtieth, eighteen hundred and ninety-one, as authorized the 
payment of the said sum of eleven thousand nine hundred and 
forty-six dollars and eighty-one cents to the administrator of 
John Gilliat, deceased, is hereby repealed ; ”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 94: That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 94, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 194, 
strike out the whole of lines 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24; 
and on page 195 strike out the whole of lines 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 
9, 10, 11, and 12, and in lieu of the matter stricken out, insert 
the following: 

‘To John S. Mosby, of Virginia, the sum of three thousand 
nine hundred and fifty dollars, being for the value of seven thou- 
sand nine hundred pounds, more or less, of tobacco taken and 
used by United States military forces in the year eighteen 
hundred and sixty-five. But it is provided that any portion of 
such sums representing tobacco beneficially belonging to the 
father, sister, or other relatives of said Mosby, shall be held in 
trust by him accordingly ;” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 97: That the House from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 97, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 198, 
line 1, strike out “ damage or;” and in line 6 strike out “or,” 
and insert in lieu thereof “and; and in line 12, strike out 
“damage or;:” and at the end of line 12 insert “not exceeding 
the sum of fifty thousand dollars ;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, 


1ts 


recede 


F. E. WARREN, 
Wma. M. STeEwarT, 
THOMAS S. MARTIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
THAD. M. MAHON, 
THEO. OTJEN, 
T. W. Sims, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Statement of managers on part of the Senate. 


The managers on the part of the Senate at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 9548) 
for the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies re- 
ported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act 
approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the “ Bow- 
man Act,” submit the following written statement in explana- 


the same not being an assigned claim within the limita- | 





1,612 | 2,566,051. 67 


(2) During consideration of bill by the Senate, the following 
amounts were added: 


Bowman and Tucker Acts claims: 
Arkansas—Gordon 


ee ae $5, 705. 00 
District of Columbia—Carpenter —._....-.-----.---~- 1, 253. WO 
DER RR —- OCD asin hn he er ie een eens 6, 326. 00 
SSS re ear enianpieamenaeoeell 2, 370. OO 
Mississippi—Worthington 18, 835. 00 


CRUE sinss Sis cclnacith chee weiner lalla i schaadh atsis aticin an ahaa dinah eat caiteihil 34, 489. 00 
Miscellaneous claims (direct appropriation) : 
IN NG isnt ks hes ee wince ae Bie ae thd 480. 00 
Se a eae ae ae 2, 396. 28 
I a 165. 44 
WOON i = 2k ee Bae ee San beh eee ee 2, 062. 06 


5, OOO. OO 
8, 524. 10 
356. 10 


Sweeney - 


WV one Gk IINOOEs 6a Schad cold be enone 
GD i ertcpn eter enetn 


KS ae we Ome ewe ewe wee eee oe oa 





eee 18, 983. 98 
2° 


Making total Bowman and Tucker Act claims $1,393,306.52. 








Making total miscellaneous claims for direct appropriation 
$894,189.98. 
(3) These additions would make the above summary, cor. 
rected, as follows: 
SUMMARY. 
Number 
ofclaim- Amount. 
ants. 
a — 
Bowman and Tucker.acts claims --..............--.----- | 926 $1,393,306. 52 
French spoliation claims -----. .--.- iain Wiese osigecanog | 529 752, 660. 93 
Miscellaneous Court of Claims findings. -...........-. oe 4 79, 367.22 
Miscellaneous claims -.............-.-------------+----+- 122 394, 189. 98 
For investigation and report (to Congress) -..-.......- D athe oce ce 
For investigation and settlement (by Departments) -.-| tte dushenk 
For reference to the Court of Claims -..............---- IE Raenasitie ehbt gia 
For reference to Court of Admiralty -..........-..-...- TRO ai hci adea 
Wor Pollet CLG DRM < ckcc om ccdinkandesciacocumaisads Pe thease asin 
ae Samal dina Slee eine Lagasse ended AAC hn oe 1,685 | 2,619,524. 65 





Total amount carried by bill as it passed Senate, $2,619,524.65. 


(4) Amounts in bill as it passed Senate, afterwards dropped in con- 
ference. 
Bowman and Tucker Act claims: 
Louisiana—Citizens’ Bank 


- $215, 820. 89 
Maryland—Targarona (cut from $20,000 to $10,000) _ 


10, 000, 00 


225, 820. 89 


Total 


Miscellaneous Court of Claims findings: 
PUIG Tid, MOEN psn ssinlanioncitnhatlesenag satan tem cnigeaaaiiandisgaiagebcclends 
ne ee ee ee eee ee ee 
ae ee 
i 8 ee ee ee ae eee 





TORS | sisccinsclacdaran ws cctudaip casement een ab aaa 79, 367. 22 
Miscellaneous claims (for direct appropriation) : 

pe oa ee 10, 519. 20 
I iii ch saat 6 cabernet vi cg lain tid tenia 5, 000. 00 
A. G. Boone (cut from $12,291 to $7,500)____-_____ 4, 791. 00 
Priscilla R. Burns (cut from $7,987 to $5,000)______ 2, 987. 00 
MOET Dis ns bettie canitis 3, 950. 00 
SONS Dit i cn cient athena 26, 538. 00 
SUOCUINIR Cie, err sitesi ai coun ences ent vei oeemanan 7, 200. 00 
Grand Rapids and Indiana Railway Company (de- 

ducted because change from direct appropriation i 

to “For investigation and settlement ”)__.._-__-__ 25, 039. 75 
Co ee EE, EE ecinicnsntinniaitstnaindaglinarhinioninatn inte eactiingtstalinin cetaan 3%, 000. 00 
Wa. Os ce cccccedinneinn dee ee 12, 487. 14 
Jean Louis Legare (cut from $8,000 to $5,000) ___--~ 3, 000, OV 
Newport disaster (cut from $15,000 to $10,500)___- 4, 500. 00 
ES SUPE FOO iainauissiercs comnts e <Secene tena ontuanwtoen 2, 062. 06 


2, 097. 83 
2) 046, 20 


Re a ae ee ws 
Edward H. Murrell (cut from $7,046.20 to $5,000) __ 


Postal Telegraph-Cable Company_._.___....___---- 2, 155. 19 
Potomac Steamboat Company______._.___________. 5, 090. 00 
ae Ee ae 2, 000, 00 












~~. 











































sgh i 


peat oe ee eRe 


4 
4 
ty 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 2005 9 


Miscellansess eigtme——Gantianee, $5, 000. 00 The motion was agreed to and the Senate proceeded to the 
Thema ©, DG icine cipicinniaiimniaageiiiacintetuintmntons , . i ntive ine te : : ane} 
ae W. Tibbetts (eut from $15,000 to $7,500) 7’ 500. 00 consideration of executive business. After three minutes spent 


Van Senden & Kay (W. R. Austin & Co.) --------.. 85, 000. 00 | in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 















































eS and Joseph A. Springer--------- 2, ro a. and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
jenry O. Beanett..n.nc..ccc.nn-ncenseeeeneasnemas 2. —— > walintnale eridi 
aa 427. IT Wednesday, February 15, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
TE. WH. BRO ne retpiriititi mmm caiasenes 5. 2 ees 
SUNS e TINIE . ncoismsiiseseiaiapianiiesiababminigunenen eal 10, 892. 86 CONFIRMATIONS 
Georgia Railroad and Banking Company_------.--_. 4, 880. 68 i eg - ¥ ‘ : - 
I UI ltl ical atta ace teannssananbes 1, 859. 91 | Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 13, 1905, 
Alabama and Tennessee River Railroad Company—_. 11. 00 | POSTMASTER 
Charlotte and South Carolina Railroad Company. 4, 589. 01 — 
TO, Mis IIIS ca sstascaesh coset mecmeneceniaehe aipteamidianiomeneaitcletiatiaas eos 52 VIRGINIA. 
Greenville and Columbia Railroad Company--——---. 6, 325. SF Thomas L. Rosser to be postmaster at Charlottesville, in the 
Lawrens Triton COmGIN okie iiccenteiintiiencies 375. 00 . one? 
Manassas Gap Railroad Company___-__---_________ 89.12 | county of Albemarle and State of Virginia. 
Memphis and Charleston Railroad Company----.... 20, 947. 93 a en : : aii == ee , 2007 
Richmond and Danville Railroad Company_~-----. *" 15. 95 Executive nominations confirmed bythe Senate February 14,1909. 
Richmond and York River Railroad Company___..-. 270. 35 ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
South Carolina Railroad Company_...---.---..... 46. 70 ; : 
Western North Carolina Railroad Company__-.____ 22. 69 James B. Reynolds, of Massachusetts, to be Assistant Secr 
oe a: re 356.10 | tary of the Treasury. 
gO ae 222, 845. 75 ASSOCIATE JUSTICE SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA. 
(5) Summary of amounts of Senate amendments dropped in conference. Eugene A. Tucker, of Nebraska, to be associate justice of the 
Bowman and Tucker acts claims_.___._.........-------- $22: 25, 820. 89 | supreme court of the Territory of Arizona. 
Miscellaneous Court of Claims findings._._.__._.._.--.--.~- 367. 22 east 4 Es . 
Miscellaneous claims (for direct appropriation) .......-_ 253° 845. 75 UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
tN oe ee ee ee 528, 033. 86 =a H. a eee o _— Mexico, to be United States attor 
(6) Summary of amounts of Senate amendments retained in bill in conference | ney for the district of New Mexico. 
ee ae | POSTM ASTERS. 
| Number = 
a claim-; Amounts. | eee GEORGIA. 
ants. | William H. Marston to be postmaster at Fitzgerald, in the 
| county of Irwin and State of Georgia. 
Bowman and Tucker acts claims -...........-..-.--.--- 925 | $1, 167, 485. 63 MASSACHUSETTS. 
i eee ee al 529 | 752, 660. 93 a . ie ‘ 
Miscellaneous claims (for direct appropriation) -......| 96 | 171,344.23; Benjamin Derby, jr., to be postmaster at Concord Junction, 
we snvestigntien ane separ Lt eS adeacuacienal | a |-nenen enna nnne | in the county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
‘or investigation and settlement | ‘rederic R ins > ‘tmaaster : latortow : } 
[ane 4 Rannreneleee | Frederic Robbins to be postmaster at Watertown, in the 
For reference to Court of Admiralty.......--.--------- aap ov ae county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
Wer TenneE Dicks TG aaa sins wo stne wenn cestemeniniegs F leceseccoccese Herbert H. Russell to be postmaster at Waverley, in the 
eee ek Ne. Re ee 7 632 2, 001, 490.79 county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
Leonard A. Saville to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
) Pr ee - county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
(7) Proof. J 
Amount of bill as it passed Senate (see paragraph 3)___ $2, 619, 524. 65 MISSISSIPPI. 
= = Lene ng 4 amendments dropped in conference 528 033. 86 Felicie L. Delmas to be postmaster at Scranton, in the county 
RE OF accent arsaiaan aetna ved, Noo. S” | of Jackson and State of Mississippi. 
Amount of Senate amendments retained in conference Andrew J. Hyde to be postmaster at Meridian, in the county 
(see paragraph 6) -------------~---~--~-~----~---- ; 2, 091,490.79 of Lauderdale and State of Mississippi. 
(8) Total amount of amendments peeqeess by the NORTH CAROLINA. 
House to Senate amendment numbered 2, $293,580.98. Bernard W. Leavitt to be postmaster at Southern Pines, in 
Amount of that amendment dropped in conference_____ 67, 211. 38 | tng ty of Moore and & ate. inns Pe 
Amount of that amendment retained in conference_____ 226, 369. 60 | the county of Moore and State of North Carolina. 
—$—$—$ James D. Parker to be postmaster at Smithfield, in the county 
Proof (see above total amount of amendment pro- of Johnston and State of North Carolina 
STE Banc citndvccicesencoananegich cent enciamnidlinicamentaine 293, 580. 98 F ae 
(9) Total of all Senate and House amendments re tained in bill in con- . 7 
: oe ie INJUNCTION OF SECRECY REMOVED. 
Total of Senate amendments retainec see para- ec, me fees 
OO ON cn vetscnnncenenenmapaiailiaiensingatitiiampinitiaiaiannnapsiaiinsiiaaeesiinias $2, 091, 490. 79 On F ebruary 1:3, 1H AD i 
Total of House amendments to Senate amendment 2, ok etna Ordered, That the injunction of secrecy be removed from the 
OO EEE eee 226, 369. 60 | proceeding . -alled ¢ rps a » arhitrati nnendiver 
Add claim of John S. Mosby (changed from “for refer- ii —s . = the ao-calke d Jiney Paunce fote = bitration tre aty 
ence to Court of Claims ” to “ direct appropriation ”)—- 3, 950. 00 with Great Britain, signed on January 11, 1897, including all 
ea | amendments and votes thereon, and the yea-and-nay vote on 
Grand total -------------------------------- 2, 321, 810. 39 | the final disposition of the resolution of ratification. 
(10) FINAL SUMMARY. | On February 13, 1905: 
Number! Ordered, That the injunction of secrecy be removed from the 
of claim-| Amount. views of the minority on the arbitration treaties with Great 
| ants. | Britain and other European powers ratified by the Senate on 
r . | Pema 25, 2O0G. 
Bowman and Tucker acts claims .............-...---.-- | 946 | $1,197, 272. 60 
French spoliation claims - a bovcce hocasesenmesesso} 529 12, 660. 93 | 
Miscellaneous claims (for direct appropriation) paihehininsans | 199 371, 876. 86 | 


For investigation and report (to C arene RAL IO 
For investigation and settlement (by Departments) .---! 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 





For reférence to the Court of Claims _.................- Tree » Bo, 2 J ONL 
For reference to Court of Admiralty ...-......... | Tu ESDAY, I ebruar Y 14, 1905. 
For relief from liability --...-.--.--.-------------+-+---- The House met at 12 o’clock m. 


QE cc sscnaskitétiniiitnitdtinabibiiteaee: Baie | 2,82, 810.90 | Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Covpven, D. D. 
| The journal of yesterday’s proccedings was read, corrected, 


F. E. Warren, | and approved. 
Wa. M. STEW ART, | PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 
Tuomas S. Martin, | Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker - 
Managers on the part of the Senate. | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
LIST OF ARBITRATION TREATIES, ETC. Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, l ask unani- 
Mr. LODGE presented a statement showing the constitutional | ™°US Consent to make a personal explanation about a charge 


methods of making and ratifying treaties in certain foreign | ™®4¢ 0" the floor yesterday by the gentleman from New 

countries, and also a list of arbitration treaties and conven- [Mr. Hearst}, and I shall give the House this assurance, that 

tions submitted to and acted upon by the Senate; which was in that explanation I will not reflect upon any Member of this 

ordered to be printed as a document. body, but simply state the facts in the case. I believe it is 
anne qusame. Se aeeuiine = pag gy = a ne — oe I at least 

CUTIVE expia it to the Members o us hiouse, 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
sideration of executive business. Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Reserving the right to object, 
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I will ask the gentleman whether he is satisfied that under the 
personal privilege he can make an explanation such as he has 
outlined that will make no reflection on others at this time? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, personally 
I have no doubt that the occasion is one in which a personal 
privilege might be asked; but anticipating that objection may be 
raised, and knowing that no possible criticism could be made of 
the statement in explanation which I shall make to this House, 
even by the gentleman from New York himself, I take this mode 
of presenting this explanation to the House; and if at the close 
ot my remarks a single Member of this body desires to have 
any of them stricken out, I will make the motion myself. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MACON. I understand that this involves making an ex- 
planation personal to himself. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Absolutely. 

Mr. MACON. In my humble judgment time enough belong- 
ing to the people was burned here yesterday. An explanation 
at that time might have been very proper. Now I think it im- 
proper, and therefore I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas objects. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, let me ask 
the gentleman from Arkansas if he will give me his attention. 
I think the gentleman from Arkansas will be fair and allow 
me to make a statement. ; 

The SPEAKER. 
consent. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I 
the gentleman addressed his question to me I would be glad to 
answer. 
not speak in the gentleman’s time. 
and, under the ruling of the Chair, I could not make a reply 
then. I would have been glad to make it. This 
time, under parliamentary rules, that I could have an oppor- 


man from Arkansas to withdraw his objection. Will the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas kindly withdraw his objection? 
Mr. MACON. 


nation personal to himself. 
Member I would object. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I promise that absolutely. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, has not the gentleman the right 
to demand this as a personal privilege? 

The SPEAKER. That matter has not been presented. 

Mr. MADDOX. I suggest it to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. 
sent. Is there objection? 

Mr. RHEA. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky rises in his 
place and objects. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hearst] stated on the floor of the House yesterday 
that a John A. Sullivan had been convicted of manslaughter in 
Cambridge, Mass., in 1885, and said this: 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 


I would like to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts [Jonn A. SuL- 
LIVAN] if he knows anything about that incident, and whether, if 1 de- 
sired to make a hostile criticism, I could not have referred to that 
crime ¢ 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that if common language is easily 
understood, that definitely imported that I had been convicted 
of manslaughter. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hearst] 
turned to me and asked the only JoHN A. SULLIVAN in this House 
if he had chosen to criticise me whether he could not have done 
it by doing it in that manner rather than in the manner in which 
he did it in his newspaper. Under the circumstances of his 
statement and of the newspaper charge which wus printed last 
Thursday, it is absolutely impossible to conceive that he meant 
any other John A. Sullivan in this universe except the Repre- 
sentative from the State of Massachusetts, and if there is any 
occasion which entitles a Member to the right to rise as a mat- 
ter of privilege, I respectfully submit that this is the occasion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls attention, as the Chair 
understands it, to the remarks of the gentleman from New, York 
[Mr. Hearst], reported on page 2505 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. No, Mr. Speaker, on page 
2504, the second last paragraph in the second column. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rises to a question 
sonal privilege. The gentleman can state his question 
sonal privilege. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
Speaker. 


of per- 
of per- 


I have stated it, Mr. 
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| shut the door against him. 


The gentleman can make it by unanimous | 


: _. | man responded by striking him, and a fight ensued. 
rose and said that if | 





The gentleman did not reply, and obviously I could | 
Other Members interrupted, | and took the part of my father in the struggle. 
is the first | 


: | and became unconscious. 
tunity to make a reply to that statement, and I ask the gentle- | 


With the distinct understanding that the gen- | 
tleman will refer to no other Member except to make an expla- | 


if he would reflect on any other tence against me, as I was then but a boy 17 years old and in 


| my first year at the law school, and without any moral guilt in 


Ss ; | out of the court a free man. 
The gentleman has asked unanimous con- | 


| appeared. 


FEBRUARY 14, 


The SPEAKER. Nobody makes the point against it. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Very well, Mr. Speaker. 
When the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hearst] stated yes- 
terday that a John A. Sullivan had been convicted of man- 
slaughter in Cambridge, Mass., I rose and addressed the Chair, 
and said: 


Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York has asked me a question 
which I desire to answer, if he desires an answer. If he does, I shall 
answer it. 

The gentleman from New York ignored this offer, and my op- 
portunity to reply then and there was cut off by the interrup- 
tions of several Members and by the ruling of the Chair. So, 
therefore, I desire to make a personal explanation of the charge 
which the gentleman makes. 

It is true that on November 24, 1885, my father, Eugene J. 
Sullivan, and myself were convicted of manslaughter in the 


| superior court of Middlesex County, in the Commonwealth of 
| Massachusetts. 


The case arose in this manner: My father was 
the sole proprietor of a licensed hotel, known as the “ Central 
House,” in Cambridge, Mass. An intoxicated man, who was not 
a guest of the house and had not entered the hotel that day, 
came to the main door, and my father, observing his condition, 
Thereupon the man went around, 
through the back door, and broke a window. 

My father went out upon the street, took the man by the col- 
lar and demanded payment for the damage he had done. The 
It is a fact, 
and one that has never been denied, that no weapons of any 
kind were used by either side. I came upon the scene for the 
first time when my father was being overpowered by this man, 


The jury found that the man was knocked down by a blow 
from nry father’s fist, and struck his head against the curbstone 
There was testimony in the trial of 
the case that he never recovered consciousness, and died some 


two days after the assault. 


At the conclusion of the trial my father was sentenced to 
three years in the house of correction. The district attorney 
of his own motion stated to the court that he would ask no sen- 


the matter at all; that I was held solely because I was present 


,} and was a party concerned in the assault, and was only tech- 


nically guilty. Accordingly the court placed my case on file. 
I was not fined one cent nor imprisoned one minute, and walked 
[Prolonged applause. | 

After eighteen months of my father’s term had been served, 


| the govenor’s council of Massachusetts, which is the pardoning 


power in that State, pardoned him. And their action was due 
to the fact that two witnesses who did not appear at the trial 
in the court came before the governor’s council and testified. 
one that he had gone with the deceased the day of the assault, 
and later in the day to a hotel in Boston, where he obtained 
liquor, and that the deceased came back with him that night 
intoxicated. Mark you, gentlemen, that in the trial the uncon- 
tradicted evidence was that the man was assisted to his home 
and was put in bed unconscious and remained unconscious 
until he died. So this was the first time that that evidence 
The other witness testified that during the night 
the deceased got up in his house, and while proceeding toward 
the yard which adjoined the premises, pursuant to a eall from 
nature, fell down a flight of stairs, was then picked up uncon- 
scious, brought to his bed, and remaned there without regain- 
ing consciousness until he died. 

That testimony did not appear at the trial in the court. 

This new testimony raised a doubt in the minds of the 
governor’s council as to whether the fall upon the curbstone 
or the fall downstairs had caused the man’s death, most of them 
inclining to the view that it was the fall down the stairs which 
produced the fracture of the skull that resulted in unconscious- 
ness, and from which he never recovered. The official record 
appears in the volume of the Massachusetts Acts and Resolves 
of 1888, pages 591 and 592, and contains a statement of the 
pardon, which I desire the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No. 18. Eugene J. Sullivan. Convicted of assault, superior court, 
Middlesex County, November 24, 1885. Sentenced to three years in 
house of correction. Pardoned May 25, 1887. Pardon was recom- 
mended by all the jurors who convicted the prisoner; by ex-Governors 
Rice and Claflin; the Hon. A. W. Beard; Hon. H. C. LopGe; Hon. Hugh 
O’Brien, mayor of Boston; Hon. James A. Fox, ex-mayor of Cambridge, 
and many other prominent gentlemen, including clergymen. It appeared 
that the prisoner was under great provocation, his premises having 
been forcibly invaded. There was grave doubt in the minds of the com- 
mittee as to just how Driscoll met his death, and they were greatly 
influenced by the testimony of Surgeon-General Holt, that it could not 
have happened from a blow of the fist. There was much conflicting 


testimony as to what happened to Driscoll when he reached home after 
the affray, and it appeared that he received little or no care for nearly 
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twenty-four hours afterwards. Upon a very careful consideration of all 
the circumstances connected with the case and the evidence of a large 
number of witnesses who testified before the committee, both as to the 
assault and the previous good character of the prisoner, who appeared 
to be a good-natured, easy-tempered man, the committee were of the 
opinion that the ends of justice had been subserved, and that a pardon 
should be granted. 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Speaker, the 
most that can ever be alleged against me is that I was tech- 
nically guilty of this offense. For even the district attorney 
admitted that I was not morally guilty; and I am constrained 
to say that if my deceased father were now alive, and he were 
to be attacked in my presence, I would come again to his de- 
fense. [Applause.] The facts in this case were fully pub- 
lished in all the newspapers of the city of Boston at the time. 
Cambridge is a suburb of Boston, and therefore what is known 
in one city is quickly known in the other. All these facts were 
before my constituents when I was elected to the senate of 
Massachusetts in 1900 and 1901 and to the Congress of the 
United States in 1902 and 1904. And it was not until twenty 
years after the alleged offense that any individual was found 
who felt that it was necessary or proper to allude to the cir- 
cumstances of the case. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts and Mr. SHOBER rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts rise? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask 
unanimous consent to make a statement relative to this case, 
which can not possibly be offensive to any Member of this 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GARDNER] asks unanimous consent to make a statement touching 
the matter referred to, which he states can not possibly be 
offensive to anybody. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, when the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN], my colleague, 
came to Congress I suppose that I was his greatest friend polit- 
ically and personally on the Republican side of the House, and 
I suppose that I am his greatest personal friend on the Repub- 
lican side of the House to-day. I have known the gentleman for 
many years. I served in the Massachusetts Senate with him. 
He came to us not from the demuralizing school of city politics, 
not from the demoralizing practices of city councils, but he 
came to us direct from the people without previous political ex- 
perience. Because he was in a Republican district, and because 
the Democracy of that district knew that the nomination of an 
ordinary man would not carry success, he, on account of his 
remarkable standing in that community, in spite of his lack of 
experience in politics, was nominated and elected to the Senate. 

This, Mr. Speaker, was in a Republican district, and he came 
to the Senate absolutely untrammeled by those unfortunate 
alliances which only too frequently tie the hands of politicians 
in cities. He came to us in debt to no man, in debt to no public- 
service corporation, and throughout his career he acted in a 
manner which showed that he could not be under such entan- 
gling obligations. His tendencies were radical, while mine 
were conservative. Wediffered frequently on matters regarding 
public-service corporations. We differed frequently on matters 
regarding the factory laws. He believed in such factory laws 
as are advocated by the radicals, and I, on my part, fearing 
that many of them would hamper our industries in Massachu- 
setts, favored laws less radical. But, Mr. Speaker, throughout 
the time that I served with him, neither on the floor of the 
Senate nor in committee, did I ever know or hear of his casting 
a suspicious vote, of his saying an unfair thing, or of his 
making a statement without previously ascertaining its exact 
truth. There is no man in politics in Massachusetts to-day, 
be he Republican or be he Democrat, for whom I would more 
quickly personally lay down my life on the proposition that he 
is entirely honest, absolutely above reproach, and almost tod 
good a man to be in politics. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. SHOBER rose. 

- The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. SHOBER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SHOBER. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday in his remarks 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SuLLivAN], whom I 
have no desire or wish to criticise—and I desire to say in ad- 
vance that there is to be no personal allusion except to myself— 
used this language: 

It is true that they would obtain some slight support from those 
who assembling under that banner would indicate less love for old- 
fashioned Democratic principles than for an oppessomity to display 


themselves in the phosphorescent light of those literary fungi euphe- 
mistically called “ newspapers,” 
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Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to place myself right upon the 
record, thinking it is due to myself and to my constituents. 1 
desire to state that whatever principles I have advocated on the 
floor here have been the principles that were dear to my heart 
and will always, I believe, be dear to my heart, and that the mo- 
tives that inspired me are not the motives imputed in this re- 
mark. I desire to say that I believe that other gentlemen on 
the floor who have advocated the principles so ably supported 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hearst] are proud to 
find and feel that their views are like his. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hearst] and I think alike on great Democratic 
principles, and if the result has been a profound admiration on 
my part for him I am proud of it. It is unfair, therefore, that 
base and unworthy motives should be attributed to me for sup- 
porting his views, and I desire to set myself right on the 
record. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
reported the bill H. R. 18969, making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1906, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I desire to re- 
serve all points of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi reserves all 
points of order. 

AMENDING SECTION 4410, REVISED STATUTES OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
18200) and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill the title of 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18200) to amend section 4410 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, before unani- 
mous consent is granted I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question and then I would like to have an explanation. Has 
this bill been unanimously reported by the committee? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, this bill was unanimously 
reported from the committee. It was presented to the House on 
Saturday and an objection was made by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. SHeritey]. I am now prepared to— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Has this been unanimously 
reported from the committee? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, we want to know what the 
bill is? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman please 
make a short statement? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the title of the 
bill. 

The title of the bill was again reported. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I would ask an explanation of the nature of the bill. Of 
course the title gives no information as to its contents at all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The bill undertakes to classify the in- 
spectors of steamboats, steamboat hulls, and steamboat ma- 
chinery, all of them being put upon an equal footing and now clas- 
sified and put upon a basis for a fair division of the salary al 
lowances for the whole of them, and it was objected to by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, properly I think, because Louisville 
and Cincinnati were in a class which probably they ought not 
to be in, and I am now going to yield to the gentleman from 
Kentucky to make a motion to transfer those two inspection 
ports into another classification. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This legislation is intended 
to prevent recurrence of such eyils as grew out of the burning 
of the General Slocum? I not only have no objection, but I 
think it is good legislation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Speaker, I am just going to remark, calling 
attention to this particular phase of the bill which I think will 
be cured by the amendment that will be proposed by my friend 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHertey|—I was just going 
to offer an amendment to that particular part of the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not care who offers it, either you or 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Sueriry]}. I yield to the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. ZENOR. It makes no difference, so we get the amend- 
ment. 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, unanimous consent has not been 
given, I understand. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware of it. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I wish to ask the 
gentleman from Ohio: This same proposition was at one time 
before our Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, sir. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not this year. 

Mr. MANN. Not this year; but the proposition during the 
present Congress was before the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce last year, and the General Slocum disaster 
has simply been used as an entering wedge and as a hammer to 
put through a proposition which I understand originally was 
simply to increase the pay of the inspectors. I think I am right 
about that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 


It does not increase that pay. 

Mr. MANN. Ah, but the gentleman is mistaken. I 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I withdraw the bill. If the gentleman 
desires to kill this legislation I have no objection. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mx. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 18467) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1906, and for other purposes. And pending that motion, I will 
ask the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Meyer] how much time 
he desires for general debate? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. We would like to have four hours 
on this side; which would mean, of course, eight hours of gen- 
eral debate, four hours on this side of the House and four hours 
on the other side. 

Mr. FOSS. I would like very much to shorten the time for 
general debate, if we could, a little, and make it about three 
hours on a side. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 
all points of order on this bill. 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Meyer] 
agree to three hours on a side? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I would not consume the time of 
the House unduly, but I assure the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Foss] that from the applications that have been made on 
this side of the House for time four hours are required; and I 
trust that he will yield to it. If we can shorten the debate 
during the course of th> consideration of the bill I shall be 
very glad to do so. But the gentleman must remember that 
quite a2 number of Members desire to be heard, not alone on 
this bill, but on matters pertaining to the general state of the 
Union. Therefore I trust that the gentleman from Illinois 
{ Mr. Foss] will consent to four hours on each side. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, then, that 
the general debate be four hours upon a side. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, the river and harbor bill 
is pending, the sundry civil bill is now reported to the House. 
and the general deficiency bill must come. There are less than 
three weeks of Congress remaining. I suggest that the gentle- 
men agree to less time than eight hours. That means two full 
days. 

Mr. FOSS. I should be glad to do so. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Well, Mr. Speaker, one hour more 
or less may make very little difference. I understand from my col- 
league, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss], that he will 
not require all of the four hours which would be apportioned to 
him, but on this side we deem it important to have it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will suggest to the gentleman that on 
the sundry civil bill there is likely to be something of a debate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I believe we should load up 
at the beginning, and then we will not be worried to death at 
the close. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 
ness of the House. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Does the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Wriutrams] think that we can work off all the speeches 
on this bill so that they will not interfere with the others that 
are to come up? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Meyer] that he couple with that proposition 
that the House meet to-merrow and the following day at 11 
o'clock. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 

The SPEAKER. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve 


I think it would expedite the busi- 


I have no objection to that. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss], 
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pending the motion to go into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, asks unanimous consent that general 
debate be allowed with four hours on a side, eight hours alto- 
gether, and that to-morrow and the succeeding day the House 
meet at 11 o’clock. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. Foss was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. DALZELL in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill, the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18467) making appropriation for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move to dispense with the first 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. BAKER. I object, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fom Illinois [Mr. Fass] 
asks unanimous consent to dispense with the first reading ofthe 
bill. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Baker] objects. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee in- 
formally rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] 
moves that the committee rise informally. 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Datzett reported that the Committee on 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 18467) making appropriation for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


REMOVAL OF SNOW AND ICE FROM CROSS WALKS AND GUTTERS, 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Mc- 
CLEARY] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of a joint resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resoluion (H. J. Res. 218) to provide for the removal of snow 


-_ ice from the cross walks and gutters of the District of Colum- 
a. 


Resolved, etc., That the sum of $5,000 is hereby sepreetetes, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the removal 
of snow and ice from the cross walks and gutters in the District of 
Columbia; one half of said sum to be paid out of the revenues of the 
District of Columbia and the other half out of the Treasury of the 
United States. 


Mr. WILLIAM$ of Mississippi. Is this the first or the second 
appropriation for the removal of snow and ice? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. This is the second appropria- 
tion this session, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Are we to have a separate 
snow and ice removal appropriation every time it snows in the 
District of Columbia? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. By way of answering the 
question of the gentleman from Mississippi, which is an en- 
tirely proper one, I desire to submit the appropriations that 
have been made since the year beginning with 1899. 

In 1899 the regular appropriation was $1,000, but it was 
found necessary later that year to have a deficiency appropria- 
tion amou iting to $11,000. 

In 1900 the appropriation was $1,000 and the deficiency 
$1,000. 

In 1901 the regular appropriation was $1,000 and the defi- 
ciency appropriation $1,000. 

In 1902 the regular appropriation was $1,000 and there was a 
deficiency appropriation of $5,000. 

In 1903 the regular appropriation was $1,000 and there was 
no deficiency. 

In 1904 the regular appropriation was $1,000 and the defi- 
ciency appropriation $10,000. 

From this it will appear, Mr. Speaker, that sometimes tlic 
appropriation of $1,000 is sufficient. That is the regular appro- 
priation. Sometimes the necessities of the case necessitate 4 
deficiency appropriation. That is the ease this year. It is 
impossible to estimate in advance what the deficiency may be, 
so we make a regular appropriation in the bill of $1,000, and 
on special occasions we have to report a deficiency,-as we are 
doing now. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I do not ob- 
ject to this specific piece of legislation on account of the money 
appropriated so much as on account of the inefficacy with which 
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much of the money seems to be expended, and that applies to all 
these regular and these deficiency appropriations for snow and ice 
removal. There seldom comes a day in the winter in Washing- 


ton when there is not a material menace to the future welfare | 


of the country by some statesman’s slipping up on some side- 
walk in front of some public square. If we could even be 
assured that a statesman was to be saved by this, and not have 
his neck broken, that illustrious men who have heads on their 
necks, and who within those domes have accumulated thought 
of incalculable benefit to the United States, there might be some 
excuse for all this regular and deficiency system. 

But I have never been able to find one consolation in the 


| 
| 
| 


} 
| 





Taking into consideration all the matters which the commit 
tee had before it, this, in its judgment, is a very moderate bill. 
There are a few of its general characteristics which I 
to point out. 

In the first place, there are no new clerks provided for in the 
bill, except three at the Naval Academy, where there has been a 
doubling up in the number of midshipmen. In the second 
place, there are no increases in the salaries of clerks. In the 
third place, it has been the general principle of the committee 
this year to provide for no new construction in our navy-yards, 


desire 


but only to authorize appropriations to meet the contracts for 


actual situation, except it be on the principle, perhaps, that | 


Members might break their arms and thank God it was not their 


heads. It seems to be that a better method ought to be de- | 


vised. I shall not object. 
Mr. MADDOX. I want to ask the gentleman a question or 
two. Why not wait and let the snow and ice thaw naturally? 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I want to say to the gentle- | 


man that this is in anticipation of the thaw which we are ex- 


pecting to come soon, and it is to provide for carrying the water | 


off. If some work is not done the gutters will not carry off the 
water, and it will then pass into the cellars. That is the very 
purpose for which this appropriation is asked-—to cause the 
water to pass off in the gutters. 

Mr. MADDOX. I would like to know what we have done in 
the way of removing snow and ice this winter? 


move apparent and not unnatural misapprehension relative to 
this matter, it seems necessary to say that this appropriation is 
not for the clearing of the sidewalks; it is not for the clearing 
of the streets. It is for the purpose of clearing the snow and 
ice from the cross walks and gutters. 

It is proper to say in this connection that the court has held 


work already authorized. In the fourth place, there is com- 
paratively no new legislation in this bill, only a very few mat 
ters which perhaps might be called new legislation. 

This bill provides for an increase of 3,000 in the number of 
men, in order to equip or man the ships which will come into 
commission during the coming year. It also provides for an 
increase of 1,000 in the number of marines, and some petty 
officers. 

As to the authorization for new ships, this bill provides for 
the construction of two first-class battle ships of 16,000 tons 
each. These battle ships will each cost $7,775,000, making in 
all $15,550,000. ‘There is no appropriation in this bill for these 
ships, nor is there any necessity for any, in view of the fact 


| that it takes quite a year to prepare the plans and specifica 


| tions and advertise for the bids. 


so we are not appropriating 


| in this bill a single dollar toward the construction of those two 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, in order to re- | 


recently, Mr. Speaker, that the citizens of the District of Colum- | 


bia are not bound to clear the snow from the sidewalks in front 
of their houses. This city differs from other cities in this, that 
the land running back to the building itself is owned by the 
Government and not by the man who puts the property on it. 
‘rhe Government of the United States owns in fee the streets, 
the land covered by sidewalks, and the parking in front of the 
buildings. In consequence the court has held there is no obli- 
gation on the citizen to clear the sidewalk in front of his build- 


ing. Returning to the subject-matter of this resolution, this | 


has nothing to do with the clearing of the sidewalks, but is 
for the purpose of permitting the water to pass off without 
doing harm when the thaw comes. 

Mr. MADDOX. If my friend from Minnesota seriously thinks 
that is necessary, why, I will let it go. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. McCreary of Minnesota, a motion to recon- 


sider the last vote was laid on the table. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the naval appropriation 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly again resolved itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (H. R. 18467) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1906, and for other purposes, with Mr. DALzety in the chair.. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
first formal reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, this bill making appropriations 
for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, 
carries an appropriation of $100,070,079.94. This is an increase 
over the naval appropriation act of last year of $2,564,939. 

The committee had before it estimates to the amount of 
nearly $120,000,000, the exact figures being $119,699,638.34: but 
after a careful consideration of these estimates, and after hear- 
ing from the chiefs of the different departments with reference 
to them, the committee made reductions amounting to nearly 
$20,000,000, and the committee believes that, notwithstanding 
these large reductions which have been made from the esti- 
mates, it has recommended appropriations sufficient to carry 
or the naval establishment and not harm its efficiency. 


battle ships. 

When the Secretary of the Navy appeared before the com- 
mittee he recommended three different schemes as to a nayal 
programme for this year. 

The first scheme presented by the Department was for three 
battle ships, five scout cruisers, six destroyers, six torpedo boats, 
and two squadron colliers. To construct these would cost $42,- 
250,000. That was the first scheme suggested by the Navy De- 
partment. The second scheme was for three battle ships, six 
destroyers, and one squadron collier, amounting to $29,200,000. 
The third scheme of the Department was for three battle ships, 
amounting to $23,250,000; but the committee recommended in 
this bill two battle ships, costing altogether $15,550,000. 

So it will be seen that after considering the schemes proposed 
by the Navy Department the committee have recommended a 
moderate increase in our naval establishment for the coming 
year, 

Mr. Chairman, I have tried to make my report as full and 
comprehensive as it is possible, calling attention to the more im- 
portant matters in the bill, and I do not think that at this time 
I will speak further upon the general outlines of the bill. 

In this report I have given a table of the number of vessels 
which are now under construction. I have also shown the cost 
of maintaining the different types of vessels each year—a bat- 
tle ship, an armored cruiser, a protected cruiser, a torpedo-boat 
destroyer, and a torpedo boat. 

Now, unless there are some questions that some gentlemen 


| desire to ask at this time I will yield the floor to another. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make 
a few inquiries of the chairman of the committee. This bill car- 
ries the largest sum that any appropriation bill has ever car- 


| ried for the naval establishment, if I remember correctly? 


Mr. FOSS. Yes; a larger sum than any previous naval 


| appropriation bill. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Can the gentleman give the committee 
any information as to what the cost of the maintenance of the 
naval establishment will be when the ships that are already 
authorized have been completed and finished? I have not been 
able to ascertain that from the hearings. 

Mr. FOSS. I have not made any estimate as to that, nor 
do I think the Department has. I see in the report of the 
Paymaster-General that the cost of maintenance of our ships 
in commission last year was less than $20,000,000. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What would be the annual charge for 
the whole Department? 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman means for navy-yards and every- 
thing? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The administration, operation, and 
maintenance—what would be the total charge for the naval 
establishment, including administration, maintaining, and oper- 
ation of vessels and everything pertaining thereto? 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman means after the ships that are 
under construction have been completed? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. I can not give the gentleman a statement at the 
present time. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. TI would like to make an inquiry as to 
some details of which I am not advised. I notice that the num- 
ber of ships already completed—that is, large and small—is 139, 
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and the number now under way is 47; so that about two-thirds 
of the Navy in the line of vessels has already been completed. 
But the 47 are very much larger in size, relatively speaking, 
than the vessels that go to make up the 139. Now, the bill 
carries about one hundred millions, and the gentleman has in 
his bill about forty-two millions for the increase, to complete 
present contracts. That would leave for the annual appropria- 
tion $58,000,000. Would it be the judgment of the gentleman 
that if you increase the Navy one-third, which would be about 
the increase and perhaps more of the number incomplete, that 
it would increase the general cost of the establishment one-third? 
If so, you have got nearly $90,000,000 a year. 





Mr. FOSS. No, I would not say that for the reason that at 
the present time we are building up the Naval Academy. That 
will be completed and out of the way. Here is an appropria- 
tion in this bill of nearly a million dollars for that purpose. 
During the last few years we have been building up navy-yards. 
When the Spanish-American war came on a number of them 
were closed. We have been opening them and building them up. 


This year we have a large appropriation toward construction in 
navy-yards. When they are fully equipped and in good shape it 
will not be necessary to put so much money into the yards. 

Take the matter of hospitals. We have been building a good 
many hospitals because we have not had any heretofore; so 
that when these are built up there will be no necessity for ap- 
propriation for them, only for their general maintenance. 

As to the other matters in this bill which relate more particu- 
larly to shore establishment, I think there will be a reduction, if 
anything. All these appropriations which relate to maintenance 
of the fleet on the sea or the pay of the men and providing for 
the men, of course this would necessarily be increased propor- 
tionately ; but the cost of the shore establishment I think will 
not increase proportionately, but rather decrease. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The probability is that it may decrease 
some? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Do I understand that no estimate has 
been made by anyone connected with the Department as to what 
later on, when the Navy is completed, the programme is carried 
out—what the annual charge of the whole navy establishment 
will be, so that we can have some idea of what it is going to cost 
us to maintain the whole establishment at its maximum con- 
dition? 

Mr. FOSS. The only estimate I have ever seen is one which 
appeared in the public press giving $77,000,000 as the amount 
for maintaining the establishment after the present ships are all 
fully completed. 

I asked the Navy Department whether or not they had pre- 
pared an estimate showing that fact, and they told me they had 
not prepared any estimate which they could send to me. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Would it be practicable for the gentle- 
man to get an estimate during the pendency of the bill? 

Mr. WATSON. What estimate? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. An estimate of the annual cost of the 
maintenance of the naval establishment. 

Mr. WATSON. After the vessels now building shall have 
been completed? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 

Mr. WATSON. 
not, that it would be about $65,000,000? 


Yes, and in commission. 


Does not the chairman 


so understand? 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The chairman says $77,000,000. 
Mr. FOSS. The only statement I saw was in the public press, 


would not do it. They said they had not then made any state- 
ment that they were willing to give out on the subject. 
, Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. This programme does not include 


our final equipment of the Navy? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. ‘That is, it may be larger even yet? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Yes. We have not fixed our 
miximum for our naval strength? 

Mr. FOSS. Congress has not fixed any maximum. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, it would be valuable for us to 
know what the cost is going to be of the full maintenance even 
under this programme. I have something that I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss]. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will 
permit, right on the suggestion made by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Lirrrerretp], I think the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs in the Senate last year gave an estimate 
that it would cost $100,000,000 a year to maintain the Navy 
after the vessels that are now in course of construction are 
completed, without then providing for the construction of any 
more, and that if the plans are carried out, as seemed to be the 
purpose it would cost about $200,000,000 a year; that is, with 
forty-eight battle ships, armored cruisers, etc, 
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Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand that the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs in the Senate gave 
an estimate. I think he gave an expression of opinioy, but no 
estimate, I think, has been made based on facts; at least I 
have seen none. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, I notice, if the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Foss] will bear with me further, that under date 
of January 8, 1905, the Secretary of the Navy reports $14,837,- 
111.39 deficiency for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. I 
would like to inquire of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] 
how that deficiency arose, and whether or not we can have any 
guaranty, if the bill passes with its present size, that there 
may not still be another deficiency at the end of the fiscal year 
June 30, 1906? The gentleman has it in detail. I would like 
to have the gentleman explain, if he has the letter of the Secre- 
tary, somewhat in detail, and if he will bear with me later I 
may desire to inquire further as to some other items. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad the gentleman has 
asked the question, although it is a matter which perhaps more 
properly comes up under the deficiency Dill. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly; directly there. 

Mr. FOSS. I shall try to answer the question. There is a 
large deficiency this year, amounting to over $14,000,000, and it 
has been occasioned in this way: The Chief of the Bureau of 
Construction and Repair, together with the Chief of the Bureau 
of Steam Engineering, sent in an estimate to the amount of 
$30,000,000 this year to meet contracts on ships already under 
construction. These estimates were prepared last fall, but when 
the chiefs came before the Committee on Naval Affairs it was 
stated that the rate of construction had been so rapid during 
the last few months that it would be necessary for some part of 
this $30,000,000, to be immediately available. So $7,000,000 of 
the thirty millions was asked to be immediately available so 
that it could be used before July 1 next. Then we told them 
that to put in the words “ immediately available” would make it 
subject to the point of order, and that anyway it was properly 
a deficiency matter, and that the proper place for them to go was 
to the Committee on Appropriations, which prepared the defi- 
ciency bill. 

So we reduced our estimates $7,000,000, and that $7,000,000 
goes into the general deficiency this year. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is construction and machinery. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. Now, last year our appropriation under 
this same item was about $4,000,000 for construction and ma- 
chinery less than it really ought to have been; that is to say, in 
our bill last year the Secretary of the Navy in the regular esti- 
mates called for—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He called for $4,000,000 more than you 
recommended. 

Mr. FOSS. He called for $4,000,000 more than he recom- 
mended in the regular estimates, but when he appeared before 
the committee, or rather before he appeared, he sent a letter, 
stating that the progress of the construction was not as rapid 
as he expected, that it was not likely that they would need as 
much as that, and requested that we reduce that appropriation 


| by $4,000,000, and I have his letter, which will go in the Recorp, 


Why, they have already stated, have they | 


| the estimate under the 


and I tried to get the Navy Department to verify it, but they | 
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| so that this deficiency is due practically to two things. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 6, 1904. 

Str: Referring to the estimates of the mony Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, I am of opinion, after consuitation 
with the chiefs of the bureaus concerned and careful consideration, that 
heading “‘ Increase of the Navy, construction 
and machinery,” may be safely reduced by $4,000,000, thus making the 
sum to be a ae ey in the naval Ete riation bill, now under con- 
sideration, $19,826,860 instead of $29,826.860, and that the estimate 
of $400,000, under the heading “Increase of the Navy, el ment,” 
can be safely eliminated from the bill. The amounts required to be 
sare riated under the heading “‘ Increase of the Navy” would then be 
as follows: 


“ Construction aml SNe ” ois on tcc $19, 826, 860 
a ig OR CE EE Es 12, 000,000 


pnt UNG Wii se ee 31, 826, 860 
36, 226, 860 





4, 400, 000 


Ww. i. = 
W. H. Moopy, Secretary. 
Hon. Grorce EpMuUND Foss, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs. 
House of Representatives. 

In the first place it is due to the fact that our appropria- 
tions upon the recommendations of the Department last year 
were too small. They were based upon the rate of con- 
struction of ships in our navy-yards at that time, and we all 
know, those of us who have taken the trouble to investigate it, 
that the construction of ships was congested, very much con- 
gested, and has been for the last two or three years. The Ohio 
was built out on the Pacific coast, at San Francisco, and was 
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completed three years behind her contract. Now, the Nebraska, 
for instance, being built by Moran Brothers, at Seattle, the time 
upon her contract has been extended eighteen months. The 
Virginia, which is being built at Newport News, her contract 
has been extended fourteen months. The contract for the New 
Jersey, at the Fall River shipyards, has been extended thirteen 
months, and also the Rhode Island, for fourteen months. In 
other words, for the last two years we have had great conges- 
tion in our shipyards, until about twelve months ago, when the 
rate of construction was greatly accelerated. 

Now, our appropriations of a year ago were based upon the 
slow rate of construction in our yards, but soon the yards began 
to work more rapidly, so that during the last year we have put 
in commission more ships than we ever did in a previons year, 
and for that reason our appropriations last year were a little 
short, and for that reason also they are asking that some of 
our appropriations this year, which would ordinarily go in the 
appropriation bill for the fiseal service beginning next July, 
part of them at least be made immediately available, or, in other 
words, go in the deficiency bill this year. Now, this congestion 
in our shipbuilding concerns was due to the fact that there have 
been a great many strikes throughout the country. There was 
a strike at the big shipbuilding works at San Francisco. There 
was trouble at the Moran Works at Seattle, and in fact at all 
our shipyards there have been a great many labor troubles, but 
those things have been settled during the’ last year, and then 
the further fact there is comparatively little merchant-marine 
work on hand, so all the laber has been turned in on the Goy- 
ernment work; therefore to-day the construction of our ships 
is moving more rapidly than perhaps at any previous time in the 
whole history of our building up of the Navy. Now, that is a 


condition which could not have been foreseen and which prob- | ; . 
| actual amount to be expended during the fiscal year. I[ am 


ably will never arise again. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the chairman give the | 
gentleman what the estimates are for the next year and the | 
year after on the present building programme, to show him how | 


greatly they fall off? 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. We have that right in the report. 
Mr. FOSS. They fall off very considerably. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That accounts for the items of defi- | 


ciency under the increase of the Navy. 
Mr. FOSS. Yes. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, the question I have is this: In 


your bill for 1905 you cut the estimates down how much—eight 
or nine or ten million dollars? In your present bill you cut the 
estimates down nearly $20,000,000. 
Mr. FOSS. Yes. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 


us to provide against that by an appropriation limiting the 
amount that shall be expended during the fiscal year, or is it 
possible for the Navy Department, with contracts already made 
involving a contingent expenditure in addition to what you 
have in your bill of forty-three millions of money—is it compe- 





tent for them to increase the expenditure during the year 1906 | 


above your $100,000,000? Do I make myself clear? 
Mr. FOSS. Why 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will any business conditions justify it 
so far as they are concerned? In other words, at the end of 
the year 1906 are we likely to come in again with a deficiency 
ef thirteen or fourteen millions of dollars? 
Mr. FOSS. Oh, no. 
Mr BUTLER of Pennsylvania. They are running full blast now. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then, let me ask this other question. 





I notice an item for transportation of $168,400. That is for the | 
I am not familiar with the business of the Depart- | 


year 1905. 


ment, and I do not know how that deficiency arises. I would 


like to inquire about that. And there are items under the Bu- | 


reau of Ordnance, $500,000 for the year 1905. 


Mr. FOSS. ‘Those items are explained in this document, of | 


which I presume the gentleman from Maine | Mr. Lirr.eriecp| 
has a copy. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is it the report of the committee? 

Mr. FOSS. It was transmitted by the Secretary of the Navy 
to the committee. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not know that I have seen it. Is 
the document you refer to a letter from the Department? 

Mr. FOSS. It is a letter from the Department, sending up 
these deficiency items to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. LIUIPTLEFIBLD. 
committee then. Can the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] 
briefly state the circumstances under which, for instance—— 

Mr. FOSS. Take, for instance, the matter of transpertation 
and navigation. This is what the Department says: 
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The amount which will have been expended for transportation during 
the fiscal year which ended June 30, 1904, is $287,981.93, that expendi 
ture being on the basis of 28,000 men. ‘Three thousand additional men 
having been allowed by Congress for the current fiscal year, an increase 
of at least 10 per cent over the amount expended during the previous 
fiscal year will be necessary ; and as the appropriation for 1905 is but 
$254,000, it is estimated that a deficiency of $62,720 will oceur. The 
Burean has accordingly estimated the amount of the deficency at 
$65,000. 


Mr LITTLEFIELD. One hundred and sixty-eight thousand 
dollars is the item I had in mind. That is the deficiency for 
the maintenance of colliers. 

Mr. FOSS. That follows in the next paragraph: 


When the estimates for maintenance of colliers for 1905 were made 
up, it was supposed that the number of colliers under the merchant 
service would be so reduced that but four first-class and five second- 
class colliers would remain under the merchant service, and an esti- 
mate of $224,604 was made up. It was found impracticable, however, 
owing to the number of officers and men which will be required fer the 
new vessels of the Navy, to make the proposed reduction, and an esti- 
mated deficiency of $168,460 will occur during the present year. The 





Mr. FOSS. 
| in the Recorp. 


Now, what is to prevent the accelera- | 
tion of work in the yards during the fiscal year 1906 and thus | 
our having a deficiency at the end of that year under precisely | 
the same circumstances? In other words, is it competent for | 


| Mr. FOSS. 


I do not think I had that from the | 


sam is based on the estimated monthly pay and subsistence of the offi- 
cers and crews of the colliers, as closely as it has been practicable to 
calculate. 
Now, that is the explanation they give for that deficiency. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Can you state briefly the explanation 
for the $500,000 deficiency in the “ordnance and ordnance 
stores” for 1905? I do not know but that they are of the 
same general character. I have not seen the letter the gentle 
man is reading from. 
It is quite a lengthy letter, which I will place 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Can you give it just in a word? What 
I want to get at really is whether the Navy Department is so 


| constituted in connection with your appropriation comuiittee 


that, as a matter of fact, we have not any control over the 


not advised about the details, and I have to confess that I do 
not understand it. But the most of this deficiency occurs 
during this fiscal year. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. While the Chief of the Bureau of Ord- 
| nance, Admiral Mason, states in his letter of December 10, 
| which is a lettér which has gone to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, that various causes have led to the deficiency which has 
been anticipated for some time, the Bureau has been unable 
to reach an approximate estimate of amount until several 
months have elapsed, showing expenditures. 

The proper maintenance of a large number of vessels now in 
commission entails on this Bureau under this appropriation 
| much heavier expense than before. One item in an account men- 
| tioned above is for about $125,000 for ammunition to prop- 
| erly fit out the vessels on the Asiatic Station. Another item, 
which has not been previously estimated for, is for $25,000 for 
great-gun targets for great-gun practice. There occasionally 
arises in this Bureau a great many things which are not esti- 
mated for in advance, and which can not be foreseen. For in- 
stance, it may be necessary to increase our fleet on the Asiatic 
coast. It may be necessary to send a ship here or there, which will 
require some additional work on the part of the Bureau of Ord- 


| nance that was not foreseen at the time the estimates were made. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
a habit. 


But these deficiencies are not 


Oh, no; this is very unusual. 

| Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I am making no objection to the ex- 
planation of the details. The gentleman has very frankly 
stated what are the contents of the bill. 

Mr. FOSS. We are glad to give any information we have 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Here is the provision in the bill for 
yards and docks: “ Maintenance of yards and docks, $50,000 
deficiency.” 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is that due to a fact of improper esti- 
| mate of appropriation or does it come from some exigency that 
will require during the fiscal year the expenditure of the money? 

Mr. FOSS. That was due to the genera! increase in the 
amount of work, in view of the fact that we have more yards 
| and they are building up our yards to-day, and it is quite likely 
that that appropriation will increase rather than diminish in the 
years to come. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. This is an appropriation for the general main 


| tenance of all the yards and docks, and there are a large number 
| of them, as the gentleman is aware, on the Atlantic, the Gulf, 
and the Pacific coast. It is quite likely that the general muin 
tenance fund will increase for these, whereas the appropria- 


tion for new work, new construction in yards, will diminish 


| Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Ought it not to be for Congress to say 


| how much shall be expended in each fiscal year? 
Mr. FOSS. Yes. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And not the Department enlarge the 
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expenditure and then come here with these large deficiencies? 
It may be that these deficiencies are absolutely necessary. I 
am not sufficiently advised about that. If it is absolutely neces- 
sary that the Department must have a free hand, and thus en- 
large appropriations, why of course that is an incident to the 
peculiarity of the Bureau; but if it is not, it seems we ought 
to be able to fix a limit upon these expenditures. 

Mr. FOSS. We have that power now. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Or the Nayy Department itself, inde- 
pendent of this question of unusual exigencies for the Navy in 


reference to new construction, and with private enterprise en- | 


gaged in the construction of vessels, therefore for this enlarged 
power of construction of the navy-yards outside of that, why 
should there exist these large deficiencies? 

Mr. FOSS. I would say there might arise emergencies which 
might absolutely make it necessary, but if the Cengress does 
not appropriate for a deficiency, why, the Department can not 
expend a single dollar more, and will not than is in this bill. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I appreciate that we expect to mate- 
rially increase the Navy and we must appropriate for that. I 
believe we ought to hold the Departments to a stricter accounta- 
bility, and ought to hold them to the appropriations that are 
made. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is, the expenditures for the 
year shall be confined to the appropriation? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Precisely; and it seems to be an ab- 
normal development in 1905, and I have just called the atten- 
tion to it for fear that, perhaps somewhat partially from a 
habit, they might continue it until 1906. I do not wish to be 
understood as making any reflection upon anyone in connection 
with it. 

Mr. FOSS. I understand. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Or any reflection on the committee re- 
porting the bill. 

Mr. FOSS. I understand the gentleman perfectly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The committee has acted perfectly 
fair in the matter. Now, here is the Naval Hospital of Wash- 
ington, D. C., 1905, a deficiency of $60,000, and the Naval Lab- 
oratory, $20,000. Now, there is $80,000, and I think the gentle- 
man in his statement did not adequately cover these deficiencies. 

Mr. FOSS. When this matter was before the Naval Commit- 
tee a year ago, the Naval Committee made up its mind we ought 
not to expend any more than this appropriation recommended 
in last year’s bill for this purpose. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And that precaution 
been followed by the Department, and if the Committee en Ap- 
propriations had recommended an appropriation it ought to 
have been followed. 
are always made by the various Departments. Perhaps they 
are made in perfect good faith, and then they investigate, and 
go to work and anticipate appropriations, and then come to the 
Committee on Appropriations and say, “ Here are the needs of 
the country, gentlemen. We believe you ought to pay these 
bills. We have incurred them in good faith;” and they always 
get the deficiency appropriation. 

The only thing about it is whether we can have either such an 
understanding or such legislation as will put the control of the 
purse of the United States in the Congress, and not leave to 
any Department or any bureau the power to exceed an appro- 
priation. 

Now, I say I do not wish to be understood as reflecting upon 
the distinguished head of the Navy Department, because he is 
a man of high character and great ability, and I have for him a 
great personal admiration, and I do not think for a moment 
that he would intend to allow the law to be violated in this par- 
ticular; but certainly unless attention is called to these mat- 
ters in connection with these bills the first thing we know the 
Treasury will slip away from us, not by degrees, but very 
rapidly ; that is, if this instance which we find here is an illus- 
tration. 

I do not wish to interrogate the gentleman further upon that, 
but I should like to make one further inquiry. I have already 
taken occasion to call attention, during the pendency of quite a 
number of appropriation bills, to the fact that during this year 
we shall have a deficit in the expenses as compared with the 
receipts of something like twenty millions of money. With the 
appropriations already made and those to be made later it 
looks as though the deficit at the end of the next fiscal year 
would be anywhere from $80,000,000 to $90,000,000 of money. 
It is my purpose to go over that somewhat in a general way, if 
I get the time. Now, in view of the fact which I have stated, I 
should like to inquire of the gentleman whether there are any 
items in this bill—of course I understand that the authoriza- 
tion of two new battle ships is not a charge upon the coming 
fiscal year— 


Mr. FOSS. Not this year. 
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ought to have | 


This is the way these large deficiencies | the searching investigation which the committee have given to it, 
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Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Except that it will authorize contracts, 
and when the contracts are made, if made in time, we will then 
have an addition of fifteen millions to the $43,000,000 of author- 
ized contracts for the building of ships, within which expendi- 
tures might be made. 

Mr. FOSS. But the appropriations for these ships author- 
ized in this bill will cover three years. 

Mr. DAYTON. And possibly five. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I understand that is not a charge upon 
the revenues for 1906. 

Mr. FOSS. No. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It is simply along the line of the devel- 
opment of the existing programme for the building of the Navy 
and getting a sufficiently effective arm of service in that con- 
nection. Now, I should like to inquire whether there are any 
items in this bill that could be wisely stricken out in order that 
we may at the end of the next fiscal year have our expenditures 
within our income? I have no doubt the gentleman has very 
carefully considered every item involved in this bill, and that 
his committee have done the same thing, and I do not wish to 
intimate that there is any item in this bill that is not called for 
by existing exigencies. If there is, I should like to join with 
the gentleman in striking it out, to reduce expenditures and 
cut it down within the limits of our income. 

Mr. FOSS. I want to say to the gentleman from Maine that 
the committee have very carefully gone over this bill time and 
time again, have examined it probably more times and have had 
more hearings upon this than upon any previous naval appropri- 
ation bill; and if this bill to-day contained anything which was 
not necessary for the coming fiscal year it would not be here. 
The committee, in other words, have gone over it so carefully 
that they are prepared to state to this committee that they do 
not believe there is a single item here that can be reduced with- 
out destroying in some manner the efliciency of our naval sery- 
ice for the coming fiscal year. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have no doubt that the committee 
have faithfully gone over the matter. 

Mr. FOSS. And the fact that they have reduced the esti- 
Inates 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Something like $20,000,000—— 

Mr. FOSS. The fact that they have reduced the estimates 
$20,000,000-—— 

Mr. DAYTON. And the estimate for the naval establishment 
itself from $54,000,000 to $49,000,000—— 

Mr. FOSS. These facts, constituting a larger reduction prob- 


| ably than the reductions from estimates on all of the appropria- 


tion bills which will come before this House, indicate not only 


but I think are a sufficient answer to the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, I should like to ask a further 
question. if I do not embarrass the gentleman by my interrogation. 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman can not embarrass me at all. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is this: The gentleman is in 
charge of one of these large appropriation bills and connected 
with one of the most expensive branches of the public service, 
and I suppose he concedes, as we all do, that we are confronting 
a situation—— 

Mr. WM. ALDEN 


SMITH. And one of the most impor- 


{ tant—— 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; the most important situation 
that we can have confronting us, where our expenses are ex- 
ceeding our revenues. 

Now, does the gentleman think it is wise and prudent to con- 
tinue to appropriate in excess of revenues? Or does the gen- 
tleman feel that we ought to cut down these appropriations 
until in some way we increase our revenues? 

Mr. FOSS. As a general principle, I think we ought to ap- 
propriate according to our revenues, and yet when I say that 
I know there is a body of eminent economists throughout the 
country who believe in the other principle that it is better to 
run the Government on a deficit rather than on a surplus, on the 
theory, I suppose, that it takes more courage to face a surplus 
than it does a deficit. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman how long a government could be run on that basis? 

Mr. FOSS. I said there was a body of eminent men who be- 
lieve that. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I would like their names, 
because it is such a startling proposition that some of us can 
not grasp it. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, such men as Prof. Henry C. Adams, of 
University of Michigan, who has written a work on national 
finances. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not suppose the gentleman means 
that he would go so far as to exhaust the resources of the 
country. 








‘ 






Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I wanted to see how far the 
doctrine of a deficit could be carried; it seems so remarkable 
that I would like to have it exemplified. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. FOSS. Iam trying to answer the questions of the gentle- 
man from Maine. Later on I will be glad to yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas. As I understand the situation, at the 
present time there is in excess, I may say, of expenditures over 
receipts to the amount of $26,000,000. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That appears on the nominal balance 
to-day, but as a matter of fact that has been estimated to be 
about $20,000,000 at the end of the fiscal year. 

Mr. FOSS. During the last six months, as usually happens— 
the beginning of the fiscal year—the expenses have been larger 
than the expenses will be during the next six months, and our 
receipts have been smaller during the first six months than our 
receipts will be during the last six of the present fiscal year. 
So that, as I understand the situation, our receipts are likely 
to increase from now on to the Ist of July, 1905, so that the 
deficit which the gentleman speaks of, if we made no further 
appropriations, would necessarily be smaller than it is at the 
present time. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The Secretary of the Treasury esti- 
mates it at $18,000,000. 

Mr. FOSS. We have to-day an available cash balance of 
$140,000,000 and over. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. This deficit which the gentleman 
speaks of is due to the extraordinary expenditures on the Pan- 
ama Canal. 

Mr. FOSS. The deficit, so called, of $26,000,000 has already 
been taken care of and taken out of this present surplus or avail- 
able cash balance which we have of $140,000,000. I do not think, 
eertainly not for the coming fiscal year, we have anything to 
fear with such a large surplus in the Treasury. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I would like to have it appear in 
the Recorp that this deficit has been occasioned by the extraordi- 
nary expenditure in Panama that could not have been antici- 
pated. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman means for the canal. 
That payment came into the fiscal year of 1904. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Not a bit of it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; so it was stated by the gentleman 
from Illinois, that the available cash balance had been reduced 
during 1904 about $60,000,000, among other things for expendi- 
ture on the Panama Canal. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. That was the explanation of- 
fered as to the condition of the Treasury during the campaign, 
and therefore it must be true. [Laughter.! 

Mr. FOSS. I will print as part of my remarks the following: 


APPENDIX 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred so much of 
the President’s annual message as relates to the naval establishment, 





together with the annual estimates of the Navy Department, submit | 


herewith a bill (H. R. 18467) making 50 Th06n itt for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 1906, with the following 
statement: 

The amount carried by this bill is $100,070,079.94. 

The original estimates of the Department amounted to $114,530 
638.34, to which were added supplemental estimates to the amount of 
$5,169,000, making in all estimates to the amount of $119,699,638.34. 

The committee, after a careful consideration of these estimates, 


made deductions to the amount of $19,629,558.40, leaving a balance of | 


$100,070,079.94, which sum is hereby recommended in this bill. 
The act of last year appropriated $97,505,140.94, while this bill 
carries, as above stated, an facrease over this amount of $2,564,939. 
The following table gives a comparative statement of the appro- 
priations for 1905, the estimates for 1906, and the amounts recom- 
mended in this bill for the naval establishment : 

















cine and Surgery --........-.-.. 90,000. 00 
Bureau of Medicine and Sur- 


273, 000. 00 20,000. 00 
375, 000. 00 


lA 
m as ws ppropriated, | Estimates, | Recommend- 
Naval establishment. | 10 1906. ed by this bill. 
Pay of the Navy ...............- $19, 324,093.00 $20, 000,000.00 | $17,500,000. 00 
Pay, miscellaneous........-.....-. 600,000. 00 | 600, 000. 00 600,000. 00 
Contingent, Navy-.....-.-....---- | 65, 000.00 65, 000. 00 65, 000. 00 
Bureau of Navigation ........--- | 1,360,028.00 | 1,779, 750.00 1,779, 750. 00 
Bureau of Ordnance ........-...- | 8,676,706. 75 5, 108, 506. 75 4, 196, 306. 75 
Bureau of Equipment...........| 6,498, 028.00 6, 724, 228.00 6, 174, 028. 00 
Bureau of Yardsand Docks -... 913, 790. 92 991, 585. 82 927, 443. 92 
Public Works, Bureau of Yards 
I i a oes 7, 284,071.00 6, 764, 080.00 | 2, 873, 300,00 
Works, Secretary of the 
avy: 
Naval Academy. ............ 3, 000, 000. 00 1,945, 000.00 800, 000. 00 
= eee Bureau of Navi- 
RES SOFT TSE: 296, 125.00 56, 900. 00 500. 00 
peblic Works, Bureau of Ord- 
I 0. inunh te vadnnakanciien 818, 900. 00 504, 560. 00 86, 200. 00 
r= Works, Bureau of 
Bqale SST 4 7,800.00 10,000. 00 10, 000. 00 
Pub orks, Bureau of Medi- 
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Appropriated,} Estimates, | Recommend 


Naval establishment. 1905. 1906 ed by this bill 


| 








Bureau of Supplies and Ac- 


(ss re $5, 203,982.28 | $5,883,952. 28 $5, 883, 932. 28 
ad a Construction and 
ae ; 8,595,824.25 | 8, 410,024.25 7, O72, 824. 25 
mn “of Steam Enginee ring... 8,572,900.00 | 4, 322,720.00 3, 977, WOO. 00 
Naval Academy................- 828, 108. 46 349,675.96 348,675. 96 
Marine Corps: 
PUEDE «...< caccmesocucun 2, 127, 676. 78 2, 593, 506, 28 2, BBS, 524. 28 
Quartermaster __...........- 1,690,296.50 | 2,412, 206.50 1, 740, 861. 50 
Public Works, Marine Corps -- 169, 000. 00 441,000. 00 50, 000. OF 
Increase of the Navy: 
Construction and machin- | 
atin ct tinte atone | 19,826,860.00 | 380,410, 838.00 23, 410, 883. 00 
Armor and armament _..... | 2, 000, 000. 00 14, 000, 000, 00 18, 000, 000, 00 
MIR Sin dcidntnndatnes 845, 000. 00 845, 000. 00 
hil cl ee asin 97,505,140. 94 | 114, 530, 638. 34 106, O70, O79. 04 


Additional estimates. 


Bureau of Ordnance .__. 
Bureau of Yards and Docks 
Marine Corps 


siesta abeuidiabdiensantsilannm enieiiad 4,954,000. 00 
a 25, 000. 00 
190, 000. 00 


chaneak , 5, 169, 000. 00 


07,505, 140.94 | 119, 600, 638. 34 100, O70, O79. 94 


The first general heading in the bill is— 


PAY OF THE NAVY. 
Appropriated Estimates, Recor 
1905. HOS mended. 


Pay of the Navy 
Pay, miscellaneous... 


$19, 824, 098.00 | $20,000,000. 00 $17,500,000. 00 
600), 000, 00 600. 000, 00 600. 000, 00 


Contingent, Navy.-...... 65.000. 00 65, 000. 00 65, 000, 00 

As will be seen from the above table, the estimates call for an appro 
priation of $20,000,000 for the pay and allowances of officers and men 
in the Navy. This is made up from the following table 
Pay of 2,728 officers on the active list now allowed by law _ $5, 957, 141 
Commutation of quarters for officers seinen ~iv, WOO 
Pay of 983 midshipmen under instruction - ‘ £91, 500 
Pay of 621 officers on the retired list 1, 527, 245 
Extra pay of 114 retired officers performing active duty ; 62, 986 
Pay of 175 clerks now allowed by law (Rey. Stat., sec. 

1556) 217, SOO 
Pay and allowances of 34,500 petty officers, seamen, and 

other enlisted men 11, 070, 360 


Pay of 2,500 apprentice boys at training stations and on 


board training ships ead . 270, 000 
Pay of enlisted men on the retired list . $8, 020 
To pay interest on deposits by enlisted n en, ‘act rene 

9, 1889 a " . 40, OOO 

Total + . 20, 000, 000 


The committee recommend an appropriation of $17,500,000, in view 
of the fact that they find that they can safely recommend a reappro 
priation of $2,500,000 from the Hy Nee balances remaining in the 
Treasury from appropriations under this head, “ Pay of the Navy,” 
for 1902 and 1903, so that this will make $20,000,000 available for the 
pay of the officers and men, which is the full amount of the estima 


The committee recommend the increase of 3,000 men, making in all 
34,500 enlisted men in the Navy. This increase in the number of men 
is due to the necessity for providing for the new ships which will mn 


go into commission. 

The committee further recommend that the number of enlisted men 
shall be exclusive of those undergoing imprisonment with sentence of 
dishonorable discharge from the service at the expiration of such con 


| finement, inasmuch as our naval authorities are of the opinion that 





is detrimental to the service to have those men counted in the quota 


| who are practically out of the Navy, so far as active service | n 
cerned, from the beginning of their imprisonment, and will never again 
be a part of the naval se rvice. 

The appropriation for “ Pay, miscellaneous,” is the same as that of 
last year—-$600,000—and this is true also of the continge: fund, 


which is $65,000. 
BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 
The following tab!e is a comparative statement of the appropriations 


for 1905, estimates for 1906, and the amounts recommended by tft! 
bill : 


Appropriated Estimates, Recou 
1905 1906. mended 
Bureau of Navigation: 
Transportation -.-.-.....-.-- $254,000.00 $380, 000. 00 $330, 000.00 
_ PS 97,141.00 | 90,141.00 9). 141.0 
Contingent .......... E : 30, 358. 00 | 2. 000. 00 25, 000.00 
Gunnery exercises - | 120,000.00 | 120, 000. 00 120. 000. 00 
Outfits on first enlistment --| 450,000. 00 567, 000. 00 567. 000. 00 
Maintenance of colliers - --- 224, 604.00 393, 084. 00 | 993. 084. OF 
Naval training station, Cal | 
(a ‘ 40, 000. 00 50,000.00 | 50, 0% 
Naval training station, | 
Rhode Island Re 56,000. 00 | 61,000. CO 6] 
Naval War College, Rhode | 
land _. 11, 200. 00 | 16, 700.00 16.7 ¥ 
Naval Home, Philadelphia, | 
ecient 76, 725. 00 76, 825. CO 
EE eee ; 1, 360, 028. 00 1, 779, 750. 00 1, 773, 750.00 
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The first item under this Bureau is for transportation, and the 
amount recommended is $380,000, which is an increase over that of 
last year of $126,000, 

There will be a deficiency under this appropriation of $60,C00 the 
present year. The Navy Department recommend that the expendi- 
tures for subsistence of enlisted men en route be defrayed out of this 
appropriation for transportation instead of from the appropriation 
* Provisions, Navy,” as heretofore, as it would greatly facilitate the 
work of the accounting officers and lessen the number of vouchers 
made necessary in settling the transportation accounts, and at the 
same time be a saving of money to the Government. 

The appropriation for recruiting has been reduced $7,000 from that 
of last year, and that for contingent, $5,358. 

The appropriation for gunnery exercises is the same. 

The appropriation recommended for outfits on first enlistment is 
increased by $117,000, due to the increase in the number of men. 

The committee also recommend an increase in the maintenance of 
colliers $168,480, due to the fact that there is an increase in the collier 
force. This year there will be a deficiency of just the amount of the 
increase recommended in this bill. We have at the present time seven 
first-class and seven second-class colliers with machine-service comple- 
ments, and cost of maintaining these is based upon that number as well 


as the one additional which it may be found necessary to place in com- | 


mission during the coming year. 

The appropriation for maintaining the naval training station at Cali- 
fornia is increased by $10,000, for repairs and preservation, and that 
of the naval training station at Rhode Island is increased by $5,900, 
which is requested largely on account of the increasing needs of the 
station in the matter of lighting and heating. 

The committee recommend an increase also in the appropriation for 
the Naval War College, Rhode Island, of $4,500—$1,200 to pay the 
salary of the librarian in connection with the War College and the 
balance for the maintenance and care of the grounds. 

The appropriation for the Naval Home at Philadelphia, which is 
paid out of the income of the naval pension fund, is substantially the 


same as that of last year, there being but a slight increase of $100 for | 


expenses in connection with the secretary. 
BUREAU OF ORDNANCE. 
The following table gives a comparative statement of the appropria- 
tions for 1905, estimates for 1906, and the amounts recommended in 
this bill 
| Appropriated, Estimates, 
1905. 1906. 


Recom- 
mended. 


Bureau of Ordnance: 
Ordnance and ordnance 

stores 

Procuring, producing, 
preserving, and han- 
dling ordnance mate 
rial MACE 

Reserve supply of am- 
munition 

Smokeless powder, pur- | 
chase and manufac- | 


$2, 000, 000. $3, 500, 000. 00 $3, 000, 000. 


500, 000. 


500, 000. 500, 000. 
Machine tools, 
yard, Boston 
Machine tools, navy- 
yard, Portsmouth, N.H 
Machine tools, navy- | 
yard, New York. .--.. 
Machine tools for tor- 
pedo station, New- 
port, R. I ae 
Machine tools for naval 
magazine, Lake Den- 

mark, N. J 
At Naval Gun Factory, 
Washington, D. C 
Fifteen-ton wreck- 
ing car 
Machinery for exist- | 
ing shops 
Repairs to 
plant 
Repairs 
machinery, 
motives, etc ; 
Machinery for pro- 
posed sighting shop 
Third fourth boilers 
and installation of 


navy- | 
5,000. 
' 
5, 000. 00 


6, 300. 00 
5, 000. 00 


2.000. 00 


7,500.00 


. 100,000. 00 
boiler 
; | 3,000. 00 
to cranes, 
rv. loco- | 


150.000. 00 


50, 000. 00 
8, 000. 00 


same sece 
New locomotive 
Machinery for loco 
motive house --. 
At navy-yard, Mare Is- 
land, Cal 
Traveling crane for 
building No. 1il - 
Reserve torpedoes and 
appliances 
Reserve guns for auxil- | 
iary cruisers 
Reserve guns for 
of the Navy 
Torpedo station 
Labor, material,and 
routine expenses 
Naval militia ............ 
Repairs— 
Tomagazines, build- 
ings, machinery, 
93 rik i aktddatal e 
Miscellaneous 
Advertising, light, 
water, etc 
« lvil establishment 


Total 


——$  __$____— 


50, 000. 0 


12,000. 00 


150, 000. 00 100, 000 


See 125,000.00 | 25,000.00 | 50,000. 
ships 
125, 000. 00 200, 000. 00 


65, 000. 00 
60, 000. 00 


65, 000. 04 


) 65,000. 
60, 000. 00 


150, 000. 
| 
| 


30, 000. 00 50,000. 00 


75, 000. 00 25,000. 00 
47,006.75 47, 206.75 47,006. 75 


3,676 708.75 5, 103, 506. 75 4, 196, 306. 75 
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Bureau of Yards and Docks: | 


60, 000. 00 | 
80,000.00 | 
25,000.00 | 


FEBRUARY 14, 


As will be seen from the above table, there is an increase of $1,000,- 
000 over that of last year in the first item under ordnance and ord- 
nance stores. This is really the working appropriation of tke Bureau 
of Ordnance. It includes all work of every kind, except for new vessels 
under construction, viz, repairs, alterations, and improvements in guns, 
mounts, sights, etc., at our navy-yards, magazines, and the naval prov- 
ing ground. This is practically only an increase of $500,000, inasmuch 
as the ap popesen this year of $500,000 for reserve supplies ot ammu- 
nition, which was put under a subhead last year, is aeded in the 
$3,000,000 recommended. ‘There will be a deficiency in this appropria- 
tion this year of about $500,000, so that it will be seen from Phis that 
the committee are not recommending any more than is actually needed 
through the greatest economy. 

An appropriation of $100,000 is recommended this year for reserve 
torpedoes and appliances. We have to-day on hand barely enough tor- 
pedoes to allow one shot for each tube or torpedo gun. 

Most of the items under this bill are the same as those of last year, 
with the exception of additional tools at the navy-yards and the Wash- 
ington gun factory, there being a reduction of $75,000 from that of last 
year for reserve guns for auxiliary cruisers, and also a reduction of 
$50,000 for miscellaneous expenses under this Bureau, the latter reduc- 
tion due to the fact that the expenditures for freight are taken out of 
this fund and, added to that of the other bureaus, is made a separate 
item under the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, 


BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT. 
The following table gives a comparative statement of the appropria- 


; tions for 1905, estimates for 1906, and the amounts recommended in 


this bill: 


|Appropriated,| Estimates, | Recom- 
| 1905. 1906. | mended. 


Bureau of Equipment: 
Equipment of vessels --_....- 
Coal and transportation ---. 
Contingent equipment 
Ocean and lake surveys- ---- 
Depots for coal 
Wireless ns abike’ 
Civil establishment 


$3,000, 000. 00 
2, 750, 000. 00 
35, 000. 00 
75,000. 00 


$3,000, 000. 00 
2, 750,000. 00 
11,000. 00 
75,000. 00 
700, 000. 00 
150,000.00 | 
38, 228.00 | 38, 028.00 


6,408, 028.00 | 6,724, 228.00 | 6, 174, 028. 00 


$3, 000, 000. 00 
2) 750, 000. 00 
11,000.00 
75, 000. 00 


38, 028. 00 





As will be seen from the above table, there is a reduction in the 
table for this Bureau of $324,000. This is due, first, to the reduction 
in the contingent fund by the elimination of the appropriation for 
coal of $24,000, which is carried elsewhere, and, second, to the fact 
that the committee recommended but $300,000 this year for depots for 
coal, instead of $600,000 as appropriated last year, in view of the 


large unexpended balance now remaining for this purpose. 


BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS. 


The following table gives a comparative statement of the appro- 


| priations for 1905, estimates for 1906, and the amounts recommended 


in this bill: 


Recom- 


905 1906. mended, 


Appropriated,| Estimates, 
| 1905. 


Maintenance, yards and 
docks } 
Contingent, yards and docks 
Civil establishment— 
Navy-yard, Portsmouth, 
N.H 13, 737.00 
Navy-yard, Boston, Mass. - 12,042. 89 
Navy-yard, New York, N.Y 23, 166.13 
Naval station, Sacketts 
Harbor, N. Y 365.00 
Navy-yard, Leagus Island, 
, 425. 
, 595. 


Pa chive snxeatendaeie 
Navy-yard, Washington, 

3, 616. 87 
,511. 


D.C 
5, 546. £ 


$790,000.00 | 
40,900. 00 


$725,000.00 


$754,000. 00 
40, 000. 00 


30, 000. 00 


13,737.00 
12,042. 89 12; 042. 89 
23, 166. 13 23, 166.13 
365. 00 365. 00 
12, 425. 12, 425.00 
6, 795. 2 6, 595. 25 
16.616. 16,616, 87 
7,511. 7,511.68 
6,546. 1,199.50 
2,642. 2, 642. 40 
8, 996.2 796. 50 
16, 191. 


11, 466. 7. 


13, 737.00 


Navy-yard, Norfolk, Va. | 
Navy-yard, Pensacola, Fla.. 
Naval station, Port Royal, 
1 aa 
Naval station, Key West, 
. 2, 642. 


, 796. 5 
15, 291. 
11, 466. 

3,680.00 
1,747.25 


3, 360. 00 
8, 800. 00 


15, 291. 67 
11, 466.78 


8, 680. 8, 680. 00 
1,747.25 1, 747. 25 
3,560. 00 3,360.00 
5, 052. 00 3,800. 00 


Naval station, Cavite, P. I... 

Naval station, Guam 

Naval station, Tutuila 

Navalstation, Guantanamo, 
Cuba 


J 2,000.00 | 
Navy-yard, Charleston, S.C 


4, 042. 40 | 
913, 790. 92 991, 585. 32 








927, 443. 92 


As will be seen from the above table, all of the items are the same 
as those of last year with the exception of the first two—that for main- 
tenance, yards and docks, and that for contingent. 

The maintenance fund is increased this year by $29,000. The Bureau 
this year is asking for a deficiency appropriation of $50,000. The con- 
tingent item is reduced by $10,000 in view of the elimination of the 
expenditures for freight from this fund. 


PUBLIC WORKS. 


_ The following table gives a comparative statement of the appropria- 
tions for 1905, estimates for 1906, and the amounts carried by this bill: 
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Recom- 
mended. 


|Appropriated,| istimates, 
| 1905. 1906. 


Public works, Bureau of Yards 
and Docks: 


Navy-yard, Boston, Mass. $256, 800.00 $418,810.00 $162, 900. 00 
Navy- -yard, New York, N. Y_| 371,500. 00 999, 200. 00 82, 200. 00 
N avy- -yard, League Island, | 

Pigsaece docncns 512, 970.00 597, 500. 00 377,000. 00 
Navy-yard, Washington, | 

Ge cacindibiniGwdeattbtatainted 575, 906. 00 828, 220.00 137,000. 00 
Navy-yard, Charleston, S.C 706, 500. 00 807,000. 00 396, 000. 00 
Navy-yard, Norfolk, Va 959, 000. 00 872,000.00 148, 000.00 
Navalstation, Ke y West, Fla 2,000. 00 49, 000. 00 29,000. 00 
Navy-yard, Mare Island, Cal 2€0, 000. 00 280, 900. 00 150, 200. 00 
Navy-yard, Puget Sound, 

Waki ats cn laihs 292, 500.00 885,500. 00 213, 500. 00 
Navy-yard, Pensac ola, Fla... 94,000. 00 293, 000. 00 155, 500. 00 
Nav ral station, New Orleans, 

Se oe eee 271,500.00} 135,000.00 | 95, 000. 00 
Navaistation, Guantanamo, 

I 385, 000.00 | I Sia oe ees 
Naval station, Tutuila, Sa- | 

moan Islands -.........-..- 5,000. 00 1,000.00 1,000.00 | 
Naval station, Cavite, P. I_-} TE OO OD bec cencconceae- sls deindpi anaes aie 
Naval station, Olongapo, P.I 862, 395. 00 120, 000. 00 | 100, 000. 00 
Naval station, island of 

nt tito. ck in che cndehaesepeeanousinen 20,000.00 | 10, 000.00 
Consolidation of power 

SN Netld x enten cdlaniominces a ai ah dina ates 
Nav aves ard, Portsmouth, 

sll cea lon Seed ccc 149, £00. 00 565, 900. 00 286, 000. 00 
way alstation, San Juan, P. R)-..........-.-.-- 416, 000. 00 
Plans and specifications for | | 

public WOFkKS .............- 45,000.00 | 100, 000. 00 30, 000. 00 
Repairs and preservation | | 

at navy-yards ............. 500, 000. 00 | | 600, 000. 00 500, 000. 00 

es ee a 7,284, ‘O11. 00 | 6, 764, 030. 00 2, 873, 300. 00 





The ‘tots ul estim: ites ‘for public works under Yards and Doe ks amount 
to $6,764,030. Your committee after careful consideration recommend 
$2,873,300. 

The general policy of the committee has been not to authorize any 
new construction at the several yards this year, but to provide for the 
continuance of work already begun. This will explain, in some in- 
stances, why the appropriations for some yards recommended this 
a are less than they were last year, or less than that of other yards 
this year. 





PUBLIC WORKS, NAVAL ACADEMY. 


The building up of the Naval Academy is proceeding satisfactorily. 
We have already appropriated $8,070,000, and this year we recommend 
an appropriation of $800,000 more. This will leave $1,130,000 remain- 
ing to be appropriated of the $10,000,000 which was the limit of cost 
fixed by Congress for rebuilding the academy. It is quite likely that 
all of this amount will not be required. It is expected that the work 
will be fully completed within the next two years. 





BUBLIC WORKS, BUREAUS OF NAVIGATION, ORDNANCE, AND MEDICINE AND 
SURGERY. 

The following table shows the amount appropriated for 1905, esti 
mates for 1906, and the amounts recommended in this bill for public 
works under the Bureaus of Navigation, Ordnance, and Medicine and 
Surgery: 

[Appropriated, Estimates, Recom- 
1M 1906. mended. 


Public works, Bureau of Navi- 


gation: 
Naval training station, Cali- 
ES cs cabsds cttnss hen ccaea $19, 000.00 | $15, 000. 00 $15, 000.00 
Naval training station, 
Rhode Island ............-- 14, 000. 00 135, 500.00 74,500.00 | 
Naval War College....--....-. 8, 125.00 5, 450. 00 5, 000.00 
Naval training station, | 


Great Lakes 
United States 


255, 000. 00 


Naval Home 


; 259. 00 


ONS 6s ctcntinainidieennnte 296,125.00 "156,900.00; 94,500.00 
| 


Public 
nance: 

Naval magazine, New Eng- 
a ees 
inerevementns at magazine, 
EE SE BI Wi dec ncnadalecocducacssaecss 

Improvements at magazine 

| 


works, Bureau of Ord- 


70, 000. 00 | 215,000.00 | 


9,000. 00 
house, Lake Denmark, = 


N.e 10,000. 00 55, 210.00 
Improvements at magazine, 
St. Juliens Creek, Nor- 
folk, Va 
Improvements at to 
station, Newport, R. 
Improvements at 
srovin rene 
fead, 
Improv 1 atnaval mag- 
azine, Fort Mifflin, Pa --_- 
Improvementsat naval mag-} 
azine, Mare Island, Cal_--- 
Magazines, shell and filling | 


11, 100.00 


redo 


34,100. OU 


Indian 
88, 000. 00 


22,550.00 
30, 200. 00 


121,500.00 
20, 000. 00 
2, 200. 00 


si 


houses, etc., Philippine 
SRROUER dda5. Scones teondeest 
Improvementsat naval mag-| 
azine, Puget Sound, Wash.-!...............-. 


RS ai scc cdc ndeted send ai 








504, 560. 0 
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4,000.00 | 
22. 650.00 


18, 000.00 


25,000. 00 


16, 550. 00 





86, 200. 00 
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Appropriated 





Estimates, tecom 
1905 1906 mended 
Public works, Bureau of Medi- 
cine and Surgery: | 
Naval hospital, Norfolk, Va $200, 000. 00 
Naval hospital, Pensacola, 
Ds ewes eens 50, 000. 00 
Naval hospital, Yokohama, 
Japan - : : 3,000. 00 
Naval hospital, Chelsea, 
Mass $20, 000. 00 20), 000. 00 $20, 000. 00 
Naval hospital, Canacao, P.I 70, 000. 00 
TN aia pc ical 90, 000.00 273. 000. 00 20. 000.0) 
Public works, Bureau of Equip- 
ment: 
Naval Observatory --....---. 5, 000. 00 10, 000. 00 0,000.00 
BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. 
The following table gives a comparative statement of the 





priations for 1905, estimates for 1906, and the amounts re 
in this bill : 
Appropriated Estimates, | Recon 
1905 1906. | mended 
| Bureau of Medicine and Sur- | 
gery: 
Medical de ‘partment -..-..-. $225,000. 00 $240,000.00 | $240, 000. 00 
Naval hospital fund 40), 000. 00 £0, 000. 00 10,000. 00 
Contingent, medicine and | 
surgery ee ae ale a 50), 000. 00 50, 000. 00 0, 000 
Repairs, medicine and sur- | | 
SS eee See 45.000.00 45.000. 00 15. 000.00 
Bringing home re mains of 
officers and men, Navy | | 
and Marine Corps, who | | 
GRO GONE <n ond anscacecceu 15, 000. 00 10,000.00 | 10, 000. 00 
Total... 375, 000. 00 B85. 000. 00 385.000. 00 
As will be seen from the above table, there is an increase of $15,000 
recommended for the general maintenance of the medical depart: 
This is made necessary by the increase in the personnel of the N 
The other items are the same with the exception of a reduction ir 


appropriation for bring home the remains of officers and men who 


die abroad. 


ing 4 


BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS. 


The following table gives a comparative statement of the appropria 
tions for 1905, estimates for 1906, and the amounts recommended in 
this bill: 

Appropriated,, Estimates, Recon 


1905 1906 mended 


| Bureau of Supplies and Ac 


counts: 





Provisions, Navy $4, 850, 000. 00 $5, 220,000. 00 $5, 220, 000.00 
Contingent, Bureau of Sup- 
plies and Accounts 250, 000. 00 160. 000.00 160. 000. 00 
Freight 100. 000. 00 400. 000. 00 
Civil establishment, Bureau 
of Supplies and Accounts 108, 932. 28 108, 982. 28 103, 932 
Ta catidiniie sistas da 5, 203, 932. 28 5, 883, 932. 28 >, 883, 92. 28 
As will be seen from the above table, there is an increase rex 
mended for provisions. This is due to the 3,000 additional men asked 


for this year. Each man is entitled to a ration of 30 cents a day, or 
$109.50 per year. This, for 3,000 men, wou i amount to $327,000 I, 
with the increase in the number of midshipmen, explains the nece 


i 


for increasing the appropriations this coming year 
The item for freight appears for the first time. Heretofore t 
freight has been carried in the contingent funds of the several { 
but it is believed that a more economical way of providins 
is to make it a separate fund. Consequently $400,000 h i 
| estimated freight charge for the coming year of the 
is recommended for appropriation. 
BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION ANI EPA 
The following table gives a comparative sta ent of 
tions for 1905, estimates for 1906, and the amounts rr mend 
this bill : 
Appropriate Esti R 
1WO5 ] (aM 
| Bureau of Construction and 
Repair: 
Construction and repair of 
vessels ....... $8, 000, 000. Of 7 S88. 000, OO $i ww) (uw) oF 
Improvement of construc 
tion plants— 
Navy-yard, Portsmouth, | 
N.H. 20, 000. 00 20.000. 00 15 000. 00 
Navy -yard, Boston. Mass} 30.000. 00 30.000. 00 a 00). OO 
Navy-yard, New York, 
) * cal 50.000. 00 30.000. 00 90). 000.00 
Navy- -yard, League Is- 
land, Pa_.. 20,000. 00 20,000. 00 15. 00).00 
Navy- yard, ‘Norfolk, Va_| 15,000.00 | 15, 000, 00 12.000, 00 
Navy-yard, Pensacola, 
WED acouce 20), 000. 00 20, 000. 00 15, 000, 00 
Navy-yard, Mare Island, 
Siiisdscns 20,000.00 | 20, 000. 00 15. 000.6 
Navy-yard, Puget 


Sound, I i 80,000.00 | 30, 000. 00 20), 000. 00 
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|Appropriated | Estimates, | 
1905. 1906 


Recom- 
mended. 


Bureau of Construction 
Repair—Continued. 
Equipping navy-yards for | 

construction of vessels -...|...... .-.ccc.e- 
Construction and repair of | 
vessels 
2 seagoing tugs _.......-.- 

Civil establishment 


and 


$350, 000. 00 


40, 824. 25 | 42,024. 25 | 


8, 410, 024.25 | 


$40, 824.25 


| 8, 595, 824. 25 7,972, 824. 25 


' 
The appropriations recommended, as will be seen from the above 
table, are more than $600,000 less than those of the previous year. 
This is due to the fact that last year the bill provided for the con- 
struction of two seagoing tugs, and furthermore from the fact that 
the appropriations for the construction plants in the several yards 
have been somewhat reduced. 
BUREAU OF STEAM ENGINEERING. 
The following table gives a comparative statement of the appro- 
priations for 1905, estimates for 1906, and the amounts recommended 
in this bill: 





| Appropriated, Estimates, 
| 1905. 1906. 


Recom- 
mended. 


Bureau of Steam Engineering: 
Steam machinery— 

For completion, repair- 
ing, and preservation 
of machinery, boilers, 
etc 

For purchase, handling, 
and preservation of 
material, stores, etc---| 

For incidental expenses | 
for naval vessels, 
yards, and the Bureau. 

Extended tests of ma- 
rine steam turbines - -- 

In _ ovement of steam en- 
rineering plant— 

~ Portsmouth, 
Navy-Yard 

Boston, ae, 

Yard - 

Brooklyn, 
Yard 

Norfolk, 
Yard 

Pensacola, 
Yard 

Engineering exper ‘iment: - 
station, United State 
Naval Academy, Annap- 
olis, Md.— 

Salaries 8, 520. 00 

Contingent 1, 000. 00 

Experimental work at 
Engineering Labora- | 
tory 


| 
$2, 190,000.00 | $2,590,000. 00 2 500, 000. 00 


1, 200,000. 00 | 


1, 500,000.00 | 1,400,000. 00 


15, 000. 00 | 5,000.00 | 


25, 000. 00 


Fla., Navy- 
25,000. 00 


25, 000. 00 
18, 200. 00 


"4,322, 720.00 


17, 900. 00 17, 900. 00 





Total 8, 572, 900. 00 





As will be seen from the above table there is recommended an in- 
cre: of $405,000 over that of last year. ‘The increase is explained 
by an inspection of the first two items in the table relative to the com- 
pletion, repairing, and preservation of machinery and the procuring 
and purchasing of material. This year the chief of the Bureau is ask- 
for a deficiency of $700,000, 
NAVAL ACADEMY 

The following table gives a 
priations for 1905, estimates for 
in this bill: 


ing 
(CIVIL ESTABLISHMENT). 


comparative statement of the appro- 
1906, and the amounts recommended 


Appropr iate a,| 
1905. 


” Estimate 8, 
1996. 


Recom- 
mended. 


Naval Academy: | 
Pay of professors and other, | 
Naval Academy.......-- i 
Pay of watchmen, mechan- 
ics, and others, Naval 
Academy 
Pay of steam employees, 
Naval Academy 
Special course, Naval Acad- 
emy -- cin digas areas 
Repairs, Naval Academy - . 
Heatingand lighting, Naval 
Academy 
Contingent, 
emy 
Purchase of text-books 
for library 7 
Stationery, blank books, 
models, maps, and text- 
books for use of in- 
structors. “ 
Expenses of Board of 
Ty iio Reitinn ninmis 
Purchase of chemicals, 
apparatus, and instru- 
ments in the depart- 
ment of physics and 
for repairs of same-... 


$95, 322.52 $98, 042. 5: 


50, 000. 00 
15, 285. 94 


8,000. 00 
31, 000. 00 


30,000. 00 


57, 847.5 57,847.50 
15, 285. 94 


3,000.00 
31,000. 00 


40, 000. 00 


15, 285. 9 


3,000. 00 
31, 000. 00 


40,000. 00 


Naval Acad- 


2,000. 00 


3, 000. 00 


8,000. 00 
! 


3,000. 00 
3, 000. 00 


2,500. 00 
3, 000. 00 


2,000. 00 2,000. 00 


| Marine Corps: | 


3,977,900. 00 





2,500.00 | 
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Recom- 


mended. 


ren, Estimates, 
1905, 1906. 


Naval Academy—Continued 
Contingent, Naval Acad- 
emy—Continued. 
Purchase of 
steam machinery, 
steam pipes and fit- 
tings, rentof buildings 
for the use ofthe Acad- 
emy, freight, cartage, 
water, music, musical 
and astronomical in- 
struments, uniforms 
for the bandsmen, tele- 
graphing, forfeed and 
maintenance of teams, 
current expenses and 
repairsof all kinds,and 
for incidental labor 
and expenses not ap- 
plicable to any other 
appropriation 
Stores in the depart- 
ment of steam engi- 
neering 
Materials for repairs in 
steam machinery --.... 
For contingencies for 
the Superintendent of 
the Academy -....---...- 
Apparatus for the in- 
struction of midship- 
men inthedepartment 
of marine engineering 
and naval construc- 
SEE aicticaceninecdmaeananae 


s and 


$60,000. 00 $60, 000.00 


1,000. 00 
1,500.00 


1,000.00 


1,500.00 
1,000. 00 1,000. 00 


30, 000. 60 
328, 108. 46 


30, 000. 00 


| 849, 675.96 | 
| 


30, 000. 00 
348, 675.9 % 





There is ‘comparatively little change in the recommendations of the 
committee this year as compared with the appropriations of last year. 
An increase of $20,000, however, will be noted. ‘This is due to pro- 
viding for three new clerks which are much needed at the academy, 


| owing to the increase in the number of midshipmen, and also an in- 


crease in earing for the buildings and grounds in consequence of the 
large number of new buildings, and an increase in the appropriation 
for heating and lighting. 


MARINE CORPS. 


The Marine Corps is the military branch of the naval service, and 


| consists to- day of 254 officers and 7, 378 men. 
15,000.00 | 


The following table shows the appropriations for 1905, estimates for 
1906, and amounts recommended in this bill: 


Appropriated,) Estimates, Recom- 
1905. 1906. mended. 


Pay, Marine Corps ....-....-| _ 1,6 676. 78 


492,087.50 | 


$2,593, 596. 23 | 
492,087.50; 


50,000.00 
447, 370.00 


$2, 828, 524. 28 


Provisions, Marine Corps- -- 512, 087. 50 

Provisions, Marine Ccopa, | 
2,480 additional men | 

Clothing, Marine Corps | 507, 370. 00 

Clothing, Marine 10 
2,480 additional men | } 

Fuel, Marine Corps ¥ : 

Fuel. Marine Corps, 2,480 
additional men ae 

Military stores, Marine | 
COTS .. .cndcocsesecase scones 

Military stores, Marine 
Corps, 2,480additional men 

Transportation and recruit- 
ing, Marine i eae 

Transportation andrecruit- 
ing, Marine Corps, 2,480 
additional men . a 

Repairsof barracks, Marine 
Corps 

Repairsof barracks, Marine 
Corps, Philadelphia, Pa., 
rent 

Forage, Marine Corps. ..-...-. | 

Forage, Marine Corps, 2,480 
additional men : 

Hire of quarters, Marine 
CRD a waterebecenttneenseen 

Contingent, Marine Corps.. 

Contingent, Marine Corps, 

2,480 additional men 

Portsmouth, N. H., bakery 
and boiler house 

Boston, Mass., electric lights 

Washington, D.C., addition 
to marine barrac 

New Orleans, La., barracks- 

Olongapo, P. I.,ice plant-.-- 

League Island, Pa., officers’ 
RE eee 

Washington, D. C., guard | 
room, etc ....... 

Annapolis, Md., recitation 
rooms .........- 

Annapolis, Md., 
quarters ....... gale Nii es Ba 

Baar no Va., officers’ quar- 


185, 000. 00 
50,000.00 |.......... 
121, 620. 00 136, 620. 00 


30,000.00 |..... Rawinebonse 
66, 336. 00 66, 336. 00 


17; 700.00 "77, 700.00 
SE ncpetncees-<-- 


35, 748.00 35, 748. 00 
185, 000. 00 215, 000. 00 





officers’ 


wane meee eerere 





ema 


ta ae 


Ce ee ee ee bee 



























































































1905. 








Recom- 
mended. 


Appropriated,| Estimates, 
905, 1906. 





Marine Corps—Continued. 
Norfolk, Va., water tower, 








UE eto nae te Bere ean ones $30,000. 00 | $25,000.00 | 
Mare Island, Cal., barracks.|_.............-- TN Be cncntntcacredo os 
Mare Island, Cal., officers’ | | 
GOMPUEES 6s nsseccsccecnecee [owns cenemaccsese PE etitenntnnaincas 
RI shilorntncdcchcruniend | $1, 690, 296.50, | 2, 412, 296. 50 | 1,790, 861. 50 





The Navy Department urgently recommended that the Marine Corps 
be increased this year by 20 first sergeants, 135 sergeants, 285 corporals, 
20 drummers, 20 trumpeters, and 2,000 privates, but the committee, af- 
ter careful consideration, recommended that only one-half of this in- 
crease be allowed, viz, 10 first sergeants, 67 sergeants, 142 corporals, 
10 drummers, 10 trumpeters, and 1,000 privates. 

This increase in the number of petty officers and men makes neces- 


sary an increase in the appropriations for pay of $170,000; for provi- | 


sions, $20,000; for clothing, $60,000 ; for military stores, $10,000; for 
transportation and recruiting, $15,000; for contingent, $30,000; making 
in all a total of $305,000. 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


The following table shows the amounts appropriated for 1905, esti- | 


mates for 1906, and the amounts recommended in this bill: 
|Appropriated,| Estimates, Recom- 
1905 906. mended. 
Increase of the eae | 
Constructionand machinery| $19,826, 860.00 | $30,410,833.00 | $23, 410, 833. 00 











Armor and armament -....- | 12,000,000.00 | 18,000,000.00 | —18,000,000.00 
PIED a crcne scandent |--220----2------ 845, 000. 00 845, 000. 00 
ihe cai ee | 81, 826,860.00 | 49,255,833.00 | 42, 255, 833. 00 
| 





The following table shows the degree of completion of our ships now | 


under construction on January 9, 1905: 



































Per cent of To be 
condition— Commis- | commis- | Vessels which 
Vessels. |__| sioned dur-| sioned | will be building 
jJan.1,\Jan.1,| ing 1904. | during Jan. 1, 1906. 
1904. |" 1905. "| | 1905. 
Battle ships: | 
VERIOIE 6 ks sannncee 52.5 | 75.24 Virginia. 
Nebraska -.........- 35 64.91 | | Nebraska. 
CHORINEE cacinauiten 2.5 71.94 | Georgia. 
New Jersey ..------ 49.43 | 74.3 | | New Jersey. 
Rhode Island -....- | 50.61 | 77.1 | Rhode Island. 
Connecticut -.-..... FE POO Goce cornaeead Ra ctintaaaaitatth | Connecticut. 
Louisiana -.....-...- I OI Bi ect icteercsll Whaineetcgap cleat | Louisiana. 
Vermont........... Dee t WU Nak tek catelcccccewences | Vermont. 
a ich S8 Ue, A Eins can diwelixe aden anoued Kansas. 
Minnesota .....-.-- | 12 SRT Des Sirti encsinvn grisea haresilioiien wile ; Minnesota. 
Mississippi. -.-...-..-- aici SEE Pucnue dnweenan albapeemacone | Mississippi. 
ED 5 Stas tate chs ERE Bac oid amare aka inedabiinieatad | Idaho. 
New Hampshire-.-.-}......- OD awd dice ne sata dndaseeeaed N. Hampshire. 
Armored cruisers: | 
Pennsylvania --...- Oe 1 OR Ti Ricsasiscwerene Feb., 1905 | 
West Virginia ....- a a an Lene do ....| 
California.......... 51 DES ik te nn 5 cne munis aineraenetin edgar’ California. 
Ce ee 69 OD i or aia Jan., 1905 
Maryland .......«« Re Pee Ro atewrermcess Mar.,1905 
South Dakota--.....| 47 65.9 South Dakota. 
Tennessee ........-. 15.1 | 60.53 | Tennessee. 
Washington ....... 2 160.7 | Washington. 
North Carolina....|_.....- | (a) North Carolina. 
WROMIINEy oiins dnesla dace | (a) Montana, 
Protected cruisers: | | | | 
Oe, | 98 Re | May 17,1904 |_- 
Des Moines ......-- oe Mar. 5, 1904 |_- 
Chattanooga 6 __._. 72 9.13 | Oct. 11,1904 | | 
Galveston ......... 70.5 
ee 99 |. 
a re 36.2 St. Louis. 
Milwaukee _..._._- 41 Milwaukee. 
Charleston ........ | 56.9 
Gunboats: | | | 
Dubuque -.....--.- SE Sacctctannceiel Apr., 1905 
RC Me as | June, 1905 
Training ships: 
Cumberiand.......1] 18.0 | 86.0 |.........<.<.. May, 1905 
CIOs skc rls We TO Nokcenescos cade | July, 1905 
Training brig: 
Ue in ge a id 1 Ge. Ne Eh aieds wasn Feb., 1905 
Torpedo boats: 
Stringham. __.._...| ON RIE aa a ie, 
Goldsborough --... | 99.0 UW Venkat cis meee WP <<as 
RUNS octckcncctee A ee: SO eee 
Nicholson.......... 99.0 I Da a ae Jan., 1905 
O'Brien | 98. BP Ca oe bekinatennns Feb., 1905 
Tingey._... Le Newdiecs ek. Te lnncdalgnances 
Scout cruisers: 
I a Ba RTs 7 5a aons cninecieietn biennial Chester. 
Birmingham -..... ee __ yl) Sos tiara ed Birmingham. 
PE iciacacamay Bs csacaeink: COE Denaicnausghees | andetendesiien Salem. 
Colliers: | | 
Nhe ida oaths éaeietetnaduces BEI th whitish ecctcdinieadoal ees bearanadie Erie. 
CE coe I (4) at ae BES ERSTE Ontario. 
| 





«No report. Contracts recently awarded. 

>’ Commissioned for purposes of preliminary acceptance. 

¢ Plans and specifications now being prepared. 3 

dErie to be built at navy-yard, New York; Ontario at navy-yard, Mare 
Island, California. 
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While in the above table it appears that none of the battle ships are 
likely to be commissioned during the coming year, yet from the latest 
and most reliable authority it is now believed that if the present prog- 
ress of construction continues the Virginia, Nebraska, Georgia, Neu 
Jersey, and Rhode Island will be completed. 

To complete all the ships authorized up to the present time, includ 
ing construction and machinery, armor and armament, and equip- 
ment, will cost $86,063,825. It may be divided as follows 
Construction and machinery__. ~~~ 
Armor and armament ___ 
I is ctccrcninlacante Sistema ae A. 

Of this sum the committee recommend in this bill $23,410,833 for 
construction and machinery, and $18,000,000 for armor and armament, 
and $845,000 for equipment, making, in all, a total of $42,255,833, 
which leaves a balance of $43,807,992 remaining to be appropriated. 

When the present ships now under construction or authorized are 
completed, we will have, in all, 25 first-class battle ships, 1 second-class 
battle ship, 12 armored cruisers, 1 armored ram, 10 monitors, 23 pro 
tected cruisers, 3 unprotected cruisers, 3 scout cruisers, 45 gunboats 
of different kinds (21 gunboats under 500 tons), 16 torpedo-boat 
destroyers, 35 torpedo boats, 12 submarine torpedo boats, without men 
tioning supply ships, hospital ships, converted yachts, sailing ships, 
tugs, etc., which are regarded as having very little, if any, fighting 
value. 

The following is a letter and statement relative to the cost of main 
tenance of different types of vessels: 


$40, 177, 616 
RG VOU 
600, OOO 





NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
° Washington, December 28, 190}. 
Srr: Replying to your letter of the 20th instant requesting that the 
Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of Representatives be fur 
nished with a statement of the annual expenditures for maintenance 
for each United States type of vessel, including a battle ship, armored 


| cruiser, and protected cruisers of different classes, a gunboat, a torpedo 


boat destroyer, a torpedo boat, and a submarine, I have the honor to for 
ward herewith a statement, prepared by the Paymaster-General of the 
Navy, showing the expenditures for maintenance, during the fiscal year 
1904, of a representative vessel of each type. There having been no 
torpedo boat in commission during the entire year, the expenditures for 
maintenance of that type of vessel are estimated. 
Very respectfully, 
Paut Morton, Secretary 
Hon. GEORGE EDMUND Foss, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 
Statement showing cost of maintenance of a vessel of each type during the 
fiscal year 190%. 


Cost of 


commis- | Ropar 
Type of vessel. Vessel. audio chiner y,| Total. 
payof | wouipage 
| officers. | °4™'Pas' 
First-class battle ship --...- Maine .........- $517, 907.83 |$19, 779.21 $537, 687.04 
Second-class battle ship ..... Texas -......... 345,017.52 | 45,658.33 | 390,675. 85 
Armored cruiser -.......-...- New York --... 458,568.36 | 48,364.73 | 506,933.09 
Protected cruiser--........- Olympia -....-- 329, 629.21 | 75,527.54 405,156.75 
(OE eee Nevada ........| 132,452.59 | 7,068.31 | 139,515.90 
Gunboat (1,710 tons)-_....... Bennington_-._| 163,638.80 | 10,028.41 | 173,667.21 
Gunboat (1,177 toms) ......-.- Machias--.......| 114,646.31 | 2,917.46 | 117,564.27 
Gunboat (1,000 tons) -.......- Annapolis......| 122,653.62 | 5,588.01 | 128,241. 
Torpedo-boat destroyers...| Lawrence..... 55, 207.82 | 24,300.54 | 79,598. 36 
Torpedo boat ---...-. > CU Lee @ 24,000.00 | 17,225.66 | 41,22 
Submarine torpedo boat Holland -.....- 8,543.94 | 2,714.35) 1 





a Estimated. 
NAVAL PROGRAMME. 

For the purpose of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
United States the President is hereby authorized to have constructed, 
by contract or in navy-yards, as hereinafter provided 

Two first-class battle ships, carrying the heaviest armor and most 
powerful armanent for vessels of their class upon a trial displacement 
of not more than 16,000 tons; to have the highest practicable speed 
and great radius of action, and to cost, exclusive of armor and arma 
nent, not to exceed $4,400,000 each. 

And the contract for the construction of said vessels shall be awarded 
by the Secretary of the Navy to the lowest best responsible bidde 
having in view the best results and most expeditious delivery ; and in 
the construction of all of said vessels the provisions of the act o! 
August 3, 1886, entitled “An act to increase the naval establish: 
as to materials for said vessels, their engines, boilers, and m 
the contracts under which they are built, the notice of any proposals 
for the same, the plans, drawings, specifications therefor, and 
method of executing said contracts shall be observed and followed, and, 
subject to the provisions of this act, all said vessels shall be built in 
compliance with the terms of said act and in all their parts shall be of 
domestic manufacture ; and the steel material shall be of domestic manu 
facture, and of the quality and characteristics best adapted to the vai 
ous purposes for which it may be used, in accordance with specilications 
approved by the Secretary of the Navy; and not more than two of the 
vessels provided for in this act shall be built by one contracting party 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy may build any or all of the 
vessels herein authorized in such navy-yards as he may designate, an 
shall build any of the vessels herein authorized in such navy-yards 
he may designate, should it reasonably appear that the persons, firms 
or corporations, or the agents thereof, bidding for the construction 
any of said vessels have entered into any combination, agreement, o1 
understanding, the effect, object, or purpose of which is to deprive tl 
Government of fair, open, and unrestricted competition in letting con 
tracts for the construction of any of said vessels. 

The complete cost of constructing each one of these ships above 
recommended will be as follows: 

Hull and machinery (includes miscellaneous outfit and - 

$4, 400, 000 
“mae SARS OREN ROME owas . - ——— 1, SOO, OOO 
Armament (includes ammunition and miscellaneous ord 

mance equipment) -—-—--~--- - : . 
Equipment outfit not included in tbe contract with the 

SRIONUENEE nc een owe en nnn nn ===== er aet 





} 


1, 525, 000 


50, 000 


a :- 





~~ 


2572 


The total cost of the above two battle ships will be $15,550,000, the | 
appropriation of which will extend over three years. 

The Navy Department reported to the committee that to build a | 
collier on the Pacifie coast as authorized in the last naval appropriation | 
act would cost to properly equip the yard from $350,000 to $400,000, 
and furthermore that the cost of building said collier would be approxi- 
mately 15 per cent more than if built by contract. Upon that state- 
ment the committee recommend at the suggestion of the Secretary of 
the Navy the insertion of the following paragraph : | 

“The Secretary of the Navy is ‘hereby authorized in his discretion to 
build by contract or in a navy-yard, as he shall deem best for the | 
interests of the Government, the collier authorized by act of Congress, | 
approved April 1904, to be built in a navy-yard on the Pacific | 
coast.” | 

(he committee firmly believe that the policy of Congress to build 
up the American Navy should be continned and accordingly, notwith- 
standing the fact that we are now building a large number of battle 
ships and cruisers, recommend what in their judgment is a reasonably 
strong programme for the coming year—a programme which they feel 
assured will meet the approval of the American people. Our great 
national policies, the construction of the Panama Canal, the insistence 
on the Monroe doctrine, the protection of American citizens, the —* 
of our foreign policies, the great work of the regeneration of the Philip- 
pines, and the national defense, all demand that the building up of the 
Navy shall go on. 


7 
Zt, 


FOREIGN NAVIES. 


[Memorandum of information.] 
OFFICE OF NAVAL INTELLIGENCE. 


This memorandum of information is in response to a request by the | 


chairman of the House Naval Committee dated December 20, 1904. 


Subjects: Foreign naval programmes and policies; naval reserves of | 


the principal naval powers; personnel of the principal naval powers; 
sea strength of the principal naval powers. 
SEATON SCHROEDER, 
Captain, U. &. Navy, Chief Intelligence Officer. 


FOREIGN PROGRAMMES AND POLICIES, 


Great Britain.—The building programme for 1904-5 
two battle ships of 16,500 tons, the decrease from three of last year’s 
programme being due, according to the first lord of the admiralty, to 
the purchase from Chile of the battle ships now bearing the names 
Swiftsure and Triumph; 4 armored cruisers of 14,600 tons; 14 torpedo- | 
boat destroyers, and 10 submarines. 

rhe policy of alterations and changes of armament in ships to keep 
them as far as possible up to the standard of modern efficiency is con- 
sistently pursued, and the lessons of the Russo-Japanese war appear | 
to be influencing the alterations of completed vessels and the designs | 
of new ones. Obsolete vessels are being struck from the lists 
active service, and cruisers and gunboats of slight military 
whether old or new, are being withdrawn from commission ; 


NAVAL 
provides for 


value, 


cruisers has resulted in a concentration of naval power available for 
immediate use. A reduction in the term of commission of ships from 
three to two years has been adopted. 

France.—The budget for 1904—5 has not yet been passed. As pro- 
posed it is slightly in excess of that for last year, and it provides for 


1 armored cruiser of 14,300 tons, 4 torpedo-boat destroyers, 20 first- | 


class torpedo boats, and & submarines. 


In the report on the proposed budget attention is called to the advan- | 


tage of a continuous naval programme, such as that under which Ger- 


many will, in 1917, possess “thirty-eight battle ships, fourteen large cruis- | 


ers, and thirty-eight small cruisers, absolutely homogeneous and composed 
of modern vessels having a military value of the first order.” It is sug- 
gested that a useful naval programme for France would be one provid- 


ing for an appropriate torpedo boat and submarine flotilla, for the con- | 


struction of nine large 
what size, to be 
about $156,000,000. 
Further expressions of the views of the chairman of the committee on 
the report are: 
penditures; that all great nations are now spending largely on their 
navies, and that no one great nation can afford to lag behind. ‘“ Unfor- 
tunately that is an obligation which can not be avoided without peril; 
and perhaps it would be easy to find in the most recent events of con- 
temporaneous history more than one example of what it costs a natior 
not to S a havy commensurate with its policies.”” Other conclu- 
sions are: That there is no possihJe progress for a nation deprived of 
security; and that security nowadays is associated with the power of 
navies, as is amply proved by the events which took place a few years 
ago in the Philippines and the West Indies, and those which at the 
present hour render familiar Manchurian names hitherto unknown. 
France to attach a greater relative value than other na- 
tions to torpedo boats and submarines. 
The German building programme of 1900 
vessels with almost automatic regularity. 


cruiser battle ships, and for six others of some- 
paid Yor in six annual installments, aggregating 


less 


poss¢ 


continues 


continues to 
In its continua- 


Cre remaney 
turn out war 
tion for 1904 
tons, one armored cruiser of 11,000 tons, two (or three) cruisers of about 
;,000 tons, six torpedo-boat destroyers, one gunboat, one mine-laying 
vessel, and an increased final installment for the reconstruction of the | 
iburg class of battle ships. 
an fleet, like the English, has been regrouped with a view 
of power in home waters. Twelve first-class battle | 
two squadrons of six vessels each, or four divisions of 
vessels each, with a flag officer in each division. These flag | 
officers are an admiral (commander in chief of the fleet), a vice- 
admiral (in command of the second active squadron), and two rear- | 
admirals. 

It is reported that 2,100 enlisted men will be added to the personnel. 

Italy.—The estimates for 1994-5 are reported to provide for one | 
battle ship of 12, » tons, sixteen torpedo-boat destroyers, fourteen tor- 
pedo boats, and the reconstruction of the battle —_ Italia. It is not | 
unlikely that the number given for either torpedo boats or destroyers 
is an error, as the different foreign newspapers conflict in their state- 
ments. 

Austria.—The ten-year programme is being continued. Provision is 
made for the first payment on a battle ship of 10,600 tons, some sea- 
going torpedo boats, and one submarine. Unauthoritative reports place 
the number of torpedo boats as high as thirty, but it is probable that 
only a third of the number will be begun during the coming year. 

Russia and Japan.—Owing to the war now going on between these 
powers, accurate information is not available concerning their pro- 


Rrande 
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for | 


mean- | 
while a commissioning and redistribution of battle ships and armored | 


That France has been very moderate in her naval ex- | 


| Midshipmen and cadets -........---- — 
| Warrant officers ¢ 


5 appropriations are asked for two battle ships of 13,200 | 


FEBRUARY 14, 


grammes of construction—if, indeed, well-defined plans exist. There 
are, however, rumors of extensive programmes under consideration, and 
it is currently reported that both powers are engaged in adding to 
their torpedo boat and submarine flotillas. 


NAVAL RESERVES OF THE PRINCIPAL NAVAL POWERS, 


In the navies where service is compulsory, as is the case with the 
seven here considered, except England, there are large numbers of 
trained men who have served their enlistments at sea and are held as 
reserves. This gives such navies an enrolled and effective force which 
in some cases is larger than the force in regular service; thus Ger- 
many is said to be able to reman her fleet two or three times. 


England— 
Royal Naval Reserve, enrolled : 
Line officers 
Engineer officers... _.. Soeceeenaae 


Total 


Seamen, first class 
Seamen, second class 
pe | eR Ee eae ee at 2 


Total 


Royal Fleet Reserve: 
Class 


Class C 


Also a Royal Naval Volunteer Reserve and Colonial Reserve, mak- 
ing in all a grand total of 72,000 men, over half of whom are men 
who have served from ten to twenty years in the navy. 

France.—Four hundred and sixty-eight officers and about 50,000 
men. 

Germany.—Three hundred and seventy-eight officers and 75,000 men. 
The majority of these men have served in the navy, and are completing 
service of four years in the first reserve and service in the See wehr 
until 40 years of age. 

Russia.—Three hundred and seventy-eight reserve officers, 5,114 
men in the first four years of the reserve; the remainder liable to serv- 
ice are about 65,000 men. Great difficulty has been found in_ provid- 
ing engine-room complements for the navy, which is now on a full war 
basis. 

Italy.—About 23,000 men in the two classes of reserves. 

Austria.—Sixty-eight reserve officers of the line and engineers. A 
bluejacket after enlistment of four years goes into the first reserve for 
five years, and then into the second reserve for three years. This force 
is estimated at 20,000 men. p 

Japan.—One thousand four hundred and eighty line and engineer 
officers in her reserves, and 6,400 bluejackets. Her reserve has ap- 
parently stood the test of war so far without greatly depleting the 
merchant marine. 


PERSONNEL OF THE PRINCIPAL NAVAL POWERS. 


Number of officers and men for each 1,000 tons of total war-ship tonnage built 
and building. @ 


OFFICE OF NAVAL INTELLIGENCE, 
November 1, 1901. 


| 


Great Britain. | France. 


Number| Number Number! Number 
of per- | per 1,000, of per- | per 1,000 
| sonnel. | tons. | sonnel. | tons. 


Rank of personnel. 


Commissioned officers of seagoing | 
co ° 
Line 1, 736 | 
TROBE 6 5 200 once csescoccacconesees 826 
Medical 817 
Pay ¢ 220 
.O 19 


Chaplain4 
2.44 2,618 | 


1.83 


27 | 
24 | 


2. 65 


41 
28 
178 | 02 
| 4,707 
| 85a | 
1,930 | 
108, 233 | 
468 | 
19,910 | 


44 | 
1.00 | 
53. 60 

24 
10. 34 


Blue jackets. -.. .........2----<cceescccce| 
IG CRG ov ncek contadecemdtann cons 
Marines/s 


Russia. - | 





Germany. 


Number Number Number Number 
| of per- | per 1,000, of per- | per 1,000 
| sonnel. | tons. | sonnel. | tons. 


Rank of personnel. 





Commissioned officers of seagoing | | 


corps: 1 597 
‘mf 8 


Line 
Engineer x 

a DS 
POG C... . ccavweuscdciennstih aemboteeesigaeatamerea ome 


Medical 
Chaplaind 37 | 

Total 2,300|  4.28| 1,74| 3.07 
“ae 7| .@| 1.09 
1.42) 


' 1, 569 | 2.76 
89.00 |. 84,472) 60.77 


~ 430 | 
790 
49,663 


Midshipmen and cadets ................ 
Warrant officers ¢ - 

Blue jackets 

Marine officers. 





<<pvalba 


ce dh' alifh Sita e 












































4 Number and displacement of war ships, etc.—Continued. 
United States. Italy, : ca — 
Rank of personnel. Number Number | Number| Number — S laelies Fa : 
of per- | per 1,000} of per- | per 1,000 Type of vessel. Built. Building 
sonnel. tons. | sonnel.| tons. a ee ai —_ mae — 
imtened offi f i No. Tons. No Tons. 
Commission oliicers Of seagoing Battle ships, first class@_............-.. HM} = -:170, 153 | 5 72, 182 
bars ~~ a5 Coast defense vessels ®__.............---. | 10 68, 262 |........ 
Bnei Si dedentetenennerienmrtareinons \ 965 1.50 { ono \ SS | Aomored cruisers .._.__................ 6 | ee t........ 
Metical ccecwewcenenwenecewnesnewcee 241 3 a19 ez | Cruisers above 6,000 tons. ._.-.....-..- 5 32, 586 | 3 19, 965 
Pas eee aera anaeenaae ivl “98 284 “39 | Cruisers, 6,000 to 3,000 tons¢.....-....-.| 6 22, 667 3 | 9, 600 
Che ee eter eee “04 . Cruisers, 3,000 to 1,000 tons ¢..........-. | 7 8, 760 1} 1, 316 
oii eerenneinneinnntnmee enti | cor areas fromemnens Torpedo-boat destroyers -.............- 35 | 9, 984 13 | 4,220 
oath ST ENE os nacatewennenemnanéndad 85 8, 229 6 | S40) 
Total --....-----------+--+--------- | 3 | 217 | 1,560 as La... | 3 | 360 14 | 1,680 
Midshipmen and cadets -...........---. 990; 144| 165 . 50 1t i <1, 
Warrant officers¢...............--...- 448 169} 734} 8 bg} pear tel ranan |  ser-ens | es 
Hee juste ats Sinn canainiiecdasallgsecehi ne 52. S 24, 266 = ae eee ee ee ee a cee 
rine re a ghd ee ae SU eliiivesnaldesciineaaatinnciiapein : fe hy ee = 
la. rahe Sanne AES eae | 7,632 11.70 | REN: oma Total tons built and building --.. 477, 409 
| a | calles 
Austria. Japan.b ' aa — 7“ eS a 
Rank of personnel. Number | Number Number) Number Type of vessel. Built. Building. 
of per- | per 1,000; of per- | per 1,000 i é ean 
sonnel. tons. sonnel- | tons. 
qntscntis apes pcecitcamunaionie | No. Tons. No. Tons 
oe ? Battle ships, first class -............--.- 16 178, 575 6 77, 92 
Commissioned officers of seagoing Coast-defense vessels>.................. 16 91,315 |... TS Nas 
me 498 712 Armored cruisers Se ee 1 39, 047 3 28,044 
~~~" lg tgiatttataa hata ate : 4. 04 { ; .62 | Cruisers above 6,000 toms ¢_.........-..-|.--.-- ee ee 
Engineer? ........-...--.-0+-------+0-- 120 } 207 | . | Cruisers 6,000 to 3,000 tons¢__.........-- 4 46,749 |...... 
eee... ceemeneeeeomeeeesenen 66 - 43 237 -94 | Cruisers 3,000 to 1,000 tons ¢ _..- 2.22... 27 58, 859 6 17, 712 
Pay © nncn cnc cnnn ccc cceeccce wesc eens 161 1.06 220 oF Torpedo-boat destroyers ............-..- ! 27 12, 660 6 2, 064 
CE sonst seconds a AO cic ie sinmmntinn UNI INIE bct dels. strate ecient nein 105 I Oe lencuee 
a ete e ponents 5 Gial ES AES 1 120 " 240 
is cet acta at: 49} 5.60} 1,376 | — in! det am 
; , al — s s bui 1 tot s | 
Midshipmen and cadets -...........-..- 180 1.19 1,240 4.88 eo _— — 7 — Sea 441, 249 |... .... 1°6, 042 
ee EE 5 cesksisiannrdcoucenatinaidin 155 1.02 760 3.04 ae 2 cca ; 
asdenal oT 2 | ° . ree 
De ee ee Total tons built and building ... 567, 201 
WN ose cesnedcenes aa tteeieeckahcisneoetl inci dain ee Te ee i a — init ccc ticctahclacasiainiiltini 
"a This does not include transports, colliers, repair ships, torpedo depot . aoe ne ae UNITED STATES. a tn Ee - 
ships, converted merchant vessels or yachts, gunboats less than 1,000 tons, | ~~ .7 ; —" 
torpedo craft of less than 50 tons, nor vessels over 20 years old unless they | Type of vessel. Built Building 
have been reconstructed and rearmed. } | 
>The number of officers and men under Russia and Japan are those of | ———— — — 3 eo ee ee 
January 1, 1904. The gains and losses in ships and personnel during the war | No Tons No Tons 
have been considerable, and no accurate estimate can be made of the present Battle ships, first class ~ 2 137.229 12 180, 20% 
status in these countries. | a ss - 1 C% ast-defense yeast Js ee ! 12 47. 445 5 : 
_¢ There is aoe corps in the Russian navy, the duties being performed by | 4 +-mored cruisers._..................... 2 17.415 8 111. 300 
line officers. There is a pay service holding civil rank. Cruisers above 6000 toxs ¢.____..____.. 2 | 14. 750 | 3 22" 1) 
¢ Many British chaplains are also naval instructors. Italy and Japan have | Cruisers, 600 to 300) tons? | «= 18] | =| BO 
no chaplains. : _ : a , Cruisers, 3,000 to 1,000 toms ¢ ........-- 21 | 29, 497 | 2 2,170 
e Warrant officers in the United States and British navies have no exact | Torpedo-beat destroyers 76 | 6, 695 
equivalent in other navies. Those of Germany and Italy correspond most | m,, oe eae eT aN a art 7 | 4.200 neh: i 00 
closely, but all are more properly chief petty officers, having position and ialenemtines ee 8 O13 | : 
duties saieiemedatts be ene | commissioned officers and enlisted men. 4 ass. stile 
J The navies of the Uni States and Great Britain are the only ones in | 5 Te a) tame 
= h there are enlisted men other than blue jackets for service on board | Teiidiow. Ras and total tox 316.523 227.170 
ship. | aoe Mle, Ties eae 
Number and displacement of war ships, built and building, of 1,000 or more | Total tons built and build’nz 643, 693 
tons, and of torpedo craft of more than 50 tons. 
SEA STRENGTH OF THE PRINCIPAL NAVAI, POWERS. : _ ae . . 
OFFICE OF NAVAL INTELLIGENCE, January 13, 1905. | —— 
GREAT BRITAIN. ee Zt a i 
Se NTO eee ° Type of vessel. Built. Building 
Type of vessel. Built. Building. |. _ a . Lee — is 
= a . x = = alee aoe No. Tons No Tor 
; | No. ons. No. ‘ons. Battle ships, first class@ __.............. 13 162,314 5 62, 325 
Battle ships, first class@_............... 51 682,200 | 8 | 130, 800 Seent ‘aioe aae a Ree | 3.91 : z ; 
Coast-defense vessels 6__..........-.-..- 6 CE Racist sities se chases - | Armored cruisers Se Ls 5 31, 891 1 7,204 
Armored I atid stint hte desi 29 282, 400 | 12 146, 400 Cruisers above 6,000 tons ¢............../...... 
Cruisers above 6,000 toms ¢ _............. 21 a ee Cruisers 6.000 to 3,000 toms ¢_...... 2.2... ) 17,490 |...... 
Cruisers 6,000 to 3,000 tons ¢............- 50 221, 460 7 23,880 | Cruisers 3.000 to 1.000 toms ¢.........._-- 12 26, 216 2 
Cruisers 3,000 to 1,000 toms ¢............. 56 108, 960 6 17,650 | Torpedo-boat destroyers .......-..----- ll 3,503 14 } 
Torpedo-boat destroyers.....-....-.-.- 126 44, 565 17 8,730 | Torpedo boats. _..... eee sd Se ae oe 101 9 076 1.40 
Sospado Weebl... ...cd i ocsscass oncnce 90 8, 086 4 PN l 107 6 600 
Rad certian ae 9 1,400 10 | 2,000 - 
’ eae eee eee eee 7 tal tons built and total tons 
Total tons built and total tons | | a. eee ae st a: 254,510 72,8 
I cccnnntualaetdianumnie -=--2=--| 1, 5%, 871 ew 330, 236 : 
SEE a s built and building 327, 339 
Total tons built and building -. = 1,926, 107 a eS ; 
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FRANCE. ee 
‘aa "one | - T He f F pe | 
Type of vessel. Built | Building. —— 
. ee iene 
— ee — —— — Se | 
No. Tons. No. | Tons. 
Battle ships, first class@ _..............- 19 212, 5 6 | 87,800 | Battle ships, first class¢ _.............-. 
Coast-defense vessels®_..... snail aegis 17 | 73, é s sasalidicay alls -- | Coast-defense vessels ).................- 
Armored cruteetee. ...<.< ccc cccccoccccce 18 145, 085 6 73,491 | Armored cruisers. ............---..-- 
Cruisers above 6,000 tom#e_............- 4 | 7) a a ee Cruisers above 6,000 tons ¢ centile 
Cruisers 6,000 to 3,000 toms ¢_............ 18 | 74, 378 Be aitiiie ee Cruisers, 6,000 to 3,000 tens «¢ _..... ...... 
Cruisers 3,000 to 1,000 toms¢_..........--. 18 32, 868 | .....-. | Cruisers, 3,000 to 1,000 tons<¢ ..........- 
Torpedo-boat destroyers -............-. 3 9,250 | 8 2,576 | Torpedo-boat destroyers -..........-.-- 
Torpedo boats .................... Eee 238 275 | | OTB 708i | Torpedo bente...........-............. 
GOONS. acidic <Sitienecsittirliinict 37 3,935} = 15 | S40 | Satenenines......... ~~ ....20-eeecee- 
Total tons built and total tons | Total tons built and total tons | 
WO ab edniig xen cainnbnctn tial eS | 608,721 |........ 174, 428 building. __...- actneaipelentoaen 
Total tons built and building a 778,149 Total tons built and building --- 


suilt. 


Tons. 
4° 57, 000 
2 | 11, 067 
8 | 72, 738 
43,776 
2 22, 088 
19 6, 309 
5 

































Building 


No Tone 
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Number and displacement of war ships, etc.—Continued. 
AUSTRIA, 


Type of vessel. 





Battle ships, first class@ 

Coast-defense vessels 0 

Armored cruisers 

Cruisers above 6,000 tons ¢ 

Cruisers, 6,000 to 3,000 tons ¢ ........-- 
Cruisers, 3,000 to 1,000 tons ¢ 
Torpedo-boat destroyers .........--.-.-- 
pg es | 
Submarines 


8, 128 |... 
15, 260 |... 


3,278 





Total tons built and total tons | 
building 


Total tons built and building. --.. 


«Battle ships, first class, are those of (about) 10,000 or more tons displace- 
ment. 

> Ineludes smaller battle ships and monitors. 

¢ All unarmored war ships of more than 1,000 tons are, in this table, classed | 
according to displacement as cruisers. Scouts are considered as cruisers in 
which battery and protection have been sacrificed to secure extreme speed. 
The word * protected” has been omitted because all cruisers, except the | 
smallest and oldest, now have protective decks. 

N. B.—The following vessels are not included in the tables: Those over 20 | 
years. old, unless they have been reconstructed and rearmed; those not | 
actually begun, although authorized; gunboats and other vessels of less | 
than 1,000 tons; transports, colliers, repair ships, torpedo depot ships, con- | 
verted merchant vessels or yachts; torpedo craft of less than 50 tons. Gun- | 
boats of less than 1,000 tons have so slight a military value asa part of the | 
fleet that they are omitted 


Relative order of war-ship tonnage. 


As would be the case were vessels 


building now completed. 


Tonnage. 


At present. 


Nation. 


Nation. Tonnage. 


, 595, 871 
608, 721 
441,249 
367, G06 
316,523 
254,510 

290, 7h5 


112, 336 


Great Britain 
France 
Germany - 
Russia 5 
United States 
Italy 

Japan 
Austria 


1,926,107 | 
778, 149 
643, 693 | 
567,291 
477, 409 


Great Britain 
France 
United States 
Germany 
Russia 

Japan 257 
| Austria 
} 


151, 426 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The statement was made by the gentle- 


do not know what the fact is, but that is the explanation. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, did I understand the gentle- | 
man from Maine to say that we had a deficit of $80,000,000? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Eighteen million dollars was what I did 
and later, if I have the time during the pendency of this | 
bill or some other, I am going to try to make an analysis of the | 
existing situation, and the causes thereof, and the results to be | 
expected. What I did mean to say was that the deficit at the 
end of the coming fiseal year of 1906, if we continued the ap- | 
propriations at the rate they are now going on, will be between J 
eighty and ninety million dollars, so far as the best estimates I 
can get are concerned. 

Mr. WATSON. And on the other hand, if we hold down ap- 
propriations to where they ought to be held down and the pub- 
lic business continue as it now is, there will not be as much of | 
a deficit in the next year as there is to-day. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, yes, there will be. 

Mr. WATSON. Well, we will see now who is the prophet. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. We will see. As at present advised, | 
we are not holding the expenditures down where they were last 
year. 

Mr. WATSON. Not quite. I agree with that statement. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. We are exceeding them, or will exceed 
them, something like $20,000,000. 

Mr. WATSON. No; I think not quite that much. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, I have the computation, which 
I will give in connection with that a little later. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Maine 
[{Mr. LiIrrLerreLp] permit a suggestion? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. MAHON. If we are supposed to make these large appro- 
priations and revise the tariff and cut down the revenues, where 
will our bookkeeping come out? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I am not discussing what we are pro- 
posing to do. I am asking the gentleman in charge of these 
measures what their judgment is of what we are going to do. 
There is no harm in our appreciating fully the conditions that | 
exactly confront us, and there can not be any harm later for | 
me to call attention to the conditions and circumstances that 
have resulted in the conditions we have confronting us. But I 


Say, 
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327, 339 | 


wisotd | 


| the remedy must be, with several] alternatives. 
| I think we ought to get the information. 
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take it it is necessary in order for us intelligently to compre- 
hend what we ought to do, and that is the only purpose that I 
shall have later when I engage in that discussion, if I have 
the opportunity. 

Mr. WATSON. Does the gentleman assail any particular 
item in this bill and say it ought to be stricken out? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No. Of course the gentleman must 
realize that no one Member of this House can undertake to 
familiarize himself with the items involved in these bills. That 
is the purpose of the committee; that is what they are created 
for. Life is not long enough, time is too short, for a man to be 
advised. I have no suggestion to make as to any particular 
item in this bill, because I am not sufficiently advised as to the 
items to make it. I take the statement of the distinguished 
chairman, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss]. 

Mr. WATSON. I did not know but what the gentleman was 


| opposing the two battle ships. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Not at all. Well, the battle ships are 


| not a charge this year at all. 


Mr. WATSON. No; not this year. 

Mr. LITTLEFI£LD. I make no suggestion in relation to any 
I am not sufficiently advised as to any of them. I take 
the statement made by the distinguished gentleman from Illi- 
nois that this bill is as small as it can be under the existing 
conditions. with the exigencies it undertakes to take care of. 
I assume that to be entirely right. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
Illinois permit me to ask the gentleman from Maine a question? 

Mr. FOSS. Certainly. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Why has not the gentleman already sug- 
gested a remedy? It is too late to say what ought to be done. 
The question is, What ought to have been done to prevent this 
condition? It is the business of the gentleman to suggest reme- 


| dies as a member of the majority, and not to propose problems. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Why have not I suggested a remedy? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes. Why have you not suggested it long 
ago? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, I will tell the gentleman. Be- 
fore I undertake to suggest a remedy in connection with this or 
any other question, I will undertake to inform myself of exist- 
ing conditions and have some knowledge of the details. Now, 
I may have been remiss in the discharge of my public duties, 


| but it is only within a few days that I have been able to gain 
| what it seemed to me to be a fair analysis of the situation that 
man from Illinois that the payment was made during 1904. I 


confronts us; and without the benefit of that I would not un- 


| dertake to suggest a remedy. 


If I discuss this question later, I shall call attention to what 
In the first place 
We ought to have 
the knowledge, and then we hope to be able at least to do the 
best we can. I will, as far as I am concerned. I shall do the 
best I can to determine what, in my judgment, the remedy 
ought to be. Now, I may not decide it in twenty-four hours; I 
may not decide it in three weeks, and I may have to take longer 
than that, but I will do the best I can when the time comes to 
suggest what I think the remedy ought to be. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. But the deficit has existed for two or three 
months. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, it is too late to take care of that. 
There is no human ingenuity that would take care of that 


| deficit or correct it, because that can not be done by increasing 
| the revenues. 
| decrease in the appropriations retroactive for that purpose. 


We can not make an increase in the revenue or a 


Perhaps I do not get the gentleman’s point 


Mr. SHEPPARD. You and your party Were elected on the 


| proposition that you had the ability to keep expenditures within 


the limits of the revenues. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, I do not know how that may be; 
I do not know what view the gentleman may have. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The gentleman from Maine was elected 
on that proposition, and the deficit shows that he and his party 
are incapable of meeting the situation. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. When I get along to the discussion of 
the question I think I will make it plain, so that the gentleman 
will understand the status of the position from my point of view. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty 
minutes to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrxry]. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I will probably desire to extend 
my remarks in the Recorp, and I ask consent now for that pur- 
pose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 


Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, after a few preliminary obser- 
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vations on the conditions of the country in general, I shall con- 
sider the appropriations, as carried in this bill, for the naval 
establishment. 

Prosperity won the national election of 1904 for the Repub- 
lican party—the party in power. The party slogan, “ Let well 
enough alone,” coupled with the undefined and unreasonable 
apprehension of depression from a change of administration, 
completed the work. 

Notwithstanding the paralysis in the cattle business for a 
part of the year, 1904 was one of unusual prosperity for the 
farmer. Corn, wheat, hay, mules, horses, and other farm 
products brought good prices. Much of this was due to pre- 
vious poor crops of wheat and the unusual foreign demand for 
foodstuffs and live stock, caused by poor crops abroad and by 
great wars. 


Democrats who had never before been known to falter in | 


their party allegiance openly stated that they wanted no 
change in the Administration, assigning as a reason the country 
was prosperous. 

It was useless to reason and to show that there was no con- 
nection between the alleged cause and effect. The fact was, the 
country was prosperous. This was a condition, not a theory. 
The Republican speakers insisted if the Administration changed 
prosperity would be endangered. The people feared it; and 
hence the resuit. 





Evidently there were those in the Republican party and high | 


in its councils who did not construe the November victory as 
necessarily an indorsement of the existing tariff—fostering, 
sheltering, and protecting monopolies, trusts, and combines; or 


the present license to great railroad corporations by freight | 


discriminations to make one man and break another; to build 
up one city and crush another, or to go on with the world- 
power idea, piling up expenses for the military, until not only 
the foundations of the Republic should be endangered by its mil- 
itary tendencies, but the very energies of the people would be 
exhausted in an effort to produce sufficient revenue to keep 
afloat the great war machines, support the land armies, and pay 
pensions. 

Among the foremost of these Republicans who balked at the 
interpretation placed upon the result of the election by the 
“ stand-patters ” 
unprecedented popular majority, might well have construed it as 
not only a personal triumph, but an indorsement of all the Re- 


was the President himself, who, elected by an | 


publican policies; but the President is known on some economic | 


questions to be to some extent in accord with Democratic prin- 
ciples and tendencies. 
No sooner was the result of the election announced than the 


sary to enable it to carry out and make effective the purposes 
for which it was created. This subject has become of acute 
importance at this time because of the consolidation of rail- 
roads, and the consequent disappearance of competition. It is 
said upon good authority that three-fifths of all the railway 
mileage of this country is under the control of five syndicates, 
and from all sections of the country, from all classes, have 
come complaints of unjust discriminations and excessive charges. 
The President concurs in the Democratic position that the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission should have the power to curb 
these corporations and protect all interstate shippers, small as 
well as great. But here again great interests are arrayed 
against this proposed reform. Who can unravel the ramifica- 
tions of these great railroads and corporate interests? Does any- 
one doubt that they can command many votes in any and all 
the legislative assemblies of this country, Congress included? 

It is now whispered around that those interests are in accord 
with the President in the reform he seeks to inaugurate. if 
they are it is safe to say the reforms are not what they are sup- 
posed to be. It is safe to say that any legislation looking to 
their surveillance and control which is satisfactory to them will 
not give the relief demanded by the people who have to pay the 
rates. Let us have full power to fix the rate granted the Inter 
state Commerce Commission, then appoint the ablest men on the 
Commission, and we may expect reasonable protection against 
extortion and discrimination, whether by rebates or other- 
wise. 

The abandonment of the extra session of Congress for the 
spring postpones, perhaps indefinitely, this desired legislation. 
While a bill has been reported and a few days ago passed this 
liouse, it is probable it will not at this session pass he Senate. 
It is not the bill I would prefer or write if I had the power. 
There is no necessity for a new court and five new circuit 
judges, as provided in the bill. Full power to the present Inter- 
state Commission to fix rates to go into effect at once, with 
right of appeal to the courts as now constituted, was all that was 
necessary. The bill, however, is the best that we could get, and 
I voted for it as an improvement upon the present law. 

Does anyone imagine that these great railroads and corporate 
interests have not been busy in bringing every argument and 
influence to bear to show the unwisdom of an early extra ses- 
sion of Congress? Delay is a victory for the standpatters and 
the highly protected interests, and a defeat for those who be 
lieve in Democratic principles for a revision of the tariff and a 
reasonable protection against unjust discriminations in inter- 


| state freight rates. 


President declared in effect that the contention that the tariff | 


should be revised was well founded, and it was semiofficially 

given out that he would call an extra session of Congress in 

March to consider changes in the tariff schedules. 
Consternation at once seized the “ stand-patters.’ 


° 


The earnestness and sincerity of the President are accepted 
as facts and believed in; and in these contests with the stand- 
patters and great corporate interests he has the sympathy and 
support of the people without regard to party lines; but if he 


| wishes to succeed and leave behind for his Administration the 


Their run- 


ners were sent in every direction. Conferences were held, and | 


for a while it seemed as if the President had the upper hand; 


but he was prevailed upon to consult them, with the result that | 


the project for an extra session of Congress in the spring of 1905 
was at@Andoned, with the further announcement that it might 
be held later in the year—say in October. 

So in this first tilt the stand-patters win out. We will see 
later on whether there is an October session of Congress, and, 
if there is, whether it is effective. 

There can be no question but that the sincere advocates of 
tariff revision regretted the abandonment by the President of 


of 1905. 

They realize that delay is dangerous for the friends of tariff 
revision. Time gives opportunity for all the protected interests 
to get together to oppose all changes beneficial to the people 
and in many ways to disparage, lessen, or neutralize the influ- 
ence of-the President with the members of his own party. It 


reputation for “things accomplished,” friends can not urge 
upon him too strongly action, action, action, and that by special 
session of Congress and without delay. 

While the President seems to be in accord, to a limited ex- 
tent, at least, with the Democratic party on the foregoing 
questions, we are not willing to follow him in his overlordship 


| policy, carrying with it a great army, a great navy, a great 


and ever-increasing pension roll, and expenses out of all 
proportion to the revenues and needs of the Government. Un 
less a halt is called, the people will soon have, perhaps, few 
privileges other than that of supporting the military establis 


| ment by their taxes and enjoying the display which a great 
his intention, to call an extra session of Congress in the spring | 


does not require half an eye of prophecy to see that the Presi- | 


dent is stronger and more powerful and potent with his own 
party and with Congress now than he vwyill ever be again during 
the remainder of his Administration. Backed by a tremendous 
popular majority, with many Republican Members indebted for 
their unexpected election to his popularity, it would be difficult, 
if not impossible, for the stand-patters to resist the demand of 
the President at this stage for a revision of the tariff. But 
twelye months hence how will it be? 

Procrastination is not only the thief of time, but, I fear, is the 
thief of opportunity. 

The same observation might well be made upon the subject 


| 


military establishment can give them. Three hundred and 
fifty million dollars—one-half of the revenues of the Gover 
ment—are annually taken to support the military establishment, 
including pensions, and the end, we are told, is not yet. 

The other great Departments of State, Treasury, Post-Office, 
Interior, Judiciary, Commerce and Labor, Agriculture, the 
diplomatic and consular service, and many others have also to 
be supported, and it is no surprise that, no matter how econom 





| ical Congress may be in the appropriations for their support, 


the other half of the revenues is consumed, and we seem to 
have a continuing and increasing deficit—a gap on the wrong 
side of the ledger—between the receipts and disbursements. 

No river and harbor bill during the session of 1903—4, and one 
of very limited proportions this session. No public building 
bill in 1903-4, and a very small one this session. No money for 
internal improvements of any kind, but hundreds of millions 
for the military establishment. It was not so in the earlier 
days of the Republic. 

To the question why this condition the plain answer is, 


of railroad rates and upon the proposition to confer upon the | because in a time of profound peace the Republican party has 


Interstate Commerce Commission the additional power neces- | loaded down this country with military burdens greater than 


















those imposed upon any of the tax-ridden, military, monarchical 
countries of Europe. 

liow rapidly the naval expenses have grown within the last 
few years is shown by the following statement: In 1883 the 
naval establishment cost $14,819,976.80, while in 1904 it cost 
$102,900,000. 

As was said by Judge Parker: 

The display of great military armaments may please the eye and for 
the moment excite the pride of the citizen, but it can not bring to the 


country the brains, brawn, or muscle of a single immigrant nor induce 
the investment here of a dollar of capital. 


The following statement by Mr. Pulitzer, published in the 
World, underestimates, rather than overestimates, the expendi- 
tures: 

We are expending more money now on our Navy than any other coun- 
try in the world except England; a third more on our Army than 
Austria-Hungary, with nearly 400,000 men under arms, and twice as 
much as Japan in time of peace, and more on our Army, Navy, and pen- 
sions than is spent for the same purpose by any of the overloaded mili- 
tary powers of continental Europe without exception. * * * 

Fifty years ago our Navy consisted of a few wooden frigates, and our 
peaceful merchant fleets covered the seas. To-day we have over 600,000 
tons of steel battle ships and cruisers, and our merchant marine in the 
foreign trade has shrunk until it is barely larger than the Navy that is 
supported to protect it. 

The bill carries $102,570,000; to this should be added the 
amount carried in the legislative bill, the probable deficiencies, 
and what will be added in the Senate, making a grand total, I 
should estimate, for the support of the Navy for the fiscal year 
ending June 380, 1906, of about $106,000,000. 

The committee, Mr. Chairman, for the first time since I have 
been a member of it, has, in my judgment, earnestly desired to 
keep down the appropriations for the support of the Navy to the 

- lowest possible figure. As an illustration of this desire, it was 
decided early in the consideration of this bill not to increase 
the salary of any clerk, and I understand it has not been done. 
I fear that it has in some cases withheld repairs and improve- 
ments to some of the navy-yards which were essential to the 
best service, but the bill had to be kept down, and the result 
will probably be considerable deficiencies to be provided for at 
the close of 1906. 

The great amount carried by this bill is made necessary by 
previous legislation, much of which was unnecessary and bad. 
As an illustration, the past session of Congress provided for 
great naval stations at Guantanamo, on the Island of Cuba, and 
at Olongapo, in the Philippine Islands, to cost, when completed, 
anywhere from five to thirty millions of dollars each. This 
was done against the protest of the Democratic Members, who 
were willing for the establishment of coaling stations at those 
points, but nothing more. We already have a naval station at 
Cavite, in the Philippine Islands, and less than 100 miles from 
Olongapo. 

It is a significant fact that this bill carries no appropriation 
for Guantanamo and but a small one for Olongapo, due, I take 
it, to the doubt whether they had not better be abandoned than 
developed. 

When we came to consider the recommendation for new ships 
the committee was necessarily divided in sentiment. But for 
the insistence of the President and Secretary of the Navy for 
new ships I think it probable that the committee would have 
heen willing to omit any provision for great battle ships at this 
SeSS1ON. 

Do I hazard teo much in stating that the leaders in this House, 
Republicans and Democrats, are of one accord as to the advisa- 
bility of omitting the building programme this year? Three 
years ago the Speaker of this House, easily its leader, declared 
on the floor of this House, in discussing the naval bill, that in his 
judgment the Navy was as large as there was any necessity for. 
Since then we have provided for a number of battle ships, 
armored cruisers, and other ships of war. 

For myself, I feel that our Navy is perhaps large enough; 
but others who think otherwise would have been influenced to 
omit the building programme for this session by the necessity 
for economy, and by the fact that we have so many new ships 
now under way. The Secretary of the Navy, in his annual re- 
port, Says: 

The past year was an important one in the history of our naval con- 
struction. Never before were so many war ships launched by this or 
any other nation in one year. 

His report shows that we launched between December 1, 1903, 
and November 23, 1904, six battle ships, two armored cruisers, 
two protected cruisers, besides other ships of war. These will 
not be completed for some years to come, and it is safe to say 
will cost not less than $80,000,000. He might well have added 
that as the life of these great ships is from fifteen to twenty 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 






































SS SSS SSS ss ee SSS 





years, in a few years it would require about $15,000,000 an- 
nually to replace obsolete ships to keep the Navy to its pres- 
ent standard of strength. ; 
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In addition, repairs are now needed on all our battle ships 


and cruisers which are 4 years old and over $1,000,000 to a 
ship. 
and will not stand the pressure for the full charge of smokeless 
powder, which is now the accepted explosive. 


These great ships have guns for brown or black powder, 


Again, the Secretary says: 
New ships necessarily require more officers, more marines, and more 


enlisted men, and the appropriations are quite likely to increase steadily 


for some years to come. 
The report of the Chief of the Bureau of Construction and 


Repair shows that we now have complete twelve battle ships, 
and are building fourteen battle ships. 


We now have complete two armored cruisers, and are building 
ten armored cruisers. 
We now have complete eighteen protected cruisers, and are 


building five protected cruisers, besides many other war ships— 
the smaller craft. 
building will cost not less than $100,000,000, much of which we 


It is safe to say that the ships we are now 


still owe. Surely, even the President and Secretary of the 
Navy, if they realized what we are now doing for the Navy, 


would concede that the building programme for the present ses- 
sion might be omitted. 


It was, however, perhaps too much to expect that the Repub- 
lican members of the committee could withstand altogether the 
pressure from Administration sources, and so we have a pro- 
vision in this bill for two battle ships to cost fifteen to sixteen 
million dollars. When we reach that provision I shall move an 


amendment. 


The advocates of the “ greatest navy on earth” would have 
the country believe that all you have to do to insure the safety 


of the country is to have the greatest number of ships. The 


present great Eastern war proves the fallacy of any such 
contention. 

The report of the chairman of the Naval Committee at the 
last session shows that Russia then had seventeen first-class 
battle ships to Japan’s six, and twelve other battle ships and 
coast-defense ironclads to Japan’s three; that she was building 
six battle ships and three armored cruisers to Japan’s none. 
What part has the great Russian fleet played in the present 
war” 

The President, in his message, said: 


Not a Russian or Japanese battle ship has been sunk by a torpedo 
boat or by gunfire, etc. 


I think a more pertinent inquiry is, What damage has the bat 
tle ship done? Has it sunk anything? Within a week after 
the President sent his message to Congress I took the following 
extract from the Washington Times of December the 9th, 1904, 
showing what had become of a part of Russia’s boasted superi- 
ority on the high seas. 


WHAT HAPPENED TO SHIPS OF THE CZAR’S FINE FLEET. 


The fate of the Russian battle ships and cruisers which were at Port 
Arthur when the war began has been as follows: 

Petropavlovsk, battle ship—Sunk while making a sortie fr@m Port 
Arthur, Admiral Makaroff going down with her. 

Czarevitch, battle ship—Driven into German harbor in China, after 
the sortie of August 10, and disarmed there. 

Retvisan, battle ship—Badly injured in fight of August 10 with Togo, 
and now sunk in Port Arthur Harbor. 

Poltava, battle ship—Sunk in Port Arthur Harbor. 

Sevastopol, battle ship—Sunk in Port Arthur Harbor. 

Peresviet, battle ship—Disabled in Port Arthur Harbor and still 
under fire. 

Pobieda, battle ship—Badly damaged and listed over in Port Arthur 
Harbor. 

Boyarin, cruiser—Sunk in Pigeon Bay by a mine. 

Diana, cruiser—Disarmed at Saigon. 

Askold, cruiser—Disarmed at Shanghai. 

Novik, cruiser—Run ashore and destroyed by the Japanese at Korsa- 
lioff Bay. 

Rayan, cruiser—On fire in Port Arthur Harbor. 

Pallada, cruiser—Damaged and under fire in Port Arthur Harbor. 

Of the nine torpedo-boat destroyers left after the battle of August 10, 
the Rastoropny was blown up at Chefoo by her crew, having gone there 
with dispatches. 





Since I have been a Member of this body I have heard it 
argued that we should have a fleet equal to Russia. I have 
seen us pass Russia. It was then contended for several years 
that we must have a fleet equal to Germany; that that country 
had sinister designs against us. I have seen us pass Germany. 
Now it is stated that we must pass France and become seeond 
to Great Britain alone. I might ask why this is necessary. I 
would not say a word to offend the sensibility of any French- 
man, but this country does not fear the sea power of France. 
But concede that we must pass France, the statement above 
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referred to shows that we are now building 14 battle ships to 
Irance’s 6; that we are building a total of 28 ships of war with 
a tennage of 321,870 tons to France’s 14 with a tonnage of 
179.649. The time is short, if it has not already gone by, before 
we will have passed France, as we have passed Russia and 
Germany. 

On the 3d of March, 1904, Senator Hater, chairman of the 
Senate Committee on Naval Affairs, and perhaps the best-posted 
authority on naval affairs outside of the Navy Department, said, 
in discussing the naval bill: 


In her total of 755,757 tons, France has 106,000 tons of these ships 
that were built before 1884, or twenty years ago, and not one of them 
ean be used for offensive purposes. Deducting this 106,000 tons makes 
her about 33,482 tons ahead of us. This deduction of old and com- 
paratively obsolete ships frog, France’s effective navy, with another 
table which I shall give, brings us up with our naval programme with 
France, and with her next to Great Britain, which has gut of these old 
ships, built before 1884, 130,000 tons. Germany has 34,000 tons of 
what you might call obsolete ships and 25,000 tons of armored cruis- 
ers. Russia has 40,000 tons. 


The cry can almost now be heard, the buglers have announced 
it, having passed France, “ Let us have the greatest Navy in the 
world.” 

I believe the dangers attendant upon the greatest navy in the 
world are far greater than upon a navy of reasonable propor- 
tions. Outside of the question of expense, the dangers of for- 
eign complications would be greater. Already we have been 
informed that the Navy is to be used to collect debts for Euro- 
pean countries. 

Since March 3, 1904, we have contracted for another battle 
ship of 16,000 tons and two armored cruisers. If, as Senator 
HaLe thought, we were equal to France ten months ago we 
have already passed her, and are now only second to Great 
Britain. 

More ships, as the Secretary in his annual report says, 
necessarily require more officers, more marines, and more en- 
listed men. As late as 1892, only twelve years ago, the entire 
force of enlisted men in the Navy consisted of 8,250, which in- 
cluded petty officers, seamen, landsmen, boys, ete. 

This bill provides for 4,200 more enlisted men, 3,000 for the 
Navy and 1,200 for that nondescript corps called the marines— 
half navy, half army. When these sections are reached, I will 
discuss them separately. I have already consumed more time 
than I anticipated. 

This will give 37,000 enlisted men in the Navy and 9,000 in the 
Marine Corps, making a total of 46,000 men. To man all of 
the ships already authorized would require 61,983 enlisted men 
in the Navy—according to a statement furnished me by Admiral 
Converse, Chief of the Bureau of Navigation—and this is ex- 
clusive of marines; adding the usual quota of these we would 
have a naval force of 80,000 men. This would require us to 
almost double our present force. 

Why authorize more ships when we are already the second 
world power in the number if ships? It means, as the Secretary 
says, more enlisted men, more officers, more marines, and more 
expense. Is it necessary or expedient? 

in my judgment we should so administer the naval branch 
of this Government as that its annual expense in time of peace 
should not, at the utmost limit, exceed $100,000,000. It can 
be done; and when we consider that in 1883 the total cost of 
the naval establishment was $14,819,976.80: that it cost less 
than twenty-five million a year during Cleveland’s Administra- 
tions, all should concede that $100,000,000 is liberal support of 
the naval branch. 

If the Members on that side of this House who have been 
favoring the country with their views as to the necessity of 
curtailing the expenses are really willing to put in practice 
what they preach and assist in some amendments I will offer, 
we will not only eliminate the two battle ships, costing over 
$15,000,000, but we will reduce this bill below $100,000,000 by 
cutting off some $3,000,000. Will you do it? I can almost 
answer for you. You will not. Party distipline and Adminis- 
tration pressure are too strong for you. 

Some limit should be placed on naval expenses, and we should 
proceed with caution in building new ships, opening up great 
naval stations, especially on foreign territory, for which priv- 
ilege we are required to pay annually to the foreign countries 
large sums as rent.. We must ¢all a halt or slow up or the al- 
ternative is before us, the necessity for more revenue. 

A prominent nayal officer who did not want to slow up gave 
me the following as his remedy: Levy a stamp tax and im- 
pose a tax on coffee and sugar. This doctrine might do for the 
parties who are supported, but how about the other classes? 
They not only want no increase in their taxes, whether it is a 
tax upon every check they draw, note, bond, deed, mortgage 
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given, or upon every pound of coffee, tea, or 


other now recog- 
nized necessity of life, but they do want and demand some pro- 


tection and benefit under the Government in the way of im- 
provement of the rivers and harbors; reasonable public buildings 
for post-offices and court-houses, reasonable assistance to the 
States in the upbuilding and improvement of the highways and 
postal routes, the improvement of which would perhaps add 
more to the comfort of the agricultural classes than any other 
one thing; the reduction of letter postage from 2 to 1 cent, and 
many other concessions of interest to everybody, producer, con- 
sumer, taxpayer, and pensioner. 

Shall we have foreign display with war taxes, or shall we 
practice economy, and without increasing taxes have a surplus 
for internal improvements? 

With a limitation of one hundred millions annually for the 
Navy—lI do not mean to say we should spend that sum, I think 
we should not—we can maintain our Navy equal in efficiency 
to any on earth, second in size only to Great Britain, and able 
in the Western Hemisphere to cope with the combined powers 
of the world. More than this is militarism and foolhardiness 
run mad. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I am directed to yield to the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. LItTLerieLp] one hour. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, “ For which of you in 
tending to build a tower sitteth not down first and counteth the 
cost whether he have sufficient to finish it?” 

I have taken occasion, Mr. Chairman, on quite a number of 
occasions to make inquiries of gentlemn in charge of appro 
priation bills, not for any ordinary purpose of curiosity, but 
because I discovered that we were reaching a condition where 
not only a deficit existed between our expenditures and our 
revenues but where the expenditures were largely, apparently, 
to exceed the revenues. On the 24th day of July, 1897, a very 
distinuished gentleman, then a member of this House, suc- 
ceeded in getting enacted into a law a piece of legislation known 
as the “ Dingley bill.” It was the expectation of that distin- 
guished man that the operation of that legislation would be to 
conserve the welfare and prosperity of a great people by the 
encouragement and fostering of its industries, and that it would 
at the same time, Mr. Chairman, furnish an adequate sum, so 
far as revenue to be raised by the tariff is concerned, for the 
purpose of carrying on the affairs of this great Government. 

I desire to say now, upon the threshold of this discussion, that 
in my judgment the distinguished man built wisely and well, 
because I believe that upon the first element involved in his 
legislation it is now practically conceded by all that it has 
achieved a magnificent success. I believe also, Mr. Chairman, 
that, taking into account the conditions that existed when he for- 
mulated the legislation, it has amply and wisely justified his 
success as a statesman in providing revenues for the country. 

Notwithstanding that fact, however, Mr. Chairman, we are now 
confronted with a deficiency, and it is my purpose, in an analysis 
that I may give, to call attention to the reasons for the deficiency, 
the conditions that now confront us, why we are here, where we 
are, and what we are to look to in the line of expenditures and 
in the line of revenues. 

I shall have occasion in the course of my remarks to refer 
more or less to various tables which I will not, of course, 
undertake to read; but I will place them in the Record as a 
part of my remarks, because upon the tables I base various 
analyses that I am about to give. I begin this comparison, Mr. 
Chairman, not only in the year 1897, because that is the time 
of the enactment of this legislation, but becauses it signalizes 
at the same time the era when this Government engaged in that 
splendid altruistic international enterprise of the acquisition, re- 
tention, civilizaton, and Americanization of the Philippine Archi- 
pelago, and because that is the epoch from a financial point of 
view from which every proper and legitimate comparison 
should be made. 

First, Mr. Chairman, I invite the attention of the committee 
to an analysis of the expenditures involved in the various 
branches of the Government of the United States during a period 
of eight years, beginning with 1898 and ending in 1905, inclusive, 
and the period of eight years preceding that, beginning in 
1890 and ending in 1897, inclusive. Because I believe that this 
analysis will be profitable and instructive, and it is only by 
the analysis that we can reach a rightful apprehension of the 
situation and the circumstances and the causes that have con- 
tributed to the production of the existing condition that now con- 
fronts us. 


TABLE OF APPROPRIATIONS, ARMY, NAVY, AND FORTIFICATIONS 
I here submit a table of appropriations for the Army, Navy, 
and Fortifications, which includes deficiencies, apd was prepared 
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for me by Thomas B. Cleaves and the able clerk of the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations: 













ARMY APPROPRIATIONS, 1890-1905. 



















































1890, Army act, including deficiencies_..ctc.ltltcn.... $24, 576, 042. 43 
1891, Army act, including deficiencies.__......----___ 25, 716, 249. 23 
1892, Army act, including deficiencies__............. 7 13 
1893, Army act, including deficiencies_..cc....._.... . 82 | 
1894, Army act, including deficiencies_.....-....---. 5. 89 
1895, Army act, including deficiencies_._..tco...___--— . 99 
1896, Army act, including deficiencies_...u..cc-... 3. 51 
1897, Army act, including deficiencies__..1uo...c.i._ 1. 63 
1798, Army act se ieee ces tan kansas tee la . 30 | 
a es ge a ss Oe eee . 59 
i: , Se a a Ovo 
ee to CS ‘ : o. OS 
RED, TO TI aor asics cicesamcenciiaattn eae inka 6, 000, 000. 00 
1900, Army act, including deficiencies__._......____-_ 80, 454, 204. 06 
1901, Army act, including deficiencies___....-_______ 114, 645, 095. 55 
1902, Army act, including deficiencies_._......_______ 115, 954, 049. 10 | 
1903, Army act, ineluding deficiencies__........_____ 91, JO, 686. 41 
1904, Army act, including deficiencies__._..___________ 79, 407, 752. 83 
1905, Army act, including deficiencies_._t_-.c.__.______ 77, C70, 300. 88 


NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS, 1890-1905. 











1890, including deficiencles_..ctu.ttcc.ttt.._____. $22, 266, 063. 62 
1891, ineludinge deficiencies................... ~~ eee eee 25 29, 922. 00 | 
UU, ROR a 81, G64, 850. 70 
RO, Recieved oes nese 23, 611, 257. 99 | 
i eee hin meen ae “ 

1896, incdeding GeGicieneet......... nnn menmnemnntnicm : * | 
LBOG, tmchwuB@ime Gere vrctecimecnniscccsssinasindeacsmatesimaien 30, 615, 714. 43 | 
1897, including deficiencies 31, : . 
1898, including deficiencies 5. 
eS. Eee eee eee (95. 
1900, including deficiencies._._....................... 53, 582, 770. 90 
1901, including deficiencies._™.§................—...—.... 69, 516, 775. 45 
SO, RU I io eceinnrrciren ccc enteene wins neenenes 84, 382, 551. 80 
Ear eee 84, 672, 048. 73 
1904, incin@ing deficiencies. ke ncnccncanen 103, 633, 115. 40 | 
a, «MN aa ential eee ieee 97, 505, 140. 94 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATIONS, 1890-1905. 


acne siesta aaa ee aR $1, 233, 594. 00 | 
RIOT. .sicindiis cacaacuatinzel clan buckeege eae 4, 232, 935. 00 | 
ne a ee 3, 774, 803. 00 | 
III <n cesnantosneeinsetagtipenhagulisdapiekagnceliegaaeeia aaa ie 2, 734, 276. 00 | 
III. covss'esicesciiiniiets sittin ci iimatt is oo ela te  ee E 2, 210, 055. 00 | 
as a Nal el Lal Ok ia let 2, 427, 004. 00 | 
ee ee eee 1, 904, 557. 50 
a ee 7, 377, S88. 00 | 
PE EARNEST TA 9, 517, 141. 00 | 
1SO9 Sita a a Sad A 9, 377, 494. 00 | 
On nn ET I 8, 674, 898. 00 

i ee 4, 909, 902. 00 | 
SO sscceitewonicsins cediahsinbii resin cienetancey tiieaseniieay an eit mati le ata 7, 383, 628. 00 

ce a 7, 364, 011. 00 

ee 7, 298, 955. 00 

BG ins ssssseninsaiersalsinscestdemecinsbcpaiba cadiiahensinataddntonbiaaaaiadateaatiadoma adem 7, 188, 416. 22 | 
1905 sa sisal Faden ied ie hae 7, 518, 192. 00 


ANALYSIS OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR 1890-1897, INCLUSIVE. 


Navy nannsneinh enidisintoak astieastaninsineaaaiakin deta iatadaedel 190. 87 
AER BOE Oia ccecics cnecinewtntntivisaintinnmniasiniaaniainiipared 2, 273. $1 
sehesieliat pisiualededniebidiraincaccagetaana 468. 62 | 
ear ioneninnterdavigpapebia sansa 933. 33 | 
= be: slainaamad , 162. 50 
year ‘ i eennniiinns on 236, T70. 30 





33, 080, 822, 00 
54, 134, 987. 














APPROPRIATIONS FOR 1898-1905, INCLUSIVE. 


TOI cciccisitns anneegneisntitans ncidlcactbe tects okabdiosgiete tihacdllg ea enitctasicnc ake Riecaal en $681, 142, 192, 06 
oe a a eS ee eee 85, 142, 774. O1 
NI ois cst icessensciinsinaidia alate diinistciclageestebtbvniiakaiieiitinastathbalaeteitiitl asain 834, 050, 767. 70 
tC ge ES ee Ce 104, 256, 345. 96 
Sr NEN cides cincahtnteeneaseinisckicanashldeisnecsanitinansinaa daa bidasccendtienteae 69, 732, 638. 22 
Pe eee ee een 8, 716, 579. 77 
Total Army, Navy, and fortifications__._....._....._ 1, 584, 925, 597. 98 
ENE CU TE I no niin een 198, 115, 699. 74 
Excess of 1898-1905 over 1890-1897 or an increase of 
TRA wiistb niin tereiegtagateeaantenel * aailidh silastic icgcdemomintedae ain aah 1, 151, 844, 477. 98 
An increase at the same rate of other appropriations 
would be 22 per cent of 433,080,822 or only___----_ 95, 277, 780. 00 
Tae ARCEORNS CCAR BIG Ti erent ctaieninnnemncintinn 1, 056, 566, 697. 00 


This analysis shows that the total amount appropriated for 
the Army, Navy, and fortifications during the period of 1890-97 
was $433,080,822, or an average during that period per year of 
$54,134,987. I find that the appropriations for the Army, the 
Navy, and fortifications from 1898 to 1905, inclusive, make the 
total aggregate of $1,584,925,599, or an average of $198,115,699, 
as against $483,080,822 in the aggregate for the preceding eight 
years, and an average of $54,134,987. In other words, I find 
that there is an increase of appropriation for 1898, up to and 
including 1905, compared with 1890, up to and including 1897, 
of $1,151,844,477 of money, and an average increase per year of 


| about $144,000,000. 


I desired, Mr. Chairman, to ascertain whether or not this 
large increase of expenditure was due to normal conditions, 
the increase in the population, and the valuation and the busi- 
ness interests of the country. And for that reason I have 


>| undertaken to make an analysis of all of the appropriations 


during that period for the purpose of ascertaining what the 
normal increase has been in other branches of the Government, 
and in making that computation I take the total appropriations 
in the first instance, and from the total appropriations I deduct 
the Army and the Navy and fortifications and the Post-Office 
appropriation. I deduct the Post-Office appropriation, because 


| Ll believe that it does not properly enter as a factor in the 


equation of determining what the normal increase of expendi- 
ture has been during this last period of eight years, because the 
Post-Office Department has had during that time the develop- 
ment of this splendid instrumentality for the dissemination of 
information known as the rural free delivery, involving the 
expenditure of millions of dollars every year. That is unusual 
and abnormal. It will not be repeated, and it can not be com- 
pared with the preceding eight years; and for the further rea- 
son that now, very much to our gratification, I learn from the 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations for 
the Post-Office Department that that Department is gradually 
getting so that its expenditures are practically taken care of by 
its receipts. Its deficit, very large at one time, is rapidly 
growing smaller, and the chairman of that committee advises, 
and I am very glad to hear it, that the time probably will soon 
come when that great branch of our Government will be self- 


| sustaining. For these reasons, then, I take the Army and the 


Navy and the fortification and Post-Office, and I aggregate them, 
and deduct them from the total aggregate of appropriations in 
order to ascertain the average normal increase in other branches 
of the Government. 
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Table showing all appropriations from 1890 to 1905, inclusive. 








Fifty-first Congress. 





Fifty-second Congress. 








Appropriations, 1891.| — | rageea, —— 











$1, 799, 100. 00 $3, 028, 153. 50 $3, 232, 995. 50 | $3, 323, 500. 00 
24, 206, 471. 79 24, 613, 529.19 24. 308, 499. 82 24, 225, 639. 78 
1,710, 815. 00 1) 656, 925. 00 1, 604, 045. 00 1,557, 445.00 
5, 769, 544. 15 5, 597, 125.17 5, 817, 973. 27 5, 413, 223. 91 
4, 232; 935. 00 3, 774, 803. 00 2, 734, 276. 00 2) 210,055. 00 
7, 262; 016. 02 16, 386, 284. 86 7, 664, 047. 84 7, 854, 240. 38 
21; 030; 752.75 22) 027; 674. 75 21, 900, 132. 97 21° 365, 802. 81 
435, 296. 11 402, 064. 64 428, 917. 33 432, 556. 12 

24, 136, 035. 53 $2, 541, 654. 78 23, 543, 385. 00 22, 104, 061. 38 
123; 779, 368. 35 164, 550, 383. 34 154, 411, 682.00 180, 681, 074. 85 
72, 226, 698. 77, 907, 222. 61 80, 331, 276. 73 84,004, 314. 22 
25, 136, 295. 00 2, 951, 200. 00 21, 968, 218. 00 14, 166, 153.00 
29) 738, 282. 22 85, 459, 163. 99 26, 851,076. 93 27,550, 158. 15 
13, 295, 541. 61 8, 364, 148. 62 8, 230, 859. 50 8, 127, 361.51 
354, 759,152.52 |  399,260,393.45|  ~ 982,527,385. 89 403, 515, 586. 11 
7,010, 905. 27 | 3, 271, 531. 10 3, 208, 922. 82 520, 499. 18 
361, 770,057.79 | 402,531,864. 55 85, 736, 308. 71 | 404, 036, 085. 29 
147, 598, 288.07 | 111, 892, 154.94 77, 948, 076. 49 75, 896, 581.79 
609, 368, 345.86 | 514, 424, 019. 49 | 463, 684, 385. 20 | 479, 932, 667.08 





Fiftieth Congress. 
Tith ae 
\ ppropriations, 1890. 
I a icieesto inci sh Heese enceleplaeetintltdgs ate etaariinain toca $1, 669,770.00 | 
DUET consti ncaa niniaiiganin hemtniqahnaniiatnammier enna sbi 24, 316, 615. 73 
Diplomatic and consular ..........c.ccccccccccccccsccccesece: 1, 980, 025. 00 
nee OF CRIED o.oo cccinsncncccccidebbascescuensabentceesse 5, 682, 409. 91 
Portifications ... .. 2... ccccccccccccccocccccceccsecccosceccce sees 1, 233, 594. 00 
Indiar pa anced dan ad eins Avtaidied angle eae aemntamninn ania 8, 077, 453. 39 
Legislativ dian tas we 6eud hpeee ee’ natn eseeeeen es Onde whter 20, 843, 615. 81 
Wibary AGORA 2 oon nkiccicrcuntidiidn apm eaamitaiod eet 902, 766. 69 
MOV Y «20.0.2 - cn ndasc ccecncccuccccsocccecmesensscneeseeseeeases sees 21, 692, 510. 27 
Pension cluding deficiencies therefor)....................- 89, 758, 700. 00 
Post-Office ... <a hn te oi tates palate kala de aniabeeniaiees 66, 605, 344. 28 
River and harbor (including amounts in sundry civil, defi- 
ciency, and special Acts)... .ccceccceccnsscccousacnswnnes<onselseseconecesesssceseans | 
Sundry xclusive of amounts for river and harbors)... 25, 297, 341. 65 
Deficiencies (exclusive of amounts for pensions and rivers 
and h B) anion niche wiih’ wien ossg ecitalalaaet alae a anedeia al 8, 330, 518. 30 | 
NOE icc nckan<ovcinstnendinkieeank hinds abana alien 276, 390, 665. 03 | 
i errr 10, 255, 795. 29 | 
Tr g propria et cdtivaniapobentnenat 286, 646, 460, 32 
rr I I BODE, cncnvsusdvaeesennssbaces= 98, 875, 907. 29 
Gr BE cioncscnbscccuadnsiacecnqvacacesepancesousneeees 385, 522, 367. 61 | 
r ropr ae Wey DMORINR ooo sc ccc csc edecccécsleconsimesscessaceeesne | 





1, 023, 792, 365. 35 948, 617, 052, 28 
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Table showing all appropriations from 1890 to 1905, inclusive—Continued. 
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Fifty-third Congress. Fifty-fourth Congress. 
: Title pa, | hn : Pr ee at Seren aa 
3 Appropria- Appropria- Appropria- Ap propria Appropriations, Approp ions, 
tions, 1895. tions, 1896. tions, 1597. | tions, 1898. 1899 1900 
4 ed ——_ $$ $$ —__<_— _ — — ee ee — — 
x Aamriealtasal ...ccccsccconcccccscccsccccccccesscncccsescceccense $3, 223,623.06 | $3,303, 750.00 $3, : 05, 532. 00 | $3, 182, 902. 00 $3, 509, 202. 00 | $3, 726, 022. 00 
: BIMDT concave ah gcd acnaegebesadnesnyscccscessevcceansénevnascess 23, 592, 884.68 | 23, 252,608.09 | 23,278,402.73 | 23,129, 344.30 3, 193, 392. 00 | 80, 430, 204. 06 
: Diplomatic EEE ct iidndacdct destenbeieceebéecGobnins 1, 563, 918. 76 1, 574, 458. 76 1, 642, 558. 76 1, 695, 308. 76 * 2, 208. 76 | 1,714 f 
3 District of Columbia Ldudedécndesundeslisedecsbbn <dssbadadands cnt 5, 545, 678. 57 5, 745, 443. 25 5, 900, 319. 48 6, 186, 991. 06 6 1 6, 880. 07 6, 834, 535. 77 
g WEEE bs Uv wig. dee sagudsvaceeccetcnunsshadnoentasasheansen 2, 427, 004, 00 1, 904; 557. 50 7, 377, 888. 00 9, 517, 141. 00 9, 377, 494. 00 1, 909, 902. 00 
3 Denice wed SEbd aa piubecbakeds Ghbdgeeesckeseenedcmenenauedd 10, 659, 565. 16 8, 762, 751. 24 7, 390, 496. 79 | 7, 674, 120. 89 7, 673, 854. 90 7. 504. 775. 81 
a TI OE do vb cddeectdndsdeei cecdbauseodubbuusevescsasées 21, 30% 3. 2 21, 891,718.08 | 21,519,324. 71 21, 690, 766. 90 21, 625, 846. 65 | 23, 410, 840. 79 
Military ACAGOMY 6.2... scccccceccccccccscccccecesecscsesesces . 464, 261. 66 449, 525. 61 479, 572. 83 158, 689, 23 | 175, 774.4 
WRAY on inhi at nn enutidantns eidrd 3400004 onsee vegebendanagenand 25, 327, 12 26.72 | 29,416,245.31 | 30,562, 660. 95 33, 003, 234. 19 56, 098, 783. 68 18, 099, § 8 
Pension (including deficiencies therefor) .................... 151, 581, 570. 00 141, 381, 570.00 | 141, 328, 580. 00 141, 263, 880. 00 149, 304, 702. 46 145. 233. 830. 00 
POS OROR on vn decked wawidenc edge edd quttsncdectestdcccessecass 87, 236, 599.55 89, 545, 997.86 | 92,571,564.22 | 95,665, 338.75 99, 222, 300. 75 | 105, 634, 138.75 
River and harbor (including amounts in sundry civil, defi- | 
CIENCY, GIG SHOCIBL BCU) 6 oon n cnc ccccccacceveseccescousecee 20, 043,180.00 | 11, 462,115.00 16, 244, 147. 00 20, 832, 412. 91 14, 627, 449. 56 11 of 
Sun@ary civil (exclusive of amounts for rivers and harbors). 25, 853,775.55 | 35, 106,045.40 | 29,812,113.19 | 34,490,370.47 34, 222, 762. 70 | 1, 467 6 
Deficiencies (exclusive of amounts for pensions and riy ers 
‘ OR ATT + 6.iba onc cctnncndacccanstnmnsencecentncenescquses 11, 811, 004. 06 9, 825, 374. 82 15, 041, 911. 0 9, 096. 417.34 341, 341, 517. 50 24, % 2 
3 TORR]... cccccccccccccccsccccccccscccccccoscccscescceseses 390, 578, 048. 48 | 383, 636, 896. 97 396, 375, 024. 51 | 407, 907, 801 40 768, 835, 084. 26 117, 558, 212. 05 
EI ii kak ciskndi bind decraddvbieks tain ibkaehe eee 577, 956. 55 | 297, 667. 37 416, 010. 06 | 749, 057. 90 6, 560, 311. 29 28, 744, 590. 24 
fe Total regular annual appropriations ..................- 391, 156, 005. 03 | 383, 934, 564.34 | 396, 791, 054. 57 408, 656, 8 775, 395, 39 } 46, 3 
% Permanent annual appropriations. ...............-.2ssseceee- 68, 769,173.59 | 73, 153, 780. 38 7 » 02, 975. 84 76, 345, 185. 42 117, 836, 220. 00 | 128, 678, 220. 00 
CIO i 0 3d wCiid dc dwscne ctGndssaminmnaionceas padeene 459, 925, 178. 62 457, 088, 344.7 169, 194, 010. 41 485, 002, 044. 72 893, 231, 615. 55 674, 981, 022. 29 
a Total appropriations by Congresses. ............ssseees- 917, 013, 523. 34 | 954, 496, 055. 13 1, 568, 212, 637. 84 
Fifty-sixth Congress. Fifty-seventh Congress ~ 7 mre ~ ’ 
a - a - 
Title. Law, 1900-1901. | Law, 1901-2. Law, 1902-3. Law, 1903-4 Law, 1904 
Amount. Amount. Amount. Amount. Amount. 
“- — - |.—— — initiates —__—__—__—_ aati mene 
¢ 1 
4 ROIs ks onddadaesdeneiavhadiass die cdtinstaedintbdensd | $4, 023, 500. 00 | $4, 582, 420. 00 960. 00 $5, 978, 160. 00 $5, 902. 04). 00 
4 REET cn titan didi Sg ctiemieads dnisna adi masons cqattenntene eset 14, 2: 5. 55 115, 734. 049. 10 136. 41 | 77, 888, 752. 83 77, 070, 300. 88 
bi IEE CINE pace wssesakeducccsonsccundsbaunccouss 1, 1, 849, 428. 76 7, 925. 69 | 1, 968, 250. 69 2, 020, 100. 69 
4 DIRS OF CIE 0 Sis vdinn ccinvecesedncdwenacvectasinencade | 7,5 2, 269. 94 , 469. 97 8, 638, 097. 00 11, 018, 440. 00 
3 POR ii lleiios« de wldecividsavedsbiedbhhancdvéanesadbaecy : , 011.00 7, 298, 955. 00 7, 188, 416. 22 7, 518, 192. 00 
4 REMAN on < suakv eles cc dncasebencasecuccadeccconsvestasenesesass 9, 747, 471. 09 | 8, 986, 028. 10 8, 540, 406. 77 9, 447, 961. 40 
5 LORTBIOAEVG, GED 6 nbc cc ncc ccc ncccsccvessncuccccccesesccesesceses 24, 594, 968. 85 25, 396, 681. 50 7 53. 66 28, 558 
x DREAD DMN oak oc adhe es cnnns Stdvateccwbewes scuusecens | | 772, 653. 68 42 7 97 i 
' MANY ncdkevsuuicuchentudiedanusqnedasdabeddtccnctentetaaseeecic | 78, 101, 791. 00 3.13 13 97, 505, 14 
; Pension (including deficiencies therefor) .................-.- 145, 245, 230. 00 00 00 138, 360, 7 
% ROR itt retenicteniekh ican sennzahenhontaa cake ttaauien unas 123, 782, 688. 75 75 ) 172, 545, 9 
» River and harbor (including amounts in sundry civil, defi- } 
a ciency, and special acts) ...........2.----sssesssesenseesese: 560, 000. 00 apded OO Tronsan a 000 ) 
. Sundry civil (exclusive of amounts for rivers and harbors) .. 65, 319, 915. 45 + 13 82, 372, 360. 10 4 i 
Deficiencies (exclusive of amounts for pensions and rivers | 15, 688, 330. 61 ee 8 98 050. 007. 3° a "500, 00 7.64 
GNA NALDOLS) ..2 2. cccrccccccccccccccccavcccsscccesesccssscces j ihe es: 15,723" 946.94 || "oT ee 90, 294° 760, 25 { 
ROD sikks dscucniatededecdccantgttbhacenndus sods cegnenghen 573, 636, 341.54 | 597, 990, 337.32 623, 850, 481. 42 617, 527, 447.37 638 
; @ eno om 2a | ” oO we 2, 722, 795. 1 , 
TRISCCERRIGOUE 6 occ cnceccnccetcncuccasteasensovstésncunseusmdsc 3, $02, 301. 34 | 7, 990, O18. 67 0’ 130 000. 00 2, 941, 238. ¢ 2 
Total regular annual appropriations ............------- 577, 438, 642. 88 | 605, 980, 355, 99 676, 703, 276. 55 620, 468, 686, 02 639, 700, 555. 18 
Permanent annual appropriations. ............eeeeseeeeeeeess 132, 712, 220. 00 | 24, 358, 220. 00 133, 921, 220. 00 132, 589, 820. 00 141, 471, 820. 00 
ve Cat BORA wik.s snc iccsadvidongesedcts deacecteccequctsdecs 710, 150, 862. 88 | 338, 575. 99 800, 624, 496. 5 753, 0: 06. 02 3 
ANALYSIS. | $585,399,540. That is an excess upon the total appropriation 
4 Total ams 1897. inclusi 92 720, 209. 315 for the eight years preceding 1898, which were $2,655,000,000, 
z ‘otal appropriations for 1890—1897, inclusive__..__-~ $3, 739, 309, slo | , : ap <cean for ss tetas - elke eel » On en 
= Post-Office, Army, Navy, and fortifications... --- . 1,083, 509, 834 and that i Se excess for the las t é ight years < f oa per Cent, 
" = an excess of 3 per cent a year. That is a normal increase, or at 
; For all other purposes ._......-_- ee 799, 481 | least that is the actual inerea se, the ordinary increase in every 
fa DE OE FOIE cians ghia isi enstn pag hci enigaescict ancl 974,945 | other branch of the Government of the United States, inde- 
a pendent of the Army, the Navy, fortifications, and the Post- 
“s Total appropriations for 1898-1905, inclusive ___.---- 5, 828, 559, 445 | office. 
f sie I think that this is a fair normal increase by this analysis. I 
3 Post-Office, Army, Navy, fortifications___..._._..-._-_ 2, 586, 362, 445 | find that the increase of population from 1890 to 1900 was about 
oR os all other purposes -....----------.-----. 4, on ik >t 20 per cent, or about 2 per cent a year. I find that the increa 
' Excess of 1898 1903 over 1890- SOOT 2. ec = Satis - iy 585, 399. 507 of valuation from 1890 to 1900 was about 45 er cent, or about 
as 44 per cent a year. So that I think that an increase of appro 
BR Percentage of excess over $2,655,799,481, 22 per cent. priations of 3 per cent a year for ordinary purposes is by no 
a Increase of military appropriations, 3.41 per cent, or 15 times the | means out of the normal when the population increased 2 per 
a. increase in all other appropriations. cent and valuation 43 per cent a year. 
a Now, then, what is the increase in the army and navy appro- 
a I find the total appropriations in 1890-1897 were $3,739,309,315. | priation during this period of time? Three hundred and forty- 
a Post-office, army, navy, and fortifications are $1,085,509,834, | one per cent as compared with 22 per cent. In other words, the 


leaving for all other purposes during the preceding period of-| increase for army and navy and fortifications during the last 
eight years $2,656,799,481, an average per year of $351,974,945. | eight years as compared with the preceding eight years is 15 
I take the total appropriations for 1898-1905 and I find we | times the normal increase in the ordinary expenses of the Govy- 





5 appropriated for all purposes $5,828,559,445. Then I deduct | ernment of the United States. 
4 from that the post-office, army, navy, fortifications, making | I have been giving this analysis thus far based upon the ap- 
a $2,586,362,445, and I find that for all other purposes we have | propriations and not upon the expenditures. I desire now to 


$3,241,197,051, an everage per year of $405,149,631, o in other | call attention to an analysis of the actual expenditures of the 
words, an excess for all other purposes during the last eight | Government of the United States during this same period of 
years as compared with the preceding eight years of | time. 
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Table of expenditures, from the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


M leceTiane- 
ous. 


. 24 $8, 708, 046. 67 $106, 936, 855. 07 $81, 403, 258. 
9.46, 8,527, 489.01; 124, 415, 951. 40.110, 045, 167. 


Indians. 





Pensions. | 









3 174, 138. 98.11, 150, 577. 67 134. 583; O52. 79: 99° 841) 988. 61 
43 >, OS4. 48 13, 545, B47. 27) 159, 857, 557. 87/108, T32, 799. 27 
.& . 79.10, 298, 481. 52) 141, 177, 284. 96101, $43, 884. 07 
8. 15) 73 9, 939. 754. 21) 141, 305, 228. 87| 93,279, 730. 14 
. 88 2. 33 12, 165, 528. 28] 139, 484, 000. 98) 87, 216, 234. 62 
8S . 29.13, 016, 802. 46) 141,05 3, 164. 63) 90, 401 , 267. 82 
baie) 2 8910, $24, 667. 76) 147 "$52 2, 368. G1) 96, 520, 55.17 
8G: 47) 63 . 25 12, 805, 701. hr 139, 304, $29. 07/119, 191, 254. SO 
t . 78) 55, 958, 77. 72:10, 175, 106. 76; 140,877, 316. 68105, 773, 190. 16 
¢ , 615, 687. 20} 60, 506, 978. 47 10, 896, 078. 35 139 323, 621. 99122) 282) 008. 10 
ES 112, 272, 216. 08! 67, 808, 128. 2410, 049, 584. 86) 1: 38) , 488, 559. 73.113, 469, 223. 91 
cn sunenvess 113: 619. 520. 15) 82, 61 §, 084. 18 12, 935, 168. 8! 1: 3) , 425, 648. 07 124, 944 289. 74 
ae - 115, 035, 410. 58/102, 956, 101. 55 20, 458, 350. * 142 , 559, 266. 86 186, 766, 702. 92 
- lan | 
ANALYSIS. 
Actual expenditures. 
War, 1898 to 1905, inclusive... $1, 024, 221, 167. 43 
War, 1890 to 1897, inclusive___ 395, 994, 010. 68 
; RUIN nsinnassia-asectcaadnnetes tee diedanaanetieaminninnie nies $628, 227, 157. 75 
Navy, 1898 to 1905, inclusive__ 590, 108, 549. 21 
Navy, 1890 to 1897, inclusive__ 229, 638, 694. 30 


IID «ignite ete sickened aemeieeeee a - _ 860, 469, 844. 91 


EE CID idsivcctrnnctninnte aetna ~~ 988, 697, 001. 66 

In making the above computation I have added in each in- 
stance the appropriations for the Army and Navy for 1905, as 
it is obvious that the expenditures for that year can not now be 
obtained, and I wished an equal period of eight years to compare 
with the previous computation. 

This analysis shows that the total expenditures for the War 
and Navy—and@ that includes fortifications, because they are 
under the expenditures for the War Department—the total ex- 
cess for 1898 to 1965 for these two great branches as against ex- 
cessive appropriations of $1,151,844,477, over the preceding eight 
years are $988,697,001. That is the actual expenditure during 
that period. The increases in the War Department were $395,- 
994,010; in the Navy Department, $229,638,694. 

I ought, perhaps, to pause here just a moment and say that 
the policy of increasing the Navy is by no means limited to this 
last period of eight years, because in 1883, under the distin- 
guished Republican Secretary of the Navy, Hon. William E. 
Chandler, since a Senator of the United States, a programme for 
the development and increase and building up of the American 
Navy began in order that it might be reasonably comparable 
with the navies of other nations of like character, carried on 
with commendable enthusiasm, and, I am very glad to say, with 
success, under the distinguished gentleman who was Secretary 
of the Navy in 1886, Hon. William C. Whitney, and continued 








In point of tonnage we shall be the third naval power in the 
world when the vessels now authorized are completed, and, in 
my judgment, easily the second in point of efficiency. From the 
power that leads us we shall never have any trouble that 
will call for a military settlement. Japan’s superiority, with 
257,577, over Russia’s 477,409 has been painful to every friend 
and wellwisher of Russia. 

Here are the total expenditures in excess during this last 
period of eight years of the preceding eight years—nearly a 
billion of dollars. I am not now undertaking to assign the par- 
ticular causes responsible therefor, whether the Spanish war, 
the acquisition and retention of the Philippine Archipelago, or 
the foreign policy in which the Government is now engaged. I 
am not going to discuss that phase of the question at this time. 
I simply call attention to the fact, so that when I finish this 
analysis we may know what we have expended during these 
years in excess of the expenditures involved of these two great 
Departments of the Army and the Navy during the period of 
comperison. 

Mr. BOUTELL. 
ceeds—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine yield? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; certginly. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Before the gentleman proceeds to that, has 
he the figures available showing the increase in the Post-Oflice 
Department for these same two periods? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; but I have put in a table which 
shows the appropriation for the Post-Office Department during 
the whole period. 

Mr. BOUTELL. So that we may compare them. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; the table will be in the Recorp. 
I have not made a comparison in relation to receipts, so far as 
the .Post-Office Department is concerned, because I have not 
been able to find the expenditures of the Post-Office Department 
proper segregated from other expenditures in the Treasury re- 
port. I do find the War and the Navy, but I do not find the Post- 
Office Department. 

Now, I should say this further, there is a discrepancy be- 
tween the actual expenditures and the appropriations. I have 
not undertaken to harmonize them. I do not know that I could, 
without the expenditure of a vast amount of time for the purpose 
of tracing every appropriation. The appropriations show a 
larger sum than do the actual expenditures. Now, do I make 
that plain to the gentleman? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Quite plain. I simply wanted to suggest, for 
what they were worth, that the figures showing the increase of 
this great peace arm of our Government would be very interest- 
ing. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have no doubt about it, and I left out 


Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman pro- 


| the Post-Office Department in reaching the normal increase for 


from then until now, accelerated largely somewhat during the | 


last few years, $89,804,929 having been appropriated during the 
preceding eight years, as against $169,023,659 since, as the fol- 
lowing table will show: 

Appropriations for vessels of the new navy. 
[Inclu 


i 














Year. Page.c; Amount. Year. | Page.a| Amount. 
| | 

TBSS-S4 . .......---- 7 | $2,200,000 || 1893-96. ............ | 215 | $13, 305,092 
NN ghee 18 | 2,150,100 |} 1896-97_._......_... |} 2881) 11,479,056 | 
7 ries 83 | 1,895,000 |} 1897-98..........._. 258 | 14,058,783 
1886-87 4( 5,861 || 1898-99.--....-- 232 | 21°296, 273 | 
1886-87 a 4) 2.500.000 || 1899-1900........__- 308 | 10,392, 402 | 
A 63 | 11,048, 382 || 1990-1901__......... B82 | 17,140,699 
OS eee 82 | 5,760,000 || 1901-2_............- 363 | 25, 400, 000 
Nori achosicicn 100 | 6,555,000 |} 1902-3_............- 397 | 22,703,010 | 
TR... ec wccee 120 |} 7,975,000 |} 1908-4............. 428 | 25,925,632 | 
I cones heii 129 | 16,507,000 |! 1904-6.............. 459 | 82,176, 860 
1282-93 158 9, 400, 000 anette 
Rs Sie Secicisneierenct 176 | 7,125,000 I cdiiinnintibinaaaieal ‘27, 074, 128 
184-95 196 | 9,955,000 





ulsife r’s compilation. 
It is instructive wail to examine the following table, prepared 














the reasons that I have indicated. Whether they are sound or 
otherwise, of course, is a matter that is the subject of legitimate 


| criticism; and for the further reason that it was impossible for 


ling hull and machinery, armor and armament, and equipment.) | 


me in examining the reports of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
segregate the expenditures for the Post-Office Department from 
other expenditures. 

Now, I add to the excess of expenditures in connection with 
the Army and the Navy of about a billion of money, first, out of 
the sum of fifty millions appropriated for the national defense, 
the amount expended by the Treasury Department, $152 097 5 ; the 
amount expended by the State Department, $258,02! the 
amount paid under the Treaty of Paris for the Philippine Archi- 
pelago. $20,000,000, and the amount paid for pensions up to 
1904, $8,586,200, aggegating $28. “egaeaa That, added to $988,- 
697.001, aggregates $1,017.693,327 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is in the eight years? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. In the eight years since 1898. Now, in 
order to reach the conclusion as to what the expenditures of the 
Republic have been and what burdens have been assumed—not 
attributing them to any particular item, not assigning any 


| special cause, but the burden upon the Republic added during 


by the Naval Committee as a part of its report on this bill: 
Re ive order of war-ship tonnage. 
ccannseaie As woul a be the case were vessels 
at building now completed. 
Na Tonnage Nation. Tonnage. 
Great Britain ............. 1, Great Britain.............] 1,926,107 
Fra . - . eee 778,149 i 
G SNE foc acak ececemae United States ............ 643, 693 | 
Ri a J SOOPER i sancéicestebuten | 567 , 291 
{ ~ s NII o.csactctnnmtibeceeeiaeie cael 477, 409 
It { OONEND \scncnivs siiooiekicieaae | 327, 339 
i ‘ce elecale oon ecm ee | RR ace) Se 257, 5T7 
stria John teet Se Ft AIEEE. on ckocccnoumaaneal 151, 426 | 






| sumption that the same percentage of claims will be allowed 


the last eight years, in excess of the burdens which it theretofore 
sustained, in order to reach that result—I add the annual vakie 
of the existing Spanish war pension roll, which I find to be 
$2,224,475. I have capitalized this at 4 per cent, because it 
seems to me that it is conservative to capitalize it at 4 per cent 
when the Government can go into the markets of the world and 
issue its bonds at a premium for 2 per cent, and in the light of 
the further fact that we will not only pay these pensions prob- 
ably twenty-five years, but possibly many of them fifty years; 
capitalizing that at the basis of 4 per cent, it gives us $55,496,600. 
I find that there were filed pension claims up to 1904, 36,829. 
Out of that total there were allowed 16,829, or 45 per cent of the 
claims filed. There are now on file in the Department await- 
ing allowance 34,006 claims. Now, making the arbitrary as- 

















1905. 





that have already been allowed, there will be allowed 15,302, 
and figuring them at the same fair average annual value 
that is now fixed by the Department upon claims already 
allowed, $132.18, I find an additional probable charge of $2,019,864 


involved in the history of eight years. 
per cent, I have $50,496,600. 

Then I aggregate these items for the purpose of ascertaining 
what during this period, directly and indirectly, have been the 
extraordinary and unusual expenses and burdens assumed by 
the Government, and I find the enormous sum of $1,123,801,752. 
If I deduct from that, in order to allow for the normal increase, 
22 per cent of the sum expended up to 1897, I should deduct 
$137,638,975, and then I should have left $986,162,777 of money 
as the net startling result over and above the ordinary and usual 
expendituers and burdens. 

I have said and I repeat that I do not undertake now to 
assign to the particualr causes the creation of this large sum of 
indebtedness and liability. I do not attribute it necessarily 
wholly to the Spanish war, or to the Philippine Archipelago, or 
to the reduction of the archipelago to the condition of order that 
is now maintained there, or to the fact that we are now in the 
archipelago with the international burden upon us of maintain- 
ing there good order and see that a civilized government obtains, 
or to innovations in our foreign or domestic policy. I merely 
say that these are the facts and that is the aggregation. That is 
one side of the equation. 

Now, what have we on the other side? In the first place we 
have increased the Navy during this period, and you have seen 
that we have expended $169,023,659 in actual inerease in the 
Navy during the last eight years. It ought to be said here that 
the preceding eight years with which this period is being com- 
pared also discloses an increase of something like $80,000,000 ; 
so that is not a real, normal increase. But we have on hand 
to-day, either finished or in a partial state of completion, the 
war vessels or ships and the boats that represent this one 
hundred and sixty-nine millions of money. I have no doubt, 
as was suggested to me, that, if we were engaged in the com- 
mercial business of building and selling to the world war ships 
and war vessels, every one of these vessels could be sold to-day 
at a price largely exceeding their cost to the United States 
Government. So we have that on hand as an asset. 

We have also sixty-nine millions expended for fortifications, 
and that is a part of the plan which involves an expenditure of 
$100,000,000 in fortifications upon the Atlantic and Pacific coast, 
and I take it possibly in the Philippine Archipelago and wher- 
ever we may have coal depots for the purpose of supplying the 
vessels of the Navy as they go back and forth on the waters of 
the world in the discharge of their various duties. 

I am advised by a very distinguished and able member of the 
subcommittee on appropriations of the Committee on Appro- 
priations that when the whole plan of constructing fortifica- 
tions is completed in accordance with the designs of the Depart- 
ment—and I by no means intimate that the designs are not wise 
and judicious, provided the exigencies continue to exist call for 
these various expenditures—I say I am advised by an intelligent 
member of that subcommittee that when these fortifications 
are completed it will involve 38,000 men to man them, reckon- 
ing one man only for every twenty-four hours, which is a very 
conservative estimate, because no man in any time requiring 
intelligent and efficient service can serve more than twelve 
hours—I am advised by him that when this plan of fortifications 
is completed it will result in the conservative and approximate 
estimate of an addition to the annual budget of the War De- 
partment of $30,000,000, making the army budget, instead of 
$77,000,000, as it is to-day, $107,000,000. 

If you have fortifications you must man them. So with ships 
of war. Battle ships without officers and men, forts without 
soldiers, would be equivalent to wooden logs for cannon and 
charcoal for powder. 

I have not been able to ascertain either to-day or at any other 
time by the most diligent inquiry what the annual cost of main- 
taining the Navy is to be. I do not wish to intimate that the 
distinguished gentlemen who formulated the plan for the in- 
crease of the Navy have done so entirely regardless of the con- 
sideration as to the size of the annual charge they expect us to 
make on the revenues of the country. But it is a surprising 
fact that that vitally important consideration has been totally ig- 
nored. I do not know what the estimate may be. It was sug- 
gested that it was $65,000,000; another suggested that it was 
$75,000,000. It was said by gentlemen in another place that it 
was $100,000,000, and the gentleman who has just taken his seat 
has stated, in an exaggerated way in my judgment, that it would 
cost two hundred millions of money. However that may be, 
we have no definite estimate of what the annual charge is to be; 
we only know that the annual cost of maintaining a single 
first-class battle ship is the princely sum of $535,687.04. 


Capitalizing that at 4 
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Now, what else have we to show for this large and vast ex- 
penditure? Well, we have Porto Rico, and I take it that Porto 
Rico as a source of revenue is a negligible factor in this matter. 
We have the island of Guam, and I take it that that is also 
of the same character. 





PHILIPPINE ARCHIPELAGO. 


We have the Philippine Archipelago, and I doubt very much, 
Mr. Chairman, whether the Philippine Archipelago—and we 
have had eight years’ experience there under the policy fastened 
upon the Republic, not by the Republicans alone, but by the 
concurrence of the Democratic party through its fearless and 
immaculate leader—fastened upon the Republic with its obliga- 
tions, with its privileges, and-with its opportunities. What is 
the Philippine Archipelago? From a financial and a commercial 
and a national point of view, taking now into the account the 
United States itself, it is now and it will continue to be, in my 
judgment, a veritable Pandora’s box of evils, so far as the com- 
mercial policy of the Republic is concerned, and especially in 
economie legislation. [Applause.] 

There is now pending in the Ways and Means Committee a 
measure which, if reported to this House, will probably receive 
my vote, because I shall continue to vote upon this floor to ex- 
tend so long as we possess if to the Philippine Archipelago every 
legal and constitutional right that I enjoy [applause], espe- 
cially if it be by way of taxation; but that measure, if reported 
to this House, will find—unfortunate it may be, and I regret it 
the Republican party “ discordant, dissevered, and belligerent,” 
because there are many men in the Republican party who be- 
lieve that the products of the Philippine Archipelago, with its 
cheap labor and its opportunities for production at a small cost, 
should not be allowed to compete with the productions of the 
Republic, and I fear very much, Mr. Chairman, that measure 
will rend from top to bottom, and cleave the Republican party 
in twain. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
industries. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes, the gentleman says it would either 
do that or our industries. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to yield. I 
do not want the gentleman to think that I antagonize the meas- 
ure. I shall stand by it, and when it comes to the House I shall 
vote for it, because I will vote to strike off every tariff between 
the Republic and the Philipine Archipelago, not because I believe 
in free trade, as between the Republic and any foreign land, but 
because it is not a foreign land. It belongs to us and upon us 
rests the responsibility to legislate for it. I will not, of course, 
stop to discuss that question, but so long as it is attached to the 
Republic, and so long as its agricultural possibilities and manu- 
facturing possibilities may interfere with the development of the 
agricultural possibilities and the manufacturing possibilities 
here, who can say that it will not remain a subject of great dis- 
turbance to the Republic from a political point of view? 
Mr. Chairman, the archipelago plants us in the storm center of 
international controversies and international disturbances. 
From the standpoint of the naval budget and the army budget, 
the Philipine Archipelago places us where, so long as it is re- 
tained, we must increase both the army and the naval budget, or 
at least maintain them at their present size. 

Why, in order to maintain the archipelago and discharge the 
international duties resting upon the Republic as the proprietor 
thereof, we must be prepared to repel attack and the Phil- 
ippine Archipelago, if attacked, would draw from the shores 
of the Republic its navy. So, wpon the other hand, if the 
Republic were attacked in its own proper home, the Amer- 
ican Continent, it would draw from the Philippine Islands its 
naval protection. The result is, in order to adequately pro 
tect the Republic and adequately protect the archipelago, as it 
must be done, Mr. Chairman, while we remain in the archi- 
pelago—and so far as I am concerned I shall voté to maintain 
that protection and the honor of the Republic so long as she is 
there and we have this possession—it creates our great element 
of strategic weakness. It compels the Republic to largely in 
crease its Navy and largely increase its Army, so as to protect, 
at the same time, localities 8,000 miles apart. 

I am ready, Mr. Chairman, so long as that burden remains 
upon us, to vote the necessary increase in each of the branches 
to accomplish that purpose. Whether this great altruistic in 
ternational experiment may in the light of history be deemed 
worth while, when the President of the United States has de 
clared in a message that he is willing that the Philippine Archi- 
pelago should be an independent government so soon as it is 
eapable of discharging the duties involved therein, and when 
the distinguished Elihu Root, the presiding officer of the Repub- 
lican convention at Chicago, reiterates the proposition at that 
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convention, and when the distinguished Secretary of War— 
magnificent, able, distinguished gentleman that he is—stated in 
the presence of the Ways and Means Committee the other day 
that so soon as they were able to take care of themselves they 
should be allowed to do so, though he did not think it would be 
accomplished in the generation—whether, I say, this con- 
fessedly temporary adventure will prove in the light of history 
to be a wise or a profitable enterprise, it may be too early te 
determine. But these are the conditions; they are upon us, and 
the results of eight years have produced the conditions of 
expenditure to which I have called attention, and certainly | 
indicate financial success. 
WORLD POWER. 


Now, there is another proposition. We are a world power. 
Let me say, Mr. Chairman, that the war with Spain and the 


entry of Dewey into Manila Bay did not create the Republic | 
a world power. She was a world power before the advent 
of Dewey in the Bay of Manila [applause], mighty, puis- 
sant, and strong, able then, able now, protected by her insular 
position and the integrity and patriotism of her people, to 
cope with any power on any land at any time. [Applause.] If 


being a world power means, as I fear it may mean, the assump- 
tion of grave responsibilities hitherto not involved in the 
scope of our governmental activities, then I submit that such 
responsibilities are attended with most serious disadvantages 
from the budget standpoint. 

OPEN DOOR IN THE EAST. 

We have the open door into the east, and I submit to you, 
Mr. Chairman, that this proposition of the open door is by no 
means new or novel. 

I 
hour 
eternal in the human breast,” 
wholly upon that faith which 


zeal and enthusiasm inspired by the hope that “ springs 


“ 


for, the evidence of things not seen ’—about the open door and 
the vast commercial advantages that the Republic is to receive 


therefrom. ‘The dream of the open door and the attempt and de- 


sire to appropriate and acquire and absorb the fabulous wealth of | 


Years ending June 30— 








| obtained. 
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the Bast has been a dream of the ages. 
and precious stones accumulated in the Orient by its semibar- 
barians, have long furnished the vicious inspiring purpose for 
many a civilized people to overrun those vast countries on their 


Silver and gold, jewels, 


errands of plunder and rapine. People after people have hun- 
gered and thirsted for the treasures of the Orient, even as the 
children of Israel longed for the fleshpots of Egypt, but not since 
the forties, Mr. Chairman, when to her lasting and infamous 
shame England undertook to force upon China at the cannon’s 
mouth the infamous trade of opium, has any civilized land un- 
dertaken to invade that Mecca of Mammon by force of arms. 
But it is now by the arts of peace and contact with the elements 
of civilization that the great countries of the world expect to en- 
ter the door of Eldorado. Yes; it was the insatiate desire to get 
a short route to the wealth of the Indies that led Columbus to 
start in his toy ships, brave the unknown dangers of the stormy 
and tempestuous Atlantic, and discover the western world, a dis- 
covery that signalizes the greatest epoch in the history of man- 
kind from the beginning of time until now. The ungodly lust 
for wealth and unholy avarice led Pizarro to tread ruthlessly 
into the earth the weak, feeble, unoffending childlike citizens of 
Peru while he marched through the country with the flaming 
torch of war in his hand and left behind him a trail red with 
the blood of an innocent people. But in these days we are not 
actuated by the same motives, thank God, and it is by peace and 
the development of civilization that the storied wealth is to be 
Hitherto this dream has proved the “ baseless fabric 
of a vision.” I fear that an analysis of the trade of the great 
Republic with all the countries in the world during the last 


| fourteen years may indicate that here again history still repeats 


have heard men declare with zeal and enthusiasm by the | 
| or not during 
and that seems to be based almost | 
is the substance of things hoped | 


itself. Briefly let me give you these facts to ascertain whether 
this period of seven years the open door has proved 
to be what many of us hoped it might be, a boon and an advan- 


tage that we expected to receive, and whether or not it is not 


| likely to prove, as all the other dreams of fabulous wealth have 


Imports and exports of merchandise into and from the United States, 





proven up until now, apples of Sodom. 
This table gives our trade with all countries from 1891 to 1904, 
inclusive : 


from and to Asia and Oceania, and all other countries, 1890 to 1904. 


Asia and Oceania. 


All other countries. 
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ANALYSIS. 
Eaports. 
Asia and Oceania. 
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From 1891 to 1897—I take seven years, because I have not thie 
trade for 1905—the increase in our exports to Asia and Oceania 
was 40 per cent. From 1897 to 1904 the increase was 50 per 
cent. To all the other countries in the world the increase in our 


0 a trade from 1890 to 1897 was 18 per cent, and during the 


last period of eight years it was 38 per cent—20 per cent more 
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than in Asia and Oceania. The percentage in the last instance 
is based upon $989,065,878, as against $61,927,678, and an in- 
crease of $378,759,365, as against $31,074,350. 

It also shows that our average annual exports and imports 


are even more significant than that. Our increase per year of 
exports to Asia and Oceania was $52,904,436 on the average 
during the last seven years. In all the other countries the in- 
crease per year on the average was $408,344,026 a year, or eight 
times as great, without straining for an open door. The average 
imports of Oceania and Asia to the United States in the first 
period exceeded our exports to them by $65,524,846. During the 
last period they exceeded them by $59,488,152. Their imports 
were in excess of the exports to them in 1897 $49,767,358. In 
1904 their imports into this country were in excess of our ex- 
ports to them $70,818,123, they increasing their sales to us by 
leaps and bounds. On the other hand, in all the countries of 
the world where there is no disturbance about the open door— 
where we had to make no preparation for keeping the door 
open—in all the other countries in the world our exports ex- 
ceeded our imports the first seven years nearly $200,000,000, and 
during the last seven years $536,474,373, and in excess of our 
exports over our imports we gained in all other countries more 
than $200,000,000. 

During the last three years, 1902, 1903, and 1904, our exports 
into the Hast through the open door fell off $5,000,000 and their ex- 
ports to us increased $20,000,000. In other words, in that period 
they increased their sales to us $20,000,000. The “ open door” 
is flooding us instead of our being able to get their markets. 

Now, why should not this be so? Let us take into account nat- 
ural conditions just for a moment and see what the result will 
be, what it must be. We have legislation that absolutely ex- 
cludes from these shores the “heathen Chinee.” Why? Because 
the Chinaman is the subject of competition with our labor. He 


lives cheaper, he eats less, he wears less, and he works cheaper | 


than our labor. We say he shall not come here and compete. He 


would degrade and pauperize our labor, because our labor can | 


not compete with him. Then what? We exclude him and keep 
him in China. What is to hinder his competing in China, 
where he can live cheaper, where he wears less, and where he 
eats less than he does here? 

Do you know the fact that, instead of importing our prod- 
ucts into China and Japan, instead of an increase of our 
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products to-day, during the last eight years the exports from | 


the United States, from Great Britain, and Germany has been 
increasing—in what? In machinery, spinning and weaving, in 


tools, in the things that make products—not products—but the | 


things that make products and manufactures. 
Hear what the consular reports say on this point: 
WEAVING MACHINERY. 


While the United States does not make any attempt to assist in sup- | 


plying the vast quantity of spinning and other machinery required 


every year by the extensive cotton and other mills at Osaka and else- | 


where, our exporters have at last awakened to the fact that weaving 
machinery at least is quite within their lines. 

This may be seen by the commercial returns, which show that 
although during 1899 our country sent none of this machinery, ana 
but $1,151 worth during 1900, we sent in 1901, $154,772 worth. Germany 
and Great Britain controlled the export of 1900, and the United States 
was hardly known in it that year. 

Two-thirds of this export during 1901 were landed at Kobe. Cus- 
tomers for weaving machinery are much more numerous than for 
spinning machinery, as weaving in Japan is largely practiced as a 
home industry, while spinning machinery, being used fn large facto- 
ries, is purchased in bulk amounts. The table below shows that the 
importation of this machinery was nearly doubled last year, and that 
each of the three years show an increase: 








| a new birth of civilization. 





Spinning machinery.—Importation of spinning machinery was less 
than tn 1900 or 1901. Great Britain has long held a monopoly of this, 
having sent $356,244 of the import (valued at $403,198) during 1900, 
$601,771 out of $637,039 In 1901, and $335,631 of the $349,035 in 1902. 
There would be difficulty in the way of introducing American spin- 
ning machinery into Japan not ordinarily met with in the case of other 
machinery, not because the mills are now supplied with machinery 
superior to that used in our country, but for the reason that the large 
cotton miils have all been equipped with machinery from Great Britain, 
and the further one that British manufacturers have since given close 
and careful attention to this line of trade. However, mill owners are 
now looking into some of the advantages of American spinning machin- 
ery and have already dispatched agents to the United States for the 
purpose of inviting competition in this considerable line of import. 


It is an economic law that capital will go where it can find 
the most profitable investment. They are fast getting our tools 
and machinery. What is to prevent European capital, managed 
by European skill, with the cheapest labor in the world, from 
manufacturing on the spot in competition with our highly paid 
labor, handicapped by thousands of miles of transportation 
charges? 

In agriculture they have reached a degree of development in 
Japan that has not yet been equaled in any place that the sun 
shines upon. 





SCIENTIFIC AGRICULTURE IN JAPAN. 

A recently returned writer from the Far Past calls attention to the 
fact which students of oriental civilization have so long overlooked, 
namely, the extent to which the Japanese especially have accepted the 
truth that the natural sciences lie at the basis of the material develop- 
ment of nations. In its own way Japanese husbandry seems to have 
worked out much that the experiment station has accomplished in 
the West. This writer (Mr. Harold Bolce, in Booklover’s Magazine) 
calls the Japanese, with their 19,000 square miles of arable land, the 
most remarkable agricultural nation the world has known. “If all 
the tillable acres of Japan were merged into one field,” he says, “a man 
in an automobile, traveling at the rate of 50 miles an hour, could 
skirt the entire perimeter of arable Japan in eleven hours. Upon this 
narrow frechold Japan has reared a nation of imperial power, which is 
determined to enjoy commercial preeminence over the world of wealth 
and opportunity from Siberia to Siam, and already, by force of arms, 
is driving from the shores of Asia the greatest monarchy of Europe. 

The secret of the success of the little Daybreak Kingdom has been a 
mystery to many students of nations. Patriotism does not explain 
the riddle of its strength, neither can commerce, nor military equip- 
ment, nor manufacturing ekili. Western nations will fail fully to 
grasp the secret of the dynamic intensity of Japan to-day, and will 
dangerously underestimate the formidable possibilities of the Greater 
Japan (the Dai Nippon) of to-morrow, until they begin to study seri- 
ously the agricultural triumphs of that Empire. For Japan, more 
scientifically than any other nation, past or present, has perfected the 
art of sending the roots of its civilization enduringly into the soll. 

Progessive experts of high authority throughout the Orient now 
admit that in all the annals of agriculture there is nothing that ever 
approached the scientific skill of Sunrise busbandry. Patient dili- 
gence, with knowledge of the chemistry of soil and the physiology of 
plants, have yielded results that have astounded the most advanced 
agriculturists in western nations. (From Science, September 2, 1904.) 

Japan to-day is engaged in that hellish trade of war; and 
ever since she was driven out of Manchuria and deprived of 
the fruit of her victory over China, a dozen or fifteen years ago, 
by the brutal concert of the European powers, and Russia was 
left in charge, she has been doing what? Remember first that it 
is only during the last fifty years that little Japan has received 
But since she bas been driven out 
of Manchuria she has been doing what? She has been devoting 
her zeal, her energy, her ability, her patriotism, and her reli- 
gious fervor in preparation for what? For the trade of war. 
And when we remember the prodigal disregard and frightful 
loss of human life connected with the siege of Port Arthur, we 
see a horrible object lesson, not of the truism that “ war is hell,” 
but a “hell” that was “heated seven times hotter than it is 
wont to be heated.” There is nothing in these days, either in 
the manufacturing or industrial line, that requires so high a 
degree of development of mechanical and technical skill as does 
this infamous trade of war, the wholesale butchery of men, the 
settlement of disputes by force. And Japan to-day has devel 


| oped in fifteen years a capacity in that direction: and it is stat- 


Country. | 1899. | 1900. 1901. 

SU an ead Pe $154, 772 
I ia whirl bthdnnd tnanenieicgnepiednaligmeuudeennes $13, 261 26,587 | 
Cy es cectints: win incstnicctestrcaiitiiiilieiinsitliatinaatiiae Grande | 22,000 21, 393 
FORO tinantinbkns~eseievcdasicen cavnavensenenenedd 14, 847 4,331 
I iil R ea cit siearmsiiarcitiiiin ig alah Mallia a a Or da at 2, 053 
REE GONE on can «usin ecinuhanmnbihvesssikauiad | 15 420 

UD ihitie 5 cance ee | 50, 218 | 5,886 | 209,555 





SPINNING MACHINERY. 

There is a steady increase of this import, nearly all of which comes 
from Great Britain. Last year's demand was 50 per cent greater than 
that of the year before. There is perhaps no other class of machinery 
imported in which the trade is so closely guarded by English manu- 
facturers as this special one. The demand is continuous and growing, 
and the export is no doubt a very profitable one to British shippers. 


Importation of spinning machinery (all kinds) into Japan. 














Country. | 1900. 1901. Country. 1900. 1901. 
Great Britain......| $356,244 | $001,772 || United States.....|. 2.0781 & 
Fuace............. 6,162 |” 18/011 || Switzerland...” as] = 
EE kg tik 8d cows 1,855 9,060 een eomeeeone 
Germany .......... 35,140| 4,658 Total.........| 408,197 | 647,040 


ing it mildly to say it, that is hardly equaled, and certainly 
not excelled, by any other land peopled by any other race. 

When this war may be ended—and I pray God it soon may 
be—1I hope this hell of war may soon be over, and I trust it may 
be so ended as to’ preserve permanent peace in that section of 
our country, because while we are in the Philippine Archipelago 
we have a vital interest in the conditions of the peace that 
may result—we are situated in the storm center—and when 
this war may be ended and when Japan is able to devote the 
same energy, the same enterprise, the same enthusiasm, the 
same zeal, patriotism, and religious fervor to the development 
of the arts of peace, to the development of manufacturing in- 
dustries, to the manufacture of the things their people want, 
what then will not Japan be able to do, and where then will be 
the open door in Japan? 

Let me call your attention just for a moment to a few ex- 
tremely significant facts bearing on the possibilities under those 
conditions. In 1892 Japan had no cotton industry. She paid 
her male operatives only 83 cents a day ; ber female operatives 5 
cents. In 1902 she paid them the princely sum of 16 cents for 
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twelve hours of labor for males and 10 cents for twelve hours of 
Jshor for females. There were in 1892 thirty-nine cotton mills, 
and eighty in 1902. The capital invested in 1892 was 9,103,237 
yen; now it is 34,459,080 yen. The spindles daily used were, in 
1892, 403,314, now they are 1,301,118. Cotton, admitted by the 
miils, 101,194,994 pounds in 1892; in 1902, 355,017,286 pounds. 
Cotton yarn 82,446,918 pounds manufactured ; in 1902, 317,940.- 
115. Here is a table that shows that Japan from 1892 to 1902 


has increased practically from a few hundreds of thousands to | 


$16,126,054 of exports to China, into this great theater, this great 


territory, this great country, the door to which must be kept | 


open in order that eastern nations may reach therein for the 

purpose of furnishing them the necessaries of life and selling 

to them the products of their manufacture and their agriculture. 
[From official Japanese reports. ] 


Erports from Japan to China of domestic cotton yarns and other cot- 
ton manufactures during the calendar years 1892 to 1903. 





Other man-;) 





Year. Yarns. isaehnren Total. 
ged i ee $101 $115,624 | $115, 725 | 
OR ee eee 29,580 | 221.783 251. 363 
ee ane ee ee 434/895 | 199. 347 634, 242 
So yee es eee 350, 424 | 212, 780 563, 204 
ee | 1,857-172 | 298" G11 2,155,783 | 
| IN 305, 357 5.113.340 
ee ee eee | 7,177,135 | 339, 071 7, 507, 208 
RS oo ne ee ee | 11,409; 944 | 637.930 | 12,047,874 | 
ee ee oe eee | 7°310,616 | 548,123 7,858, 739 
ee eee en | 8,773,158 813.457 | 9,586,613 
a ee ee ae 8.712.973 | 1,434,394 | 10,147,367 | 
WE ee ee ee ee | 14,112 507 | 16,126, 054 | 


2,013, 547 | 
This speaks volumes as to the possibilities of development in 
the East. 
It may be true that it is wise and necessary to keep that 
door open. But if these conditions are bound to prevail, and 
Japan and China, as they come into contact with the civiliza- 


| 





tion of the twentieth century for the purpose of developing in | 


them the wants and needs and necessities that are incident to 
civilization that do not exist there to-day; as the Orient 
awakes from the lethargic and comatose condition of 
turies and acquires these necessities and desires, is it not prob- 
able that she will develop the activities at the same time that 
will supply them? Coal, iron, and every mineral incident to the 


highest mechanical development are now in existence in prodigal | 1906. 


Manchuria and Siberia can 
furnish the wheat for all the people of the world, and they 


abundance in that ancient land. 


are there on the threshold of the hungering millions. I am 
apprehensive, Mr. Chairman, that the time may soon come 
with this door open, with the life-giving blood of civilization 
and development circulating therein without let or hindrance, 
with American machinery and English machinery—yes, oper- 
erated, if you please, by American and English capital and brains 
in Japan and China, that with cheap labor they can compete 
with us and ship manufactured goods here instead of our ship- 
ping manufactured goods there. Then, Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to say to you that that door, in my judgment, will be shut by 
us with a resounding slam that will be “ heard all round the 
world.” 

Now, these are the conditions involved in the existing situa- 
tion. I think I have given a fair analysis of the situation that 


| confronts us, the condition that surrounds us, and these facts 


may well “give us pause.” Perhaps I ought to say something 
with reference to the attitude that we sustain to our South 
American republics. I am apprehensive that in time it-may 


| develop that we shall be policing the South Amarican republics. 
| I understand the Monroe Doctrine to mean that no foreign 


power shall obtain a foothold upon this hemisphere, but I do 
not think it goes so far as to require us to sit upon the 
threshold of every South American republic and keep the door 
open in order that all the world may enter freely therein for the 
purpose of cashing their checks or collecting their claims. I 
hope that condition will not come. We can not become a Pan- 
American clearing house for bad debts. I do not think it has 
yet arrived, and I do not want to come to the period when the 
Republic shall develop into the minister plenipotentiary and 
envoy extraordinary of the money changers of Europe, thus 
guaranteeing the inviolability of the indebtedness of these re- 
publics that can hardly stand alone and are as “unstable as 
water ” that surrounds them. 

Before it escapes my attention, allow me to say that a refer- 
ence to the tables will show that in the Army and Navy alone 
the excess of the appropriations for 1906 will exceed those for 
the year 1897, when the Dingley bill was enacted, by more than 


| $120,000,000. But for this enormous increase the Dingley bill 


cen- | 


would do its part in providing enough revenue to carry on the 
Government, and leave from $30,000,000 to $40,000,000 of sur- 
plus and amply establish the wisdom of its author. I gave the 
other day an estimate of a deficit of $64,000,000 of money for 
I again quote the table upon which it was based. 


Table comparing, by bills, estimates of regular annual appropriations for the fiscal year 1905 with those for 1906, and also comparing the appropriations made by the general 
appropriation acts for 1905 (exclusive of deficiency and miscellaneous appropriations), with the estimates for 1906, and showing the aggregate of estimated regular annual 


and permanent appropriations and amount of estimated revenues for 1906. 


[Prepared by the clerks to the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and House, December 5, 1904.] 
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Regular an- | Regularan- | ; | Regular an- . - 
Title of bi ot acai ae .< | Increase, 1906 | Decrease, 1906 ;. | for1905ex- | for 1905 less 
Title of bill. nual ee nual estimates,| “over 1905. under 1905. —S— | ceed estimates | than estimates 
. Jae for 1906. | for 1905. 
a i wags aes - - a eee 
MCCOMAS 6.o6ics s cunwcinesdeniencots ipsa aiadeetimins ile $6, 729, 880.00 F” $6,419, 810.00 |................ $310,070.00 | $5,902,040.00 |................ $517, 770. 00 
NS . winnceccnpedsieowienhbes Diskin keenamaaiide 42, Gb, GE. 1B 1. Te ese ti ccocscencantene 5, 085, 208. 14 77,070, 300. 88 ara eee 
SOE BO CHNEEE os cos 000s axcentencctdssaewes | 2,236,300.69 | 2,423,222. 72 | S006, GEE GS 15. ..<ccavseceuas 8 eae ee | 403, 122. 03 
District of Columbiaa ..... RAE RE 13, 017,581.00 | 11, 062,370.00 |............+2-. 1°""4°955, 211.00 | 11, 018,540.00 |. 2.222.222.2222. 43, 830. 00 
pestRention Ste pos vecln cise ee nahep eh eeede eee 2, pr | 10, a= Pensasctentetedl SS ee aaa a neers 2, 940, 378. 40 
PEI once ccncccccccescoconcnesshecgspaeniatseenbudun , 002, 252. 5 FEE Us nies aeceancand 358, 089. 52 , 447, 961. 2 3, 5 er intnwe bbe 
EAeIR CEG © «nn ncsdeh eae 29) 711,700.48 | 29° 685,207.84 |....002.22222272 26, 492. 64 28) 558” 258. 22 Se ee, ae | 1, 126, 949. 62 
SARS DOGGY 2 o5ccccdcnccebesdsaneasuadealnnoens |} 1,045,387. 01 | Re er are $22, 595. 63 973, 947. 26 BPE, SOUL OD Weteeus chigéceces 
EG ii sinc wncia cds ansinusiande deeddiaeeaeee eae 102, 866, 449.34 | 114,530, 638.34 | 11, 664,189.00 |................ 97, 505, 140.94 |...............- | 17,025, 497. 40 
IN 2 a acc ods ccc wnmcdds'ss cakes eee Ea 138, 152,600.00 | 138,250, 100. 00 STOOD |... 5. dcceceuben | 138, 360, 700. 00 TAG CORSO Lis ccdindenevess- 
POE... .-:.5eceankepceaeeeeeetaeeeteeeed 168, 085, 770.00 | 183, 748,495.00 | 15, 662,725.00 |..........-..--- | 172; 545, 998.75 |..........-.++- | 11, 202, 496. 25 
Pea vee Gls BOS UOR sc. cuccadcucchudecsseveseutébaabs ¢ 16,393, 990. 00 (a) LS pnkanwanenal | 16,393, 990.00 | 3,000,000. 00 ae 
Sundry civil..... (ressivedsebieiaishsctipbeehegere J 67, 499, 732. 60 | 9 66, 902, 390.52 |....... penaateee 597, 342. 08 | 2 57, 840, Tne: ncngatvaneeiess<s | 9, 062, 179. 18 
Total regular annual appropriations........... 642, 502, 386.79 | 643, 424, 047.21 27, 611,336.03 | 26, 689,675.61 | 611,761,391.48 | 10,659,567.15 | 42,322, 222. 88 
Total permanent annual appropriations....... 141, 471, 820.00 | 146, 836,320.00 | 6,364,500.00 |................ Fg ME EEE leseisucccnaecene 5, 364, 500. 00 
a — Se -oaeametanete tient nearest, nenmtigiimeiaepetntanae 
Total regular and permanent annual appro- | 
EE ee giacatnabiecdnhses c 783, 974, 206.79 | 790, 260,367.21 | 32,975,836.03 | 26,689, 675.61 | 753,233,211.48 | 10,659, 567.15 47, 686, 722. 88 
Deficiency appropriations, second session Fifty- | | 
Chants CI oi isis wa: kSachacat erin tes cnanEA bh ceed niin oni das ewgdwbhaband Shelagd ees 4ceee eee  ageneesaews acie PE PUREED Necsccccescetececlengcagnenses eee 
Miscellaneous appropriations, second session Fifty- : 
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| $781,172, 375.18 | | 
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ee 








aQOne-half of the amounts for the District of Columbia payable by the United States, except amounts for the water department (estimated for 1906 at $137,720) 


which are payable from the revenues of the water department. 


> Includes all expenses of the postal service payable from postal revenues and out of the Treasury. 
ce Thisamount is exclusive of $8,697,087 to meet contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements included in the sundry civil estimates for 1905. 
aNo amount is estimated for rivers and harbors for 1906, except the sum of $8,442,396 to meet contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements 


included in the sundry civil estimates for 1906. 


eIn addition to this amount the sum of $7,872,200 is appropriated in the sundry civil act to carry out contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improve- 


ments for 1905. 


f This amount includes $8,697,087 to meet contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements for 1905. 

9 This amount includes $8,442,396 to carry out contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements for 1906. 

h This amount includes $7,872,200 to carry out contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements for 1905. 

i This is the amount submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury in the annual estimates for the fiscal year 1905, including $56,500,000 to meet the requirements 
of the sinking fund, the exact amount appropriated not being ascertainable until two years after the close of the fiscal year. 

jIn addition to this amount, contracts are authorized to be entered into, subject to future appropriations by Congress, as follows: By the District of Columbia 


act, $650,000; by the naval act, $21,200,000; by the sundry civil act, $1,041,300; in all, $22,£01,300. 
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Increase, estimates of regular annual copmesintions for 1906 over same for 1905 
Increase, estimates of permanent annua 


Total increase, estimates for 1906 over same for 1905 


appropriations for 1906 over same for 1905 


$n 


$921, 660. 42 
5, 364, 500. 00 


ndads SAR aR Ahad dadekhandAeNN hd dekadheaéehadehasENdRARNocddddncseneeckasedasscaneuce 6, 286, 160. 42 
Increase, estimates of regular annual ee for 1906 over regular annual appropriations for 1905 ....... 2.2.2.2... eee ee eee ee eee ee eee eceneee 31, 662, 655. 73 
Increase, estimates of permanent annual appropriations for 1906 over permanent annual appropriations for 1905....................-.2----2eeeeeeeneee 5, 364, 500. 00 

Total increase, estimates for 1906 over appropriations for 1905 (exclusive of deficiencies and miscellaneous) ..............-.-..-.--.+-s--------0-- 37, 027, 155. 73 
Amount of estimates of regular annual nies i hc) chose dab aemesdeaeheuee aeedwddecwindekiendcdukdeswioebakabalenGes Wadedbsebacvaads cian 643, 424, 047. 21 
Se Sr re Oe Pe Cs Ge Be FI cide nt cc ncdcdnbbi tie kik ncd icc ccdwdscncwxéccédacnccncéanscesctddbscddccnciccsseces 146, 836, 320. 00 

Total estimates of regular and permanent annual appropriations for 1906. .................ceececeencccceeccccccccccccccccccccuceccucuceccceeceees 790, 260, 367. 21 
ee aaa oi oc canada toca coanaguheScUnuadadude os 460ckucd en awakedcibeschddhcuaduils «asin tonal eauuedin cdddennqiwieddsenell 555, 000, 000. 00 


Amount of estimated postal revenues for 1906 


Total estimated revenues for 1906 


Excess of estimated appropriations (exclusive of deficiencies and miscellaneous) over estimated revenues for 1906 


170, 590, 515. 00 
5. 590.515. 00 


Senceteesesssecoscss 64, 669, 852. 21 


Excess of estimated appropriations (exclusive of $57,000,000 for sinking fund and exclusive of deficiencies and miscellaneous) over estimated reyenues 


for 1906 


I have not been able to get the Treasury Department esti- 
mates as to what our receipts will be during the next fiscal year. 
I wrote the Secretary of the Treasury as follows: 

Hon. L. M. SuHaw, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sir: Yours of the ist at hand, and I am very greatly obliged 
to you for the information contained therein. 

Assuming that the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1906, are equal in amount to those ending June 30, 1905, and that the 
expenditures equal the appropriations, will you be kind enough to give 
me the Treasury estimate of probable excess of expenditures over re- 
ceipts for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906. 


Yours, very respectfully, C. E. LITTLEFIELD. 


This, of course, required an estimate of receipts for 1906. 


I make 
| appropriations. 


‘fo this I have received no reply, and I am therefore obliged | ; 2 aoe cee ; : 
| which are the monuments of peace, indicating the progress of a 


to rely upon the foregoing estimate. 

















lows: 
Appropriation bills as reported this session. 
More than - | Less than 

| 1905. 1905. |” 1905, 

| - —__—— 
DIE. iin eittnw initia deed nee ee | $69, 310,821.64 | —$7,759,479. 24 
District of Columbia | 9, 528,604.00 | — 1, 489,944.00 | 
Fortification.................. 6, 747,893.00 | — 770,299.00 
OG se otccd. apet cient! 7, 335, 446.02 | — 2,112, 521.38 | 
RIG ons srt duincnnkincnds | $280,451.62 | + 28,838,709. 84 
Military Academy -..........-- iss aiahbaebteidiaGines 669, 413. 38 
Te EC RRS | 138,250,100.00 | — 


8, 235,995.00 | +180,781, 993.75 |. ._. 
492,000.00 | + 6,190, 000.10 | 
78,716.24 | + 2, 107,047.72 


ie nasi ln ahs densa 2, 564,989.00 | +100, O70, 079.94 |...........-.... 
River and harbor. .............. 14, 121, 875.41 | + 17,121,875. 41 |...........- 


7,718, 669. § 65, 558, 880. 66 


weawn . 


without taking into account a public building or omnibus bill, 


| proposition ) 


but estimating deficiency the same as last year, and say four to | 


five millions of increases in the Senate. 
of appropriations, which is the estimate of these two clerks, it 
will be nearer $810,000,000. That will result in a deficit with 


Instead of $790,000,000 | 


the receipts, as estimated by the clerks, of something like eighty | 
| merce in our own instruments for its transportation can not go 


millions. 
I have made inquiries of the Secretary of the Treasury, and I 


find that although we now have an available cash balance of | 


$140,554,675,676, he says we need a permanent cash available 
balance in the Treasury of $75,000,000. 
that this is in addition to the $150,000,000 gold reserve. Now, I 
ought to say here, so as to be entirely clear about it, that in 
making these appropriations of say $810,000,000 of money, we 
are providing for a sum of about $57,000,000 of money, required 
by law to be used by the Secretary of the Treasury for the pur- 
pose of increasing the sinking fund of the Government, to insure 
our solvency. That is a sum that is figured upon an arbitrary 
equation. 
figured upon the same basis, has been covered into the sinking 
fund from the first Administration of William McKinley. It 


= —- oon ; | foundation for this most magnificent 
This shows an increase in appropriations for this year, as | 
compared with 1905 of something like twenty millions of money, | 


It must be understood | 


That sum of money, not precisely the same sum, but | 


was not covered in during the preceding four years of the Admin- | 


istration of Grover Cleveland. 
this year it will be the first time under the Republican Adminis- 
tration since 1898 that that $57,000,000 has not been covered in. 
If $75,000,000 is an adequate balance that needs to be retained, 
and we have now about $142,000,000 of available cash balance, 
according to the statement of the Secretary of the Treasury 
made to-day, why when we are confronting a condition where 
we shall be obliged to decrease this sum required by law to be 
used in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury for the 





If we fail to cover it in during | 


7, 669, 852. 21 


purpose of increasing the sinking fund, or we shall have to is- 
sue bonds in order to get money with which to run the Govern- 
ment of the United States, or we shall have to engage in some 
measure to increase the revenues of these United States. 
Now, I want to say right here, so far as the Army and Navy 
bills are concerned, I am not standing here for the purpose of 
criticising those measures. I am not certain, in fact I do not 
know but that under existing conditions, so long as we retain 
this archipelago, so long as we maintain our present interna- 
tional policy, but that this expenditure is necessary; and until 
up my mind it is unnecessary, I shall vote for these 
I want to say further that I believe that river 
and harbor appropriations, and public building appropriations, 


. * . . | gre » » rj i its 7 “aers i its , i its, are 
The appropriation bills already reported to the House, com- | 5™ it people within its own borders and its own limits, are 


yared with the appropriations for the current year, are as fol- | : : 
I ware 5 . | this great Republic. 


equally as useful and equally as essential to the prosperity of 
[ Applause. | 

Mr WM. ALDEN SMITH. And as necessary, so far as river 
and harbor improvements are concerned. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; and as necessary and equally jus 
tify appropriations therefor. Perhaps I ought to go further and 
say this: I doubt very much the wisdom of going further (I do 
not now talk about the battle ships provided for in this bill); 
I doubt very much the wisdom of going much further in the line 
of increasing the Navy until the universally conceded necessary 
foundation for that Navy shall have been built and laid, so that 
there shall be in it no danger of an attack; and what is that? 
That is the great merchant marine of the Republic. [Applause.]} 
Instead of spending millions upon millions upon the Navy (and 
I do not say but that I will not go thus far with them in this 
I believe the American Republic ought to put at 

thousands into an effort that will furnish a 
arni of the service. No 
man who ever wrote upon the maritime power of a nation, no 
matter who he may have been, no authority that can be found 
in any work on the subject, undertakes even for a moment to 
assume that a great navy can exist without a large merchant ma- 
rine from which the men can be drawn in time of war to man 
the ships, and which can furnish the indispensable foundation 
for that navy. What boots it to carry our flag at the muast- 
head of a battle ship in every quarter of the globe if our com- 


least a few 


with it hand in hand? And if our commerce is the basis and the 
foundation of it, we can not continue to build at the expense of 
millions and entirely disregard this great branch of our service, 
where hardly a penny is expended. Instead of favoring the 
merchant marine and broadening this base, we are continually 
discriminating against it. It is inverting the pyramid 
standing it upon its apex instead of its base. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to leave these suggestions with 
this committee. What is the remedy? I have inquired of all 
the chairmen of these committees as to whether or not any of 
these expenditures could be decreased. I did not make the in- 
quiry for the purpose simply of getting myself into the Record, 
but I supposed and believed that men who had charge of the 
bills appropriating for the expenditures of this Government 
were taking into account somewhat the question where the 
money was coming from that they appropriated. To meet this 
condition, if we continue the expenditure we must have much 
more revenue. Where are we going to get it? We can not get 
it by issuing bonds and hiring it; at least you can not with my 
vote and with my assent. You must get it in one of two ways 
by tariff legislation or by increasing the internal-revenue taxa 
tion.. Tariff legislation might involve what? A decrease of the 
tariff in order that importations might increase; and if the tariff 
is decreased, then many industries that are now being protected 


and 


86 


legitimately are to be deprived of the protection in order to 
raise revenue. That is one alternative. The other alternative 
is that about 40 per cent of our imports come in duty free and 
a duty will have to be imposed upon those. Those are the 
only two alternatives so far as tariff legislation is concerned. 
The other is internal-revenue legislation. I do not propose 
at this time and place to undertake to say what, in my judg- 
ment, is to be necessary in this particular, except to say this: 
I concede, in fact I believe I shall have to assume, that these 
appropriations can not in any large degree be pared down or 
minimized while this policy is continued. If that be true, then 
revenue must come, and it is for us who have charge of this 
representative body to say where that revenue shall come from. 
I have not given it sufficient investigation; I have not given it 
sufficient thought to say where and how, but there must be 
revenue or there must be decrease in expenditures. 

I think perhaps I have discharged my whole public duty at this 
time, having only recently made this analysis and investigation 
for the purpose of ascertaining how we reached this condition, 
Where we are, what confronts us, in calling the present salient 
conditions to the attention of this committee and the country. 
It is for us to determine later which one of these alternatives 
we shall adopt and pursue, but I notify the gentlemen of this 
committee now that one of these alternatives confronts the 
membership of this House, and I hope when the time comes, 
yes, I believe, that the Members of the House will meet it like 
ig courageous, patriotic citizens of the Republic. [Ap- 
plause. ] 


APPENDIX. 
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ESTIMATES OF DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS FOR YEAR ENDING JUNB 30, 
1905—DEPARTMENT LETTER AND BUREAU ESTIMATES. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 18, 1905. 
Sir: I have the honor to inclose herewith, for the information of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, a copy of a letter of this date, with 
inclosures, sent to the honorable the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting estimates of appropriations required by this Department to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1905, and for prior years, amounting to $14,837,111.39. 
Very respectfully, 
PavuL Morton, Secretary. 
Ilon. GrorGe EpmuND Foss, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 18, 1905. 
Sir: have the honor to forward herewith, for transmission to Con- 
gress, to be included in the general deficiency bill, estimates of appropria- 
tions required by this Department to supply deficiencies in the appro- 


priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for prior years, | 


amounting to $14,837,111.39, as follows: 
Miscellaneous, Navy: 
To pay to Dowdall, Hanson & McNeill, of Shanghai, 
China, for services rendered and for expenses in 
curred in connection with proceedings in admiralty 
in the collision cases of the U. 8S. naval collier 
Saturn against the British ship Newchwang, and 
the U. S. S. Wilmington against the British tug 
Rocket - Saw e e _ mene = 
To pay to Wontner & Sons, of London, for services 
rendered and expenses incurred in connection with 
the appeal to the privy council at London in the 
collision case of the Saturn against the New- 
cnwang . m Gen “— nee Genel - 
To pay the costs of the defendant in the suit of the 
Saturn against the Newchwang 
To reimburse the American consul-general at Rio de 
Jeneiro, Brazil, the amount expended by him in 
assisting a supposed deserter from the Navy to 
return to the United States for the purpose of sur- 
re r to naval 
iiscellaneous, 1901... ~~ 
f Navigation : 

:val Academy, contingent, 1901 
sportation, navigation— 
1904 


10, 000. 

eS ae 65, 000. 

» of colliers, 1905 168, 480. 
Var College 

1905 


f 2, 500. 
binding 


1, 200. 


Maintenance 
l’rinting and 
Ordnance 

and ordnance 


rreau of 
Ordnance 
1800 
1901 deiiia tlc a 
Contingent, Ordnance, 1902_ -~- 
Ordnance and ordnance stores, 1903 
Contingent, Ordnance, 1903 
Ordnance and ordnance stores, 1905... _-...---.. 
Bureau of Equipment: 
Equipment of vessels, 1901 
Contingent, Equipment, 1901__-_- 
Equipment of vessels, 1902 - 
Contingent, Equipment, 1904 
Naval Observatory, contingent 
expenses, 1905 ‘ 
Bureau of Yards and Docks: 
Maintenance, Yards and Docks, 1905 


stores 
: 11, 908. 
387, 590, 
13. 
1, 463. 
151. 
500, 000. 
2, 072. 
3. 28 
1, 639. 
5, 000. 


2, 000. 


and 
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Bureau of Steam Engineering: 
Steam machinery— 
1902 
1905 
Bureau of Medicine and Surgery: 


Cama Medicine and Surgery— 


475. § 
000. 


$1 
700, 


8. 

6, 275. : 
60, 000. 
20, 000. 


Naval hospital, Washington, D. C., 1905 
Naval laboratory, New York, N. Y., 1905 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts: 
Contingent, Supplies and Accounts— 
1892 42. 
42. 
46. 2 
3. 
7. 
ae 


oe 
30. 
44, 

25. 2 
4,114. 
50, 000. 
20, 000. 


1897 
1901 : 
Contingent, 1902 
Fuel, 1904 
Contingent, 1905 
Military stores, 1905 
Public works, 1905: Construction and completion of 
marine barracks and one set of officers’ quarters, 
naval station, New Orleans, La 
Increase of the Navy: 
Armor and armament 
Construction and machinery 
Equipment 100, 000. 00 
Contingent expenses, Navy Department, 1905 2, 000. 00 
Copies of letters from the several bureaus, and from the Brigadier- 
General Commandant, United States Marine Corps, in explanation of 
the foregoing estimates, are herewith forwarded. 
Very respectfully, 


11, 000. 


6, 000, 000. 00 
7, 000, 000. 00 


PAUL Morton, Secretary. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, 
Washington, D. C., January 17, 1905. 
Sir: The Bureau has the honor to transmit to the Department the 
following estimates of deficiencies which will occur in its appropria- 
tions: 
Contingent, Naval Academy, 1901 $0. 59 
Transportation, Navigation : 
10, 000. 00 
65, 000. 00 


1904 

1905 
Maintenance of colliers, 1905 168, 480. 00 
Naval War Collegs, Newport, 1000... 2. nn nmcnce 3, 700. 00 

Contingent, Naval Academy, 1901.—-The deficiency under this appro- 
priation of 59 cents is to enable payment of a voucher for 59 cents in 
favor of the Annapolis, Washington and Baltimore Railroad Company 
for the shipment of a case of leather belting from the navy-yard, New 
York, to the Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md. It is probable that this 
bill was overlooked by the railroad company, as it aid not reach the De- 
partment until July, 1904. 

Transportation, Navigation, 1904—Against this appropriation there 
are outstanding bills to the amount of about $13,000, and there remains 
a balance of but $4,000 on hand. From the information at the Bu- 
reau’s disposal it is believed that the sum of $10,000 will be sufficient 
for all future obligations occurring under this appropriation. 

Transportation, Navigation, 1805.—The amount which will have been 


| expended for transportation during the fiscal year which ended June 
| 50, 1904, is $287,981.93, that expenditure being on the basis of 28,000 


| as the appropriation for 190 
deficiency of 


men. Three thousand additional men having been allowed by Congress 
for the current fiscal year, an increase of at least 10 per cent over the 
amount expended during the rr fiscal year will necessary, and 

is but $254,000, it is estimated that a 


62,780 will occur. The Bureau has accordingly estimated 


| the amount of the deficiency at $65,000. 


| colliers under the merchant serv 


Maintenance of colliers, 1905.—When the estimates for maintenance 
of colliers for 1905 were made = it was supposed that the number of 
ce could be so reduced that but four 


| first-class and five second-class colliers would remain under the mer- 


chant service, and an estimate of $224,604 was made up. It was found 


| impracticable, however, owing to the number of officers and men which 


will be required for the new vessels of the Navy, to make the proposed 
reduction, and an estimated deficiency of $168,480 will oceur during the 
present year. This sum is based on the estimated monthly pay and sub- 
sistence of the officers and crews of the colliers as closely as it has been 
practicable to calculate. 

Naval War College, Newport, 1905.—This item of $2,500 was formerly 


| included in the estimates submitted by the president of the War College, 


but was disallowed. In 1903 the ground to be kept in order by the War 
“ollege was inereased from the plat of about 3 acres on which the War 
College stood to nearly 14 acres, the addition including a long sea wall 
and several long roads and walks. In addition to the added grotind the 
new library extension has been completed and must be heated, lighted, 
and cleaned. The actual necessary expense incurred, owing to these 
additional burdens, is such that on the Ist of January, 1905, the bal- 
ance of the general maintenance fund unpledged for fixed expenses and 
unexpended is $393.30, with no money available for the care of the 


| grounds and roads, which are not in good order, having been badly 
| washed by heavy rains. 


The manuscript of the Discussions of the International Law Situa- 
tions, prepared during the summer conference of officers, 1904, with the 


| assistance of the lecturer on international law, is now ready for print- 


ing, and as it covers many important situations, some of which have 
been elucidated by precedent in the war now in progress, the publica- 
tion will be of great interest to the service and of considerable impor- 
tance. This appropriation of $1,200 for printing is therefore requested. 
Very respectfully, G. A. CONVERSE, 
Chief of Bureau. 
The SecRETARY OF Tite Navy. 
BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, 
Washington, D. C., December 10, 1904. 
Sir: The Bureau desires to call attention to the fact that expendi- 
tures from its appropriation of $2,000,000 for routine purposes under 
“Ordnance and ordnance stores, 1905,” indicate that the balance avall- 
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able will be insufficient by about $500,000 to cover probable require- 
ments to the end of the year. 

The following statement shows the condition of this appropriation at 
present: 
I iii ae Ril acticin cellent es Sale ict $2, 000, 000 
Balance, December 1 1, 200, 677 


i i a 799, 323 
Or rate per month of $159,864. 
Se ii lca niettingite nici staedeinaeas 


Required for transfer account _._...._________ $500, 000 
Less settlements, July and August _.._...-_____ 66, 000 








1, 200, 677 





434, 000 
i ee SS Se 766, 677 


Required for seven months, at $159,864 per month _______ 


1, 119, 048 
BVRTIGGE Re: Bk Ci ietek cn ctiiccienetiiniinendntin seen 


766, 677 
RGR, SD ichtoek sc aptinin ahaa tna tomas 352, 371 


This appropriation, ‘‘ Ordnance and ordnance stores,” is the principal 
one for maintaining the ordnance equipment on board ships after they 
are once in commission. 

Various causes have led to this deficiency, which has been anticipated 
for some time, but the Bureau has been unable to reach an approximate 
estimate of the amount until several months had elapsed showing 
expenditures. 

The proper maintenance of a large number of vessels now in com- 
mission entails upon this Bureau under this appropriation a much 
heavier expense than heretofore, one item alone in the transfer account 
mentioned above being for about $127,000 for ammunition to properly 
fit out the vessels on the Asiatic Station; another item, which has not 
previously been estimated for, being $25,000 for great-gun targets for 
target practice. 

The foreign account will also be large, the increase being caused by 
the maintenance of larger fleets away from the United States. 

It has further been necessary to change and improve the ordnance 
material on board ship in many respects, such as designing, manufac- 
turing, and installing new sights, new elevating and training gears, new 
tiring attachments, etc., all shown to be necessary by late experiences in 
target practice; also to design and install smoke-ejecting devices in all 
guns of large caliber, shown to be necessary by the accident on the 
U. S. S. Missouri. 

The rebanding of nearly all the larger caliber shells has been made 
mene by the increased velocities used and the wearing of the bores 
of the guns. 

Quite a number of guns and mounts have also had to be repaired and 
in a number of cases replaced. 

This work must be carried on as rapidly as possible in order to keep 
up and increase the efficiency of the Navy. Most of it has not previ- 
ously been estimated for, and will therefore cause a deficiency. 

In view of the above facts, the Bureau requests authority to submit a 
deficiency estimate of $500,000 under appropriation ‘ Ordnance and 
ordnance stores, 1905.” 

N. E. MASOon, 


Respectfully, 
Chief of Bureau of Ordnance. 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 
BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, 
Washington, D. C., November 30, 190}. 


Str: The Bureau finds it necessary to call the Department's atten- 
tion to the condition of its appropriation “Armor and armament,” 
and to the urgent necessity for an additional amount for use during 
the current fiscal year, so that it may continue its work with the rapid- 
ity necessary to provide the ordnance outfits by the time they are 
required for the several vessels. 

The Bureau has been, and is now, using its utmost endeavors to pro- 
vide the ordnance outfits in time for all vessels under construction, 
and it was impossible to foresee with any degree of certainty, at the 
time the annual estimates were made for the present fiscal year, the 
increased demands upon this appropriation; and, further, the Bureau 
desired, as a measure of economy, to avoid asking for more than would 
apparently be required; hence the estimates were made in the most 
conservative manner. 

The amount available under “ Armor and armament” during the 
year 1903-4 included: 


Batasen em Randl Saly 4j: SOc tie seinen $1, 353, 719 
Appropriation, naval, act March 3, 1903--.------~~~-~~- 10, 000, 000 
Dehiciesicy, act: Fouruaty 15; 20CGiikwamencuscncsenentnce 2, 000, 000 


~o 


DN iistitnni iis tillineahinaaily aiid iiglaiatinniaiaa 13, 353, 719 


Notwithstanding the deficiency appropriation mentioned, the amount 
was insufficfént, and on June 30, 1904, the Bureau found itself with an 
accumulation of unsettled accounts, mainly for armor and gun forg- 
ings, amounting to nearly $1,500, , which had to be drawn from the 
appropriation for the current year, 1904—5, less a balance of $82,506, re- 
tained to meet possible contingencies. 


The amount available on July 1, 1904, therefore, was: 


Balance available from —— ek 8 $82, 806 


Apprepriation, Ott BSE Bt, be eteccuscnnncensstnnncaccn 12, 000, 000 
Aggregate, available July 1, 1904__.._..--_.----. 12, 082, 806 
Paid during July (bills held over from 1903-4) ..._.-__-- 1, 500, 000 


Actual balance available for 1904-5_______________ 10, 582, 806 
Expended since July 1, in addition to the $1,500,000 above 
mentioned, viz: 





STUN. ccs saghiteneipecccssuncnightinineihdivtninmanditetvamnimaidate $1, 036, 374 
IRE ssc Kecinerctitennere tannin 1, 307, 695 
TIES... ._. ceccsenetiasiniiabemeenenhdaeiepanaids 1, 162, 806 
eas See 1, 768, 656 
FOU ONEE  cnctecritenaeeuminienptemenan 1, 350, 657 


6, 626,188 


Balance available December 1, 1904-..........---. 3, 956, 618 


At the above ratio of expenditure, viz, $1,325,238 per month, 
there will be required for the remaining seven months of 
CHO YORE one nntcewsdcn cn qwancendumandnadaancee 9, 276, 666 

Balance December 1, A0 Q0008... .cadsieadancsccansancess 3, 956, 618 


Apparent deficiency cemanenadiasaaatncinieicieaide’ 6 320, 048 
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The Chief of the Bureau, in his testimony before the House Naval 
Committee on Appropriations, explaining his estimates for the fiscal 
year 1903, estimated that to complete the vessels then under construc 
tion would cost $30,234,942, and by his memorandum of February 16, 
1903, to the same committee, he increased this estimate about $5,000, 
000, and he stated, in making the first estimate, that “‘ all the ships re- 
ferred to should be completed by March, 1904, or in a little more than 
two years, and as the ordnance outfits must be ready in advance of the 
ships the Bureau of Ordnance should (if the shipbuilders fulfill their 
contracts within the specified time) expend the sum of $30,234,943 in 
a trifle over two years—that is, at the rate of about $15,000,000 a 
year; but as the shipbuilders are sure to be from one to two years be 
hind time the Bureau of Ordnance can safely prolong its work over a 
longer period, say three to four years, or an average of three and one 
half years, in which case its expenditures under ‘ Increase of the Navy’ 
for the ships referred to would average $8,638,555 per annum” (or 
$10,067,127 per annum at the increased estimate). Notwithstanding 
the predictions of the then Chief of the Bureau it was found necessary 
to ask for a deficiency for the fiscal year 1903-4 amounting to 
$2,000,000, due partly to more rapid progress than was anticipated on 
the vessels then under construction, and partly to work on additional 
vessels since authorized which has progressed at a much more rapid 
rate than was anticipated and provided for in the annual estimates. 

It is therefore requested that Congress may be asked to appropriate 
an additional $6,000,000 under appropriation “Armor and armament” 
for the current fiscal year. 

The Bureau further desires to call the Department’s attention to its 
estimate of $14,000,000 for the year ending June 30, 1906, and to the 
fact that the continuance of the present monthly rate of expenditure 
indicates a probable deficiency for that year; and the Bureau at pres 
ent can forsee no causes which will operate to reduce this rate of 
expenditure; but, on the other hand, progress in the construction of 
vessels is much more rapid than in former years, and in order that 
contractors may not have equitable claims for consequential damages 
due to delay in the construction of vessels, caused by the nonreceipt of 
ordnance material, the completion of this material must keep pace with 
the construction of the vessels. 

Respectfully, N. E. MASON, 
Chief of Bureau of Ordnanc 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


SUREAU OF EQuiPMENT, 
Washington, D. C., January 17, 1995, 
Srr: I have the honor to submit herewith deficiency estimates under 
this Bureau for the fiscal year 1905 and prior years, as follows: 





Equipment of vessels, 1901 $2, 072. 20 
Contingent, Equipment, 1901__~- 8. QE 
a a as 1, G29. 04 


Contingent, Equipment, 1904 __________~_ 25 
Increase of the Navy, Equipment___.-__-___--_-_~_~ 
Naval Observatory, 1905 (grounds and roads) = 
Contingent and miscellaneous expenses, Naval Observatory, 
Ie Pesala cn Miia acca eee Risin dem ascent 
Very respectfully, H. N. MANNeY, 
Chief of Bureau of Equipment 


5, 000, 00 
100, 000, 00 
5, 000. 00 


2, 000. OO 


The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


BuREAU OF YARDS AND Docks, 
Washington, D. C., December 14, 1904. 

Sir: In compliance with the Department’s memorandum of this date 
the Bureau has the honor to submit one sheet of estimates for deficien 
cies, as follows: 

Maintenance, Yards and Docks, 1905 leaned , 

The appropriation for the current year under the above title is 
$725,000. The appropriation for 1904 was $600,000 by the naval act 
and $150,000 by the deficiency act, making $750,000 in all The re 
ports from navy-yards and stations indicate that the expenditures for 
1904, in spite of the utmost care, exceed the amount appropriated and 
that the foreign account will require a deficiency estimate from the 
Auditor's office. 

For the current year the Bureau has found it necessary to allot the 
entire amount appropriated to the various yards to meet regular, fixed 
expenses, leaving nothing for expenditures from time to time during 
the year for the large number of objects chargeable to this appropria- 
tion. The Bureau has been daily refusing most urgent requests for 
increased allowances, many of which are undoubtedly of vital impor 
tance to the economical conduct of business. The item of coal alone 
takes $140,000 for the year; water, $72,000; leave of absence pay 
about $90,000; while the regular labor charged to this appropriation 
costs over $366,000. The small balance of the appropriation is quickly 
absorbed by the various other items. 

The amount estimated is absolutely necessary, and the service will be 
injuriously affected if it is not appropriated. 

Very respectfully, 


$50. 000 


Morpecal T. Enpicorrt, 
Chicf of Bureau 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 
BurREAU OF STEAM ENGINEERING, 
Washington, D. C., December 15, 190! 
Sir: The Bureau has the honor to transmit herewith a deficiency 
estimate of $700,900 for this fiscal year, and arrives at the amount 
required as follows: 
Appropriation, “ steam machinery, 1904-5,” 


Appropriated ......-------------------~~----------. $3, 405, 000. 00 
Deduct for amount reserved for estimated 
foreign expenditures_.....----------~ $460, 000. 00 
Deduct for amount of annual coal con- 
CrACtS... .. cancccnnceesnnennescecno ss 61, 000. 00 
ees = 521, 000. 00 
Balance available for the year for general pur 
poses of the Burean_-.-~-~-- Bs Sa 2, 884, 000. 00 
Balance of appropriation available November 80, 1904, 
after deducting all expenditures and outstanding obli 
See scheint aeibastaatarnanatoareint tian ~ 2, eee, 100: 23 


Amount expended and obligated during first five 
months of fiscal year for general purposes un- 
Ger the DurdRt..wc0ccccnc]nnececencceseccna 1, 529, $44. 79 




























































2588 


This makes an 
five months 
equals 


average expenditure per month for first 
of the fiscal year of $1,529,844.79—5, 
sei ames Sadibateaiiapialecaa adem ied a ae eee ae $305, 968. 96 
At same rate, the amount required for the remaining 

ao months of the fiscal year will be $305,968.96 x 7, 

equals 
Deduct balance available November 30, as above_______ 





2, 141, 782. 72 
1, 354, 155. 21 





Leaves balance required to be now appropriated 
to carry on the work of the Bureau during 
next seven months in same manner as during 
EAT REO 787, 627. 51 


While it would thus appear that about $788,000 should be appro- 
priated to cover the estimated deficiency of the year, the Bureau has 
decided to ask for but $700,000, and hopes by careful and economical 
management to make this, with balance now available, do the required 
work for the remaining seven months of the year. 

Very respectfally, Cc. W. Rag, 
Engineer in Chief, U. 8S. Navy, Chief of Bureau. 


The SECRETARY OF THE Navy. 





Bureau or STEAM ENGINEERING, 
BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 
Washington, D. C., September 1, 190}. 

Sir: We have the honor to submit herewith, in duplicate, joint esti- 
mates (inclosures 1 and 2) of the amounts required by the bureaus of 
Construction and Repair and Steam Engineering, under appropriation 
“ Increase of the Navy, construction and machinery,’ for work on new 
vessels authorized by Congress, to June 30, 1906, viz: 











Sheet D. 
Under Bureau of Construction and Repair: 
For fiscal year 1904-5... magoansiinais $20, 152, 755 
Mer fecal year 1006-6.........cnencnen 17, 773, 691 
_—— $37, 926, 446 
Under Bureau of Steam Engineering: 
Vor fecal year 1006-6 cutie 8, 285, 4038 
Por Gkeal Fear ISOS cece 8, 116, 591 
——_—_————-_ 16, 401, 994 
NI i cccerecstnititpesictiivciniitcatiiliyieiitiiaat tin tials tagiaiateda i Mes 54, 328, 440 
Balance in Treasury available for above July 1, 1904 (less 
the sum of $260,000 for one gunboat to take the place 


of the Michigen on the Great Lakes, authorized by act 
approved May 4, 1898; said vessel to be built as soon as 


cerepsGted. “water CHORE GY annie cence iene 23, 917, 607 
Appropriation required for fiscal year 1905-6__~__ 30, 410, 833 | 
This amount, $30,410,833, is the estimated amount required to be | 


appropriated for work on new vessels authorized by Congress for “ In- 
crease of the Navy, construction and machinery,” for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1906. 
Very respectfully, 
y. L. Capps, 
Chief Constructor U. 8. Navy, Chief of Bureau. 
W. H. H. SMITH, 
Acting Chief of Bureau. 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
BuREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 
BUREAU OF STEAM ENGINEBRING, 
Washington, D. C., December 2, 1904. 
Str: Replying to the Department’s memorandum of the ist Instant, 
requiring certain information asked for by the Committee on Appro- 
striations of the House of Representatives, the following statement is 
1erewith transmitted: 
Required to be appropriated for new vessels already authorized under 
appropriation “ Increase of the Navy, construction and machinery: ” 
To be expended for fiscal year 1905— 
Bureau of Construction and Repair $20, 152, 755 
Bureau of Steam Engineering... 8, 285, 403 
$28, 438, 158 
To be expended for fiscal year 1906— 
Bureau of Construction and Repair 17, 773, 691 
Bureau of Steam Engineering. ~ 8, 116, 591 
25, 890, 282 


54, 328, 440 
Less balance In Treasury available for payment on 
GhO VC... nn cee nee nee emee 23, 917, 607 


required under next appro- 


Appropriation 
priation act 

To be expended for fiscal year 1907— 
Bureau of Construction and Repair__.._...---- 
Bureau of Steam Engineering -.........-.-~_- 

To be expended for fiscal year 1908— 
tureau of Construction and Repair___-_-----~~-~ 2, 892, 669 
Bureau of Steam Engineering_-..-...-------~. 1, 205, 690 

To be expended for fiscal year 1909— 
Bureau of Construction and Repair__.._...-.._ 424, 970 
Bureau of Steam Engineering.._....-...-.--~~ 7 


30, 410, 833 


9, 212, 758 


4, 558, 071 


Total appropriations required to complete ves- 
sels now authorized under “ Increase of the 
Navy, construction and machinery ”-----~-~~ 49, 177, 616 
Norr.—The balance available in the Treasury under this appropria- 
tion is deducted as above in order to show separately the amount which 
should be appropriated at the ensuing session of Congress. 
Very respectfully, 
W. L. Capps, 
Chief Constructor U. 8S. Navy, Chief of Bureau. 
Cc. W. Rag, 
Engineer in Chief U. 8. Navy, Chief of Bureau. 


The SECRETARY OF THA NAVY. 
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Bureau oF STEAM ENGINEERING, 
BukEAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 
Washington, D. C., December 16, 1904. 


Sir: Referring to the Bureau's letter of September 1, 1904, submit- 
ting joint estimates for amounts required by the bureaus of Construc- 
tion and Repair and Steam Engineering, under appropriation “ Increase 
of the Navy, construction and machinery,’ for work on new vessels 
authorized by Congress, to June 30, 1906, and also to joint letter of the 
bureaus of Construction and Repair and Steam Engineering of Decem- 
ber 2, 1904, showing by fiscal years the amounts required to be appro- 
priated for new vessels glready authorized under appropriation “ In- 
crease of the Navy, construction and machinery.” 

The bureaus invite attention to the fact that the appropriation made 
at the last session of Congress was $4,000,000 less than the amount 
estimated as necessary to carry the work through to July 1, 1905. 
Moreover, the work of completing vessels under construction has 
progressed at a more rapid rate than during any other previous year, 
and as a result the expenditures for the regular payments to contract- 
ors will approximate $7,000,000 more than the amount under appro- 
priation ‘“* Construction and machinery” available to June 30, 1905. 

We have, therefore, to recommend that the Department request that 
in the appropriation to be made by the present Congress under “ Increase 
of the Navy, construction and machinery,” it be specifically stated “ so 
much as may be necessary to be immediately available in order that 
the appropriation may be continuous and that there may be no difficulty 
in meeting the obligations under existing contracts.” 

Attention is called to the fact that the estimates presented to the 
last session of Congress (upon which appropriation available to June 
30 next was made) did not include two armored cruisers and one battle 
ship, upon which contracts are about to be awarded, and the three 
scout cruisers and two colliers, all of which vessels were authorized 
by the act making the current appropriation. 

Expenditures are already being made out of the appropriation for 
design work, and the armored cruisers and battle ship will undoubtedly 
require payments under contract prior to July 1, 1905, when the appro- 
priation to be made at the present session of Congress will first become 
available, if the provision above requested is not inserted in the act. 

As an evidence of the fact that greater rapidity of construction can be 
relied upon, attention is invited to the bids received on December 15, 
1904, for the construction of the battle ship New Hampshire and the ar- 
mored cruisers North Carolina and Montana, the time of construction 
being reduced from forty-two to thirty-six months, a saving of nearly 15 
per cent in time, resulting, consequently, in more rapid payments. 

Very respectfully, 
W. L. Capps, 
Chief Constructor, U. 8. Navy, Chief of Bureau. 
Cc. W. Raz, 
Engineer in Chief, U. 8. Navy, Chief of Bureau. 


The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 





BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY, 
Washington, D. C., December 14, 1904. 


Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith an urgent deficiency esti- 
mate, as follows: 


Naval hospital, Washington, D. C. (act March 3, 1903)_-.____ $ 
Naval laboratory, New York, N. Y. (act March 3, 1903) --__-- 20, 000 


Owing to the greatly increased cost of building materials and skilled 
labor the Bureau has been unable to complete the new naval hospital, 
Washington, and the new naval laboratory at New York, and, while 
much has been accomplished in the way of securing substantial build- 
ings of suitable design, it has not been found possible to finish and 
equip for use either of these buildings within the appropriations made. 

By act of March 3, 1903, $125, was Sereerts or the erection 
of new buildings for the naval hospital, Washington, D. C. The low- 
est peopoent received for the complete work, after advertisement, was 
$24, in excess of the appropriation. New proposals were invited 
after eliminating from the plans the southeast pavilion, solarium, and 
connecting corridor, and the lowest proposal received was still $13,000 
in excess of the appropriation. Only after the further elimination of 
nearly all parts and fixtures not integral parts of the building was an 
agreement reached with the contractors, bringing their ee within 
the amount authorized by the law. In consequence of the necessary 
omission from the plans and specifications of the northeast pavilion, 
and of all fittings and fixtures for the hospital, the Bureau is com- 
pelled to ask an appropriation to finish and equip the hospital building. 

By act of March 3, 1903, $75,000 was apropriated for the erection 
of a new building for the naval laboratory. The lowest proposal 
received for the work, after advertisement, was $6,000 in excess of 
the appropriation. ‘The bidders were requested to scale down their 
bids on the basis of revised specifications, which omitted items essential 
in themselves, but not integral parts of the building, viz, elevators, 
pipe trench to pas house, weighing scales, and lighting fixtures. The 
plans and s fications did not contemplate the installation of shelving, 
which should be of metal, on account of the inflammable nature of the 
~~ to be placed on them. The naval laboratory is the naval medi- 
eal storehouse where all medical supplies for the Navy, ashore and 
afloat, are assembled, and the only one on the Atlantic coast from which 
they are distributed. Without this appropriation the finished building 


can not be equipped for use. 
Very respectfully, P. M. Rrxey, 
Surgeon-General U. 8. Navy. 


The SECRETARY OF THE Navy. 





BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUN’S, 
Washington, D. C., January 17, 1905. 


Sir: In accordance with the Department's instructions of the 16th 
instant, I have the honor to submit herewith estimates of deficiency 
appropriations under cognizance of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts 
required for the service of the fiscal years named below. 

To pay bills of the Dispatch Company as follows. for advertising in 
the Richmond Dispatch, of Richmond, Va., the same not having been 
presented in proper form by the payee until recently : 


For advertising proposals for tobacco for the navy-yard, New 
York. in Mareb and April, 1892 (appropriation chargeable 
“Contingent supplies and accounts, 182")... ...-.......... $42, 69 

For similar services in February and March, 1894 (appropria- 
tion chargeable “ Contingent ee and accounts, 18)4")__ 42.02 

For similar services in February, March, and April, 1896 (ap- 
eS chargeable “Contingent supplies and accounts, 
1896") 


—o———— 
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For similar services in April, 1897 Caren chargeable 


“Contingent supplies and accounts, 1597") --_-__-_-----_-- $3. 50 
For similar services in May, 1898 (appropriation chargeable 

“Contingent supplies and accounts, 1898 "’) _-__-------~-_~-~- 1. 75 
For similar services in March, 1900 (appropriation chargeable 

“Contingent, Supplies and Accounts, 1900’) .-.--.--_---- 1. 60 
For advertising for draftsman wanted in the department of *on- 

struction and repair, navy-yard, Norfolk, Va., in the office of 

the United States superintending naval constructor at Rich- 

mond, Va., in December, 1900, and January 1901. Appropria- 

tion chargeable “ Pay, miscellaneous, 1901 "__.---___-__--- 4. 81 

Respectfully, 


H. T. B. Harris, 
Paymaster-General U. 8. Navy. 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 





DEPARTMENT OF THE NAvy, BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, 
January 17, 1905. 
Sir: The Bureau has to-day received from the Bureau of Supplies 
and Accounts a number of bills, specified below, chargeable to certain 
of its appropriations which have become exhausted, with the request 
that deficiency appropriations be asked for to cover the accounts in- 


volved, in accordance with which estimates are herewith submitted for | 


the amounts required, to pay bills referred to, viz: 
Under appropriation “Ordnance and ordnance stores,” 
1900: 


TE: Ee Ci catenins dite’ $11, 908. 80 
o— appropriation “Ordnance an ordnance stores,” 
901: ’ 
EK. I. DuPont Company 
Do 


1, 120. 00 


37, 590. 00 





Under appropriation “Contingent, ordnance,’ 1902: 








Baitimore and Ohio Railroad Company. ..~..---- 9. 79 
New England Telephone and Telegraph Company—_-_~~ 3. 60 
13. 89 
a appropriation “Ordnance and ordnance stores,” o_o, 
« . 

Lafiin & Rand Powder Compeny...........<2...-.0 1, 463. 00 
Under appropriation “Contingent, ordnance,” 1903: . a al 
8D ae aa 3. 76 
Bane Lind. TRA Com ees stuictinctininene 1. 63 
Lk. Ok ee ee - 90 

New York Central and Hudson River Railroad Com- ‘ 
CG ssi alescia cance terniilinscnitiidsthibth iachecnabiniamabctiiiceatacieititgtlliniethenininiivantiine 7.92 

New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad Com- : 
NE aos cde aiaaeiehdiceie ach danactnetendeiadesatie adipic a iheee chteetitactaerdiea nk 52 
SEPT dco finvemnchihalepecectiincaalittaapalepiiaceiiaieeaieipliarisiclln oidabathatida iad 20. 50 
betas ES er a re aera 6. 50 
I ac cali a aaa 20. 00 
Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Company_____-_-~~ 48. 65 
151. 48 

Respectfully, 


N. E. MASon, 
Chief of Bureau of Ordnance. 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 





HeapquartTers U. 8S. MARINE CorPs, 
QUARTERMASTER’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 17, 1995. 

Sm: In accordance with the direction of the Secretary of the Navy 
to submit such deficiency estimates as may be found necessary by this 
office for incorporation in the gener] deficiency bill, etc., I have the 
honor to transmit herewith an estimate, in duplicate, of the appropria- 
tions of the Marine Corps, coming under the cognizance of the Quarter- 
master’s Department, with the recommendation that the same be for- 
warded to the Secretary of the Navy for the op op above indicated. 
The aggregate amount of the estimate is $35,236.09, distributed among 
the following-mentioned headings of appropriations : 


nates dieieieiaede lead eakiealtiaMtidiadas peach ii tact aesaisinlass $21. 38 
SUTITIIT. <csvessinesielbabeilntapecegeeattetiniaesiasietieaieledlaiaadatnindiisindinaaltiin de siniainiadaetinaihsnrieaiin 30. 00 

a ace einen elicits tntapicap ita lactacin ais tini laine igimmncetaiaioatintacitacalbdibiiln 44. 80 | 
RS eee 25. 30 
a, ND Fs: Bt eerie peers cisniiiinsttanninmncmatniatailis 4, 114. 61 
Military stores, antse Sie itieciesenseee ighatiiaaesececien.cia aint 20, 000. 00 
re I Tacit cs snncncinatatbsceigeenstindc 11, 000. 00 
Se icessilitenrcisnniilitatlaicesiipbenesinanarhnesimncaitpiieheltcslpstaisstiiniatnteniitaiinasiel cite 35, 236. 09 


The following is submitted in explanation of the foregoing estimates : 

Transportation and recruiting, Marine Corps, 1896.—The estimate 
under this head ($21.38) is for payment of an account in favor of the 
Dispatch Company, Richmond, Va., on file in this Office, for an adver- 
tisement for recruits for the Marine Corps, inserted in the Richmond 
Dispatch, in accordance with the authority of the Secretary of the 
Navy, dated May 5, 1896. The account was not réceived in this Office 
until October 17, 1904—too late to be paid out of any unexpended bal- 
ance of the appropriation to which properly chargeable, such sum hav- 
ing been turned into the Treasury. 

Transportation and recruiting, Marine Corps, 1897.--The sum required 
under this head ($30) is in payment of an account in favor of the Dis- 
patch Company, Richmond, Va., on file in this Office, for advertising for 
recruits for the Marine Corps, duly authorized by the Secretary of the 
Navy, under date of June 29; 1896. This acount was received in this 
Office October 17, 1904—too late to be paid out of the proper appro- 


priation, as the unexpended balance had been turned into the Treasury. | 


Transportation and recruiting, Marine Corps, 1901.—The amount re- 
quired under this head ($40.80) is to pay an account on file in 
Office in favor of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company for tranmsp. :ta- 
tion furnished the United States Marine Corps during the month of 
June, 1901. The account was received on September 17, 1903. The 
unexpended balance under this head having been turned into the Trens- 
ury, the account could not therefore be paid until provision was made 
in a deficiency estimate. 


36, 470. 00 | 


is | 
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Contingent, Marine Corps, 1901-2.—The sum required under this head 
($25.30) is to pay accounts on file in this office in favor of the Postai 
and Western Union telegraph companies. ‘The foregoing statements 
concerning the payment of the preceding accounts is also applicable in 
this case. 


Fuel, Marine Corps, 190j.—The sum _ required under this head 
($4,114.61) is for coal furnished the Marine Corps by the Navy in the 
Philippine Islands, Guam, and San Juan, P. R. fhe amount in ques 


tion is necessary to reimburse the proper bureaus of the Navy Depart- 
ment for the coal furnished. The appropriation “ Fuel, Marine Co 
1904,” was insufficient in amount to meet the necessities of the service 
for the period stated. Three new posts were established, namely, 
Charleston, 8S. C., New Orleans, La., and Midway. ‘The cost of sup- 
plying to these posts was not anticipated or taken into consideration 
when the original estimate under this head was submitted 


pS, 


Military stores, Marine Corps, 1905.—The sum asked f under this 
head ($20,000) is, in the opinion of this office, absolutely necessary to 
| meet the requirements of the service under ordinary conditions. The 
| current appropriation is depleted to such an extent that the unex- 
| pended balance on hand to-day is only $30,000, with which to meet the 
| ordinary running expenses during the next six months. Such sum is 
| insufficient for that purpose. Unusual drafts on this appropriation 
| have been made during the year for the purchase of ammunition and 
military supplies to equip two battalions of marines for field service 
|} on the Isthmus of Panama, one battalion of marines at Guantanamo, 
Cuba, and a regiment of marines organized for such service at Olon- 


gapo, Philippine Islands. 

Public works, Marine Corps.—As you are aware, a marine barracks 
for enlisted men and quarters for two officers (one building) are 
required at the naval station, New Orleans, La., and Congress has pro- 
vided an appropriation of $21,500 for this object. Plans and specifi 
cations for the buildings were duly prepared, the construction to be of 
frame, the interior and the exterior finish to be of the simplest cha: 








ter possible consistent with substantial material and workman p. 
Twice bids were invited in the usual manner for the construction of 
the building, but none was received. Recently Mr. Rathbone B&. 
| DeBuys, architect, New Orleans, La., invited informal estimates from 
contractors for the purpose of determining definitely the c« of con- 
struction. The result of his inquiries is that it will cost to 
build the barracks and $9,508 toe build one set of officers’ quarters. 
| The barracks were designed to accommodate 100 men, the force re- 
quired to perform duty at New Orleans. It is not practicable to 
reduce the size or to make other changes in the plans adopted and 
} secure barracks and quarters such as are needed. In view of the fore 
going facts and the importance of constructing the barracks and quar- 
ters at the earliest practicable date to afford the command at New 
Orleans the necessary comforts and conveniences, as well as sanitary 
arrangements, an estimate for an additional appropriation of $11,000 
is herein incorporated, which sum it is recommended be made lmme- 
diately available. 

| Very respectfully, F. L. Denny, 

Colonel, Quartermaster, U. 8S. Marine Corps. 
The BriGaDIPR-GENERAL COMMANDANT U. 8. MARINE CORPS, 
Headquarters. 


HEADQUARTERS TU. S. MARINE CORPS, 
QUARTERMASTER’S OFFICER, 
Washington, D. C., December 16, 1905. 


Sir: Of the appropriation of $160,000 made available in the act 
| appreved April 27, 1904, for the contingent expenses of the Marine 


Corps for the current fiscal year only $20,000 remains available for all 
purposes under this head for the balance of such fiscal year. Such 
serious inroads on the appropriation in question have been unavoidable 
and have been brought about by unusual extraordinary expenses incident 
to the service, which were impossible to anticipate in the estimate sub- 
| mitted by this Office for the current fiscal year. It is highly important 
| that the appropriation “ Contingent” should be increased in amount 
immediately ; otherwise the actual needs of the service under this head 
can not be met. 

Inclosed herewith is estimate In duplicate of the amount of money 
required under “ Contingent” for the balance of the current fiscal year. 
which amount ($50,000), in the opinion of the Quartermaster, is actu- 
ally necessary. It is requested that such estimate be forwarded to tha 
Secretary of the Navy, with a recommendation that the same be trans- 
mitted to the United States Congress, with a view to its incorporation 

| in the first urgent deficiency bill which may be considered by Congress 
after this date. 

In connection with the estimates I have 

following report and explanation : 


the honor to submit th 


e 


(a) Owing to the establishment of a marine camp on the Isthmus of 
Panama, equipped for field service, it was necessary to procure un al 
quantities of military stores for the equipment of the camp, such as 
camp and garrison tools, implements and equipage, sanitary sup; 
such as crematory, water pipes, lime, etc., also mosquito nets and < 
to the amount of $10,000. 

(b) In the procurement of military stores for the brigade of m: eg 
in the Philippines in anticipation of field service, including field 
camp and garrison equipage, tools and implements, also repairs and 
improvements to plumbing and installation of water pipes in th w 
quartermaster’s storehouse, Cavite, an expenditure of $15,000 was 
involved. This expense was extraordinary. 

| (c) The establishment of a model camp at the St. Louis Exhibition 
necessitated the purchase of bunks, furniture, clothing boxes, and camp 
| equipage to outfit the camp, in the amount of $5,000, 
“ (d) The establishment of a post at New Orleans, La., necessitated 
an expenditure of $2,500 for the necessary garrison outfit, and placing 
the buildings temporarily assigned to the Marine Corps in sanitary 
condition with new plumbing. 
(e) To carry out the recommendation of the commandant, navy “a. 
| Mare Island, to establish a marine mounted patrol owing to the |! r 
area to be covered on that station, the purchase of 12 horses and 
| furniture was necessary osting $2,000, 
} (f) The sum of $1,500 was expended tn repairing the heating 
ratus, marine barracks, Doston, which needed a thorough over 
(g) To outfit the marine guard ordered for temporary duty i 
Midway Islahds $2,500 were expended for the necessary camp and 
rison equipage. furniture, and other essential supplies for the t h 
aud comfort of the cuard on that isolated duty. 
} (h) Im order to replace beds condemned by a board of survey at the 
| marine barracks, Mare Island, Annapo! New York, Norfol} d 
| Philadelphia. an expenditure of $6.000 was involved under this hea 
i (i) To meet the requirements for the new posts established at New 
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essary to provide for a larger quantity of supplies of a miscellaneous | 


character, chargeable to “ Contingent,” and about $5,500 for all purposes 
in this respect have been expended, 

There is nothing exceptional in this case. Annually in submitting 
estimates ‘“‘ Contingent” is kept down to the lowest possible amount 
consistent with efficient administration under usual conditions. Out of 
this fund are paid what might 
water, gas, laundry, 
Deficiency estimates are submitted annually to 
extraordinary service is to be provided for. In submitting the deficiency 
estimate for the current year the habitual regard for economy has been 
carefully observed by this Office. 

Very respectfully, F. L. DENNY, 
Colonel, Quartermaster U. S. Marine Corps. 
The BRIGADIER-GENERAL COMMANDANT, 

Headquarters U. 8. Marine Corps, Washington, D. C. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


| 


be called housekeeping bills, such as | 
mess ware, stationery, repairs to plumbing, etc. | 
Congress whenever | 
| respects. 
| over 97 millions. 
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Orleans, Honolulu, Midway Islands, and Charleston, S. C., it was nec- | naval cost of the most colossal struggle time ever knew. It may 


be instructive to add that from 1883 to 1902 over 533 millions 
had been expended on the Navy. Adding this sum to the 
amount appropriated during the four years ending with 1905, 
we find that the Navy has cost nearly $900,000.000 since 1883. 
The most humiliating and unendurable feature of this policy 
lies in the fact that it has led to an almost criminal neglect of 
the internal development of the country in many fundamental 
The naval appropriation bill of 1904 carried a total of 
In the session which witnessed its submis- 


| sion and its passage only a small rivers and harbors bill, limited 


| projects failed or were postponed. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Capron having taken | 


the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate 
had passed bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 7012. An act to amend an act entitled, “An act to provide 


to especial emergencies, was allowed, and many meritorious 
No public buildings bill was 
permitted, although in numerous places throughout the United 
States, from lack of buildings and necessary additions, the ad- 
ministration of justice and of the public service was seriously 
crippled and thousands of citizens were subjected to financial 
loss and physical discomfort. 

To-day a bill appropriating one hundred millions for the 


| Navy is placed before us, and we are told that there may be no 


for the construction and maintenance of roads, the establish- | 


ment and maintenance of schools, and the care and support of | tle ships? 


insane persons in the district of Alaska, and for other purposes. | 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the | 


amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4503) 


southern district of Florida in the city of Fernandina, in said 
district. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
3456) to designate parcels of land in the District of Columbia 
for the purposes of assessment and taxation, and for other pur- 
poses. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I now yield fif- 
teen minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD]. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, the naval appropriation 


buildings bill during the present session. Of what, sir, are the 
American people in the greatest need—of court-houses or of bat- 
Neglect your court-houses and your battle ships will 
fade from the seas. What, sir, is of more permanent value to 
this Government, more typical of its dignity, more eloquent of 


: 1e€ 4 : resel tot | its principles, more prophetic of its destiny—this Capitol build- 
to provide for sittings of the circuit and district courts of the | 


| tions, or a naval demonstration at Oyster Bay? 


ing, with its noble architecture, its memories and its inspira- 
It is a stagger- 
ing fact that this single bill, this naval appropriation bill of 
1905, expends thirty-two millions more than the entire cost of 
all the public buildings erected in the District of Columbia 
since this great administrative center was established more than 
one hundred years ago. It is well known that the District of 
Columbia is famous for many of the costliest, largest, and most 
imposing public edifices in the world. The total cost of all the 


| Federal structures in the District of Columbia, including the 


bill now under consideration reaches the astounding total of | 


$100,000,000. It represents the largest annual 
for the Navy in the history of the country, with the solitary 
exception of the naval appropriation bill of 1864. It falls but 


. . . : : . ' 
nine millions below the naval appropriation of that martial | 


year. 

The naval policy of the Republican party is involving an expend- 
iture before which the American people must soon stand aghast. 
It is almost impossible for the finite mind to comprehend the 
magnitude of this expenditure. 
into existence one of the largest, most powerful, and most expen- 


sive navies in history, a navy which established the most ex- | 


tensive and proportionately the most effective blockade in the 
records of the sea. 


a half millions and providing for seven steam-screw sloops-or- 
war; the act of July, 1861, making additional appropriations for 
the current fiscal year and providing over thirty millions for 
new war craft and existing arrearages; the act of August 3, 


1861, providing a million and a half for armored ships and float- | 
the act of August 5, 1861, expending twenty mil- | 


ing batteries; 
lions for the organization of volunteers; the act of December, 
1861, furnishing a million for gunboats on western rivers, the 
total outlay for the year being almost sixty-four and three- 
quarters of a million dollars. In February, 1862, an appropria- 
tion of ten millions was made for ironclads; in April, 1862, an 


additional appropriation of over six millions for the current | 


fiscal year, providing for more vessels, was enacted, and in 
July, 1862, the regular appropriation for the following fiscal 
year was passed, providing for more ships of war and carrying 
over forty-two millions, the entire amount for 1862 exceeding 
fifty-mine millions. 

In March, 1863, the sundry civil bill contained an item of 
eighteen and a half millions for the Mississippi squadron, for 
the continued increase of the Navy, and for deficiencies, and at 
the same time the usual bill for the next fiscal year providing 
for enormous additions, appropriated over 71 millions—the 
total sum for 1863 exceeding eighty-nine millions and a half. 
In May, 1864, the customary annual appropriation, further 
strengthening the immense fleet of the Union, called for more 
than 109 millions. The entire naval expense for the four years 
from 1861 to 1865, years red with carnage, reaches an aggregs:te 
of 323 millions. It almost surpasses belief that during the four 
years from 1902 to 1905—years of peace, years undisturbed by 
wars or rumors of wars—the expenditures for the Navy ascend 


Qr- 


to a total of over 357 millions, 34 millions more than the entire 


The American civil war brought | 


In 1861 five naval appropriation acts were | 
passed—the act of February, 1861, the regular bill making ap- | 
propriations for the ensuing fiscal year, calling for eleven and | 


appropriation | A 
| including the buildings in the District of Columbia, is nearly two 
| hundred and forty-three millions. 








Capitol, the Library, and every other building erected therein 
by the Government, approaches sixty-eight millions. 

3ut this is not all, Mr. Chairman. The entire cost of all the 
public buildings constructed in the United States, from the erec- 
tion of the Lazaretto at Philadelphia in 1802 to the present time, 


There has been appropriated 
for the Navy in the three years ending with 1905, assuming that 
the present bill will pass in practically its existing form, an 
amount exceeding two hundred and seventy-nine millions. 
Thus Congress has paid out for the Navy in three years thirty- 


| six millions more than the total cost of all the Federal build- 


ings erected in the United States since the beginning of the 
Government. Are we about to engage in war? Does annihila- 
tion confront us? Are invaders clamoring at our gates? 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds has, after a 
painstaking investigation of more than a year, prepared a bill 
providing for absolute building needs throughout the country 
and carrying a smaller amount than the cost of two first-class 
battle ships. Permit me briefly to illustrate these building 
necessities. In Jersey City, N. J., a three-story dwelling was 
purchased by the Government in 1875 for a post-office and other 
oflicial purposes. Since 1875 the population of Jersey City has 
increased from 109,000 to 206,000 in 1900, and the postal re- 
ceipts have grown from $225,000 in 1899 to nearly $280,000 in 
1902. This converted residence, antiquated and weather- 
stained, affords to-day the only accom ation provided by this 
great Government for the conduct of its most important service 
in a modern and progressive city of 200,000 people. The floor 
space is so insufficient that the mail is handled with extreme 
difficulty and its safety endangered. In holiday seasons the 
mail must be assorted on the floor. The conditions are in- 
tolerable. The present building in Grand Rapids, Mich., was 
erected in 1879. It has a basement and three stories. The 
population has almost trebled since the building was completed, 
being to-day over 90,000, and the postal receipts have increased 
enormously. In the workroom of the post-oflice almost the en- 
tire floor space is taken up with necessary furniture and appli- 
ances, and it is practically impossible for the clerks and carriers, 
crowded like cattle in a car, to move about. The workroom is 
so dark that artificial light is constantly necessary. In addi- 
tion to the post-office this outgrown building must provide 
quarters for United States circuit and district courts and a cir- 
cuit court of appeals, for the customs, internal revenue, and rail- 
way mail branches of the public service, while the pension exam- 
iner has taken flight to a remote jury room on the third floor. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If the gentleman from Texas will 
permit——— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. A commission representing ‘the | 
Post-Office Department, the Treasury Department, and the De- | 
partment of Justice went to Grand Rapids and examined that | 
building, and they condemned it as being wholly inadequate. 
Itisa disgrace to the Government to keep it there, and unless 
we have actually gone to seed there ought to be some evidence 
of the fact we are going to be progressive and keep the officers 
of the Government decently housed. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I thank the gentleman for calling my at- 
tention to those facts. The building at Grand Rapids is so 
inadequate as to bring the Government into ridicule and disre- | 
pute. These examples are typical of the general situation. And 
yet the members of the Public Buildings Committee are frowned | 
down by the men in authority whenever the subject of a build- | 
ings bill is mentioned. 

The sum appropriated by the present naval bill is more than | 
sufficient to erect a $50,000 building in every town and city in | 
the Union of 2,500 inhabitants and over. Comparatively little 
more than one-fifth of this sum would be sufficient to erect 
a $50,000 building in every city in the country of 10,000 inhab- 
itants and over. I have not alluded to the fact that expendi- 
tures for necessary buildings result frequently in financial gain 
to the Government. Through the saving of rents and the dimi- 
nution of other charges the judicious erection of public build- 
ings is, as a rule, a profitable and safe investment. But I did 
not rise to discuss the general advisability of the erection of 
public buildings; I rose more particularly to point out the in- 
justice and the shame of ignoring certain cases of utter dis- 
tress. This persistent glect of the internal needs of our 
growing country in orderathat fabulous sums may be lavished 
in military expenditure is’ a stain upon our patriotism and a 
reproach upon our judgment. ‘To surrender further to this 
gigantic folly is as cowardly as it is outrageous. Republicans, 
if you permit this military waste and swagger to continue, not 
all the traditional prestige of the civil war, not all the glamor 
of a majority of two millions, not all the ability and the devo- 
tion with which you have ornamented the public service can 
shield you from the people’s wrath. [Loud applause.] 

TasLe No. 1.—Naval expenditure from 1861 to 1865. 
Acts of 1861: 
February 21, 1861, regular a uppropriation for fiscal 
WORE CGE SOO DO, BOB cece ernemsenee $11, 580, $96. 11 | 
July 18, 1861, additional appropriation for year 


ending June 30, 1862, and arrearages for year 

ae ct 1s... 30, 223, 286. 29 | 
August 3, 1861, constructing armored ships and 

EE a ccc an decipecinieaaiin ces cenesoty stint 1, 500, 000. 00 | 
August 5, 1861, further appropriation for fiscal } 

BOGE CRUNNE SEO BO, Deen ciccenniccmen 20, 469, 000. 00 | 
December 24, 1861, gunboats in western rivers___ 1, 000, 000. 00 | 

Ce ek ee ee ee 64, 773, 182. 40 


Acts of 1862: 


February 13, 1862, for 20 ironelads________._._.__ 10, 000, 000. 00 


April 17, 1862, additional appropriation for year 
ee ey ti cai els tatartiiaies tibia anita reir enaraeaae 6, 386, 294. 00 
July i4, 1862, regular annual appropriation bill 
for year ending June 30, 1863_-.-._--...... 42, 744, 088. 42 
ieee i DO... dite iacekdean 59, 130, 382. 42 
Acts of 1863: is 7 
March 3, 1863, appropriation in sundry civil bill 
for Mississippi squadron, for increase and re- 
pairs of Navy, and existing deficiency_._._..__ 18, 500, 000. 00 
March 3, 1863, ‘regular appropriation bill for year 
ending June i eee 71, 048, 205. 01 
aE Fa initiate caiselabies ti entieeineniccinciiiinel 89, 548, 205. O1 
Act of 1864 ah 
May 21. 1864, oe appropriation bill for year 
ending Ne a icclieetatiaiicafetbichilintrscnsetictinsnabiinanindicns 109, 196, 514. 54 | 
Total expenditure 1861 to 1865-...._..______ 22, G48, 284. 87 | 
DINK GE Ties se iicttnaintelmnniiminenine 48, 101, 791. 00 | 
Sgprepriation G6 BiGGs.~ ~~... nse ecege one nsnccenn 81, 876, 791. 43 | 
nee 97, 505, 140. 94 | 
REBROGEIECIOD CE Fences nee nnmenmnnne 100, 070, O79. 94 | 
Total expenditure 1902 to 1905....._..___ 357, 553, 803. 31 | 
(Accurately speaking, the above appropriations ce : 
are for the four fiscal years from 1903 to 1906, in- 
clusive.) 
Total appropriation 1902 to 1905.................. 357, 553, 803. 31 | 
Total expenditures from 1861 to 1865-----.-~~--... 22, 648, 284. 37 | 
Excess 1902-1905 over 1861-1865____._..___ 34, 905, 518. 94 
Naval expenditure 1883 to 1901. 
Appropriation of— 
1883 senescence aa ccnenit taste aaualialiigicitnainiaianipidane $14, 819, 976. 80 





Naval erpenditure 1883 to 190i—Continued. 

ee of— 
SIT nici lett cies dads tinea seniindibignngiai awww $24, 186, 035. SS 
RA eS I SN ESS SRE re aes - 31, 541, 654. 78 
a - 23, 543, 385. 00 
a i | ee 
ST siete cusaeeticaaiasialaaiaa aid sacs ieiaidasesiiaietasandiadlaglianadmatianaiccaiie 25, 327, 126. 72 
aa alia cninbistiaatnn*: a on 
a le a . . a a 0, 562, 660. 95 
EE EAS A ake! Se SELES ea 33, 003, 234. 19 
| ESE a anaes TIO 56, OOS, T83. 6S 
i a a F 48, 099, 969. 58 
BE aceite health cna daeeeichiaierintcinattinaaia bia ceaaniesi clinician taah 65, 140, 916. 67 
Total — —- Sa Se 533, 632, 396. 37 
Appropriations lf 02 ‘to a ee 357, 553, 803. 31 


Total naval expenditure since 1883__.-______~ 891, 186, 199. 68 


TABLE No. 2.—Shovwing disbursements from the United States Trea y 
on account of Government buildings, etc., in the District of C: 
bia. 


[James Hoban, first United States Government Architect. See Archi- 
tectural Record, October, 1901.] 

Capitol : 
Old building (practically destroyed in 1814)_ 
Center building, 1818 to 1828 ulna 
Extension, from 1850 to 1875___-~_- ieee 
New Dome, from 1855 to 1873_- 
Repairs, from 1827 to 1901 
Heating and ventilating apparatus, 


$491, 194. 19 
1, 108, 904. 43 
8, O75, 200. 04 
1, 047, 291. S89 
2, 380, 210. 55 


from 1831 to 


ata Kiiniens nai . anal . 157, 616. 05 
Grounds, from 1816 to 1901__- aiaivilien j 2, 650, 499. 78 
Terraces, from 1885 to 1896 , 860, 833. 48 

0 ES ee seal tie ie ‘ 17, O71, 849. 41 

White House: ¢ 
Repairs and improvements, from 1807 to 1870 552, 021. 32 
Repairs, furniture, and fuel, from 1871 to 1876 161, 545. 00 
Improvement of grounds, from 1818 to 1872 . 269, O71. 27 
Repairs, fuel, etc., from 1877 to 1901_-~-- : 770, 351. 62 
Total ie ; 1, 752, 789. 21 
State, War, and Navy Building 
Construction, from 1872 to 1891 10, 071, 916. 77 
Treasury Building: _ . 
Construction and furnishing, from 1836 to 1871 6, 128, 553. 45 
Repairs, mechanical plant and vaults, from 1856 to 

1901, including building for Svpervising Archi ss 

SORE iictheee 2 1, 121, 987. 43 

Total_-_- ‘ : 7, 250, 540. 88 

Congressional Library: Construction, from 1887 to 
 teeken a 6, 920, OS1. 94 
| Post-Office building : Construction, from 1891 to 1900 3, B05, 490. 77 
Patent Office building: 
Construction, from 1836 to 1868 . -_ 2, 458, 019. GO 


Reconstructing north and west wings, from 1880 
to 1886 a ea 586, 976. 63 
Repairs, from 1853 to 1901 au 607, 709. 58 
Total : 3, 652, 705. 81 
Interior Department building (E, F, Seventh and 
Eighth streets) : 
Purchase, construction, 


and repair of buildings on 


this site for Post-Office Department, from 1810 

to 1846 mien 75, 999. 12 
Additional ground purchased, from 1842 to 1852__ 57, 027. 93 
Construction of new building, from 1839 to 186T_ 1, 669, 059. 23 
Furniture and repairs, from 1851 to 1871 : 109, 504. 99 
Alterations and improvements, from 1874 to 1883 319, 790. 32 

Total eal 2, 231, 981. 59 


Government Printing Office : 
tensions and improvements 


Purchase of building, ex- 
from 1861, ineluding ex- 


penditures in 1899, 1900, and 1901 on account of 
new building ree. 1, 900, 858. 97 
Pension Office building: Construction, from 1883 to 
1895 906, 820. 55 
| Department of Justice building (recently demolished) : 
Sesthase, alterations, and repairs, from 1882 to 
1890 304, 971. 79 
Buildings for Bureau of Engraving and Printing: Con 
struction, from 1879 to 191 659, 447. 32 
Naval Observatory (new): Buildings and grounds, 
from 1880 to 1897 O77, 713. 55 
Botanic Gardens: Buildings and grounds, from 1836 to 
1901 - 7 561, 317. 18 
Department of Agriculture : 
Construction, furnishing. and repairing of build 
ings, from 1868 to 1884 193. 830. 76 
Improvement of grounds, from 186) to 1901 204, 750. 24 
Total - - 398, 581. 00 
| National Museum: Construction and repairs, from 1880 
SO) i aiiccrcdenennace 303. 178. 41 
| Smithsonian Institution : 
Completion of building, from 1870 to 1876 7 &4, 500. 00 
Reconstructing eastern a, from 1883 to 
oo 7 —_—- : 70, GOO. 00 


Repairs and improvements, from 1887 to 1894____ 40, 000. 00 
ee 
Army Medical Museum and Library: 
building, from 1885 to 1890 


. 5. 100 
Construction of 
ones 247, 908. 14 


“Pata as to the cost of the original construction of the 
does not appear to be available from the 


White House 
records of this Departme 
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Signal Office (Fergusson Building, Twenty-fourth and National Zoological Park: Buildings and improve- 

M strets): Building, from 1888 to 1900___________ $174, 967. 85 mee reas «Se is ne ucetusunias $309, 925. 20 

sutler Building (Marine Hospital) : Purchase, 1891__ 275, 000. 00 | Howard University : Buildings, from 1883 to 1894____ 53, 173. 55 

Richards 8 Building (Coast and Geodetic Survey): Pur- Reform School for Girls: Buildings, from 1893 to 1900_ 94, 256. 01 

CRNOO). DGD airing cctciminnsionsimncininnieigpieniadgonalimamas 155, 000. 00 | German Orphan Asylum: Building, 1890 _....______ 10, 000. 00 
ae S++ | Central Dispensary and Emergency Hospital: Build- 

Maltby oe (Senate Annex): | ie. Dia RE ee ee a a 42, 250. 00 
Purchase, 1891 -~-————------__________-_-____ 138, 000. 00 | St. John’s Church Orphanage: Building, 1888 and 1889_ 10, 000. 00 
Repairs, etc., from 5006 .t0 3008.23 ee 15, 694. 00 | Association for Works of Mercy: Building, from 1887 

——e FI aire reeds ok seis essen eee aiimetie aetna oni? aaa 12, 100. 00 
Total —__- = = — = ~~ ~~ - ~~~ ~~ ~~~ ~~~. 153, 694. 00 House of the Good Shepherd: Building, from 1887 to 

Arsenal: Buildings and grounds, from 1858 to 1881-- 153, 333. 86 RUN Hn ee oe ee Ae 23, 000. 00 

( ongressional ( ilobe building: Purchase, 1879_~-~__~ 100, 000. 00 | St. Rose Industrial School: Building, from 1887 to 1891_ 17, 500. 00 

Winder Building: Purchase and improvements, from oe Ilospital for Foundlings: Building, 1887 and 1889__~ 4, 100. 00 

ASS5 to 1866 _...W2nn ieee enenmmenamsme = 285, 172.19 | Industrial Home School: Building, from 1887 to 1901_ 26, 304. 00 
; al as — = | National Homeopathic Hospital: Building, from 1886 
r< — s Theater building (Tenth street, between E and ey, SU ar ae Oe 28, 500. 00 
I Providence Hospital: Aid in construction of build- 
P premass, 1867... eee : 88, 000. 00 | ines, ‘frome 2 00 Ae is ks tetera iw a 373. 49 
Alterations in 1894 and 1895_-------_---_-___- 17, 948. 61 | Freedmen’s Hospital: Buildings, 1887 and 1900_____ , 160. 00 
a3 —-—-——— | Garfield Hospital: Buildings, from 1899 to 1901-__-__ 49; 384. 30 
EN cicada parca mab aad Sc 105, 948. 61 | Reform School: Buildings and grounds, from 1873 to 
eer = = S| anc creer ec cictegs on csc ce aie ds kia Biwi ao the elas 260, 136. 12 

Armory Building (Fish Commission) : ie | Industrial Home School: Buildings, 1898__.--__._-~-~ 11, 597. 55 
Construction, from 1856 to 1859_-------------~-- 37, 827.00 | German Protestant Orphan Asylum: Building, 1881__ 10, 000. 00 
DOCPRITE, TFOGR ZEC0 5O BOO Rn dette end omnes 14, 100. 00 | Little Sisters of the Poor: Building, 1875 and 1881__ 30, 000. 00 

16 ——.-=z = _|| Columbia Institution for the Instruction of the Deaf 
IN sit cl ca a haere a area a 51, 927. 00 | and Dumb: Purchase, construction, and repair of 

, ——— ———— DeINRIRES THOM SCS. 00. TO icine sen eecnnene 740, 432. 02 

Navy-yard : Government Hospital for the Insane: Buildings and 
Buildings, from 1890 to 1901___-_--___________ 837, 018. 43 erounds, frote 2068 00 Bitiacw ots ct ctiedneseku 1, 895, 727. 56 
Gun plant, from 1890 to 1901_.-_-____________ 1, 095, 338. 79 | Washington Asylum: Building, from 1881 to 1900__ 122, 221. 80 

ee Columbia Hospital for Women: Purchase, alterations, 
OUGE sinnee ndentee epeeeneeeneibee 1, 932, 357. 22 and repairs, from 1873 to 1806_....__............ 123, 797. 80 
S| National Association for Colored Women and Chil- 

Washington Monument: _ dren: Building. 1884, 1886, and 1887_-_---_----~ 38, 004. 87 
Completion, from 1877 to 1890 _._._.__--_--__ 1, 109, 647. 85 Contagious hospital: Building, 1895.-_.-_-__-.-----~- 10, 074. 50 
Electric ae | eee 26, 500. 00 Jail: ——o : ” 

Total 36. 147. 85 Construction of building, from 1867 to 1877_--. 556, 405. 3 
cote: SS ee a ee ee eee 2, £08, 147. 85 ee Se i Re eee 5, T97. 47 

Court-house : mare > a 
Sanietibansan shat (Gienaieasianealiia . i ‘ld- » ROUE : cciceninn9t:eaneienpiaisincp i taainniaicnianaeae 562, 202. 78 
sy ye -uple at te Oultan Biaten ceaxte' fame 1008 | Jefferson School: Building, 1882 and 1885_--~~~~--- _ 2:1, 577. 36 

to 1857 nines ian aa aaah a aes ead 32, =< 26 | Total cost Federal buildings, District of Columbia__.. 67, 840, 122. 51 

Pre se ¢ “ems: * port o g - x => a = = 

Aitorationss, aatenaien’ ones Eaauaens tae #9, 000. 09 | xaval appropriation bill of 1905------------__-___- 100, 070, 079. 94 

1901 oo ee ee ro ee od pales 184, 025. 4g | Total cost Federal buildings, District of Columbia__-- 67, 840, 122. 51 
—_—_—— Excess present naval bill over cost Federal 

Total _ i i ae sa a 291, 521. 72 | buildings, District of Columbia__------~-~- 32, 229, 957. 43 


TABLE No. 3. —¢ ‘ost of Fe de ral buildings and sites, by States, in the Union, including buildings owned by the District of Columbia. 






































Expenditures (buildings). 
State or Territory. : bs qr | Cost of sites. 
y ieenteieitbine: Exte melons, alter Annual repairs Total i June 30, 
I otis oecchce aren carcass iach ea ae eae Sa ae eee $959, 487.57 $30, 057. 92 $154, 979. 72 $1, 176, 409. 21 $138, 044. 80 
Pe ig ee ee oc ae eee 4. 9 Cir | 55, 947. 23 MGEUET 1 oo<ececmmetee ohne 
Pos i Se 540,711.80 } 137, (62. 07 | 51, 397. 52 833, 978. 12 66,115.09 
i ee eee 4,523, 436.96 | 267,904. 47 | 373, 817. 74 7, 392, 398. 74 1, 809, 495. 31 
. 1¢ ae 937,779.06 |........- : 36, 168. 64 1, 604, 253.13 199, 230. 63 
1,206, 744. 76 | 210, 848. 05 118, 227.34 1,599, 001. 87 202, 295. 60 
435, 229. 86 | 74, 367. 72 109, 107.99 618, 705. 57 | 55 
6, 880, 726. 54 579, 266. 74 949, 562. 87 8, 706, 585. 44 . 5 
653, 609. 37 | 25,913. 70 107, 730, 73 1, 117,613. 89 107. 670. 08 
1, 278, 711. 35 211, 340. 35 | 144, 837.13 1, 757, 855. 72 455, 482. 56 
alee cee ee ia j ; 265. 90 13, 046. 19 SO hic sedwwaseddenece 
SET Ethene to acmena ie 2,215.22 230), 487.58 17,747.11 
2, 627,010.12 383, 470. 72 | 329, 300. 23 6, 780, 695. 86 1, 747, 400. 26 
1, 109, 695. 52 209, 808.45 | 109, 504. 96 2, 189, 800. 04 1, 168, 512.96 
1, 542, 053. sf 443,611. 64 | 107, 265. 73 2, 333, 677.41 408, 773. 39 
935, 847.13 | 89, 394. 73 | 59, 214. 90 1,245, 686.17 115, 269. 77 
2,018, 675.73 | 58, 700.01 | 184, 669.11 | 2, 262, 422. 24 264, 610. 88 
uisiana aN: 5, 007, 902. 00 | 367,418.15 | 649, 817.35 6, 066, 134. 56 284,971.88 
RII 2. isis osha cian gh acntcnieligiade tees eee 1,817, 708.48 | 78, 521.12 | 440, 231.17 2, 386, 460. 77 257, 640.56 
BI UII ic: cone secon: ipo re i ae ee i aaa ees se 2,161,943. 41 58, 231.90 | 130, 473. 03 2,911, 848. 91 1, 105, 027. 46 
BERGRRCHUSSTIS ..... ...ccnnccecnnn 7, 739, 354. 50 302, 853. 42 | 849, 367. 28 9, 045, 630.11 2.089, 177. 06 
Michigan .-. ‘ Re Re a Et piees | 2, 388, 164.30 78, 526. 84 | 196, 575. 26 2,664, 338. 57 751, 407.17 
Minnesota wen tniencstuiten ae et : 1, 467 , 602. 67 314, 489. 27 | 80, 475. 39 | 3, 184, 730. 37 187, 546. 27 
Mississippi : le oa ak ee Eo eee nee | 500, 345. 77 | 66, 612.05 39, 758. 67 | 607 , 207.19 45, 686.91 
Missouri ae Pee cnn noice Dai tadaae esis pied ioe set 8, 159, 334. 14 92, 481.61 745, 260. 85 | 9, 520, 317. 27 1, 167, 692. 51 
Montana - lashes aiccisaie easeiati dalle cama St re ee 2, 182. 36 | 477, 743. 04 56, 139. 47 
Nebraska ie aac Sided = 423, 858. 45 76, 190. 00 | 42, 770. 42 2, 087 , 689. 36 481, 384.00 
Eg ieee oo att eee Beee eae te as 9, 247.68 | 570, 697. 92 20, 159.7 
gS OE RES eee MOE Tiasecs oscsccneedc en 86,515. 43 620, 049. 38 128, 169. 76 
New Jersey ; : - Sav b aig eanaaiere ge eadteiiama aie euiedl | 1, 142, 726. 26 j j 75, 445. 98 1, 481, 170.13 685, 497. 66 
New Mexico bekeeicpaied eiallee ee sinadewac pelsiasiecs ; 42,240. 13, 425. 92 | 155, 666. 42 9,994. 41 
New York Ssh ia wat it seat Mca ie a ala aa wt j 16, 725, O76. 49 698, 883. 16 2,089, 468.71 25, 091, 558. 44 7, 272, 073.28 
tage MUNIN: oc uonibasrcipslaeedisayccustniaa tel tec tpinsiaedenanis oie tilialiaed eoebarcidaterasielbannir ak 1, 033, 879. 43 39, 898. 25 114, 954. 76 1, 207, 672. 26 206, 448.15 
NE UIIIIIIIINL. «1: us docs sannieen acts cad cndvesnsinael aimemenniaeinimae-aiteeensiat nie: : | 95, 892. 06 100.00 | 2,880. 12 99, 157.59 20, 648. 17 
Ohio ‘ RE RE LE ESS RE RES 6, 493, 139.15 48, 087. 47 286, 191. 08 7, 335, 997. 04 1, 724, 490. 13 
PIANO, gs. > coaicus nc uceseee cae ee ee Sw icaias win tary icine ania en hia aikido cade Renae Peneprennnee Ss ee ee 37.40 144.19 
Oregor ieee e-teialitiaiaiel te candle aia mnie . 450, 367. 02 35, 084. 68 53, 096. 06 1, 242,013. 70 199, O18. % 
Pennsylvania eget ee eae Ses 8,536, 206. 56 | 148, 853. 41 833, £54. 98 11, 362, 882. 36 8, 596, 288. 31 
Porto Rico wn into a iain a elipae sileeaieniane oi wumacaiin «sea Seance give min ste tae casein aia 3,173.50 I a ia Eat ciert 
thode Island ~ a wat titgenmietdntntsamddant ha nian dteee | 299, 107. 23 20, 000, 00 159, 263.17 498, 555. 84 73, 200. 14 
NS eee ee i? ES ee ee | 3, 597, 985. 49 | 255, 230. 28 121, 886. 74 8, 975, 599. 76 817, 291. 42 
TIS PINTO, os sn ss snc mosh nh sda scl acta ee aca a asce e ake _ © &. ) ao Re! 2,851.33 262, 804. 76 55, 453. 45 
Tennessee a1 ats Sovisien ses maneitn silbioiertediienislealaiaamiaaaiaiatan aia iden winks 1,817,004. 54 | 204, 674. 37 | 150, 400. OL 2, 188, 069. 49 75, 046. 48 
Texas . pcaeenaeeiendes nin ataieeneiiacadl ssdesdo tes naceaiaichineenaenpbenianlimaniar mesa | 1, 695, 113. 88 275, 327.98 | 210, 738. 21 2, 408, 634. 82 | 297 , 885. 39 
ee ee re ee Se ee ee Ss diceemdnnaasehaeeineane a Bla acces ccccah ganaundabid wkee 6 URI 190, 676. 33 RR. 85 
RII a: ahiss anss nd svinsanr 1 ncn. snl ssp tals sche ali | GFT. See focas~<cdeasecucueeed | 101, 019. % 706, 007.70 52, 920. 00 
Virginia pabinnias enetosbcibinier dhe tatnalieo eeiG-aheiihainnedinaaaaanindis 1, 163, 108. 20 | 288, 101.98 | 261, 395. 39 2,111, 999. 42 oe’ 869. 97 
Washington sk ese nhs he ees ar epee a cr Bia pe od elon ah a 330, 028.91 | 22,163.39 20, 248. 31 400, 265. 42 402. 043. 06 
West Virginia se sancti dates peas aie as acaetinn aaa } 565, 663.11 78, 489.52 | 97, 167. 28 745, 755. 72 165, 177. 48 
Wisconsin cso Sepia ae le chen tice ela ae a Pe EE tanks cxdoctnacctens | 136, 778. 64 2, 634, 858. 86 os 
WINDING Bisons ni caverns idhascaue Ree. Sictiet Aunbiaad lw osscininiwsttesraieaen pine Maae ls tesa declan. Coewe ican Dae are 257, 796. 74 23, 205. 92 
é | j } j t 
TGR oie a onnss dew 5c Rad oe eed ae ee ee 102, 228, 947.98 6, 445, 477.73 10, 913, 555. 2 144, 382, 167.25 | 80, 409, 980. 45 
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ADDENDA.—Statement showing classification of bui’dings, by titles, with expenditures in gross for each class of buildings under the several captions. 


Expenditures (buildings). 
































Classes of buildings. Construction Extensions, al- — aoe Tota’ to June 30, Cont of atten, 
terations, etc. nance. 1904, 
Post-office, court-house, custom-house, etc., buildings -.........- $4, 234, 273. 74 $5, 330, 150. 07 | $93, 244, 684. 55 $17, 855, 981. 75 
CORPS OUD DUNE 320000 cccnsccce cuncweccnn ccaseyeceecescencese 31, 285. 45 46, 648. 14 283, 060. 56 66, 227. 37 
Cs a ccencsnsadenees cutesitenncensddesces 836, 607.28 1, 298, 887. 11 9, 673, 678. 86 4, 476, 421.79 
NN iii cicatinmmbanoncedidhebesgniouaciannaesé 874, 952. 81 827, 260. 19 12, 448, 225. 49 8, 851, 364. 19 
Marine hospital buildin ngs ected dieting lle shel ivlatipa kde lite estiincnniel 890, 273. 95 1, 005, 982. 69 8, 110, 872. 94 558, 621. 12 
Quarantine station buildings ..................-...---..-----2-0--- 298, 150.08 | 200, 089. 67 1, 167, 830. 16 36, 667. 87 
Se I ooo wrcikacciede dala Gudhdubstdtonbadsiccincn 779, 974. 47 | 2, 704, 537. 36 | 24, 453,814. 79 8, 564, 696. 36 
i rated ticaek ice eamiateeia tates iekeesten 6, 445, 477.73 | 10,913,555.23 |  144,882,167.35 | 80,409, 980. 45 
Total cost, buildings and sites outside District of Co- tion has practically come into being and been highly perfected 
‘| : : ; ; lie ; 
BONN gS ee nes owned by the District? $144, 382, 167. 35 | Since that time. But what is more, look at the meager require- 
SUID neice Seine quisenineis <ansntnca th viiadlivaidicanisneiiaiaduadendaeain 30, 409, 980.45 | ments of the law regarding the fireproof qualities of vessels. 
——-—-— | One provision requires placing a sheathing of metal around 
Total cost, buildings and sites outside District. 174, 792,147.80) 8 ; aR. cg 4 EEL PI NCEE: - Sia 
Yotal cost, buildings in District of Columbia __-_---— 67, 840, 122.51 | Stoves in the galleys and another requires the same about the 


—________—— | boiler room, and that is all. All the rest is left to the builder 
Total cost, Federal buildings in United States_ 242, 632, 270.31 | to construct as he pleases, and he usually pleases to use all 








destruction of life to the passengers. The inspectors are in- 

Excess naval appropriations—1903, 1904, and spectors of hulls, inspectors of boilers, and inspectors of equip- 
Galeed Gtalne. ae ee 36, 819, 742. 00 | Ment and life-saving apparatus of the vessel, not of the upper 
ee . , works that are the source of the greatest danger. On the ex- 

cursion boats of every large city there is a tendency to cut down 
the wooden stanchions which uphold the decks to the very nar- 
rowest dimensions for the sake of appearance or to prevent 
obstruction of the view. When they burn, as on the Slocum, the 
upper decks with their human freight are precipitated into the 


Naval appropriations—1903, 1904, and 1905: wood and no metal, and to make the whole as flimsy and light as 
Anoropmiation of 1006 — x eee nces nn 81, 876, 791. 43 | possible. 

Appropriation of 1904 --__-______-_----------- 97, 505,140.94 | My remarks, while true of the fireproof requirements of the 

Appropriation of 1905 ----------------------- __ 100, 070, 079. 94 | whole vessel, apply especially to the light upper works of ex- 

eee 279, 452, 012.31 | cursion boats. There is absolutely no requirement of the law 

Total naval appropriations—1903, 1904, and 1905 ~ 279, 452, 012. 31 whatever requiring safe construct ion of this part of a vessel, 

Total cost, Federal buildings in United States___.-- 242° 632, 270.31 | Which is the most apt to burn quickly and bring the greatest 


TABLE No. 4. 


Number of towns and cities in United States with 
2,500 inhabitants and over (round numbers) -—-~-~-~-~ $1, 900 
(See Abstract Twelfth Census, pp. 136-149. Actual 

number a little less than that stated above.) 


Amount necessary to erect $50,000 building in each 


amen caval tenaeaen ce cneaeaeinaanase 100° O70, Ore oe burning cauldron beneath. The decks, the stairways, the cabins 
Number towns and cities in United States with popu- , are made of the most inflammable and dangerous material, and 
lation of 10,000 and over (see Bulletin 7, “ Esti- this is done without any let or hindrance whatever by the in- 
Dein’ of Population Of oo nines” BS of the 438 | Spectors of steam vessels throughout this country. There is no 
Amount necessary to erect $50,000 buildtag in all | electrical inspection of steam vessels by our authorities. 
towns and cities of 10,000 population and over____ 21, 900, 000. 00 Many of our great cities immediately after the Slocum disas- 
Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen min- | ter were clamoring for jurisdiction over such vessels in near-by 
utes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Bassett]. | waters, because fireproofing on land has been studied and is re- 


Mr. BASSETT. Mr. Chairman, while this country is among | quired, while it is quite neglected on the water. I do not believe 
the most advanced in the world in the construction and equip- | that the Federal Government should surrender any part of its 
ment of its naval vessels there is another class of vessels in | jurisdiction over the navigable waters. But I am sure that 
which it is far behind the other countries of the world. I am | what it should do is to bring the requirements of the construe- 
speaking of the excursion boats that ply about the harbors of | tion of steam vessels up to the present state of the art. The 
our large cities. legislature of the State of New York is to-day, considering sey- 

The fact that on Saturday last five bills were passed by | eral proposed laws that are hoped to minimize the defects of the 
unanimous consent relative to the inspection of vessels carry- | Federal law. And yet the laws of any State must necessarily 
ing passengers, and this morning’s discussion before the regular | be only partial and inadequate. This Congress has jurisdiction 
business was taken up, upon this same subject, in which the | and they have not. The mayor of the city of New York has 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] asserted that the gentle- | within the last few days written a most urgent letter, asking 
man from Ohio [Mr. GRosvVENOR] was using the Slocum disaster | the New York Members to push this subject of excursion-boat 
as a stalking-horse to assist general legislation of an unrelated | safety before this Congress. I shall include this letter later in 
character, make it timely to consider somewhat thoroughly the | my remarks. 
relations of the Government to excursion boats. A little over; Our municipalities to-day quickly feel the pressure of public 
six months ago the entire world was shocked and the metropolis | opinion demanding fire-safe construction, but the Federal Goy- 
of New York was saddened by the Slocum holocaust. More | ernment appears to be remote from the people in this particular, 
than a thousand people inside of twenty-five minutes after the | and response is tardy. The vessel owners, builders, and opera- 
fire broke out perished by fire or water. tors are pressing the inspectors all the time. The people can 

This was emphatic notice to that legislature which has juris- | press nobody except this Congress, and through this Congress 
diction that something was defective in the building, equip- | alone must the people act. The powers of the inspectors may 
ment, or operation of boats of that character. About two | be said to extend to the safe construction of the entire vessel, 
months ago the steamer Glen Island, another excursion boat, | but this is merely permitted by a general clause in the law, and 
inside of ten minutes from the time a fire started was burned} the law does not demand of them that they shall pass regu- 
down to the water’s edge near New York City, and many per- | lations for the safe construction of excursion boats and then 
ished. If the Glen Island had happened to be loaded like the | insist on such construction. I know the inspectors are too fpw ; 
Slocum, the loss of life would probably have been as great.| I know that experts in certain lines are not allowed to them, 
These incidents exemplify the dangerous character of excur- | and that they might do more under the permissive clause of the 
sion boats which the Federal law now permits. These facts | law if they were more numerous and more specialized. 
appeal to more people than almost any subject that Congress The fact, however, regardless of the law, is that in every large 
can take up, because millions of city people and visitors from | city in this country the inspectors inspect and require certain 
the country intrust their lives to these great boats in summer. | qualities only in the hulls, in the boilers, and in the appliances 

I want to point out now the state of our laws regarding the | for fire protection and for life-saving. Nothing is done to ren 
construction of these boats. I believe it will strike everyone | der the excursion boats themselves less inflammable. The law 
who is listening to me as lax and deplorable. and the supervising inspectors acting under that law attack 

The Federal law regarding construction of such vessels is | only that part of the problem which comes with destruction in 
just where it was in 1871, although the art of fireproof construc- | order to then minimize the loss of life as much as possible. Why 
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not try te prevent to some extent the flimsy construction that 
invites destruction, to prevent this dreadful liability to fire that 
excursion boats have? 

You can usually get away from houses when they burn, but 
not so well from boats. 

I fully realize that fireproof material can not be used to the 
same extent on- water as on land. It is heavy, and boats must 
be light. But great progress has been made in light fireproof 
construction. Light metal work is possible. Certain wood, 
paint, and varnish is slow burning. Great advance can be made 
without seriously impairing the floatable qualities of excursion 
boats. 

I desire at this point to insert the letter from Mayor McClel- 
lan received by me yesterday : 

Crty of New YorRK, OFVrick oF THE MAyorR, 
February 10, 1905. 

Srr: I have the honor to invite the attention of the Representatives 
in Congress from the city of New York to some considerations which 
will, I trust, lead to the amendment of the Federal statutes so that 
greater protection may be afforded to human life on steamboats plying 
in inland waters. 

The natural situation of our city necessitates the daily use of such 
means of transportation by hundreds of thousands of people, and in the 
summer this number is vastly increased by a great multitude of pleas- 
ure seekers. The protection of these people in ‘life and limb is of prime 
importance, and it is distressing to feel that the city can not give such 
protection because the Constitution of the United States reserves exclu- 
sive jurisdiction and control of these matters to the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

The realization of this fact imposes upon me the duty, on behalf of 
our citizens, of urging you to take action with a view to making exist- 
ing statutes and regulations more effective, or to supplement them by 
further remedial legislation. 

In this connection I ask your consideration of an amendment to sec- 
tions 4281 to 4289, inclusive, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, which permit, under certain conditions, owners of vessels to 
limit their Hability for damages to the value of their interest in the 
vessel or her freight. These statutes, modeled on the maritime law of 
England, were, when passed in 1851, professedly designed to “‘ remove 
certain burdens on the American merchant marine and to encourage 
American foreign carrying trades.” They were supplemented in 1886 
by an amendment to section 4289, which extended their operation to 
the owners of even canal boats, barges, and lighters in inland waters. 

In seeking the removal of our grievance I have no desire to have 
neediess burdens imposed on American vessels from which others are 
free. My suggestion of reform does not affect any but passenger ves- 
sels in inland waters, and I believe that it is no hardship to exact 
from them a regard for the safety of human life or, if they are unmind- 
ful of this, to hold them for their negligence to the accountability 
imposed by the common law. Experience has shown us that it is 
folly to expect any degree of care for human life from most of the 
owners of such vessels where immunity in whole or in great part from 
damages for neglect to provide proper equipment or a competent crew 
ean be easily obtained under the law. 

I therefore suggest that section 4289 be amended by the addition of 
the following: 

“Provided, however, That the owner or owners of any steamer or 
vessel of any character carrying passengers on any bay, harbor, lake, 
river, sound, or inland waters of the United States, be not entitled to 
avail himself, itself, or themselves of the provisions of this and the 
seven preceding sections of this act, if the loss of life, personal inju- 
ries, or loss or damage be caused or contributed to by the insufficiency 
or incompetency of the officers or crew, or by the lack of proper equip- 
ment of said vessel, or by the omission to comply with all or any of 
the provisions of title 52 of these statutes.” 

This amendment, you will observe, does not conflict with the settled 


“iy of Congress on the subject to which the sections just cited re- 
ate, and its enactment would, I think, increase the vigilance of owners 
of vessels affected by it to safeguard the public. 

I also think that an effective way could be devised under United 


States statutes by which municipalities, without any conflict of juris- 
diction with the Federal authorities, could find protection for its peo- 
ple against these violators of the law. 

But the penalties for infraction or neglect of the Federal regulations 
by owners and operators of vessels would have to be made more strin- 
gent. The imposition of a fine will hardly change the objectionable 
conditions. 

Let there be a statute which would provide that on proof before a 
competent tribunal that any owner or operator had violated the laws 
or neglected to conform to the regulations prescribed for the protection 
of human life on such vessels he should not only be fined as now pro- 
vided, but that in addition thereto the imposition of the fine should 
work ipso facto a revocation of the vessel’s license and its disqualifica- 
tion to be licensed for a specified time. 

Under such a law we would not be required to wait until some dis- 


aster had shown the long-continued neglect by Federal officials of the 
duty imposed on them by law. Any citizen or any officer of the fire, 
police, or health departments of the city could, if justified by his own 
observation, make a complaint. A finding that the law had been vio- 
lated would put the vessel out of commission for one, two, or three 
years, as might be prescribed, and where a higher moral sense might 
not alone induce the owner to obey the law, selfishness would do so. 

You will doubtless understand that I have in mind the disaster on the 
General Slocum in June last, in which over a thousand people lost 
their lives, 


rom humane motives and in the interest of public health the city 
raised the charred hulk of the vessel to recover the bodies of the dead 
in and under it. To do this and to inter many of the dead the city 
had to expend over $34,000. Private charity gave munificently to re- 
lieve the financial need of many of the distressed families of the dead, 
but to-day there is little prospect that either the widowed, the or- 
phaned, or the city will receive any compensation from the company 
responsible for the disaster. I recall the Slocum tragedy only to point 


the need of remedy for the conditions that occasioned it. 

I do not presume even to suggest that you and your colleagues may 
not be able to devise other amendments which may be efficacious for the 
purpose desired. My chief concern is to stimulate action in the direc- 
tion of a remedy. 

In discharging this duty I beg to assure you that if you need aid 


from our city departments or from myself in the consideration or pre- 


commen of the matter I shall be glad to give you every service 
possible. 

To make impossible a recurrence of a disaster like that of the Slocum 
would be a great achievement in itself and give to the people a sense 
of security that would be a public blessing. 

Respectfully, 


Gro. B. MCCLELLAN, Mayor. 
Hon. BE. M. Bassett, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. CO. 


Now, what bas been done during this session of Congress 
upon this matter? I have followed it closely and desire to 
point it out. The Secretary of Commerce and Labor has, since 
the Slocum disaster, been investigating the subject of the con- 
struction of vessels carrying passengers, as well as equipments 
and inspection. Certain bills, introduced by me on the first day 
of the session, were referred to him by the committee of this 
House. There were protracted hearings on the general subject 
of improved laws governing steam vessels. Hight bills were the 
outcome, which were considered by the proper committee, and 
six of them were reported to this House, and on Saturday five 
of these bills, by unanimous consent, were passed. The sixth 
bill was not passed. 

One of the bills submitted by the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, but not reported to the House, sought to fill the defect in 
the present law by authorizing the appointment of a commission 
of five experts to compile a complete law on the safe construc- 
tion of steam vessels. This was the Secretary’s only proposition 
looking to safe construction. These bills that were reported and 
that have been passed were meritorious, and I approved them. 

They were good bills as far as they went, but they had en- 
tirely to do with the inspection of hulls, boilers, appliances, and 
equipment of steam vessels, and had nothing whatever to do 
with the safe construction of steam vessels and their upper 
works. The permission to build flimsy and inflammable excur- 
sion boats is left just where is was before. 

Now, perhaps the law authorizing a commission was not an 
advisable law to pass through Congress. I am not finding fault 
with the committee because they did not report that particular 
bill, but I am pointing out to this House that tnat law was the 
only law that has been the outcome of the Slocum disaster as 
far as construction is concerned. The committee has proposed 
nothing and has not reported favorably on anything to relieve 
this phase of the situation. The session is near its conclusion 
and nothing has been done on this particular and most impor- 
tant subject. 

Mr.MANN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him aquestion? 

Mr. BASSETT. With pleasure. 

Mr. MANN. I know the gentleman is probably better in- 
formed upon this subject than almost anyone in the House. He 
has kept track of the bills the House has passed by unanimous 
consent within the last few days. May I ask the gentleman 
whether these inspection bills, or practically these bills, were all 
contained in a general omnibus bill that was introduced in the 
House last session of Congress, before the General Slocum dis- 
aster happened at all? 

Mr. BASSETT. In the main I understand that they were, 
but in certain details there is much added to that bill. 

Mr. MANN. So that as a matter of fact the recommenda- 
tions which passed through the House on the plea that it is by 
reason of the General Slocum disaster were recommendations 
which had been made before? 

Mr. BASSETT. I understand that to be true to a very large 
extent. [Loud applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BASSETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the REcorD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield forty-five 
minutes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CocHran]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state, that the gen- 
tlemen who have spoken up to this time have spoken in the 
time of members of the committee. No parceling out of the 
time has been made by the House; and the time of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana has expired. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. In the House an understanding 
was agreed to that there should be general debate for eight 
hours, four hours on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House had agreed by unanimous 
consent on a general debate of eight hours, but there was no dis- 
position made of the time. It was not put in charge of anybody. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I think that was an omission. 
I want to ask now that the time be controlled by the chairman 
of the committee [Mr. Foss] for four hours, and four hours by 
the ranking member of the minority | Mr. Mryer]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that the time for general debate be equally 
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divided, to be controlled on one side of the House by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs [Mr. Foss] and on the 
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H. R. 16560. An act to authorize the registration of trade- 
marks used in commerce with foreign nations or among the sev- 


other side by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Meyer]. Is/ eral States or with Indian tribes, and to protect the same; and 


there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, now I hope there will be no 
misunderstanding, and that the time consumed by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Foss] and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
LITTLEFIELD] will be charged to this side of the House, and on 
the other side to the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Undoubtedly. 


[Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri addressed the committee. See 
Appendix. ] 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves that 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the committee 
rose, and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. DatLze.Lt, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, reported that that committee had had under con- 
sideration the bill H. R. 18467, the naval appropriation bill, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


RESOLUTIONS OF INQUIRY. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a couple of 
privileged reports on resolutions of inquiry. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolution No. 490. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the read- 
ing of the resolution, and call for the reading of the report and 
the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the substitute will be 
reported, omitting the reading of the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy, if not incompatible with | 
the public interest, inform the House of Representatives of the rea- 
sons for canceling the contract of December 15, 1903, with the Mid- 
vale Company and the transferring of the contract ata higher price 
to another company or companies, and for rejecting the bid of the 
Midvale Company February 7, 1905, and accepting the bid of other 
companies at a higher price, and transmit with his reply all corre- 
spondence and papers relating thereto. 

Mr. FOSS. I call for a reading of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred House 
resolution 490, after a careful consideration of the same report the 
following substitute in lieu thereof and recommend that the same do 
pass. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute. 

The question was taken and the substitute was agreed to. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I offer a report on anotber privi- | 
ledged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolution No. 491. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is respectfully directed | 
to send to the House of Representatives such information as is in his 
possession relating to experiments with Gathmann gun-cotton shells 
upon plate armor and other resistants, whether at Indian Head or 
elsewhere, under the supervision or under the cognizance of the Navy 
Department or of naval officers detailed for purposes of inspection. 
The Secretary is especially requested to give the House of Representa- 
tives such information as he may possess concerning the alleged com- 
plete demolition of 17-inch turret plates by the detonation of 500-pound 
aes projectiles, Gathmann system, at Indian Head on May 14, 

898. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred House reso- 
lution 491, after a careful consideration of the same, report it back 
with the following amendment: 

Insert after the word “ Representatives,” in line 2, the words “if | 
not incompatible with the public interest,” and recommend that the 
same as amended do pass. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

CONFERENCE REPORT. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 
report for printing under the rule. | 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois presents a con- 
ference report for printing under the rule, which the Clerk will | 





report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Report upon the bill H. R. 15578. 

The SPEAKER. The report and statement will be printed 
under the rule. 





ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


| estate in the Territories,’ 





H. R. 17481. An act authorizing the Alexandria, Bayou Macon 
and Greenville Railway Company to construct bridges over Red 
River, Little River, Ouachita River, and Bayou Louis, in Loul- 
siana. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

S$. 1724. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. 
McCune; 

8.4128. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Kaufman ; 

S. 1565. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel N. 
Rockhold ; 

S. 1562. An act granting an increase of pension to Riley W. 
Cavins ; 

S. 4123. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Simms; 

S. 1560. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Sweet ; 

S. 1452. An act granting an increase of pension to Mahala 
Forkner ; 

S. 4101. An act granting an increase of pension to James Il. 
Cate ; 

S. 1258. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to better 
define and regulate the rights of aliens to hold and own real 
’ approved March 2, 1897; 

S. 4075. An act granting an increase of pension to Comfort 
W. Watson ; 

S. 459. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Trevellian ; 

S. 173. An act granting an increase of pension to John G, 
Haskell ; 

S. 4025. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Chamberlain; 

S. 1389. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
Knight ; 

S. 41. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E, 
Gillette ; 

S. 2674. An act granting a pension to Ellen Orr; 

S. 3953. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas L. 
Sanborn ; 

S. 2538. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
Thomas; 

S$. 3934. An act granting a pension to Susan E. Bellows; 

S. 2464. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Aylers; 

S$. 2291. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Rollins ; 

S. 3914. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Branch ; 

S$. 2256. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Spriggs; 

S$. 2240. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel B. 
Mann; 

S. 4619. An act granting a pension to Anna L. Bartleson ;: 

S. 3194. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Gilbert ; 

S. R. 65. Joint resolution providing for an extension of tiime 
for completing the highway bridge across the Potomac River at 
Washington, D. C.; 

S. 4605. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Schmidt ; 

S. 2023. An act granting an increase of pension to Sanford S. 
Henderson ; 

8.4573. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary C. Buck ; 

S. 2986. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Barkis ; 

S. 4508. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Bybee ; 

S. 2977. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Larrabee ; 

S. 2731. An act granting an increase of pension to John R. 


| McCullough ; 


S. 3467. An act granting an increase of pension to Emmory A. 
Wood; 

S. 4492. An act granting a pension to Joseph F. Kelly; 

S. 3392. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus N. 
Bradley ; 

S. 4215. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Berkstresser ; 

S. 3389. An act granting an increase of pension to Joel Car- 
penter ; 

8.3378. Anact granting an increaseof pension to Jacob H. Heck ; 

S$. 5072. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel A, 
McNeil; 
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§S. 3897. 
Adams ; 
§S. 5059. 
Meander ; 
S. 3841. 
Sieger: 
S. 4886. 
8. 3731. 
McNally ; 
S. 4850. 
Matlack ; 
§S. 3722. An 
8S. 3662. An 
A. Wilkins; 
8S. 3660. An 
Oakley ; 
S. 4814. 
Bdgerly ; 
S. 4214. 
Roberts ; 
S. 4775. 
8S. 4749. 
Patterson ; 
S. 4681. 
Stubbs; 
S. 4680. 
Dickson ; 
S. 6026. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Girard Nichols; 
S. 6923. An act for the construction of a private conduit 
across D street NW.; 
S. 5903. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Duffy ; 
S. SDS6D. 
Cassett : 
S. 5960. 
Sargent: 
S. 5999. 
H. White; 
S. 6025. 
Thaeker ; 
S. 5577. 
Smith: 
S. 5651. 
S. 5669. 
Hay ; 
S. 5391. 
Johnson ; 
S. 5705. 
S. 5813. An act 
Farnsworth ; 
S. 5819. An 
Long; 
S. 5157. An 
H. Stephens ; 
S. 5233. An 
Reynolds ; 
S. 5234. 
Leavens ; 
S. 5240. 
3arnard; 
8. 5253. 
Mort; 
§. 5316. An 
S. 5822. An 
Dickerson : 


An act granting an increase of pension to Gabriel H. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Tobias 
An act granting an inerease of pension to John M. 


An 
An 


act granting a pension to Mary A. Massey; 
act granting an increase of pension to Arthur F. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah V. 
act 


act 


granting a pension to John W. Victor; 
granting an increase of pension to William 
act 


granting an increase of pension to Mary 


An act granting an increase of pension to Marcia H. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Billa M. 


An 
An 


act granting a pension to Garetta L. Hodgkins; 
act granting an increase of pension to Martha J. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel T. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Foster W. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 


An act granting an inerease of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to Belle K. 


An act granting an increase of pension to La Fayette 


An 
An 


act granting 
act 


a pension to Georgianna Eubanks; 
granting an increase of pension to Alexander 


An 


granting an inerease of pension to Herbert E. 


act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
K. 
act granting an increase of pension to Cellina 


act granting an increase of pension to Susan A. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John R. 


An act granting an inerease of pension to Hugh R. 


An act granting an inmerease of pension to Joseph 


act granting a pension to Thomas Pickford; 
act granting an increase of pension to Perley B. 


act granting an increase of pension to William 
Geyser ; 

S$. 5344. An act granting a pension to Martha T. Hamlin; 

$. 3218. An act for the relief of Civil Engineer P. C. Asser- 
son, retired ; 

S. 6337. An act for the establishment of subports of entry at 
Rouses Point and Malone, N. Y; 

S. 5997. An act authorizing the President to nominate and ap- 
point William L. Patterson a second lieutenant in the United 
States Aripy ; 

S. 5172. An act for the relief of the heirs of D. C. MeCan and 
Edward Conery, sr. ; 

S. 5463. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. C. 
Sowers: 
act granting an increase of pension to William W. 


act granting an increase of pension to Albion L. 

Mitchell ; 
S. 6951. An 
way Company 


act to authorize the Spokane International Rail- 
to construct and maintain bridges across the Pend 


act granting an increase of pension to Lucretia | 


An act granting a pension to Mary L. Faunt Le Roy; | 
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dOreille River and the Kootenai River in the county of Koote- 
nai, State of Idaho; 
S. 5499. An act granting a pension to Matilda J. Henderson ; 
. 5518. An act granting a pension to Bernard J. Baldermann ; 
. 2193. An act granting a pension to William Penn Mack; 
. 2107. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew R. 
McCurdy ; 
§. 2031. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
Gay; 
S$. 6799. An act granting a pension to Ezra Walker Abbott; 
S. 6728. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Cowing; 
S. 6718. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
Salg; 
S. 6699. 
Frost ; 
S. 6654. 
Dampier ; 
8S. 6605. An act granting an increase of pension to Simeon 
V. Sherwood; 
S. 6586. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura E. 
Campbell ; 
S. 6554. 
Gillett ; 
§. 6553. 
Kennedy ; 
S. 6550. 
S. 6549. 
T. West; 
S. 6548. 
Walker ; 
S. 6526. 
Cox; 
S. 6475. 
| Slater; 
S. 6445. 
Holden ; 
8. 6444. 
Burton ; 
5S. 6439. 
Conroy. 
S. 6488. An act granting a pension to Cyrell Boutiette ; 
8S. 6414. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
O’Kief ; 
S$. 6402. 
Lewis; 
S. 6381. 
ilton ; 
S. 6348. 
| Flyde; 
S. 6346. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Sheppard ; 
S. 6344. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard B. 
Dickinson ; 
§. 6289. An act granting a pension to Charles Norris; 
S. 6224. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna M. 
Benny ; 
| a 6218. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam E. 
King ; 
| §. 6188. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Sartwell ; 
S. 6174. An act granting an increase of pension to Chittle 
Chittleson ; 
S. 6171. 
Avis; 
S$. 6155. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathew F. 
Locke ; 
S. 6134. An act granting a pension to Mary Blizabeth Mc- 
Claren ; 
§. 6115. An act granting an increase of pension to Hdmund B. 
Kanada ; 
S. 6097. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 
Clark ; 
S. 6098. An act granting an increase of pension to Seth Lewis ; 
S. 6087. An act granting an increase of pension to Salmon &. 
Mathews ; 
S. 6042. An act granting an increase of pension to James V. 
Williams; and : 
S. 6029. An act granting a pension to Ursula Bayard. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its ap 
propriate committee as indicated below : 

S$. 7012. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the construction and maintenance of roads, the establish- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Moses 


An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 


An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
An act granting an increase of pension to Orlando 


An act granting a pension to Jane Johns; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


An act granting an increase of pension to Levincy 
An act granting an increase of pension Stephen A. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
An act granting an increase of pension to Lizzie A. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Melkert H. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 





An act granting an increase of pension to John Ham- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Richard E. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie C. 
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ment and maintenance of schools, and the care and support of 
insane persons in the district of Alaska, and for other pur- 
poses ’—to the Committee on the Territories. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. MorGAN was granted leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of Charles E. Jones (H. R. 7791), no adverse 
report having been made thereon. 

Also, by unanimous consent, Mr. Morgan was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of A. P. Wishon (H. R. 8500), no adverse 
report having been made thereon. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was discharged from the further consideration of the 
pill (S. 4699) to relinquish and quitclaim to Jacob Lipps, of 
Pensacola, Fla., his heirs and assigns, and T. E. Welles, of Pen- 
sacola, Fla., his heirs and assigns, respectively, all the right, 
title, interest, and claim of the United States in, to, and on cer- 
tain properties in the city of Pensacola, Escambia County, Fla., 
and the same were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE WESTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF SOUTH 
CAROLINA. 


Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent for the consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4100) to provide for the employment of a district judge 


for the western judicial district of South Carolina, and for other pur- 
poses. 


The SPEAKER. 
objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, if 
the gentleman will pardon me, this is the bill to which I objected 
a few days ago. 

It seems that we passed in the last Congress, I think, a bill 
providing for the present district judge who held court in the 
district that is now provided for. While that act was passed 
by Congress, it was vetoed by the President. Whether it was 


This bill was read the other day. Is there 


vetoed under misapprehension or not, I do not know, but the | 


Representative from South Carolina adopted then what would 
be, and was, the proper course to obtain the holding of a 
court in this district. And under the circumstances I do not 
feel warranted in objecting to the consideration of this bill. 
But I want to say that I am not willing while I am on the floor 


to permit the indiscriminate creation of new Federal districts | without amendment, 


and Federal judges. 

Mr. FINLEY. I think, Mr. Speaker, that I can satisfy the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. MANN. I do not object. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FINntey, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. Foss, the House (at 4 o’clock and 55 min- 
utes p. m.) adjourned until 11 o’clock a. m. to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 


munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 
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BILLS 





REPORTS OF 


COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutious of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars 
therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MAYNARD, from the Committee on Industrial Arts and 
Expositions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R 
15591) to provide for celebrating the first permanent settlement 
of English-speaking people in America by holding an inter 
national exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the 
products of the soil, mines, forests, and the sea, and a naval 
and marine exposition in the vicinity of Jamestown, and on and 
near the waters of Hampton Roads, in the State of Virginia, and 
to authorize an appropriation in aid thereof, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4601); which 
said bill and report, together with views of the minority, were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 18815) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across Red River at or near Boyce, La., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4605); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2697) to amend an act 


AND 


| authorizing the Secretary of War to cause to be erected menu- 


ments and markers on the battlefield of Gettysburg, Pa., to 
commemorate the valorous deeds of certain regiments and 
batteries of the United States Army, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4606); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. BEALL of Texas, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17793) for the 
relief of Mrs. R. E. Miller, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 4603); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17983) authorizing 
the President to reinstate Alexander G. Pendleton, jr., as a ca- 
det in the United States Military Academy, reported the same 
accompanied by a report (No. 4604); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal 
endar. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont, from the Committee on Claims, 


| to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3790) for the 


| relief of B. 
| accompanied by a report (No. 4607) ; which said bill anc 


Jackman, reported the same without amendment, 
report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memori- 


| als of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 


| ferred as follows: 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a | 


copy of a communication from the Attorney-General submit- | 


ting an estimate of appropriation to pay judgment in favor of 
the Campbell & Cameron Co.—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Acting Secretary of State 
submitting an estimate of deficiency in the appropriation for 
printing and binding—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting deficiency estimates for the Bureau of Medicine and 
Surgery—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Chesapeake and Potomac 
Telephone Company, transmitting the annual report for the 
year 1904—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


By Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Appropriations: 
A bill (H. R. 18969) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1906, and for other purposes—to the Union Calendar. 

sy Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 18970) to authorize the 
pal chief of the Choctaw Nation and the governor of the Chicka- 
saw Nation to sell to Jack Gordon, of Paris, Tex., and his asso- 
ciates certain lands of said tribes for a game preserve, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 18971) to repeal part of sec 


princi- 


tion 7 of the act approved February 26, 1895, entitled “An act 
to provide for the examination and classification of certain 
mineral lands in the Sates of Montana and Idaho,” and for 


other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BASSETT: A bill (H. R. 18972) to amend the co: 
merece and navigation law by making owners of vessels carrving 
passengers on inland waters responsible for the entire damages 


due to negligence—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 
3y Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 18973) to in- 


crease the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize 
the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erec- 
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tion and completion of public buildings, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

3y Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 18974) to better promote the 
safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by compelling 
common carriers by railroad to employ competent persons as 
locomotive engineers—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 18975) to authorize the 
levying of certain special assessments—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A resolution (H. Res. 494) 
authorizing the employment of temporary bicycle messengers 
for the last ten days of session—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A resolution (H. Res. 495) for the con- 
sideration of H. R. 15591—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. McANDREWS: A resolution (H. Res. 496) author- 
izing and directing the Clerk of the House to pay Charles E. 
Payne the sum of $87.07—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A resolution (H. Res. 497) discharging 
the Committee on the Territories from further consideration of 
H. R. 14749—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Memorial from the legisla- 
ture of Minnesota, in favor of extending the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. DIXON: Memorial from the Montana legislative as- 


sembly, favoring an amendment to the Constitution providing | 


that United States Senators shall be elected by direct vote of 
the people—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 18976) for the relief of 
Paul Werner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 18977) to correct the record 
of John R. Donaldson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 18978) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frank L. Fornshell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (1. R. 18979) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Pearson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 18980) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jacob 8. Lanks—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (TI. R. 18981) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah Lamb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Sommittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Resolution of the general court of Mas- 
sachusetts, in support of bill pending in Congress providing for 
retired list and pension in the Life-Saving Service—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Thomas H. Johnson—Committee on Invalid Pensions 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Iowa, 
favoring passage of bill H. R. 4072, the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolution of the Atlantic Carriers’ Asso- 
ciation, of New York, against unjust and ruinous discrimination 
under Federal law relative to employment of pilots—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the American Hardware Manufacturers’ 
Association, held at Atlantic City November 16, 1904, relative 


| to public lands and forestry—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, resolution of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange, Phil- 
adelphia Bourse, favoring the extension of the pneumatic-tube 
system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the board of directors of the Philadelphia 
Bourse, favoring ten years’ extension of the contract for pneu- 
matic-tube service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Vost-Roads. 

Also, petition of Edwin C. Dinwiddie, legislative superin- 
tendent of the American Anti-Saloon League, et al., favoring 
the Senate amendment to the statehood bill—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Petition of Messrs. Roach 
and Seiber, J. A. Clark, et al., against railway-rate legislation— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BASSETT: Resolution of the American Hardware 
Manufacturers’ Association, relative to public lands and for- 
estry—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Resolution of the Western Retail 
Implement and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, against parcels- 
post legislation—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


| Roads. 


By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 18982) granting a pension to | 


Harry H. Herbst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 18983) granting an increase of 


Also, resolution of the Western Retail Implement and Vehicle 
Dealers’ Association, favoring legislation against trusts—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the St. Louis Cigar Manufacturers’ Asso- 


| ciation, against reduction of duty on Philippine cigars—to the 


pension to Orrin L. Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


S1ons. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 18984) restoring to the pen- 
sion roll the name of Hattie Pringle—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 18985) granting an increase of 
Sanders M. Ingram—to the Committee on Invalid 





pension to 
Pensions. 
By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 18986) granting an increase 
of pension to William C. Herridge—to the Committee on Pen- 
Sionhs. 
by Mr. 


crease of 


SOUTHARD: A bill (i. R. 18987) granting an in- 
pension to Michael Aurand—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (11. R. 18988) granting an increase of pension to 
A. B. Wykard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule 
from the consideration of 
tions; which were thereupon referred as follows: 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Resolution of the sen- 
ate and house of representatives of the Massachusetts legisla- 
ture, favoring a bill pending in Congress providing for a retired 
list and pensions in the Life-Saving Service—Committee on In- 
valid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Cominittee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
David F. Collins—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Anna Nodler, wife 
of Charles Nodler—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Dunlap— 


Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, resolution of the Western Retail Implement and Vehicle 
Dealers’ Association, favoring railway-rate legislation—to the 


| Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Jacob S. Lanks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Josiah Lamb—to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


3y Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Grocers 
and Importers’ Exchange of Philadelphia, favoring extension of 


| pneumatic-tube system in Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Committee 


XXII, committees were discharged | 
the following petitions and resolu- 





on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the State Horticultural Association of 
Pennsylvania, favoring bill H. R. 14098—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. DRESSER: Petition of the Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, of Clearfield, Pa., favoring restriction of Immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Patriotic Order Sons of America, No. 
312, Houtzdale, Pa, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the Congress of 
Knights of Labor, favoring enactment of the pure-food bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the American Hardware Manufacturers’ 
Association, relative to public lands and forestry—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of the Maritime Association of the Port of 


New York, favoring bill S. 2262, relative to destruction of 
derelicts—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 


Also, resolution of the Maritime Association of the Port of 
New York, favoring retention of the bankruptcy law—to the 
Committee on the Judietary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the American Federation of 
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Musicians, favoring bill H. R. 18424, increasing the pay of the 
Marine Band—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of F. W. Lansing et al., of Wedron, LIl., favoring 
bill H. R. 9302—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREENE: Resolution of the Worcester Board of 
Trade, favoring enactment of railroad-rate legislation—to the | 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HARRISON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Henry Peetsch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 490, 
of Fairfield, Iowa, against reduction of tariff on Philippine 
cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of citizens of York, Pa., favoring | 


the Senate amendment to the statehood bill—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 
By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of citizens of the State of | 


Maine, against repeal of the Grout law—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 
Also, petition of citizens of the State of Maine, Minot Center 


Grange, No. 266, of Minot, Me., and White Oak Grange, of | 


Warren, Me., favoring a parcels-post law—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. LORIMER: Petition of citizens of Melrose Park, Cook | 


County, Ill., against repeal of the canteen law—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. MARSHALL: Concurrent resolution introduced by the | 
committee on railways of legislature of North Dakota, favor- | 
ing increased power for the Interstate Commerce Commission— 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the 
Philadelphia Bourse, favoring pneumatic-tube post-office service 
in Philadelphia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange, 
favoring a pneumatic-tube system in Philadelphia—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 





By Mr. PAGE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Sanders | 


M. Ingram—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. RUPPERT: Petition of the Atlantic Carriers’ Asso- | 


ciation, asking relief of sailing vessels employed in the coasting 
trade—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of citizens of Po- 
mona and Grant townships, Mich., against religfous legislation 
for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 





Also, petition of citizens of Powanna, Mich., against the do- | 


mestic parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Resolution of the Ohio Millers’ State 
Association, favoring just and equitable freight rates—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of S. K. Davis et al., of the Fulton County 
Grange, for railway-rate legislation, favoring bill H. R. 13778— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Resolution of the Forestry 
and Irrigation National Board of Trade, favoring bills 8. 5054 
and H. R. 8460, and against the further lieu land forest serip 
upon valuable public lands; also in favor of the establishment 
of national forest reserves in the Southern Appalachian Moun 
tains and in the White Mountains of New Hampshire—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 





SENATE, 
Wepnespay, February 15, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp EB. Hate. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Berry, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

FRANCHISES OF PORTO RICO. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
letter from the secretary of Porto Rico forwarding, pursuant to 
law, certified copies of all franchises granted by the executive 
council of Porto Rico not heretofore reported, ete.; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Pa- 
cific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed. 

THE UINTAH RESERVATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 4th instant, a report from the 
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Commissioner of Indian Affairs, which contains the history of the 


| action taken by his office, under Department directions, for the 


opening of the Uintah Indian Reservation, in Utah, ete.; which, 


| with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 


[Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills heretofore received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

H. R, 16917. An act to provide for condemning the land neces- 
sary for joining Kalorama avenue and Prescott place; 

H. R. 18060. An act authorizing the extension of W street NW.; 

H. R. 18088. An act relating to the inspection of steam boilers 
in the District of Columbia; and 

H. R. 18589. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to estab- 
lish a code of law for the District of Columbia. 

CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. STEWART presented the credentials of George S. Nixon, 
chosen by the legislature of the State of Nevada a Senator from 
that State for the term beginning March 4, 1905; which were 
read, and ordered to be filed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bill and joint resolution; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 4100. An act to provide for the employment of a district 
judge for the western judicial district of South Carolina, and 
for other purposes ; and 

H. J. Res. 218. Joint resolution to provide for the removal of 
snow and ice from the cross walks and gutters of the District of 
Columbia. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; 
and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

S.41. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Gillette ; 

S.139. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
Knight ; 

S.178. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Haskell ; 

§.459. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Trevellian ; 

S. 1258. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to better 
define and regulate the rights of aliens to hold and own real 
estate in the Territories,” approved March 2, 1897; 

8.1452. An act granting an increase of pension to Mahala 
lorkner ; 

S. 1560. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Sweet: 

S$. 1562. An act granting an increase of pension to Riley W. 
Cavins : 

S. 1565. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel N. 
Rock hold ; 

S. 1724. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. 
McCune ; 

S$. 2031. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
| Gay; 

S$. 2107. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew R. 
McCurdy ; 

S. 2193. An act granting a pension to William Penn Mack: 

8S. 2240. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel B. 
Mann; 

S. 2256. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Spriggs ; 

S. 2291. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Rollins ; 

S. 2464. An act granting an increase of pension to John Aylers;: 

S. 2538. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel A, 


Thomas; 
S. 2674 An act granting a pension to Ellen Orr; 
S. 27381. An act granting an increase of pension to John R, 
McCullough ; 

S. 2977. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
sarrabee ; 

S. 2986. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil) 
Barkis ; 
S. 3023. An act granting an increase of pension to Sanford S. 
Henderson ; 

S. 3194. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Gilbert: 

S. 3218. An act for the relief of Civil Engineer P. C. Asser- 
son, retired ; 


| I 
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S. 3378. 4n act granting an increase of pension to Jacob H. 
Heck ; 

S. 3389. granting an increase of pension to Joel Car- 
penter ; 


e 


granting an increase of pension to Cyrus N. 


granting an increase of pension to Mary 


A. Wilkins; 

S. 3722. An act granting a pension to John W. Victor; 

8S. 3751. An act granting an increase of pension to Arthur F. 
McNally ; 

S. 3841. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Bigger ; 

S. 5807. 


Adams ; 


Branch: 
S. 39234. An act granting a pension to Susan E. Bellows; 
Ss. 

Sanborn: 


S. 4025. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Chamberlain; 
S. 4075. An act granting an increase of pension to Comfort 


W. Watson 


‘ 


Cate: 


S. 4123. An act granting an increase of pension to George | 


Simms; 


S. 4128. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter | 


Kaufman; 


S. 4214. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella M. | 


Roberts ; 

S. 4215. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Berkstresser ; 

S. 4492. An act granting a pension to Joseph F. Kelly; 

S. 4508. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Bybee; 

S. 4573. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Buck ; 


S. 4605. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles R. | 


Schmidt ; 

S. 4619. An act granting a pension to Anna L. Bartleson; 
Dickson: 

S. 4681. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Stubbs: 

S. 4749. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha J. 
Patterson ; 

S. 4775. An act granting a pension to Garetta L. Hodgkins; 

S {. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcia H. 


An act. granting an increase of pension to Sarah V. | 


act granting a pension to Mary A. Massey; 
act granting an increase of pension to Tobias 


S. 5072. An 
MoeNe il: 

S. 5157. 4 act 
H. Stephens; 

$.5172. An act for the relief of the heirs of D. ¢ 
Edward Conery, sr. ; 

S. 5233. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan A. 
Reynolds ; 


act granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
granting an increase of pension to Cellina 


. MecCan and 


S. 5254. An act granting an increase of pension to John R. 


Leavens;: 

8.5240. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh R. 
Barnard ; 

S.! act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Mort ; 
$.5316. An act granting a pension to Thomas Pickford; 

S$. 5322. An act granting an increase of pension to Perley B. 
Dicker 
$.5323. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Geyser ; 

S. 5344. An act granting a pension to Martha T. Hamlin; 

8.5391. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucretia 
Johnson; 

S. 5392. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Willis ; 


son ; 


S. 5463. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. C. | 


Sowers; 
S. 5499. Ap act granting a pension to Matilda J. Henderson; 


An act granting an increase of pension to William | 
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8.5518. An act granting a pension to Bernard J. Baldermann ; 
S. 5539. An act granting an increase of pension to Albion L. 
Mitchell; 
S. 5577. An act granting an increase of pension to La Fayette 
Smith; 
. 5651. An act granting a pension to Georgianna Eubanks; 
. 5669. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Hay; 
. 5705. An act granting a pension to Mary L. Faunt Le Roy; 
. 5813. An act granting an increase of pension to Herbert BE. 
Farnsworth ; 
S$. 5819. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel K. 
Long; 
S. 5865. An act granting an increase of pension to Foster W. 


| Cassett;: 


An act granting an increase of pension to Gabriel H. 


914. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. | 


S. 59038. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Duffy ; 

S. 5960. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Sargent ; 

S. 5997. An act authorizing the President to nominate and 
appoint William L. Patterson a second lieutenant in the United 


| States Army ; 


3953. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas L. | 


S. 4101. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. | 


S. 5999. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. White; 

S. 6025. An act granting an increase of pension to Belle K. 
Thaeker ; 

S. 6026. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Girard Nichols; 

S. 6029. An act granting a pension to Ursula Bayard; 

S. 6042. An act granting an increase of pension to James VY. 


| Williams ; 


S. 6087. An act granting an increase of pension to Salmon §8. 
Mathews; 

S. 6097. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 
Clark ; 

S. 6098. An act granting an increase of pension to Seth 
Lewis; 

S. 6115. An act granting an increase of pension to Edmund B. 
Kanada; 


S. 6134. An act granting a pension to Mary Elizabeth Mc- 


Claren ; 


S. 6155. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathew F. 
Locke; 
S. 6171. An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie C. 


| : 
Avis; 
S. 4680. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel T. | 


S. 6174. An act granting an increase of pension to Chittle 


| Chittleson ; 


S. 6188. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


| Sartwell; 


S. 6218. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam EF. 

King: 
6224. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna M, 

Renny : 
S. 6289. An act granting a pension to Charles Norris; 
S. 6337. An act for the establishment of subports of entry at 
Rouses Point and Malone, N. Y.; 

S. 6844. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard B. 
Dickinson ; 

S. 6346. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
IF’. Sheppard; 

S. 6348. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard E. 
Hyde; 

S. 6381. An act granting an increase of pension to John Ham- 
ilton: 

S. 6402. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Lewis: 

S. 6414. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
O’Kief ; 

S. 6488. An act granting a pension to Cyrell Boutiette; 

S. 6489. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Conroy ; 

S. 6444. An act granting an increase of pension to Melkert H. 
surton ; 

S. 6445. An act granting an increase of pension to Lizzie A. 
Holden; 

S. 6475. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Slater ; 

S. 6526. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen A. 
Cox; 

S. 6548. An act granting an increase of pension to Levincy 
Walker; 

S. 6549. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
T. West; 

S. 6550. An act granting a pension to Jane Johns: 

S. 6553. An act granting an increase of pension to Orlando 
Kennedy ; 
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S. 6554. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Gillett ; 

S. 6586. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura E. 
Campbell ; 

S. 6605. An act granting an increase of pension to Simeon VY. 
Sherwood ; 

S. 6654. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Dampier ; 

S. 6699. An act granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Frost; 

S. 6718. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
Salg; 

S. 6728. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Cowing ; 

S. 6799. An act granting a pension to Ezra Walker Abbott; 

S. 6923. An act for the construction of a private conduit 
across D street NW. ; 

S. 6951. An act to authorize the Spokane International Rail- 
way Company to construct and maintain bridges across the Pend 
d’Oreille River and the Kootenai River in the county of Koote- 
nai, State of Idaho; 

H. R. 16560. An act to authorize the registration of trade- 
marks used in commerce with foreign nations or among the sey- 
eral States or with Indian tribes, and to protect the same; 

H. R. 17481. An act authorizing the Alexandria, Bayou Macon 
and Greenville Railway Company to construct bridges over Red 
River, Little River, Ouachita River, and Bayou Louis, in Loui- 
siana; and 

S. R. 65. Joint resolution providing for an extension of time 
for completing the highway bridge across the Potomac River at 
Washington, D. C. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BERRY. I present a memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Arkansas, in favor of legislation increasing the powers 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission and to prohibit rebates 
and discrimination. 

I beg leave to state that I hope the committee to which it will 
be referred will be able very soon to report a bill on this sub- 
ject and bring it before the Senate. The House has passed a 
bill, and the interest in this matter is so universal and the 
demand for legislation so very great that I hope the committee 
will report back the House bill in time, so that we can have a 
vote on the subject during the present session. I ask that the 
memorial be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

House memorial No. 1. 


Whereas an effort will be made in the Congress of the United States 
at this session to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, giving said Commission power to regulate freight charges on 
the great lines of railway in the United States: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be re 
quested to give their support to said measure to the end that the great 
question of the regulation of freight rates may be carried to an effective 
solution. 

Approved January 25, 1905. 

{State of Arkansas, department of state.] 
Unitrep States or America, State of Arkansas, Secretary’s Office: 

I, O. C. Ludwig, secretary of state of the State of Arkansas, do hereby 
certify that the attached instrument of writing is a true and correct 
copy of house memorial No. 1, approved January 25, 1905, and of the 
whole thereof, and has been compared with the original which was 
filed in this office on the 25th day of January, 1905. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my 
official seal. Done at the city of Little Rock, this 9th day of February, 


1905. 
[SEAL.] Oo. C. Lupwia, 
Secretary of State. 
JOHN W. CROCKETT, 
Deputy Secretary of State. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a concurrent resolution of the 
legislature of Indiana, relative to the enactment of legislation 
to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Senate resolution No. 31. 


Be it resolved by the senate of Indiana, That the United States Sena 
tors and Representatives of Indiana in the Congress of the United 
States are requested to use their influence toward enacting into law at 
the present session of the Congress the recommendation contained in 
the President's message, that “the Interstate Commerce Commission 
should be vested with the power, where a given rate (for the trans- 
portation of property in interstate or foreign commerce) has been chal- 
lenged and, after full hearing, found to be unreasonable, to decide, sub- 
ject to judicial review, what shall be a reasonable rate to take its 
place; the ruling of the Commission to take effect immediately, and to 
obtain unless and until it is reversed by the court of review.” 

HucH H. MILLER, 
President of Senate. 
‘JULIAN D. Hocare, 
Secretary of Senate. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a memorial of Local Union No. 
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221, Cigarmakers’ International Union, of South Bend, Ind., re- 
monstrating against a reduction of the duty on cigars and 
tobacco imported from the Philippines; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented petitions of the Indiana Grain Dealers’ As 
sociation, of Indiana, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented petitions of Vigo Lodge, No. 16, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, of Terra Haute; of Tecumseh 
Lodge, No. 402, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of La- 
fayette, and of Indianapolis Division, No. 103, Order of Railway 
Conductors, of Indianapolis, all in the State of Indiana, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill; ” 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented a concurrent resolution of the 
legislature of North Dakota, relative to the enactment of legis- 
lation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
Concurrent resolution introduced by the committee on railroads 1 

to Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Whereas the arbitrary power of the railroads to fix rates, subject to 
no modification by the shippers or the people, has, by unjust dis i 
tions, built up huge monopolies that are antagonistic to pu 
Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate of the ninth legislative assembly of the State 
of North Dakota, the house of representatives concurring, That we u1 


ting 
iting 


and earnestly request our Senators and Members in Congress to assist 
in the enactment of a law giving increased power to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, in conformity with the recommendations con- 


tained in President Roosevelt's message to Congress. 

Resolved, That an engrossed copy of these resolutions be forwarded 
to each of our Senators and Members in Congress. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a joint resolution of the 
legislature of Montana, relative to the election of United States 
Senators by a direct vote of the people; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


House joint resolution No. 1. tesolution requesting Congress to call a 
convention for the purpose of proposing an amendment to the Consti 
tution of the United States, which amendment shall provide for the 


election of United States Senators by direct vote of the people. 

Whereas a large number of the State legislatures have at various 
times adopted memorials and resolutions in favor of the electio yf 
United States Senators by popular vote; and 

Whereas the National House of Representatives has on several 
sions within recent years adopted resolutions in favor of this proposed 
change in the method of electing United States Senators, which were 
not adopted by the Senate; and 

Whereas Article V of the Constitution of the United States provides 
that Congress, on the application of the legislatures of two-thirds of t 
several States shall call a convention for proposed amendmer ’ 
believing there is a general desire upon the part of the citizens of 
State of Montana that the United States Senators s! 
a direct vote of the people: Therefore, be it 

Resoived (if the senate concur), That the legislature of the State of 
Montana favors the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
which shall provide for the election of United States Senators by popu 
lar vote, and joins with other States of the Union in respectfully re 
questing that a convention be called for the purpose of proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, as provided for in 
Article V of the said Constitution, which amendment shall provide for 
a change in the present method of electing United States Senators, ) 
that they can be chosen in each State by direct vote of the people 

Resolved, That a copy of this joint resolution and application to Con 





ould be elected by 


gress for the calling of the convention be sent to the secretary of state 
of each of the United States, and that a similar copy be sent to t 

President of the United States, the Speaker of the House of Represent 
atives, and also to each of the United States Senators from Montana 


and our Representative in Congress. 
WYLLyS A. HEDGES 
Speaker of the fi 
EDWIN NorRI 
President o] the Senate 
Approved January 31, 1905. 
J. K. Toor, G 
Filed January $1, 1905, at 4.15 p. m 
A. N. Yooper, Secretary of St 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Al tuna, 88 
I, A. N. Yoder, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 
certify that the above is, with the exception of correctior in ort 
raphy and punctuation, and insertion of om stitute words 
in brackets, a true and correct copy of hopse joint resolution No. 1, 


ssions or sul 


resolution requesting Congress to « ill a convention for the purpose of 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, 
which amendment shall provide for the election of United States Sena- 
tors by direct vote of the people, enacted by the ninth session of the 
legislative assembly of the State of Montana and approved by J. K. 
Toole, governor of said State, on the 3ist day of January, A. D. 1905. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 


great seal of said State 
Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 3ist day of 
January, A. D. 1905. 
[ SEAL. ] A. N. Yooper, Secretary of State 
Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of IIll- 
nois, praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the pay 
of members of the Marine Band; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the State Horticultural 
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Association of Pennsylvania, praying that increased appropria- 
tions be made for agricultural experiment stations; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Ile also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Fleetwood, Pa., remonstrating against the re- 
peal of the present anticanteen law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 

sourse of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis- 

lation providing that contracts for the pneumatic-tube service be 
made for a period of ten years; which was referred te the Com- 
mittee on Post-Ofiices and Pest-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Washington Camp No. 655, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of York; of Washington 
Camp No. 312, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Houtzdale, 
and of Washington Camp No. 591, Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, of Clearfield, all in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the enactment of more st.ingent laws and regulations 
governing immigration; which were referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

Mr. PENROSE. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. Knox], 
who is unavoidably detained at home by sickness, I present a 
number of petitions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ceived. 

Mr. PENROSE (for Mr. Knox) presented petitions of the 
Center County Medical Society, of Center County; of the Ameri- 
can Medical Association, of Philadelphia; of the Medical Society 
of Huntingdon County; of the Medical Society of Philadelphia 
County, and of Dr. I. C. Gable, of York, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the national incorporation of the American Medical Asso- 
ciation; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. Knox) presented the petition of Rey. B. M. 
Sharp and sundry other citizens of McKeesport, Pa., praying 
for the adeption of an amendment to the Constitution to recog- 
nize God as the source of all authority and power in civil gov- 
ernment; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. Knox) presented a petition of the board of 
directors of the Bourse of Philadelphia, Pa., and a petition of 
the Trades’ League of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing that the contracts for pneumatic- 
tube service in that city be extended to a term of ten years; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also (for Mr. Knox) presented petitions of Quaker City 
Lodge, No. 149, of Philadelphia; of Lehigh Lodge, No. 292, of 
Lehighton; of Schuylkill Valley Lodge, No. 476, of Pottsville; 
of Local Lodge No. 593, of Dubois, and of Viaduct Lodge, No. 344, 
of Jersey Shore, all of the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen ; 
of Brownsville Lodge, No. 650, of Brownsville; of S. S. Brown 
Division, No. 370, of Pittsburg, and of Anthracite Division, No. 
543, of Kingsdon, all of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi- 
neers; of Local Lodge, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of 
Dubois; of Local Division No. 10, Order of Railway Conductors, 
of Sayre, and of Local Division No. 314, Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, of Allegheny, all in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill; ” 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also (for Mr. Knox) presented petitions of the L. L. Satler 
Lumber Company, of Pittsburg; of the Lester Piano Company, 
of Philadelphia, and of W. D. Uptegraff, of Pittsburg, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, and of F. B. Wright, of Spokane, Wash., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also (for Mr. Knox) presented petitions of Charles B. 
King and sundry other citizens of Philadelphia; of V. A. San- 
dles, of McKeesport; of the Pharmaceutical Association of 
Dauphin County; of the Retail Druggists’ Association of Cam- 
bria County; of the Retail Druggists’ Association of York 
County; of the Retail Druggists’ Association of Bucks County; 
of the Retail Druggists’ Association of Lancaster County; of 
the Retail Druggists’ Association of Western Pennsylvania, of 
Pittsburg; of W. W. Darling, of Lawrenceville; of the Retail 
Druggists’ Association of Tioga County, and of Charles A. 
Spang, of Allegheny, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to amend the patent laws relat- 
ing to medicinal preparations; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

He also (for Mr. Knox) presented petitions of the Christian 
Civic Union of Greensburg; of J. L. Updegraph, of Pittsburg; 
of the Home Missionary Society of the Methedist Episcopal! 
Church of Vandergrift; of the Woman’s Home Missionary So 
ciety of the Oakland Methodist Episcopal Church, of Pittsburg, 
and of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the First 


The petitions will be re- 
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Methodist Episcopal Church of Pittsburg, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, and of the National Association of State Dairy 
and Food Departments, of Lexington, Ky., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called “ pure-food bill;” which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. Knox) presented a petition of Bailey, Banks 
& Biddle Company, of Philadelphia, Pa., and a petition of J. B. 
Caldwell & Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the fraudulent stamping or marking 
of manufactures of gold and silver; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also (for Mr Knox) presented petitions of Washington 
Camps Nos. 90, 88, 93, 500, and 85, all of the Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, of Hazleton, Renovo, Dover, Mount Cobb, 
Philadelphia, Harrisburg, Davidsburg, and Weishample, all in 
the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to restrict the immigration of aliens into the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also (for Mr. Knox) presented memorials of the Woman's 
Home Missionary Society of the Oakland Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Pittsburg; of the Keystone League of the Christian 
Endeavor Society of Mohns Store, and of the Woman’s Home 
Missionary Society of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Pittsburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against the repeal of the present anticanteen law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. Knox) presented a memorial of Clover Leaf 
Grange, No. 1265, Patrons of Husbandry, of Northeast, Pa., 
remonstrating against the repeal of the present oleomargarine 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Agiculture and 
Forestry. 

He also (for Mr. Knox) presented petitions of R. Foster Rob- 
inson Post, No. 36, of Saltsburg; of John W. Geary Post, No. 90, 
of Philipsburg, and of General G. K. Warren Post, No. 15, of 
Manayunk, all of the Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army 
of the Republic, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to modify and simplify the pension laws 
of the United States; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. Knox) presented a memorial of 56 citizens 
of Warren, Pa., and a memorial of 25 citizens of Wrights, Pa., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation providing for 
the closing on Sunday of certain places of business in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. ? 

He also (for Mr. Knox) presented a memorial of Local Union 
No. 145, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Williamsport, Pa., 
remonstrating against any reduction in the tariff on tobacco 
and cigars imported from the Philippine Islands; which was re- 
ferred te the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also (for Mr. Knox) presented a petition of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for untaxed denaturized alcohol for in- 
dustrial purposes; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also (for Mr. Knox) presented petitions of sundry citi- 
zens of Allentown, Germantown, Bala, and Philadelphia; of the 
Woman’s Missionary Society of St. Paul’s Presbyterian Church, 
of Philadelphia; of the New Century Club, of Philadelphia; of 
the Civic and Century clubs, of Philadelphia; of the Young 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Newcastle, and of the 
United Presbyterian Presbytery, of Philadelphia, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a memorial of Local Union No. 
221, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of South Bend, Ind., 
remonstrating against any reduction of the duty on cigars aud 
tobacco imported from the Philippine Islands; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Granite State Lodge, 
No. 306, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Concord, N. H., 
praying for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability 
bill; ” which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented the petition of Miss Mary F. Van de Sande, 
of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the establishment of a separate and distinct 
juvenile court in and for the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STONE presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Couituis- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Cuom- 
merce, 
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He also presented a petition of W. E. Morse Division, No. 611, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Eldon, Mo., praying for 
the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill; ” which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a memorial of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Woodbury, N. J., and the memorial 
of Rev. W. M. Johnston, of Rahway, N. J., remonstrating 
against the repeal of the present anticanteen law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Re- 
formed Chureh of Franklin Park, N. J., praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Society of Friends of 
Woodstown, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Indian Territory 
when admitted to statehood; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the petition of Henry Schmidt, of Elizabeth, 
N. J., and the petition of A. Niederer, of Carlstadt, N. J., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to amend the patent laws 
relating to medicinal preparations; which were referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of the United States Export As- 
sociation, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
“ Townsend freight-rate bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the American Hardware Manu- 
facturers’ Association, praying for the repeal of the desert land 
law and the commutation clause of the homestead law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MARTIN presented an affidavit to accompany the Dill 
(S. 7054) for the relief of the heirs of William D. Etheridge; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented an affidavit to accompany the bill (S. 4149) 
for the relief of Samuel S. Dennis; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also presented an affidavit to accompany the bill (S. 7020) 
for the relief of the heirs of John D. Mathews; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented sundry papers to accompany the 
bill (S. 6942) for the relief of Martha A. Moffitt; which were 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 7088) to provide for the appointment 
of a district judge for the western judicial district of South 
Carolina, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4931) to amend the act of March 2, 
1903, increasing the pensions of those who have lost limbs or 
been totally disabled in them in the military or naval service of 
the United States, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KITTREDGE, from the Committee on Patents, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 13355) to amend the copyright 
laws, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana, from the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17939) relating 
to the construction of a dam and reservoir on the Rio Grande, 
in New Mexico, for the impounding of the flood waters of said 
river for purposes of irrigation, and providing for the distribu- 
tion of said stored waters among the irrigable lands in New 
Mexico, Texas, and the Republic of Mexico, and to provide for 
a treaty for the settlement of certain alleged claims of the citi- 
zens of the Republic of Mexico against the United States of 
America, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


CLAIM OF GORDON, IRONSIDES & FARES COMPANY. 


Mr. FORAKER. I am instructed by the Committee on For- 
eign Relations to make a favorable report on the claim of Gor- 
don, Ironsides & Fares Company (Limited), of Canada, against 
the United States, and to ask that the report be referred to the 
Committee on Finance for its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks 
that the Committee on Foreign Relations be discharged from 
the further consideration of 

Mr. FORAKER. The message of the President of the United 
States, transmitting a report of the Acting Secretary of State, 
with accompanying papers, in regard to the claim of Messrs. Gor- 
don, Ironsides & Fares Company (Limited), of Canada, agzinst 
the United States, was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. The Foreign Relations Committee have considered 
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it, and direct me to report it favorably, and in view of the fact 
that it arises on account of tariff revenues it should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance before going to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message and accompa 
nying report will be referred to the Committee on Finance. 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR OFFICERS. 


Mr. CULLOM. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7181) to amend 
section 1742 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to 
report it favorably without amendment, and as it is a very brief 
bill I ask that it be put upon its passage at this time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1742 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be amended so that it will read as follows: 

“Sec. 1742. No diplomatic or consular officer shall receive salary 
for the time during which he may be absent from his post, by leave or 
otherwise, beyond the term of sixty days in any one year, except for such 
time as he may be ordered away from his post on public business by 
the President; but the time equal to that usually occupied in going to 
and from the United States in case of the return, on leave, of such diplo 
matic or consplar officer to the United States may be allowed in addi 
tion to such sixty days.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PENSION MONEY DUE INSANE PERSONS. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12152) relating to 
the payment and disposition of pension money due to inmates 
of the Government Hospital for the Insane, to report it favor- 
ably without amendment, and I ask unanimous consent for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the proviso in the act approved August 7, 
1882, appearing on page 330 of the twenty-second Statutes at Large, 





and relating to pensions of inmates of the Government Hospital for 
the Insane, is hereby stricken out and the following inserted: 

“Provided, 'That in addition to the persons now entitled to admission 

| to said hospital, any inmate of the National Home for Disabled Vol 

unteer Soldiers who is now or may hereafter become insane shall, 

upon an order of the president of the Board of Managers of the said 


National Home, be admitted to said hospital and treated therein. 
During the time that any pensioner shall be an inmate of the Goy 
ernment Hospital for the Insane all money due or becoming due upon 
his or her — shall be paid by the pension agent to the su 

Oo 


intendent the hospital, upon a certificate by such superintendent 
that the pensioner is an inmate of the hospital and is living, and such 
pension money shall be by said superintendent disbursed and used, 


under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
for the benefit of the pensioner, and, in the case of a male pensioner, 
his wife, minor children, and dependent parents, or, if a female pen- 
sioner, her minor children, if any, in the order named, and to pay his or 
her board and maintenance in the hospital: the remainder of such pen- 
sion money, if any, to be placed to the credit of the pensioner and to be 
maid to the pensioner or the guardian of the pensioner in the event of 
1is or her discharge from the hospital; or, in the event of the death of 
said pensioner while an inmate of said hospital, shall, if a female pen- 
sioner, be paid to her minor children, and, in the case of a male pen- 
sioner, be paid to his wife, if living; if no wife survives him, then 
to his minor children; and in case there is no wife nor minor children, 
then the said unexpended balance to his or her credit shall be applied 
to the general uses of said hospital: Provided further, That in the case 
of pensioners transferred to the hospital from the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers any pension money to his credit at said 
Home at the time of his said transfer shall be transferred with him 
to said hospital and placed to his credit therein, to be expended as here- 
inbefore provided; and in case of his return from said hospital to the 
Home, any balance to his credit at said hospital shall, in like manner, 
be transferred to said Home, to be expended in accordance with the 
rules established in regard thereto. This provision shall also be 
applicable to all unexpended pension money heretofore paid to the 
officers of the said hospital on account of pensioners who were but 
are not now inmates thereof.” 


There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7186) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
Stevens; and 

A bill (S. 7187) granting an increase of pension to Arnold 
Rodgers. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills: which were sey 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7188) for the relief of George M. Fry; 

A bill (S. 7189) for the relief of the estate of Richard M. 
Harrison, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 7190) for the relief of Luther H. Potterfield. 
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Mr. CRANE introduced a bill (8S. 7191) for the erection of a 
public building at Pittsfield, Mass.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7192) granting a pension to William Love; and 

A bill (S. 7193) granting a pension to Mary Irvin. 

Mr. PENROSE (for Mr. Knox) introduced a bill (S. 7194) 
granting an increase of pension to John Welch; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 7195) referring to 


the Court of Claims the claims of the legal representatives of | 


O. P. Cobb and others; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, 


Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 7196) to provide for the | 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon | 


‘ 


at Greenwood, S. C.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 7197) for the relief of the 
estate of J. S. Murrell, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7198) for the relief of the owners of the steamboat 
W. B. Savory; 

A bill (S. 7199) for the relief of the estate of William Robert 
Buddendorf, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 7200) for the relief of the heirs of Jean Delille 
and Amelia Olivier, deceased. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted an amendment proposing to 
make available for use in the construction of the public build- 
ing at Jacksonville, Fla., the appropriation of $10,000 contained 
in the deficiency act approved February 18, 1904, etc., intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana submitted an amendment author- 
izing the Mississippi River Commission to expend $200,000 
during a period of two years in continuing improvements at 
New Orleans, La.; Natchez and Vidalia, Miss. and La., Mem- 
phis, Tenn., including Wolf River, and the rectification of 
the Red and Atchafalaya rivers, Louisiana, and authorizing 
said Commission to expend during a period of two years, for 
continuing improvements, $25,000 at Greenville, Miss.; $10,000 
at Helena, Ark.; $10,000 at Caruthersville, Mo., and $10,000 at 
New Madrid, Mo., intended to be proposed by him to the river 
and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
appropriation for improving the mouth and passes of Calcasieu 
River, Louisiana, from $80,000 to $125,000, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment directing the Secre- 
tary of War to state to the Secretary of the Treasury the ac- 
count of the late Capt. Thomas H. Carpenter, United States 
Army, retired, dating from the time of his resignation on account 
of disability from a gunshot wound received in action to the 
date of his restoration to the Army, and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay the amount so found to the legal 
representatives of said Thomas H. Carpenter, etc., intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following amend- 
ments, intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed : 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $115,537.50 for im- 
proving middle waterway, Tacoma Harbor, Washington ; 

An amendment providing for a survey and estimate of cost 
for improving the harbor of Anacortes, in the State of Wash- 
ington ; 

An amendment providing for the survey and estimates of cost 
for the removal of Starr Rock from Bellingham Bay, State of 
Washington; and 

An amendment providing for a survey and estimate of cost for 
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the removal of rock obstructions to navigation at the entrance 
to Roche Harbor, State of Washington. 

Mr. BARD submitted an amendment providing that no por- 
tion of the funds appropriated by the Indian appropriation bill, 
nor the principal nor interest of any Indian trust funds held 
by the United States for the benefit of any Indian tribe, shall 
be available for the support of any sectarian or denominational 
school, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to strike out sec- 
tion 6 of the Indian appropriation bill, providing “ That no part 
of the moneys herein appropriated for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions shall be available or expended unless expended without 
regard to the attendance of any beneficiary at any school other 
than a Government school,” intended to be proposed by him to 


| the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $200,000 for the purpose’ of removing the quarantine sta- 
tion at San Diego, Cal., to a new site, and the erection thereon 
of buildings, wharves, and other improvements, intended to be 


| proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 


was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also submitted amendments proposing to appropriate 
$5,500 for the construction of quarters for light keeper at Cape 
Mendocino, Cal., etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 

25,000 for the maintenance of a snag boat for service on the 
San Jgaquin River, California, intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5,000 for the erection of a permanent rostrum at the Presidio, 
San Francisco, Cal., intended to be proposed by him to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT of New York submitted an amendment providing 
for a survey of New York Bay from the mouth of Kill van Kull 
to a point in the vicinity of Liberty Island, west of Robbins 

teef light-house, intended to be proposed by him to the river 
and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming submitted an amendment providing 
that any person who has heretofore filed a claim of record al- 
leging citizenship in either of said nations, whose claim has been 
denied by reason of the fact that the laws in general terms have 
not provided for special cases and under which no judgment 
upon the merits of the case has been rendered, may within 
ninety days from the approval of the act file a suit in the Court 
of Claims, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SIMMONS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $2,000 for improving Fishing Creek between its mouth 
and Beach Swamp, North Carolina, intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to’ the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF PORTLAND HARBOR, MAINE. 

Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the 
Senate an estimate of the cost of continuing the channel depth of 30 
feet at mean low tide in Portland Harbor for a width of 300 feet up 
Fore River as far as the Boston and Maine Railroad, Western Division, 
bridge, and of securing a channel of entrance to Back Cove of the same 
depth and width. 


SILVER COINAGE AND SILVER BULLION. 
Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to 
inform the Senate the number of silver dollars coined, under an act 
approved June 13, 1898, which provided “That the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to coin into standard silver 
dollars as rapidly as the public interests may require, to an amount, 
however, of not less than one and one-half millions of dollars in each 
month, all of the silver bullion now in the Treasury purchased in 
accordance with the provisions of the act approved July 14, 1890, 
entitled ‘An act directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue 
of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes,’ and said dollars, 
when so coined, shall be used and my me in the manner and for the 
purposes named in said act,” for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, 
and what amount has been coined since June 30, 1904, and February 1, 
1905; also what amount of silver bullion is now in the Treasury. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
H. R. 4100. An act te provide for the employment of a dis- 
trict judge for the western judicial district of South Carolina, 
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and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REMOVAL O% SNOW AND ICE. 


The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 218) to provide for the re- 
moval of snow and ice from the cross walks and gutters of the 
District of Columbia was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. The joint resolution is rather an emergency 
matter, and it is well understood by the Senate. I ask uwnani- 
mous consent that it be now considered. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was read at 
length and considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to appropriate $5,000 for the removal of snow and ice 
frem the cross walks and gutters in the District of Columbia; 
one-half of the sum to be paid out of the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the other half out of the Treasury of the 
United States. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

ALMA L’HOMMEDIEU RUGGLES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 5718) 
granting a pension to Alma L’Hommedieu Ruggles. 

The amendment of the House was to amend the title so as to 
read: “An act granting an increase of pension to Alma L’Hom- 
medieu Ruggles.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. 
House amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BESSIE FORSYTH BACHE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4208) 
granting an increase of pension to Bessie Forsyth Bache, which 
was, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ forty” 
and insert “ thirty-five.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate agree to the House 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LUCY E. M’ANDREWS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3044) 
granting an increase of pension to Lucy E. McAndrews, which 
was in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ fifty ” 
and insert “ forty.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MARY A. O'BRIEN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3372) 
granting a pension to Mary A. O’Brien. 

The amendment of the House was, in line 8, after “ month,’ to 
insert : 


And $2 r month additional on account of the minor child of said 
Michael O’Brien until she reaches the age of 16 years. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate agree to the House 
amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 


OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 
I desire to call up the conference report on 


I move that the Senate concur in the 


I move that the Senate agree to the House 


Mr. WARREN. 
House bill 9548. 

The Secretary read the conference report on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the provi- 
sions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known 
as the Bowman Act. 

[The conference report appears in the Senate’s proceedings of 
yesterday. | 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed as a document the conference report on the omni- 
bus claims bill which was agreed to this morning by the Senate. 


I have just learned that a conference report is not, under the | 


rule, printed in document form, and we have use for it in making 
up our annual lists. I move that the report be printed in docu- 
ment form. 
The motion was agreed to. 
LAND IN WASHINGTON CITY. 


The bill (H. R. 18126) to ciese and open an alley in square 
No. 806 in the city of Washington, D. C., was read the first 
time by its title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 


That is a very brief bill. The Com- 


| forth, in the District of Columbia, 
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mittee on the District of Columbia have reported favorably a 
similar Senate bill, which is on the Calendar. It will take but 
a moment to pass it. I ask consent for its present considera 
tion. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia are hereby authorized and directed to vacate and close the 
existing alley between parts of lots 1 and 8 in square 806 in the city 
of Washington, providing the owner of said —y of lots 1 and & 
dedicate land for another alley of not less than equal area, to be 
angered by said Commissioners. 

That the land in the alley closed and vacated shall revert 
to the owner of the land abutting upon said alley. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the corresponding Senate 
bill on the Calendar, being the bill (S. 6758) to close and open 
an alley in square No. 806 in the city of Washington, D. C., be 
indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WATER SUPPLY FOR CHARITABLE INSTITUTIONS. 

The bill (H. R. 17746) authorizing the Commissioners of 

the District of Columbia to furnish Potomac water without 


to the 


| charge to charitable institutions, etc., in the District of Colum 


bia, was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A similar Senate bill is likewise on the 
Calendar, reported by the Senate committee. It is a brief bill 
and a very necessary one. I ask that is be considered at this 
time. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum 
bia be, and are hereby, authorized to furnish Potomac water without 
charge to charitable institutions and such institutions as receive annual 
appropriations from Congress, to an amount to be fixed in each case by 
the said Commissioners, not to exceed a rate of 100 gallons per ds Ay fo 
each inmate of said institutions ; and for all water used beyond su an 
amount, to be ascertained by water meters installed and maint: fined at 
the ——— of the consumer, the institution shall be charged at the 
prevailing rate for the use of water in the District of Columbia, whic! 
shall be collected in the manner prescribed for the collection of wate: 
rents. The said Commissioners are further authorized to fvenish 
Potomac water without charge to churches to an amount to be fixed i: 
each case by the said Commissioners, and any amount used in exc 
of the amount allowed, to be ascertained in the manner aforesaid, slial! 
be charged and collected as hereinbefore described. Lor the purpos: 
of this act a charitable institution is one whose objects are primarily 
eleemosynary ; and nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to 
include educational institutions other than charity schools wholly sup 
ported by voluntary contributions or institutions supported wholly or in 
part by Congressional appropriations. 

Sec. 2. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act are 
hereby repealed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committe of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate bill on the same 
subject upon the Calendar, being the bill (S. 6646) authorizing 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to furnish Po 
tomac water without charge to charitable institutions, and so 
be indefinitely postponed 


Is there objection to the 


The motion was agreed to. 
GOLD AND SILVER IN THE ARTS. 
Mr. CLAPP. I ask at this time to have the conference report 
on House bill 15578 brought up. It came in yesterday and was 


| laid over. 





The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
15578) to prevent the use of devices calculated to convey the 
impression that the United States Government certifies to the 
quality of gold or silver used in the arts, and for other pur- 
poses, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments and 
same, 


agree to the 


JOHN KEAN, 

J. B. FoORAKER, 

E. W. CARMACK, 
Managers on the part of the S¢ 

J. S. SHERMAN, 

JAMES R. MANN, 

DD. W. SHACKLEFORD, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


nate. 
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The report was agreed to. 
PHILIP LAWOTTE. 
Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following report: 


a 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 5782) 
granting a pension to Philip Lawotte, having met, after full and 
iree conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment and agree to an 
amendment inserting in lieu thereof the word “twelve;” and 
that the Senate agree to the same. 

P. J. McCUMBER, 
N. B. Scorr, 

JAS. P. TALIAFERRO, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 

GEO. R. PATTERSON, 

WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 


: GALENA JOUETT. 
Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 4169) 
granting a pension to Galena Jouett, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment and agree to an 
amendment inserting in lieu thereof the word “ forty ;” and that 
the Senate agree to the same. 

P. J. McCUMBER, 
N. B. Scort, 

JAS. P. TALIAFERRO, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 
H, C. LOUDENSLAGER, 

GEO. R. PATTERSON, 

WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
ANNE E. WILSON. 
Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 6152) 
granting an increase of pension to Anne E. Wilson, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment. 

P. J. McCUuMBER, 

N. B. Scorr, 

JAS. P. TALIAFERRO, 
Conferecs on the part of the Senate. 

II. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 

GEO. R. PATTERSON, 

WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
FLORENCE 0. WHITMAN. 
Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 5947) 
granting an increase of pension to Florence O. Whitman, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the amendment of the louse be agreed to. 

P. J. McCuMBER, 

N. B. Scort, 

JAS. P. TALIAFERRO, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 

II. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 

GrEO. R. PATTERSON, 

WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
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REPORT ON BEET-SUGAR INDUSTRY. ~* 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be 
printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress a report on 
the progress of the beet-sugar industry in the United States in 1904. 
Your attention is respectfully invited to the accompanying letter of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, recommending that 10,000 — of the 
report be printed for the use of the Department of Agriculture in 
addition to such number as may be desired for the use of the Senate 
and House of Representatives. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
THE WHITE Howse, February 15, 1905. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 18123, the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 18123) mak- 
ing appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government 
of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1906, and for other purposes. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at page 16, 
line 10, and read the items under the heading “ Contingent and 
miscellaneous expenses” to the end of line 6, page 17. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 3, page 17, after the words “ forty 
thousand,” I move to insert “four hundred;” so as to read: 
“forty thousand four hundred dollars.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 
was, under the head of “ Contingent and miscellaneous expen- 
ses,” on page 18, line 5, to increase the appropriation for postage 
for strictly official mail matter from $5,000 to $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 3, to increase the 
appropriation for livery of horse or horse hire for coroner’s 


| office, jurors’ office, witness fees, removal of deceased persons, 


ete., from $2,200 to $2,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 19, line 16, after the word 


| “ doliars,” to insert: 


And the limit of cost of said building, including cost of site, is hereby 


| increased from $2,000,000 to $2,500,000. 


So as to make the clause read: 
For continuing work on the municipal building for the District of 


| Columbia, $300,000; and the limit of cost of said building, including 


cost of site, is hereby increased from $2,000,000 to $2,500,000. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I make a point of order 
against the amendment. It is a violation of Rule XVI, which 
relates to amendments to appropriation bills. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I feel like making an ap- 
peal to the Senator from Illinois not to make that point of or- 
der. It simply means that unless the limit of cost is increased 
we shall have a cheap brick building for the municipal govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia, which I am sure the Senator 
himself would not want. It is to be on a very conspicuous ave- 
nue, the most conspicuous avenue of the city. It is a matter 
that the District of Columbia will have pride in and that the 
nation will have pride in, provided a sufficient appropriation is 
made to construct a proper building of stone. I had hoped that 
no Senator would object to this amendment, because it is so 
manifestly a proper thing to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the point of order 
which the Senator from Illinois makes? 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is a violation of Rule XVI, relating to 
amendments. I invoke all in that rule. It is a change of ex- 
isting law, it is new legislation, and it increases the appropria- 
tion. 

Or to add a new item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out 
the provisions of some existing law or treaty stipulation. 

I invoke Rule XVI, which certainly covers it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is an increase of an item 
of appropriation, but it is reported by a committee. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I invoke the entire rule. There is not any 
question, in my judgment, but that the amendment is in viola- 
tion of Rule XVI. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this is an important matter, 
and I ask the Senator to allow the amendment to be passed 
over for the time being—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. So that we may consider it more in detail 
later on. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Very well. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
passed over for the present. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 7 
on page 20. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the word “necessary,” in line 7, I 
move to insert “ to be immediately available.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 9, to insert: 


For purchase of plats and field notes of William J. Latimer, to be 
immediately available, $7,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 12, to insert: 
For stable, wagon shed, and fence for morgue, $500. 

The amendment was agreed fo. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Improvements 


and repairs,” on page 20, line 25, before the word “ grade,” to | 


strike out “of” and insert “or;” and on page 21, line 1, after 
the word “Acts,” to insert: 


including the employment on the : approval of this act. of special assist- 
ant counsel at a rate not to exe $2,000 per annum; and one clerk, 
at a rate not to exceed $1,000 per annum, in connection with the settle- 
ment of claims for damages incident to changes of grade. 

So as to make the clause read: 


Elimination of grade crossings: Toward carrying out the provisions 
of the acts of Congress providing for the elimination of grade cross- 
ings and the construction of a union railroad station in the District 
of Columbia, approved February 12, 1901, and February 28, 1903, for 
purchase or condemnation of the land necessary for the plaza and 
new streets, and for reconstructing, grading, and paving, together 
with the necessary incidental work in connection therewith, the 
streets, avenues, and ways changed in line or grade or newly created 
under the provisions of said acts, including the employment on the 
approval of this act of special assistant counsel at a rate not to ex- 
eeed $2,000 annum; and one clerk, at a rate not to exceed $1,000 
= annum, in connection with the settlement of claims for damages 
neident to changes of grade, this sum to be expended under the +4 
visions of said acts, and to continue available until expended, $450, y 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 11, to insert: 


For grading, lowering, and improving Bunker Hill road crossing of 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad so as to eliminate the present grade 
crossing, $13,000; and the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company is 
hereby directed to construct a bridge to carry its tracks over said road 
at the present track grades, the cost of said bridge to be borne entirely 
by said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 11, to insert: 


For paces granite block pavement with asphalt on First street, 
between B and C streets NW., $5,800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 13, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “of which amount $10,000 shall be imme- 
diately available ;” so as to make the clause read: 


teenth street from its present terminus, at L 
Branch road, $87,245, of which amount $10, 
available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 14, to insert: 


s713t Sherman avenue, Florida avenue to Irving street, improve, 
,150. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 16, to insert: 

For Brie street and BEuctid place, Sixteenth street to University 
place, grade and improve, $2,865. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 19, to insert: 


For Twentieth street, Brentwood road to Queens Chapel road, grade 
and improve, $1,910. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 
For Nichols avenue, Anacostia, macadamize, $4,775. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 25, to insert: 
For Clifton street, Eleventh to Thirteenth, grade, $7,150. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 2, to insert: 
For Bladensburg road, grade and improve, $4,775. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 4, to insert: 
For Messmore street, grade and improve,’ $1,720. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 6, to insert: 


ecker avenue, to Piney 
shall be immediately 


9 


to insert: 


For Grant street, School to Mount Pleasant, grade and improve, | 


2,200. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 8, to insert: 
For S$ street, First to Le Droit street NW., grade and pave, $6,880. 
The amendment was agreed to, 





| of Columbia appropriation act for the fiscal year 1905 may be 


| cables furnishing power for the propulsion 


The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 11, to insert: 

For streets in Anacostia, grade and improve, $4,775. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 13, to insert: 

For Trumbull street, First to Four-and-a-half street NW., grade and 
improve, $3,820. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 16, to insert: 

For Lowell street, Eighteenth street to Columbia avenue, grade and 
improve, $4,775. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 19, to insert: 

For Massachusetts avenue NW., grade and improve, $9,550. 

The amendment. was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 21, to insert: 

For Philadelphia street, Brightwood avenue to Eighth street, and 
Eighth street, Philadelphia to Riehmond, grade and improve, $3,050. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 26, to insert: 

For Chesapeake street, avenue to Ninth street, 
and improve, $1,720. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, 

For Lincoln avenue, Q to R streets, pave, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 5, to insert: 

For streets in American University Park, grade and improve, $2,865. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, 

For Pennsylvania avenue extended, grade, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 9, to insert: 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby directed 


to credit the assessment for benefits in the matter of the widening of 
V street NW., under the act approved April 2S, 1904, with the sum 


or 


grade 


srightwood 


after line 3, to insert: 


$4,775. 


after line 7, to insert: 
$10,000. 


of $1,050, against lots Nos. 9, 10; 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 16 in square 
139; lot No 8 in square 140; the east 55 feet by the depth thereof of 
lot No. 1 and lots Nos. 2 and 3 in square 141; and lots Nos 3, 4, 
5, 6, 7, and 8 in square 142, all in the subdivision of Burleigh, said 


deposit 


amount being the sum paid by Virginia C. Huidekoper as a 
under said act, which deposit was intended to be applied upon said 
assessment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the amendment, in line 21, 
by changing the name “ Burleigh” to “ Burleith.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee 


on Appropriations 


| was, on page 27, line 8, to increase the appropriation for repairs 


| of streets, avenues, and alleys from $185,500 to $200,000, 
For completing the opening, grading, and macadamizing of Four- | = 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 10, to insert: 
For maintenance of said bridge, including necessary personal services 


therefor, $7,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 12, to insert: 


The reconstruction of the Anacostia Bridge authorized in the District 
on the 
line of the existing bridge or on such other line as may be determined 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia; and the limit of cost 


for this work is increased from $250,000 to $375,000, and the said Com 


missioners are hereby authorized to acquire, by purchase or condemna 
tion, out of the appropriation made for said reconstruction, such land 
as is necessary to provide proper approaches for said bridge, and in case 
there is any dispute regarding the title of any land so condemned, t 


value thereof, as determined under said condemnation proceedings, shall 
be deposited into the registry of the court, and upon suc! t b 
made the title to the land claimed shall be vested in the District of ¢ 
lumbia: Provided, That the time within which said bridge ill be con- 


deposi 


structed is extended to July 1, 1907: And provided further, That in 
addition to the requirements heretofore made as to the payment for a 
portion of said work upon said bridge by the Anacostia and Poton 


River Railroad Company, said company shall, when directed by the said 
Commissioners, deposit with the collector of taxes of the District of Co 





lumbia, to the credit of the appropriation for the reconstruction of i 
bridge, the sum of $3,300, to defray the cost of such underfloo nstr 
tion as may be necessary in order that the cars of said company 1 

be propelled over said bridge by underfloor electrical conductor 
eables, and the entire cost of maintenance of said underfloor construe- 
tion shall thereafter be borne by said railroad company, and no cars 
shall be propelled across said bridge unless all electrical conduetors or 


of the same shall be placed 
under floor of said bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 21, to insert: 

For construction of a concrete bridge across Piney B: 
of Sixteenth street extended, $20,000; and the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia are anthorized to enter into a contract or contracts 
for the construction of said bridge at a cost not to exceed $50,000, to 
be paid from time to time as appropriations therefor may be made by 
law. 

Mr. ELKINS. I desire to enter a motion to strike out the 
paragraph which has just been read, beginning in lize 22,-on 
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page 29, and extending to the end of line 3, on page 30. I will 
merely enter the motion now and i. quire of the Chair if I can 
iave it taken up afterwards, or shall I make the motion now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not require a motion. 
The Senator can ask for a disagreement on the amendment, and 


amendment. 
to the amendment. 

Mr. ELKINS. I was going to move to strike out this particu- 
lar amendment, but that motion is not in order, as I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion is not in order. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. ELKINS. 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the amendment? [Putting the question.] 
“ayes”? appear to prevail. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I want to say 
on this amendment. May I do so? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Mr. ELKINS. I thought so. 


Will the Senate agree to 
By the sound the 


a word or two 


Undoubtedly. 


Mr. President, I wish to say, in the first place, that I find my- | 


self in opposition to my colleagues on the Committee on Appro- 
priations in relation to this and other amendments, which I 
very much regret. 


This bill carries over $475,000 more than was appropriated by | 
were but few people where these streets now run; 


the House of Representatives, and it seems to me that the House 


has given most careful consideration to the necessities of the | 
| during this period from two or three hundred dollars per acre 
Mr. President, we know that we have a deficit of $24,000,000 | 


District of Columbia in the consideration of this bill. 


to-day in the Treasury, and we are facing an increase of that 
deficit. 
appropriation bill, the deficiency appropriation bill, and the river 


and harbor bill, which if they pass will make the deficit over | 
at some | 
place be some effort toward economy and reducing the deficit in | 


$50,000,000. There must somewhere, at some time, 


the Treasury. I am told there is no great necessity for this 


bridge across Piney Branch, and therefore no necessity for this | 


appropriation of $50,000 to build it. The only thing that I can 
find in support of this amendment is contained in the hearings 
before the House committee, as follows: 
BRANCH BRIDGE. 
sranch on 


PINEY 
Mr. BurKketTr. The bridge across Piney 
teenth street extended can go out all right? 
Commissioner MACFARLAND. I think not. 
Colonel BrppL! 3 
in connection with the development of that boulevard, which we have 
gotten up to that point. We can not go any farther until we have this 
bridge. This will not affect anything much but the park at present. 
It is a very desirable thing. 
Here is one of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
stating that this bridge will affect nothing but the park. 


the line of Six- 


It is important. 


and there was nothing stated before the committee, so far as I 
know. 
ing on the necessity for this bridge, but as to that I do not know. 
I forget. whether they did have such a hearing or not. At all 


events, Mr. President, there is no necessity, it seems to me, to | 


is S5t 0 3 is time for > constructi of ¢ ridge | ; : ; 
this $50,000 at this time for the construction of a bridge | oni) appropriate for such items as we believed were absolutely 


take 
across Piney Branch. Beyond that stream I am told that 
there are not more than five or six country places. Now, what 
is the necessity of building a $50,000 bridge to reach those few 


people? 


It has been said that this bridge is necessary in order to reach | 
the park; but there are already several entrances to the park. ther 
The extension of Massachusetts avenue has cost millions of | : 


So the | 


dollars. That it improves real estate, I have no doubt. 
construction of this bridge will increase the value of real es- 
tate beyond Piney 
lators ought to wait for their profits out there, especially while 
there is such a deficit in the Treasury. 
gard to this deficit, increasing as it is daily, and cut down appro- 
priations. 

Mr. President, I almost always agree with the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 
in the New York Herald, he used this language the other day: 

“What provision should Congress make to offset the deficit?” 

*“ There is only one thing that can be done. Cut down expenses. Tax- 
ation can not be increased, and there is no hope in the immediate future 
of a marked increase in revenue. I am for keeping every appropriation 
bill down to the lowest possible figure. We can never make up this def- 
icit in any other way. It 
importations and consequently produce more revenue.” 

This is high authority. This comes from the distinguished 


chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, and he says the | 
only way to conduct the Government and meet the deficit is to | 


cut dowh expenses. 
Mr. President, the committee has increased the appropria- 
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Then I move that the Senate disagree to the | 
| wait another year before making all this and other appropria- 


There is the naval appropriation bill, the sundry civil | 


| appropriation for the next year is $10,000. 
| we are going to install a new system of economy in the way of 


We consider that to be of considerable importance 


There | 
is nothing else before the Senate in favor of this amendment, | 


It may be that the subcommitee may have had a hear- | 


sranch, but I think the real estate specu- | 


is said that a lower tariff would increase | 


FEBRUARY 15, 


tions in this bill over $475,000. If the Senator from Iowa is 
going to cut down expenses, where is he going to begin? It 
seems to me that this is just as good a place as can be found. 
There are several other items in this bill that we might well re- 


| duce, and I do not think the public interests would be injuriously 
the Senate will determine whether or not it will disagree to the | 
The question before the Senate is on agreeing | 


affected by such a reduction. 

I wish to say that there is no support, so far as I am in- 
formed, before Congress of this particular amendment, and 
there is no necessity of building a bridge over this stream at this 
time. Then why not wait a year? We are giving enormous 
sums for the building of bridges. Three hundred thousand dol- 
lars are appropriated for a bridge on the line of Connecticut ave- 
nue extended. It seems to me that it would be just as well to 


tions. We are increasing the appropriation for the extension 
of Massachusetts avenue. Notwithstanding these large appro- 
priations in the northwest section, there is a large section of 
the city without these improvements, without pavements, with- 
out sewerage, and yet it seems to my mind and to others that 
they are improvements that ought to be made. I know these 
people are not as powerful as some others in urging improve- 
ments for the District of Columbia. 

It seems that friends of the extension of Massachusetts and 
Connecticut avenues have always been able to command appro- 


| priations amounting in the aggregate to many millions of dol- 


lars, covering a period of ten or fifteen years, begun when there 
and as a 
result of these vast appropriations real estate has increased 


to five and eight thousand dollars per acre. 

And I know that real estate beyond Piney Creek will increase 
in value enormously by reason of the building of this bridge; 
but the taxpayers of the District and the nation do not get the 
benefit of this increase, while others do. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I am very glad that the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] concurs with me as 
respects the necessity of exercising a fair degree of economy in 
the appropriations for the current year, but I am rather sorry 
that he begins with Piney Branch and upon so small a sum. 
‘The only money that is to be taken out of the Treasury by this 
It seems to me, if 


diminishing appropriations, that we ought to begin upon some 
larger item than Piney Branch. 

This appropriation, Mr. President, was carefully examined by 
the Committee on Appropriations, not only this year, but last 
year, and we believe that it is one of the necessary appropria- 
tions to be made for improvements in this city. It will be, 
when completed, the eastern boundary of the Rock Creek Park, 
and in that sense it is an important improvement that should be 
made. As it is situated now, the street juts upon a hill, and, 
unless this improvement is now made, it can not be used for 
some time. 

I trust that the Senator from West Virginia, if he is opposed 
to the appropriations in this bill, will find some larger item 
than this one to oppose. The committee, I will say, have been 
very careful to keep down the appropriations in the bill, and to 


necessary. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 


| amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, which has 


been read. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I should like to be heard fur- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] is in error when he says that only $10,000 of the 


The Chair recognizes the 


We ought to have re- | sum appropriated is to be expended this year, if I understood 


him correctly. 
Mr. ALLISON. I said only $10,000 of this appropriation 
comes out of the Treasury of the United States; which the Sen- 


It he is correctly reported | ator and I are both trying to guard. 


Mr. ELKINS. Yes, $10,000 of it; but there is a continuing 
contract provided for here up to the amount of $50,000; and 


| $25,000 of this sum will come out of the Treasury of the United 


States. While I am on that subject I wish to say that we are 
charged with legislating for the interests of the people of this 
District as well as for those of the United States, and in making 
these extravagant appropriations we are using the money of the 
people of the United States and the people of the District. 

I am a member of the committee, and I have seen nothing be- 
fore the committee or elsewhere that would indicate that any 
portion of the people of this District ask for this amendment. 
The House committee peremptorily struck it out; and one of 
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the Commissioners says it is important for the park. No other 
reason is assigned. 

Mr. President, I know it is difficult to cut down appropria- 
tions, and I know what will come into the minds of Senators. 
They will say, “ Why not begin on something larger?” Well, 
I did, Mr. President. I tried to oppose some of the large ex- 
penditures provided for in this bill; for instance, the Anacostia 
Bridge, for which $300,000 or $400,000 is appropriated, and then 
$300,000 or $400,000 for the Connecticut-Avenue Bridge, but I 
was overruled; and I am told that in this bill there is no place 
to begin to economize. 

The Senator from Iowa talks about this being an item of but 
$50,000. Well, $50,000 is $50,000, especially when the Govern- 
ment is in debt $24,000,000, created by a current deficit. I can 
not agree with the Senator where we should begin to economize. 
The only way to economize is, economize at once and now. I 
want to quote again the language he used in the interview which 
I read, and I am glad he does not deny it. The Senator was asked 
what provision Congress should make to offset the deficit, and 
he said, “ One thing that should be done was to cut down ex- 
penses.” I agree with the Senator in that, and I am sorry he 
discourages my effort when I want to reduce expenses by saying 
that I ought to pick out a larger item than one for $50,000. Fifty 
thousand dollars may sound small to the Senator, but it is big 
to the people who pay the taxes of this country; it is a large 
sum, especially when the Government will be confronted by a 
deficit of $50,000,000 at the close of this session. 

I do not want to be misunderstood on this proposition. If the 
Senate is going to practice economy at this session, this is the 
time, for we have just begun the consideration of the appropria- 


tion bills; we are now on the threshold of the subject, and if | 


we do not begin somewhere we shall not begin at all. I do not 
know what is in the mind of the distinguished chairman about 
reducing expenses—I mean when and where to begin. As I said 
before, instead of reducing he and his committee have increased 
or added to the expenses or appropriations $475,000 over the 
House bill. This does not look like reducing expenses. 

Mr. President, I wish to begin to economize here. There are 
dozens of other items in this bill to which I am opposed; but, 
as I have said, I have picked this one out because it seemed to 
be the least supported and the least needed. If I had my way I 
would reduce the appropriations in this bill a million dollars at 
this time. 

Perhaps some of these things may have merit in them; no 
doubt they have; but when a man can not pay, when a govern- 
iment has not money to pay, and when we can not levy more 
taxes on the people, shall we go on piling up the debt against 
the Government and the people of the District of Columbia? 

The fact is, Mr. President, while it is true that this appro- 
priation calls for the expenditure of $20,000 this year, I want 
it to be clearly understood by the Senate that this provision 
authorizes a continuing contract for the building of this bridge 
at a cost of $50,000. It does not matter that the Government 
of the United States only pays half of it and the people of the 
District the other half. Congress is the governor of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The Senator says that the committee considered this matter 
and considered it fairly, but no petition has been read to the 
Senate asking for this improvement: there is nothing from 
any large civie or business organization in this District; nothing 


from the plain people who pay taxes; nothing from any large | 


body of people. The fact is that this thing was born in the 
brains of the Commissioners, and the people who own real estate 
beyond Piney Branch, and we know it will increase their real 
estate to two or three thousand per acre. 

We know as Senators of this body that we can not give every- 
thing to the great Departments of the Government that they 
ask, and that we can not give to the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia all they want. The people of the District 
pay their part of the taxes, it is true. The responsibility of 
appropriating this money is not on the Commissioners, but only 
the responsibility of expending it. Every Department wants 
money, every organized body in the District wants money. But 
we can not and we should not give away the people’s money 
because the Departments and the District of Columbia Com- 
missioners want us to do so and make extravagant estimates. 
Congress is not bound by estimates. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I will say 
to him that this bill as amended by the Senate Committee on Ap- 
propriations carries over a million and half less money than the 
Commissioners estimated for. The committee have not, nor 
have the House or the Senate, allowed the amount of the esti- 
mates that the Commissioners made. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, tliat is true. 
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of giving the Departments or the Commissioners of the District 


of Columbia all they ask? This is no argument, let me tell the 
Senator from New Hamshire. They will ask for a great deal, 
knowing they will not get all they ask. -They do not expect it; 
but must we give all they ask simply because they ask it? 
Congress is the judge. We hold the purse strings here, and the 
Appropriation Committee is a most important factor. Suppose 
the Commissioners should ask $10,000,000. We are not bound 
by their estimates. This argument does not address itself to 
the mind of a business man—none in the world. 

I call the attention of Senators to ali that has been said on 
this question, so far as I know. I mean in the way of support 
for this amendment. 

The House Committee on Appropriations had hearings when 
considering the District bill, and those hearings are printed. 
When the question came before the committee Mr. BurkKerr— 
he is a member of the committee of the other House—said: 

The bridge across Piney Branch on the line of Sixteenth street ex- 
tended can go out all right. 

This was prompt and proper, and out the item went; but the 
Senate committee came to the rescue and put the item in the bill. 
Mr. Macfarland, one of the Commissioners, said: “It is impor- 
tant.” Then Colonel Biddle, the Engineer Commissioner, said: 

We consider that to be of considerable importance in connection 
with the development of that boulevard, which we have gotten up to 


| that point. We can not go any farther until we have this bris 


This will not affect anything much but the park at present. It ‘is a 
very desirable thing. 

Mr. President, the Committee on Appropriations did refuse, 
and properly refuse, to allow the Commissioners within a million 
dollars of what they asked, but that is not an argument that ad 
dresses itself to me. The fact remains they added $475,000 to 
the bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). Does 
the Senator from West Virginia yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before the Senator passes away from the 
consideration of the proposed appropriation for a bridge across 
Piney Branch to a general consideration of the whole subject of 
appropriations, I should like to ask him if he is not aware, and 
if so, if he does not think he should state it to the Senate, that 
thouwsands—and a good many thousands—of dollars have already 
been expended for the widening and improvement of Sixteenth 
street to where it crosses Piney Branch, and that it is necessary 
to have this bridge on that street or lose all benefit of what has 
been done? There is an abrupt descent into the valley where the 
end of the fill is that can not be bridged over except in some 
such way as is proposed by the amendment. ; 

When the Senator says that nobody except only the Com 
missioners of the District of Columbia are in favor of this 
bridge, he overlooks the fact that this improvement has been 
petitioned for persistently and insisted upon by the people liv- 
ing in that part of the city; that it is a part of the plan of gen 
eral improvement that there should be a broad avenue leading 
out in that direction to the Military road, whereby entrance can 
be had into the park, and that the whole improvement will be 
stopped until a bridge of some kind is provided at this point 

I have no interest whatever in the matter, but I have hap 
pened to drive in that direction; I have had oceasion many 
times to see the necessity for what is here provided for; and I 
can appreciate what Commissioner Macfarland said, as quoted 
by the Senator from West Virginia, when he said the appropria 
tion should not go out because it was important that the whole 
improvement should stay in. It is a very important outlet, and 
it must stop until there is some kind of bridge provided for. 

The Senator speaks about this being an expenditure of $50,000 
as though he was not aware that one-half of this appropriation 


| is paid by the District of Columbia, and only one-half of it is 


paid, as I understand, out of the Treasury of the United States; 
and it is with reference to that Treasury the Senator speaks 
when he talks about a deficit. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I said that I was not aware of 
any petitions whatever on the part of any citizens to Congress 
for this improvement. Surely there was none presented to the 
Committee on Appropriations that I heard of. The only officer 
saying anything in favor of this is the Engineer Commissioner of 
the District and one other Commissioner. I am aware, as the 
Senator says, that the District of Columbia divides this appro 
priation with the Government of the United States, its share be 
ing $25,000. 

We must begin somewhere to reduce these appropriations. 
There is no immediate necessity for this bridge; few people 
live in that section; and when you get out there you are beyond 
the city limits. There are virtually no houses there. Why 
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build a bridge to reach a place of that kind? 
will increase the value of real estate there. The millions we 
have appropriated for Massachusetts and Connecticut avenues 
have improved real estate millions and millions of dollars. This 
will improve real estate in that section; but I do not feel called 
upon to appropriate money here to increase the value of real 
estate in the District of Columbia, especially while other por- 
tions of the city are neglected and have to go without needed 
improvements. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It increases the tax receipts. 

Mr. ELKINS. I do not want to increase the taxes, as the 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia sug- 
Senators defend themselves in this case by saying that 
we did not give the Commissioners all they wanted; but I 
want to tell the Senate we gave them $475,000 more than the 
Iilouse did. I could not have my way about this matter in the 
committee, and I was overruled as to four or five items. I 
would cut this bill down nearly a million dollars if it were my 
private affair. But Senators will not let me cut it down even 
$50,000 ; they will not allow me to touch this sacred thing that 
lias left their hands. We must go on and appropriate without 
regard to the deficit in the Treasury, and seemingly when there 
is no necessity for doing so, especially at this time. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

Mr. ELKINS. There are included in this appropriation many 
items which should not be allowed. 

Mr. FORAKER. Has the Senator from West Virginia, who 
is a member of the Committee on Appropriations, proposed in the 
committee or in the Senate any of these amendments that he 
speaks of? There is one increase of an appropriation of more 
than $100,000 immediately preceding this which happens to be 
at the other end of the city, out in a different direction, and I 
ask the Senator if he objects to that? 

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator is unfortunate because he can not 
hear what goes on in the Appropriations Committee. I do not 
expect him to hear when he is not a member of the committee. 
I did object. Did I not state just now that I objected to nearly 
a million dollars of these items, but I got no consideration in the 
committee? Now, I object to an item of $50,000 that there is 
not the least necessity for. 

There is some necessity for the Anacostia Bridge, but this 
bridge can wait another year. For this reason I opposed it; 
and I am opposed to extension of Massachusetts avenue to help 
real-estate holders in that sparsely settled portion of the city. 
I am opposed to completing the bridge on Connecticut avenue 
at this time, but I was told the work must go on. I am a new 
member of this committee; I am taking my first lessons. If we 
had $100,000,000 in the Treasury, I would say let us administer 
it, let us go forward and appropriate; but with a $24,000,000 
deficit, 1 object; and I say now that $50,000 is something to be 
considered. Later on, I tell the Senator that I shall object to 
other amendments; but if I can get no encouragement from the 
Senate, and if we are to move right on and increase this bill 
$475,000, and perhaps still further increase it by other amend- 
ments offered by Senators, I shall have done the best I could 
to meet this deficit in the way that the distinguished chairman 
pointed out to me; that is, by reducing expenses. This sounds 
well in the country and to the country, but I do not see it fol- 
lowed here in the Senate. We can say a good many things 
that sound well to the people, but what we do is what we have 
to be tried by. Now, it is said this is a small item. It is treated 
as though it were entirely insignificant. Perhaps in the minds 
of these distinguished Senators I have given too much attention 
to expending $50,000 of the people’s money, and I ought to sit 
down and be quiet, and let this wave of expenditure and ex- 
travagance roll over me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the apparent seriousness 
of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] as an econo- 
mist must interest every Senator. I have served on other com- 
mittees besides that of the Committee on Appropriations with 
the Senator from West Virginia, and I do not recall any very 
serious effort that Senator has made to economize when great 
appropriations were being made, for rivers and harbors, as an 
instance. 

Concerning this Piney Branch Bridge, it is, as the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has said, an inconsequential item at 
best. The property owners on Sixteenth street have made very 
liberal donations of land to improve that great thoroughfare. 
I think that in all my experience as a member of the Committee 
on the Distriet of Columbia I have scarcely known an instance 
where such liberality had been practiced as has been practiced 
along Sixteenth street beyond Florida avenue to Piney Branch. 

The Senator from West Virginia says that this matter has 
not had consideration. Why, Mr. President, it has been con- 
sidered by the Committee on the District of Columbia. I took 
the trouble to drive to this particular point to make an inyes- 


gests. 
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I am aware that it tigation of the matter, and the Committee on the District of 


Columbia, which is reasonably careful in recommending expen- 
ditures for the District—not niggardly, but reasonably econom- 
ical—have felt that this was a very necessary expenditure. 
Last year the Committee on Appropriations, after due consider- 
ation, placed this item in the bill. It did not successfully run 
the gantlet of the committee of conference, but that did not 
change the view that it was a very necessary appropriation. 

There are not a great many houses beyond the point where the 
proposed bridge is to be constructed, but there is a great terri- 
tory there that will be improved if the bridge is constructed. It 
will have an immediate influence upon the park, giving another 
and a very desirable entrance, and it will develop that great 
country beyond the bridge. It will bring into the market val- 
uable property which will be taxed for the benefit of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and that is a very important consideration. 

Mr. President, the item is inconsequential. If it goes into the 
bill and remains there it will take $10,000 out of the District 
revenues this year and $10,000 out of the Treasury of the United 
States, and later on it will take $15,000 more out of the District 
revenues and $15,000 out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from New Hampshire a 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. Is not this bridge intended to be a very plain 
structure? Of course it is intended to be a strong, durable 
structure, but not an ambitious bridge, costing an undue sum of 
money. Is it not to be a comparatively economically built 
bridge? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very substantial and very cheap, so far 
as the matter of cost is concerned. 

Mr. HALE. .And very plain. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The committee were very careful about 
that matter. They thought they would not place there an or- 
namental bridge such as is being placed on Connecticut avenue 
extended, and they have arranged to have a concrete bridge, 
strong and durable, a bridge that will last longer than either 
the Senator from West Virginia or I expect to last, and one 
that will be not necessarily of high ornamentation, but which 
will answer every practical purpose. 

I hope the Senator from West Virginia will not feel aggrieved 
if this item goes into the bill, and I trust he will not assail a 
great many other similar items, because it is quite necessary 
that we should appropriate money to continue the development 
of this great city, in which the Senator, I apprehend, feels 
quite as much pride as any member of this body possibly can. 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, Mr. President; but I have some regard 
for the Government’s revenues and for the people who pay the 
taxes. 

The Senator from New Hampshire refers to the apparent 
economy of the Senator from West Virginia, and then says he 
witnessed my conduct on another committee. I do not know 
that I did anything except to agree with the Senator, where 
we took a strong position against the House committee on the 
river and harbor bill. I will say now and here that I think the 
improvement of our rivers and harbors and ports throughout 
the country, to help our commerce, is a great deal more impor- 
tant than building the Piney Creek Bridge at this time. They 
can wait, as no pressing necessity has been shown for it. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] comes to the support of 
the two Senators. He says, “ May I inquire if this is not a very 
unambitious structure; just a solid, unornamental bridge?’ 
I do not care whether it is ornamental or not. What has that 
to do with the quesion, if it takes $50,000 out of the Treasury? 
That is the point which I am trying to impress upon the Senate. 
That amount is to be expended whether the bridge is orna- 
mental or only substantial. I know it will be a good bridge, 
but, Mr. President, can we spare the money now or should we 
do so? 

The Senator from New Hampshire said the matter had had 
consideration. What kind of consideration? Nobody was be- 
fore the committee asking the bridge be built. I was pres- 
ent. I did not hear anybody say a word for this bridge. I 
have had some letters written to me on the subject, asking 
me to withdraw my opposition. 

But, Mr. President, the time has come—and I do not want 
Senators who would spend the money of the Government in 
this way to be shocked—when a halt should be called. This is 
not the first and last and only objection that is going to be made 
to the spending of the people’s money in the District of Colum- 
bia by building bridges that will reach the open country when 
there is no population and the chief effect will be to raise the 
price of land from $100 to $1,000 an acre, while making !t an 
offense to appropriate for rivers and harbors. As I said before, 








in my mind there is not a single necessity for the bridge, and 


I do not think one has been shown to the Senate. The ques- 
tion is, Will we begin now or begin later to do what the distin- 
guished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] said is necessary— 
reduce expenses so as to meet the deficit? Senators do not 
deny, nor can they deny, that they have increased the bill as 
it came from the House, which is nearer the people than the 
Senate. If I had my way I would have reduced the bill about 
or nearly $1,000,000 in the committee by delaying work on 
bridges. I could not do it. The open Senate seemed the only 
place to begin. Mr. President, I confess I am trying to practice 
economy for the taxpayers of the nation and the District of Co- 
lumbia. We are only trustees of the people; we are spending 
their money, not ours. I would not talk so long on a matter 
were I not sincere, I will say to the Senator from New Haimp- 
shire. I do not know why he says my economy is apparent. 
I know it may be vain, simply because I am helpless in the 
committee and hopeless in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ELKINS. I ask for a call of the Senate. There are not 
enough Senators present to determine the question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. <A number of us do not know what the 
controversy is about. We have heard the Senator from West 
Virginia 

Mr. LODGE. A call of the Senate has been ordcred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A call of the Senate has been 
ordered, and debate is not in order. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 





Alger Cockrell Hale Money 
Allee Crane Hansbrough Morgan 
Allison Culiom Heyburn Nelson 
Ankeny Daniel Hopkins Overman 
Bacon : hick naan oo terson 
Iailey ietrich <earns *erkins 
sall Dillingham Kittredge Pettus 
Bard — ene suas N.Y. 
Bate ryden odage Quarles 
Berry Elkins Long Scott 
Blackburn Fairbanks McCreary Simmons 
Burnham Foraker McCumber Smoot 
Burrows Foster, La. McEnery Spooner 
Carmack Frye McLaurin Stone 
Clark, Wyo. Fulton Mallory Teller 
Clarke, Ark. Gallinger Martin Warren 
Clay Gibson Millard Wetmore 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-eight Senators have re- 
sponded to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
ot the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 30, line 13, 
before the word “construction,” to strike out “ completing” 
and insert “ continuing;” so as to make the clause read: 

For continuing construction of the sewage-disposal system pumping 
ation, and for machinery therefor, $97,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 25, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For completing lower section of Rock Creek and B street intercepting 
sewer, $28,130, to be immediately available. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 3, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For completing Water and L street intercepting sewer, $143,560, to 
be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 5, to increase the 
appropriation for completing Four-and-a-half street intercepting 
sewer, from $62,080 to $78,080. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 12 on 


oo” 


page 32, the concluding paragraph being as follows: 
or cleaning snow and ice from cross walks and gutters, under the act 
approved March 2, 1895, $2.500. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee a question about this appropriation. Why would it not 
be much wiser to make a suitable appropriation in a general way 
in this bill? We have appropriated ten or perhaps fifteen thou- 
sand dollars this winter for this purpose. It had to be done 
under emergency appropriations, which caused delay. Money 
has been greatly needed, and is needed for this purpose at the 
present time. It seems to me it would be better economy to say: 
Ten thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 
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Mr. ALLISON. For several years we increased the appropria 
tion for this purpose from the amount fixed by the House, and 
they never would agree to it, saying always that if necessity 
arose appropriations could be made. Tor three or four years 
out of the last ten a thousand dollars has been allowed. But 
storms come and snow and ice also, and we have tried to pro 
vide for those conditions as they arise. We have already passed 
several bills this year for this purpose. We passed one this 
morning. We passed another a month ago. 

Mr. LODGE. The work of the city has been crippled, I under- 
stand, because there has been no money. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That may be the Senator’s understanding, 
but I have discovered that the officials are pretty forward in 
suggesting appropriations when necessity arises. I doubt very 
much whether they have been in need of money until the very 
last snowfall. 

Mr. LODGE. I was told that during the last week the city 
officials have been obliged to stop the work of removing snow 
and ice because the previous appropriation was exhausted. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is an unusual condition. I think if the 
Senator will allow this to pass it will do until another snow 
comes, and then we will appropriate for it. 

Mr. LODGE. I raise no objection to the paragraph. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of 
“ Streets,” on page 32, line 19, after the word “ dollars,” to in 
sert the following proviso: 


minendment 


Provided, That if it shall appear to the Commissioners that any part 
of this work can be done under their immediate direction at less cost 
than is proposed by the lowest and best responsible bidder under the 
contracts authorized to be entered into by the t approved January 


27, 1905, said Commissioners are hereby authorized to undertake such 
work and to use this appropriation, or any part thereof, for that pur 
pose, other provisions of this act to the contrary notwithstanding, and 


such use shall be reported in detail in the estimates submitted to 
Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 14, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

sathing beach: For superintendent, $600; watchman, $450, now 
authorized and being paid from the general appropriation; and for 
temporary services, maintenance, and repairs, $1,950, to be immediately 
available; in all, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 20, after the word 
“ wells,” to insert “ including the hire and maintenance of neces 
sary horse and wagon;” so as to make the clause read: 

For public pumps: For the purchase, replacement, and repair 
lic pumps, cleaning and protecting public wells, filling abandoned or 
condemned public wells, including the hire and maintenance of nect 
sary horse and wagon, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 22, to insert: 

Harbor and river front: For surveys, plan, and estimates for im 
proving the harbor front of the city of Washington, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 34, to insert: 

Playgrounds: For 
$2,000. 


equipment and maintenance of playgrounds, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Electrical de 
partment,” én page 34, line 11, before the word “ repair,” to 
strike out “three” and insert “four;” and in line 15. before 
the word “dollars,” to strike out “one hundred and twenty ” 
and insert “eight hundred and forty;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

For electricai engineer, $2,500; superintendent, $1,600: two ele« 
trical inspectors, at $1,200 each; inspector of lamps, $1,000; elect: 
cian, $1,200; draftsman, $1,000; three telegraph operators, at $1,000 
each; three inspectors, at $900 each; expert repair man, $960; four 
repair men, at $720 each; three telephone operators, at $600 each; two 
laborers, at $400 each; im all, $21,840. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 16, to increase the 
appropriation for general supplies, repairs, new batteries, and 
battery supplies, etc., from $10,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 3, to insert: 

For the purchase of thirty additional fire-alarm boxes, and for t 
purchase and erection of the necessary poles, cross arms, insulaté 
pins, braces, wire cable, conduit connections, posts, extra labor, and 
other necessary items, $5,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 8, to insert: 

For the installation of separate telephonic communication fer tbe 
police department, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 37, line 22, after the werd 
“candlepower,” to insert: 

And hereafter the illuminating power of gas furnished by any gas- 
lighting company, person, or persons in the District of Columbia shall 
be equal to twenty-two candles. 

So as to make the proviso read: 

And provided further, That the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia are hereby authorized and empowered, in their discretion, to 
enter into one-year or three-year contracts-for any one of the above 
systems of lighting by gas or oil lamps equipped with incandescent 
mantie burners of not less than sixty candlepower; and hereafter the 
illuminating power of gas furnished by any gas-lighting company, per- 
son, or persons in the District of Columbia shall be equal to twenty- 
two candles. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Washington 
Aqueduct,” on page 38, line 15, after the word “ tunnel,” to in- 
sert: 

And also including the purchase and maintenance of horses, vehicles, 
and harness, and the care and maintenance of the stable heretofore and 


now in use. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For operation, including salaries of all necessary employees, mainte. 
nance, and repair of the aqueduct and its accessories, including Conduit 
road, the Washington City reservoir, and Washington Aqueduct tun- 
nel, and also including the purchase and maintenance of horses, vehicles, 
and harness, and the care and maintenance of the stable heretofore and 
now in use, $33,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendemnt was, under the head of “ Public schools,” 
on page 39, line 14, after the word “and,” to strike out “ one 
messenger, $120” and insert “ clerk, $900; ” and in line 16, be- 
fore the word “ dollars,’ to strike out “six hundred and 
twenty ” and insert “ eight hundred ;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For officers: For seven members of the board of education, at $500 
each, $3,500, not more than $1,750 of which shall be used during the 
first half of the fiscal year; superintendent of public schools, $4,000 ; 
two assistant superintendents, at $2,500 each; secretary, $2,000; 
clerk, $1,400; two clerks, at $1,000 each; and clerk, $900; in all, 
$18,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 18, to increase the 
number of teachers of the public schools from 1,442 to 1,443. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 7, to insert: 

For teacher of kindergarten work in Normal School No. 2, $1,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, after. line 2, to insert: 

Tor eight teachers, at $1,100 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 5, to increase the 
number of teachers at $1,000 each from 121 to 129. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 7, to increase the 
number of teachers at $950 each from twenty-one to twenty-nine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 9, to increase the 
number of teachers at $900 each from twenty-six to thirty-four. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 10, to increase the 
number of teachers at $875 each from twenty-three to thirty-one. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 12, to increase the 
number of teachers at $850 each from sixteen to twenty-four. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 16, to increase the 
number of teachers at $800 each from forty to forty-eight. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 19, to increase the 
number of teachers at $750 each from twenty-six to thirty-six. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 23, to increase the 
number of teachers at $675 each from four to twenty-four. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, line 4, to increase the 
number of teachers at $575 each from 5 to 55. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, line 6, to increase the 
number of teachers at $550 each from 139 to 208. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 7, to strike 
out: 

For 145, at $525 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 9, to strike 
out: 

For 60, at $500 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 42, line 11, to increase the 
total appropriation for salaries of teachers of the public schools 
of the District of Columbia from $1,058,900 to $1,093,675. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 1, to increase the 
number of kindergarten teachers from 92 to 93. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 4, to insert: 


For one assistant director of kindergartens for the tenth, eleventh, 
twelfth, and thirteenth school divisions, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 17, to increase the 
total appropriation for salaries of kindergarten teachers in the 
public schools from $53,750 to $54,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 23, to increase the 
appropriation for repairs and improvements to school buildings 
and grounds, and for repairing and renewing heating and veiti- 
lating apparatus, from $61,000 to $63,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 1, to increase the 
appropriation for necessary repairs to and changes in plumb- 
ing in existing school buildings from $35,000 to $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 11, to increase the 
appropriation for fuel for the public schools of the District of 
Columbia from $43,000 to $45,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 23, after the word 
“equipment,” to insert “ geography department, laboratory de- 
partment;” on page 48, line 3, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “‘ seventeen thousand” and insert “ thirty-two thou- 
sand eight hundred,” and in line 4, before the word “ hundred,” 
to strike out “twenty thousand five” and insert “ thirty-six 
thousand three;” so as to make the clause read: 

For furniture for new school buildings and additions to buildings, 
as follows: One eight-room building in the sixth division numbered 
Blow, $1,750; one eight-room building in the first division numbered 
John W. Ross, $1,750; furniture and equipment of the new Business 
Iligh School, namely, for pupils’ desks and chairs, teachers’ desks, 
sectional bookcases, window shades aud rollers, hat and coat lockers, 
furnishing recitation and teachers’ rooms, furnishing and installing 
automatic clock system and interior telephone system, oak gun racks 
and sword cases, drawing room equipment, library equipment, geog- 
raphy department, laboratory department, library books, equipment of 
gymnasium, equipment for the department of bookkeeping and business 


arithmetic and department of typewriting and shorthand, and seats 
for assembly hall, all complete, $32,800; in all, $36,300. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 48, after line 10, to insert: 
For free evening lectures to be given in the public shool buildings or 


such halls as may be designated under rules and regulations of the 
board of education, $1,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 24, after the word 
“supplies,” to insert “including one custodian of text-books 
and supplies, at $1,000 ;” in line 25, before the word “ thousand,” 
to strike out “ fifty ” and insert “ fifty-one;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

For text-books and school supplies for use of pupils of the first eight 
grades, who at the time are not supplied with the same, to be dis- 
tributed by the superintendent of public schools under regulations 
to be made by the board of education of the District of Columbia, and 
for the necessary expenses of the purchase, distribution, and preserva- 
tion of said text-books and supplies, ineluding one custodian of text- 
books and supplies, at $1,000, $51,500: Provided, That the board of 
education in its discretion is authorized to make exchanges of such 


hooks and other educational publications now on hand as may not he 
desirable for use. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the amendment. In line 
25, after the word “ dollars,’ I move to insert “ and one assist- 
ant at $600,” and, in line 25, I move to change the total so as 
to read “ $52,100.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 49, after line 15, to insert: 

For site for and toward construction of one eight-room building in 
the fifth division to relieve Curtis School, $34,800; and the total cost 


of said building, including cost of site, under a contract which is 
hereby authorized therefor, shall not exceed $60,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 21, to insert: 


For site for and toward the construction of one eight-room building, 
thirteenth division, to relieve the Randall and Bell schools, $34,800; 
and the total cost of said building, including cost of site, under a con- 
tract which is hereby authorized therefor, shall not exceed $60,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 3, to insert: 


For purchase of lot 22 und part of lot 21, block 26, adjoining Vet- 
worth School, $2,900. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 6, to insert: 


For purchase of lot adjoining McKinley Manual Training School on 
the south, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 8, to insert: 


For purchase of lot 25, square 553, ad nine Armstrong Manual 
an 


Training School, as a site for the erection o 
$3,933. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Columbia In- 
stitution for the Deaf and Dumb,” on page 51, line 12, after the 
words “ Revised Statutes,” to insert “and as provided for in 
the act approved March 1, 1901;” and in line 15, after the word 
“ necessary,” to insert: 

And the directors of said institution are hereby authorized to pro- 
vide for the education of colored deaf-mute children properly belongin 
to the District of Columbia, in the Maryland School for Colored Deaf- 
Mutes, or some other suitable school, at a cost not exceeding the per 
capita expense of educating the State pupils in such school. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For expenses attending the instruction of deaf and dumb persons ad- 
mitted to the Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb from the 
District of Columbia, under section 4864 of the Revised Statutes, and 
as provided for in the act approved March 1, 1901, $10,500, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. And the directors of said insti- 
tution are hereby authorized to provide for the education of colored 
deaf-mute children properly belonging to the District of Columbia, in 
the Maryland School for Colored Deaf-Mutes, or some other suitable 


school, at a cost not exceeding the per capita expense of educating the 
State pupils in such school. 


Mr. ALLISON. In line 14, after the words “nineteen hun- 
dred and one,” I move to insert : 


And this provision shall apply to appropriations made for the same 
object for the fiscal years 1904 and 1905. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “For Metro- 
politan police,” on page 52, line 12, to reduce the number of 
privates, class 1, at $900 each, from 370 to 350. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, line 13, to increase the 
number of privates, class 2, at $1,080 each, from 265 to 285. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 1, to increase the 


ition to said school, 


total appropriation for the Metropolitan police from $769,240 to | 


$772,840. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, Jine 2, after the word 
“transportation,” to insert “including the purchase and main- 
tenance of necessary horses, wagons, and harness;” in line 13, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “forty” and insert 
“ eighty-five; ” in line 14, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “forty” and insert “ eighty-five;” in line 16, after the 
word “ appropriation,” to insert “and additional compensation 
to the person acting as superintendent of the house of deten- 
tion, $120;” and in line 18, before the word “thousand,” to 
strike out “nine” and insert “eleven;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

Hiouse of detention: To enable the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to provide transportation, including the purchase and main- 
tenance of necessary horses, wagons, and harness, and a suitable place 
for the reception, transportation, and detention of children under 17 
years of age, and in the discretion of the Commissioners, of girls 
and women over 17 years of age, arrested iy the police on charge 
of offense against any law in force in the District of Columbia, or held 
as witnesses, or held pending final investigation or examination, or 
otherwise, including salaries of two clerks, at $700 each; four drivers, 
at $400 each; one hostler, $585; and three guards, at $585 each, now 
authorized and being paid from the general appropriation; and addi- 
tional compensation to the S actin 
of detention, $120; $11,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: 
Provided, That all such persons held or detained under public authority 
ay to the adjudication of cases in which they may be involved shall 

held at the place so provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items of the fire depart- 
ment, on page 56, line 14, to increase the appropriation for 
purchase of hose for the fire department from $10,000 to $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 15, to increase the 
appropriation for the purchase of fuel for the fire depurtment 
from $10,000 to $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 23, to increase the 
total appropriation for miscellaneous expenses of the fire de- 
partment from $83,360 to $87,360. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 57, line 3, to increase the | 


appropriation for house and furniture for the fire boat, includ- 
ing cost of constructing a wharf, etc., from $15,000 to $18,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 3, to insert: 

For house and furniture for a chemical engine company to be located 
at Ben , D. C., including cost of connecting said house with fire 
alarm headquarters, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, after iine 7, to insert: 


For two third-size steam fire engines, at $4,800 each, $9,600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 9, to insert: 


For one 65-foot aerial hook and ladder truck, $3,750, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, line 16, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the fire department 
from $22,300 to $63,650. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Health De- 
partment,” on page 59, line 25, after the word “the” where it 
occurs the second time, to strike out “enforcement thereunder 
of acts relating to communicable diseases” and insert “ mainte- 
nance of said service;” so as to make the clause read: 





For maintenance of the disinfecting service, including salaries or 
compensation for personal services when ordered in writing by the Com 
missioners and necessary for the maintenance of said service, and for 
purchase and maintenance of necessary horses, wagons, and harness, 
and rent of stable, $4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Courts,” on 
page 61, line 14, after the word “ each,” to insert: 


9° 


namely, eleven copies of volume 23 and eleven copies of volume 24. 
So as to make the clause read: 


For amount required to pay the reporter of the court of appeals of 
the District of Columbia for volumes of the reports of the opinions of 
said court, authorized to be furnished by him under section 229 of the 
Code of Laws for the District of Columbia as amended July 1, 1902, 
twenty-two volumes, at $5 each, namely, eleven copies of volume 25 
and eleven copies of volume 24, $110. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, line 21, to increase the 
appropriation to defray the expenses attending the execution of 
writs de lunatico inquirendo and commitments thereunder, etc., 
from $600 to $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item for the court-house, 
District of Columbia, on page 64, line 3, after the word “ each,” 
to insert “seven assistant messengers, at $720 each;” and in 
line 6, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “seven thousand 
nine hundred and twenty” and insert “twelve thousand nine 
hundred and sixty;” so as to make the clause read: 

Court-house, District of Columbia: For the following force necessary 
for the care and protection of the court-house in the District of Co 
lumbia, under the direction of the United States marshal of the District 
of Columbia: Engineer, $1,200; three watchmen, at $720 each; three 
firemen, at $720 each; five laborers, at $480 each; seven assistant 
messengers, at $720 each; in all, $12,960, to be expended under the 
direction of the Attorney-General. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, line 15, to increase the 
appropriation for support of prisoners at the jail of the District 
of Columbia from $46,000 to $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Charities and 
corrections,” on page 64, line 19, before the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out “ nine hundred” and insert “one thousand;” and 
in line 22, after the word “ each,” to insert “ hostler, $540;° and 
in line 24, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “one hun 
dred and eighty” and insert “eight hundred and twenty ;” so 
as to make the clause read: 


Board of charities: For secretary, $3,000; clerk, $1,000; stenog- 
rapher, $1,000; messenger, $600; four inspectors, at $720 each; tray- 


| eling pupenses, $400; four drivers, at $600 each; hostler, $540; in 
$11,820. 


all, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


| The next amendment was, on page 65, line 1, to increase the 


appropriation for the salary of one inspector now authorized 
and being paid from the appropriation for the relief of the poor, 
from $700 to $900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Reformatories 
and correctional institutions,” in the items for the Washington 
Asylum, on page 66, line 2, to increase the appropriation for the 
salaries of two female attendants at almshouse from $150 each 
to $180 each. 








The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the items for the Washington 
Asylum, on page 66, line 7, after the word “ dollars,” to strike 









































































out “ graduate nurse, $365” and insert “two graduate nurses, 
at $365 each;” so as to read: 

Trained nurse, who shall act as superintendent of nursing, $600; 
two graduate nurses, at $365 each, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, line 16, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Washington 
Asylum from $31,801 to $32,226. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, line 23, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “two” and insert “four;” and in 
line 24, before the word “ thousand,” to strike out “ three” and 
insert “ five;” so as to make the clause read: 

For gardener, $540; herdsman, $365; florist, $300; tailor, $120; 
and for temporary labor not to exceed $4,000; in all, $5,325. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 15, to insert: 

For installing a laundry plant, including metallic washers, extractors, 
mangle, engine, pulleys, shafting, belting, and dry box, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 68, line 19, after the word 
“ paid,” to insert “and the purchase and maintenance of neces- 
sary horses, wagons, and harness;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Transportation of prisoners: For conveying prisoners to the work- 
house, including salary of driver, not to exceed $720, as now author- 
ized and being paid, and the purchase and maintenance of necessary 
horses, wagons, and harness, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “‘ Medical char- 
ities,” on page 69, after line 4, to insert: 

For repairs to Columbia Hospital building, $2,000. 


Mr. ALLISON. In line 5, after the word “ building,’ I move 
to insert “ including installation of new boilers.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 13, to insert: 

For additional amount to aid in the reconstruction and completion 
of the building for the National Homeopathic Hospital, provided for 
by the District of Columbia appropriation act approved March 38, 1903, 
$18,668.62. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the word “ cents,” at the end of the 
amendment, I move to insert “ to be immediately available.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 19, to insert: 
, For Central Dispensary and Emergency Hospital, maintenance, $15,- 
100 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 21, to insert: 

For Eastern Dispensary, maintenance, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 23, to insert: 

For the Women’s Clinic, maintenance, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 70, to insert: 

For Washington Home for Incurables, maintenance, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 2, to strike 
out: 

To enable the Board of Charities to provide for emergency care and 
treatment of, and free dispensary service to, indigent patients, under 
contracts or agreements with hospitals and dispensaries: Provided, 
That no part of this sum shall be used to establish or maintain any 
hospital or dispensary not now existing in the District of Columbia, 
$15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Child-caring 
institutions,” on page 70, line 14, after the word “ including,” 
to strike out “ salaries of agents, not to exceed $2,400; ” and in 
line 17, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ four hundred 
and twenty ” and insert “one hundred;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

Board of Children’s Guardians: For the Board of Children’s Guardians, 
created under the act approved July 26, 1892, namely: For adminis- 
trative expenses, including expenses in placing and visiting children, 
and all office and sundry expenses, $3,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, on page 70, line 22, after the word 
* dollars,” where it occurs the second time, to insert “ placing 
officer, $720;” in line 25, after the word “dollars,” to insert 
*“ clerk, $600; and on page 71, line 3, before the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out “ six thousand five hundred and eighty ” and insert 
“seven thousand nine hundred; ” so as to read: 

For agent, $1,500; probation officer, $1,000; executive clerk, $1,080; 
placing officer, $900; placing officer, $720; investigating clerk, $720; 
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son clerk, $600; clerk, $600; visiting inspector, $480; messenger, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 70, line 21, I move to amend. I 
eall the attention of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 
to the amendment. I move to insert after the word “ thousand,” 
where it first occurs, the words “ two hundred; ” so as to read: 

Probation officer, $1,200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 70, line 25, after the word “ hun- 
dred,” where it first occurs, I move to insert “and sixty;” so 
as to read: 


Record clerk, $660. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 71, line 3, before the word 
“ dollars,” to strike out “ six thousand five hundred and eighty ” 
and insert “ seven thousand nine hundred ;” so as to read: 

In all, $7,900. . 


I move to change the total so as to read: “ $8,220.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 71, line 14, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of the Board of Children’s 
Guardians from $62,000 to $63,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 71, after line 15, to insert: 


The Board of Children’s Guardians is hereby directed to contract for 
the care and maintenance of sixty wards of the board at the Hart 
Farm School, at the rate of $200 per annum each, and for this purpose 
the sum of $12,000 is hereby appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, line 1, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “to be immediately available;’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Toward the erection of plain, substantial brick building or buildings 
for an industrial home school for colored children, and the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia are authorized to enter into con- 
tract for the whole work at a cost not to exceed $100,000, $50,000, to 
be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, line 15, after the word 
“each,” to insert “ temporary labor, not to exceed $400;” and in 
line 17, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “ six thousand 
nine” and insert “seven thousand three; so as to make the 
clause read: 

For the Industrial Home School: For the following, now authorized 
and being paid from a general appropriation: Superintendent, $1,200 ; 
matron, $480; two matrons, at $360 each; two assistant matrons, at 
$300 each; housekeeper, $360; sewing teacher, $360; nurse, $300; 
manual-training teacher, $600; florist, $600; engineer, $600; farmer, 
$360; cook, $216; laundress, $240; two housemaids, at $144 each; 
temporary labor, not to exceed $400; in all, $7,324. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for the Industrial 
Home School, on page 72, line 18, after the word “ maintenance,” 
to insert “including purchase and care of horse, wagon, and 
harness ;” and in line 20, before the word “and,” to strike out 
“ten thousand ” and insert “ nine thousand six hundred ;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For maintenance, including purchase and care of horse, wagon, and 
harness, $9,676. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, line 13, after the word 
“ children,” to strike out “in” and insert “under a contract 
to be made with; ” and in line 14, after the word “Asylum,” to 
insert “ by the Board of Charities;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For the care and maintenance of children under a contract to be 
made with the German Orphan Asylum by the Board of Charities, not 
to exceed $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 10, page 74. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 74, line 3, after the word “ janitor” 
and before the word “ hundred,” I move to strike out “two” 
and insert “ three; ” so as to read: 

For temporary Home for ex-Soldiers and Sailors, Grand Army 
of the Republic, namely: For superintendent, $1,200; janitor, $360. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 
| Mr. ALLISON. After the amendment just agreed to, in line 
4 on the same page, I move to strike out “two hundred and 
eighty-five’ and insert “three hundred and sixty;” so as to 
read: 
and cook, $360. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the same paragraph, in lines 6 and 7, 1 
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move to strike out “seven hundred and fifty-five” and insert 
“five hundred and eighty;” so as to read: 
and for maintenance, $3,580. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. There will be no change in the total. As 
amended the bill gives the compensation these people are now 
receiving. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Militia of the 
District of Columbia,” on page 76, line 3, to increase the appro- 
priation for rent, fuel, light, heat, care, and repair of armories, 
practice ships, boats, etc., from $18,000 to $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 76, line 9, to increase the 
appropriation for cleaning and repairing uniforms, arms, and 
equipments, and contingent expenses from $1,000 to $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 76, line 18, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “three thousand six” and insert 
“four thousand seven;” and in the same line, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For expenses of rifle practice and matches, $4,700, to be immediately 
available. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 76 line 22, to increase the 
appropriation for expenses of camps, instruction, practice 
marches, and practice cruises, including fuel for cruising pur- 
poses, from $15,200 to $19,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE CHARLES SWAYNE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, to which the Senate sitting as a court of impeachment 
adjourned, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatrt] will please 
take the chair. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut assumed the chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pratt of Connecticut). 
The Senate is now sitting in the trial of the impeachment of 
Charles Swayne, United States judge in and for the northern 
district of Florida. The Sergeant-at-Arms will make proclama- 
tion. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms made the usual proclamation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will see 
whether the managers on the part of the House are in at- 
tendance. 

The managers on the part of the House of Representatives 
were announced by the Assistant Sergeant-at-Arms, and by him 
conducted to the seats assigned them. 

The respondent, Judge Charles Swayne, accompanied by his 
counsel, Mr. Higgins and Mr. Thurston, entered the Chamber 
and took the seats assigned them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Journal of the last trial 
day will be read. 

The Journal. of the proceedings of the Senate sitting for the 
trial of the impeachment Tuesday, February 14, was read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are the managers ready to 
proceed? 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Mr. President, we desire to call 
Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I suggest that the manager 
in examining the witness shall stand at the back row, because 
the witness will necessarily direct his replies to him. Other- 
wise we shall not be able in this part of the Chamber to hear 
the testimony. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If convenient to the managers, 
when examining witnesses they might take a place by the desk 
of the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. The manager can take my chair. 


Everard Meade Wilson sworn and examined. 
By Mr. Manager OLMSTED: 

Question. Mr. Wilson, where do you reside? 

Answer. Pensacola, Fla. 

Q. What is your occupation? 

A. Conductor on a passenger train on the L. and N. Railroad. 

Q. The Louisville and Nashville Railroad? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you been a passenger conductor on that 
road? 

A. About ten years. 

«. Do you know Judge Swayne? 

A. I do. 

Q. State whether or not he has ridden with you more or less 
in each year for the past seven or eight years. 
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A. I am unable to state positively whether he rode with me 
each year in the last eight or ten years. But I have seen him 
a number of times on my train in the last eight or ten years. 

Q. According to the best of your recollection, has he ridden 
with you once or more in each year? 

A. He has. 

Q. Will you state upon what manner of transportation he 
rides? What is the character? 

A. On all the trips but one he rode on a pass. 

Q. On what did he ride on the other occasion? 

A. He had a ticket, sir. 

Q. When was that? 

A. During the time that this committee was sent to Florida 
in this same case. On or about February the 17th. I am not 
quite sure that is the date, but on or about that time last year— 
1904—he rode from Pensacola to River Junction with me on a 
ticket, accompanying the party that was the committee sent 
there from this place to investigate this matter. 

Q. That was the first and only time he rode on a ticket? 

A. It was, on my train. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. That is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Do counsel for the respondent 
desire to cross-examine the witness? 

Mr. THURSTON. No. 


Martin Dawsey Merritt sworn and examined, 
By Mr. Manager OLMSTED: 

Question. Where do you reside? 

Answer. Pensacola, Fla. 

Q. What is your occupation? 

A. Passenger conductor on the L. and N. 

Q. What is the L. and N.? 

A. The L. and N. Railroad Company. 

Q. The Louisville and Nashville Railroad? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you been such conductor? 

A. Fourteen years. 

Q. Do you know Judge Swayne, the respondent? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. State whether or not he has during the last seven or eight 
years ridden with you once or more in each year. 

A. To the best of my knowledge for the last ten years he has 
been riding with me. 

Q. State on what character of transportation he rides— 
whether on a paid ticket, whether he pays his fare, or not 

A. He has always held an annual pass while with me. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. That is all. [To the counse! for 
the respondent.] Cross-examine. 

Mr. THURSTON. That is all. 


Henry Franklin Webb sworn and examined. 
By Mr. Manager OLMSTED: 

Question. Where do you live? 

Answer. Pensacola, Fla. 

Q. What is your occupation? 

A. Conductor on.the L. and N. Railroad. 

Q. Passenger conductor? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you been passenger conductor on thet 
railroad? 

A. About nine years. 

Q. State whether you know the respondent, Judge Swayns 


A. I do not know him. I rode with him on the train. I have 
seen him once or twice, I believe. I do not know whether 1 
would recognize him now or not. It has been a year or so ago 

Q. State the character of his transportation—whether he paid 
his fare, or used a pay ticket, or whether in some other way 


A. He had a pass—an L. and N. pass. 

Mr. Manager OLMSTED. That is all. 

No cross-examination. 

Mr. Menager DE ARMOND. I will have Mr. E. 'T. Davis 
called. 


Elza T. Davis appeared. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Mr. President, if there be no 
objection, I should like to have read the provision of the st 
which governs punishments summarily for contempt. Of « 

I do not offer it as evidence, but I should like to have it read f 
the convenience of the court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no « 

Secretary will read the statute 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 725. The sald courts shall } 
all necessary oaths and to punish e di 
cretion of the court, mtempts of the i i, That 
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such power to punish contempts shall not be construed to extend to 
any cases except the misbehavior of any person in their presence, or 
so near thereto as to obstruct the administration of justice, the mis- 
behavior of any of the officers of said courts in their official transac- 
tions, and the disobedience or resistance by any such officer or by any 
party, juror, witness, or other person to any lawful writ, process, order, 
rule, decree, or command of said courts. 


Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Mr. President, if there be no 
objection, I should like to have read also the provision of the 
law for the punishment of another class of contempts through 
the ordinary process of indictment and trial by jury. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 5399. Every person who corruptly, or by threats or force, en- 
deavors to influence, intimidate, or impede any witness or officer in any 
court of the United States in the discharge of his duty, or corruptly, or 
by threats or force, obstructs or impedes, or endeavors to obstruct or im- 
pede, the due administration of justice therein, shall be punished by a 


line of not more than $500, or by imprisonment not more than three 
months, or both. 


Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Mr. President, I offer now the 
record in the proceedings in the case for contempt against E. T. 
Davis, and I should be glad to have the Secretary read the 
record down to and including the judgment of the court—Judge 
Swayne—in disposing of the case. Of course, we wish the 


whole record to go in, but I do not care to have more than that 
read now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, if there be no objection. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Read from the beginning down 


to the mark. I do not care about the formal parts being read, 
but the substance. 


The Secretary read the portion of the record indicated by Mr. 
Manager DE ARMOND. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Mr. President, to save time, 
the Secretary might omit reading until he gets to the next page. 
Let him read the marshal’s return and the indorsements. It 
simply recites the matter already read, and I do not care to take 
time in reading it. 

The Secretary read the portion of the record indicated. 

The entire record in the case of The United States v. E. T. 
Davis is as follows: 


In the circuit court of the United States, northern district of Florida. 
The United States v. E. T. Davis. 

se it remembered that on the 11th day of November, A. D. 1901, at 
a term of the United States circuit court in and for the northern dis- 
trict of Florida, held at Pensacola, the following motion was made in 
open court and entered of record, to wit: 

“And now comes W. A. Blount, an attorney and counselor at law of 
this court, and practicing therein, and as amicus curie#, and moves the 
court to cite Simeon Belden, Louis Paquet, and E. T. Davis, attorneys 
and counselors of this court, to show cause before this court at a day 
and hour to be fixed by the court, why they shall not be punished for 
contempt of the court, in causing and procuring, as attorneys of the 
circuit court of Escambia County, Fla., a summons in ejectment, 
wherein Florida McGuire is plaintiff and the Hon. Charles Swayne is 
defendant, to be issued from said court and served upon the judge of 
this court, to recover the possession of block 91 in the Cheveaux tract, 
in the city of Pensacola, Fla., a tract of land involved in a controversy 
in ejectment then depending in this court in a case wherein the said 
Fiorida McGuire was plaintiff and the Pensacola City Company et al. 
were defendants, upon the grounds: 

“1. That the said suit in ejectment against the judge of this court 
was instituted after a petition to this judge to recuse himself in the 
said case of Mrs. Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al. 
had been submitted to the court on November 5, 1901, and denied, and 
after the said judge had stated in open court and in the presence of 
the said counsel, Simeon Belden and Louis Paquet, that an allegation 
of the said petition that he or some member of his family were inter- 
ested in or owned property in said tract was untrue, and had stated 
that he had refused to permit a member of his family to buy land in 
said tract because the said suit of Florida McGuire, involving the title 
to the said tract, was in litigation before him, the said judge. 

“2. That after the said declaration of the said judge the said coun- 
sel were aware that neither the said judge nor any member of his 
family were the owners of or interested in any part of the said tract, 
and had no reason whatever to believe that he or they were so inter- 
ested, and knew, or could easily have known, that the said block was 
not in the possession or control of anyone, but was entirely unoccupied. 

““%. That the said suit against the said judge was instituted on Sat- 
urday night, the 9th instant, after 6 o’clock, and after the court had 
overruled the motion of the said attorney to postpone the trial of the 
ease of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al. for a week 
or more, and after the said judge had announced to the said counsel 
that he would call the case for trial on Monday, November 11, 1901, 
and would then try the case, unless counsel for plaintiff made a show- 
ing why he should not so try, and the said counsel had announced that 
they would make such showing. 

“4. That the said KE. T. Davis was, before the instituting of the said 
suit a 

“'W. A. BLOUNT, 
“An Attorney of this Court. 

* NovEMBER 11, 1901.” 

And afterwards, and on the same day, to wit, on the 11th day of 
November, A. D. 1901, the following order was made and entered of 
record in the said cause, to wit: 


“In re matter of contempt proceedings against Simeon Belden, Louis 
Paquet, and E. T. Davis. 

‘Upon reading the motion of W. A. Blount, an attorney and counselor 

of this court, for a citation to Simeon Belden, Louis Paquet, and BE. T. 
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Davis why they should not be committed for contempt, for the reasons 
- — in said motion, and after consideration of the same, it is 
ordered : 

“That the same Simeon Belden, Louis Paquet, and BH. T. Davis be, 
and they are hereby, cited to appear before me, Charles Swayne, judge 
of this court, at 10 o’clock a. m. on Tuesday, November 12, 1901, to 
show cause why they should not be punished for contempt upon the 
grounds and for the reasons set forth in the said motion, which is now 
of record in the records of said court, and a copy of which is to be 
attached by the clerk to the copy of this order served upon the said 
Simeon Belden, Louis Paquet, and B. T. Davis. 

“ Ordered in open court, this 11th day of November, A. D. 1901. 

“ CHas. SWAYNE, Judge.” 

At the time of the presentation of the said motion by the said W. A. 
Blount in open court, on November 11, 1901, the said Simeon Belden 
and the said B. T. Davis were present in the said court, and before 
making said order the said judge made and directed to be spread upon 
the minutes the following declaration concerning his connection with the 
land in the Cheveaux tract mentioned in said motion, to wit: 

“On Tuesday, November 5, 1901, at the time of the presentation of 
the said motion by plaintiffs, that the court recuse himself, he had then 
stated and now states that he never agreed to accept nor ever accepted 
any deed to any portion of the said Cheveaux tract; that, as he stated, 
a member of his family, to wit, his wife, had, with money inherited by 
her from her father’s estate, negotiated for the purchase of some city 
lots in Pensacola; that certain deeds in connection therewith had been 
sent to her in Delaware, one of them proving to be a quitclaim deed, 
and upon investigation and inquiry it was found that the property in 
this deed was a portion of the property in litigation in the suit of 
Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al., and that thereupon, 
and by his advice, the said deed was returned to the proposed grantors, 
with the statement that no further negotiations whatever could be 
conducted by them in relation to this property, and they thereupon re- 
fused to purchase, either at the present time or in the future, any por- 
tion of the said tract. 

“W. A. Blount, an attorney and counselor of this court, and prac- 
ticing therein, and as amicus curi#, moves the court to cite Simeon 
Belden, Louis Paquet, and E. T. Davis, attorneys and counselors of 
this court, to show cause before this court, at a day and hour to be 
fixed by the court, why they should not be punished for contempt of 
this court in causing and procuring, as attorneys of the circuit court of 
Escambia County, Fla., a summons in ejectment, wherein Florida Mc- 
Guire was plaintiff and the Hon. Charles Swayne was defendant, to be 
issued ‘from said court and served upon the said judge of this court to 
recover the possession of block 91, Cheveaux tract, in the city of Pen- 
sacola, Fla., a tract of land involved in a controversy in ejectment then 
depending in this court in a case wherein the said Florida McGuire was 
plaintiff and the Pensacola City Company et al. were defendants, upon 
the grounds: 

“1. That the said suit in ejectment against the judge of this court 
was instituted after a petition to this judge to recuse himself in the 
said case of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al. had been 
submitted to the court on November 5, 1901, and denied, and after the 
said judge had said in open court and in the presence of the said coun- 
selors, Simeon Belden and Louis Paquet, that the allegation of the 
said petition that he or some member of his family were interested in 
or owned property in said tract was untrue, and had stated that he 
had refused to permit a member of his family to buy land in said tract 
because the said suit by Florida McGuire, involving the title to the 
said tract, was in litigation before him, the said judge. 

“2. That after the said declaration of the said judge, the said coun- 
sel were aware that neither the said judge nor any member of his 
family were the owners of or interested in any part whatever of the 
said tract and had no reason to believe that he or a were so inter- 
ested, and knew or could easily have known that the said block was not 
in the possession or control of anyone, but was entirely unoccupied. 

“3. That the said suit against the said judge was instituted on Sat 
urday night, the 9th instant, after 6 o'clock, and after the court had 
overruled the motion of said attorneys to postpone the trial of the said 
ease of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company ect al. for a week 
or more, and after the said judge had announced to the said counsel 
that he would call the case for trial on Monday, November 11, 1901, 
and would then try the case, unless counsel for plaintiff made a show- 
ing why he should not so try, and the said counsel had announced that 
they would make such showing. 

“4. That the said KE. T. Davis was, before the instituting of the said 
suit against the said judge, cognizant of all the facts herein set forth. 

“(Indorsements: In re contempt proceedings Simeon Belden, E. T. 
Davis, and Louis Paquet. Filed November 11, 1901. F. W. Marsh, 


clerk. ) 

* (Marshal’s return: United States of America, northern district of 
Florida, ss. I hereby certify that I served the annexed citation on 
the therein-named Simeon Belden and FE. T. Davis, the within-named 
Louis Paquet not found, being outside the northern district of Florida, 
by handing to and leaving a true and correct copy thereof with Simeon 
Belden and E. T. Davis personally at Pensacola, Escambia County, in 
said district, on the 11th day of November, A. D. 1901. T. F. Me- 
Gourin, United States marshal, by R. P. Wharton, deputy.) ” 

And afterwards, to wit, on the 12th day of November, A. D. 1901, 
the following answer was made and entered in the said cause by the 
said defendants therein, to wit: 


‘“ Before the Hon. Charles Swayne, judge circuit court United States, 
northern district of Florida. 


“In re matter of contempt proceedings against Simeon Belden, Louis 
Paquet, and E. T. Davis. 

“And now comes Simeon Belden and BE. T. Davis, and for reasons 
why they should not be punished by contempt showeth: 

“First. That the grounds upon which the said contempt is_ based, 
to wit, summons in ejectment issued from the circuit court of Escam 
bia County, Fla., wherein Florida McGuire was plaintiff and the Hon. 
Charles Swayne was defendant, that said wenasedion is in the jurisdic 
tion of the cireuit court of Escambia County, Fla., and that this court is 
without jurisdiction thereof. 

“Second. That the petition to recuse referred to in said motion they 
had nothing to do with before this court, nor were they present on the 
5th day of November when submitted, as stated in said motion, nor 
present when any statement made by the judge concerning his connec 
tion with any of the property, except the statement made by said judge 
on November 11, after court convened and after the motion to discon 
tinue the case of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al. 


was made. 
“Third. To the second paragraph showeth: As above stated, they 
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heard no declaration made by the judge referred to in said paragraph, 
and as for reasons to believe that he, Judge Swayne, or some member 
of his family was interested in block 91, Rivas tract of land named in 
said summons, we simply refer to the declaration made by Hon. Charles 
Swayne on November 11, 1901, when said motion was made by the 
Hon. W. A. Blount, and that after hearing said declaration, believe 
that there is in existence a deed to Mrs. Charles Swayne, uncanceled, 
and that they have no knowledge of its repudiation, and as the nego- 
tiation for the property named in said deed was one made by Mrs. 
Charles Swayne in her individual right, that no act of the said Hon. 
Charles Swayne would repudiate or render null and void any transac- 
tion made by Mrs. Charles Swayne with her own money or property. 

“Fourth. That E. T. Davis for himself showeth: That this court had 
no jurisdiction over him in said matter of Florida McGuire v. Pensa- 
cola City Company et al. until he requested the court to mark his name 
as attorney for plaintiff on the morning of November 11, when he pre- 
sented the motion to discontinue the aforesaid suit. 

“SIMEON BELDEN. 
“SR. D Davis. 

“(Endorsements : Before the Honorable Charles Swayne, judge of the 

circuit court of the United States for the northern district of Florida, 


at Pensacola. In re contempt against Simeon Belden, Louis Paquet, | 


and BE. T. Davis. Filed November 12th, 1901. F. W. Marsh, clerk.)” 


And afterwards, to wit, on the same day, November 12, 1901, the fol- 
lowing proceedings were had in open court, to wit: 


“The United States v. E. T. Davis. No. 251. Contempt of court. 


“This cause coming on to be heard on the motion of W. A. Blount, 
attorney and counsellor at law of this court, as amicus curiz, to cite 
the said Ezra T. Davis to show cause why he should not be punished 
for contempt of this court for the reasons in said motion distinctly al- 
leged, and on the rule granted on said motion, dated November 11, 1901, 
a certified copy of which has been duly served on EB. T. Davis, and on 
the answer to said rule on this day read and filed in open court by and 


on behalf of the said Ezra T. Davis, and after hearing the testimony of | 
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the witnesses introduced by the United States and by the said defend- 
ant, and after duly considering the same, 

“It is now ordered and adjudged that the said Ezra T. Davis is 
guilty in manner and form as in said motion and rule set forth of the 
facts therein alleged. And it is further adjudged that the same con- 
stitutes a substantial contempt of the dignity and good order of this 
court. 

“Wherefore it is ordered and adjudged that the said Ezra T. Davis 
do pay a fine or penalty to the United States Government of $100, and 
that he be taken hence to the county jail of Escambia County, Fla., at 
Pensacola, and there confined for and during the term and period of 
ten days from the 12th day of November, 1901, and that he stand com- 
mitted until the terms of this sentence be complied with, or until he be 
discharged by due course of law. 

“ Ordered and done this 12th day of November, A. D. 1901. 

“ CHAS. SWAYNE, Judge. 


“(Endorsed : United States v. Ezra T. Davis. Sentence. Filed No- 
vember 12th, 1901. F. W. Marsh, clerk.)”’ 


And afterwards and on the same day, to wit, on the 12th day of No- 
vember, A. D. 1901, in pursuance of the term of the foregoing sen- 
tence, there issued out of the clerk’s office of the said court a warrant 
of sentence of the said defendant, directed to the marshal of the said 
district, which was thereupon delivered to him and was by him exe- 
cuted and returned into the said clerk’s office, with his return indorsed 
thereon, which writ, together with the said return, is in the words and 
figures following, to wit: 


“United States of America, circuit court of the United States, fifth 
circuit, gorthern district of Florida. 


“ The President of the United States to the marshal of the United States 
for the northern district of Florida, greeting: 


“ Whereas at a session of the circuit court of the United States for | 


the fifth cireuit and northern district of Florida, held at the city of 


Pensacola, in said circuit and district, on the 11th day of November, | 
A. D. 1901, a rule to show cause why he should not be punished for con- | 


tempt of the said court was duly made and entered by the said court 





2617 


the said defendant having been duly served with an order to show 
cause why he should not be punished for the alleged contempt aforesaid, 
which order was returnable at said time, was duly tried by the court 
upon his answer and the evidence of witnesses on the charges aforesaid 
in the said rule preferred, and a verdict of guilty was duly rendered by 
the said court against the said defendant, Ezra T. Davis. 

“ And afterwards, on the same day, our said court, by reason of the 
verdict aforesaid of the said court, did duly sentence the said Ezra T. 
Davis to be imprisoned in the county jail of Escambia County, in the 
State of Florida, for and during the term and period of ten days from 
the 12th day of November, A. D. 1901, and further to pay a fine or 
penalty to the United States Government of $100, and that he stand 
committed until the terms of said sentence be complied with, or until 
he be discharged by due course of law. 

“'The said jail being the place duly selected for the imprisonment of 
persons convicted of offenses against the laws of the United States in 
the courts thereof, in said northern district of Florida. 

“Now, therefore, you, the said marshal, are hereby commanded to 
convey to the said jail at Pensacola, in the State of Florida, the body 
of the said Ezra T. Davis, and deliver him to the keeper thereof. 

“ And you, the said keeper, in the name of the President of the United 
States of America, are hereby commanded to receive the body of the 
said Ezra T. Davis, the person aforesaid, into your custody, and him, 
the said Ezra T. Davis, keep in the said jail of Escambia County, in 
the State of Florida, at Pensacola, for the full term and period of ten 
days from the 12th day of November, 1901, and until the said fine of 
$100 be paid, or until he be discharged by due course of law. 

“ Herein fail not at your peril. And make due return of what you 
shall do in the premises and of this writ. 

“Witness the Hon. Melville W. Fuller, Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and the seal of this court at the city of Pen 
sacola, in said district, this 12th day of November, A. D. 1901. 

“ [T SEAL. ] “FEF. W. Marsa, Clerk. 

* (Indorsements.—No. 251. United States v. Ezra T. Davis. War- 
rant of sentence. Filed November 12, 1901. F. W. Marsh, clerk.) 

*(Marshal’s return.—Received the within warrant of sentence, to- 





| gether with the body of the within-named prisoner, Ezra T. Davis, at 


against Ezra T. Davis, for causing and procuring, as attorney of the | 


circuit court of Escambia County, Fla., a summons in ejectment, where 
in Florida McGuire was plaintiff and the Hon. Charles Swayne was 
defendant, to be issued from the said court and served upon the said 
judge of this court, to recover the possession of block 91, Cheyeaux 


tract, in the city of Pensacola, Fla., a tract of land involving a con- | 
troversy in ejectment then pending in the said circuit court of the | 


United States in a case wherein the said Florida McGuire was plaintiff 


and the Pensacola City Company and others were defendants, upon the | 


grounds: 

“1. That the said suit in ejectment against the judge of this court 
was instituted after a petition to this judge to recuse himself in the 
ease of Florida McGuire v. the Pensacola City Company and others had 
been submitted to the court on November 5, 1901, and denied, and after 
the said judge had said in open court and in the presence of the said 
——— ————- that the allegation of the said petition that he or some 
member of his family were interested in or owned property in said 
tract was untrue, and had stated that he had refused to permit a mem- 
ber of his family to buy land in said tract. because the said suit by 
Florida McGuire, inyolving the title to the said tract, was in litigation 
before him, the said judge. 

“2. That after the said declaration of the said judge the said counsel 
were aware that neither the said judge nor any member of his family 
were the owners of or interested in any part whatever of the said tract, 
and had no reason to believe that he or they were so interested, and 


knew or could a have known that the said block was not in the | 


possession or control of anyone, but was entirely unoccupied. 

“3. That the said suit was instituted against the said judge on Sat- 
urday night, the 9th instant, after 6 o‘clock, and after the court had 
overruled the motion of said attorneys to postpone the trial of the said 
cause of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company and others, for a 
week or more, and after the said judge had announced to the counsel 
aforesaid that he would call the case for trial on Monday, November 11, 
1901, and would then try the case, unless counsel for plaintiff made a 
showing why he should not so try, and the said counsel had an- 
nounced that they would make such showing. 

“4. That the said B. T. Davis was, before the institution of the said 
suit against the said judge, cognizant of all the facts herein set forth. 

“ Which charges were in violation of the dignity and good order of 
the said court and a contempt thereof. 

“And aftery erds, to wit, on the 12th day of November, A. D. 190i, 











Pensacola, Fla., on the 12th November, 1901, and executed the same by 
delivering the body of the said prisoner to the keeper of the jail of Es- 
cambia County, Fla., at Pensacola, on the 12th day of November, 1901, 
together with a certified copy of the warrant of sentence.) 
“TT. F. MCGouRIN, 
“United States Marshal, 
* By R. P. WHARTON, 
“Deputy United States Marshal. 

“ United States fifth judicial circuit. Proceedings before Don A. Pardee, 
circuit judge, in chambers, New Orleans, La. Ex parte Elsa T. Davis, 
ex parte Simeon Belden. On writs of habeas corpus. 

“ Writs of habeas corpus in favor of the above-named relators having 
issued on the order of the undersigned circuit judge, returnable in cham- 
bers in the city of New Orleans, and returns having been made to the 
said writs, and the issue presented having been argued 

“It is now, for the reasons herewith filed, ordered and adjudged that 
the said writs be discharged, and that the relators be remanded to the 
custody of the jail keeper of Escambia County, Fla., holding for the 
marshal for the northern district of Florida, at Pensacola. 

“And the said relators, oe op: proceedings on above-mentioned writs, 
have been enlarged upon bonds conditioned upon their appearance and 
to obey orders issued. 

“It is ordered that they surrender themselves to said jailer, or said 
marshal, on or before noon of Monday, the 9th day of December, 1901. 

“ The costs of these proceedings to be paid by said relators. 

* December 7, 1901. 

“Don A. PARDER, Circuit Judge.” 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Northern District of Florida: 

I, F. W. Marsh, clerk of the circuit court of the United States for the 
northern district of Florida, hereby certify that the foregoing printed 
pages, numbered from 1 to 6, inclusive, contain a full, true, and com- 
plete transcript of the record and proceedings in the matter of the 
rule upon E. T. Davis, to show cause why he should not be punished for 
a contempt of said court, as the same remains of record and on file in 
said court. 

Witness my hand and the seal of said court, at the city of Pensacola 
in said district, this 28th day of January, A. D. 1905. 

[ SEAL. ] F. W. Manrsu, Clerk. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Mr. President, I now offer in 
evidence the record in the case against Simeon Belden. I will 
say to the court that articles 8, 9, 10, and 11 relate to the same 
transactions—the proceedings as for a contempt against Elza 
T. Davis and Simeon Belden. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Do the managers desire to 
have the record read? 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. 
unless the court does. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does any Senator desire the 
record to be read? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not desire that the time of 
the court shall be unnecessarily consumed. I shall be perfectly 
content if we may be put in possession of the nature of the doc- 
ument, so that we can carry the connection with us. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Mr. President, I would say 
that, except as to the names, this is the same document as that 
a portion of which has already been read and which has been 
ordered to be inserted in full in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer under- 
stands that the record which is now offered is in the contempt 
case against Simeon Belden. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. The Belden case; yes, sir 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And that it is substantially 
in form the same as has been read in the case of the contempt 
of Davis. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. That is true. 


I do not care to have it read 
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Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, would it not be well to read 
the sentence by the court? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The part of the transcript 
which relates to the sentence by the court will be read. 

The Secretary read the sentence pronounced by the court, 
which appears below in the complete record. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Perhaps the commitment might 
as well be read in one of the cases. 

The Secretary read the commitment, which appears in the 
complete record ; which is as follows: 


In the circuit court of the United States, northern district of Florida. 
The United States v. Simeon Belden. 


Re it remembered that on the 11th day of November, A. D. 1901, 
at a term of the United States circuit court in and for the northern 
district of Florida, the following motion was made in open court and 
entered of record, to wit: 

And now comes W. A. Blount, an attorney and counsellor at law of 
this court, and practicing therein, and as amicus curie#, and moves the 
eourt to cite Simeon Belden, Louis Paquet, and B. T. Davis, attorneys 
and counsellors of this court, to show cause before this court, at a day 
and hour to be fixed by the court, why they shall not be punished for 
contempt of the court in causing and procuring, as attorneys of the 
circuit court of Escambia County, Fla., a summons in ejectment, 
wherein Florida McGuire is plaintiff and the Hon. Charles Swayne is 
defendant, to be issued from said court and served upon the judge of 
this court, to recover the possession of block 91 in the Cheveaux 
tract, in the city of Pensacola, Fla., a tract of land involved in a 
controversy in ejectment then pending in this court in a case wherein 
the said Florida McGuire was plaintiff and the Pensacola City 
Company et al. were defendants, upon the grounds: 

1. That the said suit in ejectment against the judge of this court 
was instituted after a petition to this judge to recuse himself in the 
said case of Mrs. Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al. had 
been submitted to the court on November 5, 1901, and denied, and after 
the said judge had stated in open court and in the presence of the said 
counsel, Simeon Belden and Louis Paquet, that an allegation of the 
said petition, that he or some member of his family were interested in 
or owned property in said tract, was untrue, and had stated that he 
had refused to permit a member of his family to buy land in said tract 
because the said suit of MPlorida McGuire, involving the title to the 
said tract, was in litigation before him, the said judge. 

2. That after the said declaration of the said judge, the said counsel 
were aware that neither the said judge, nor any member of his family, 
were the owners of or interested in any part of the said tract, and had 
no reason whatever to believe that he or they were so interested, and 
knew, or could easily have known, that the said block was not in the 
possession or control of anyone, but was entirely unoccupied. 

3. That the said suit against the said judge was instituted on Satur- 
day night, the 9th instant, after 6 o'clock, and after the court had 
overruled the motion of the said attorneys to postpone the trial of the 
ease of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al. for a week 
or more, and after the said judge had announced to the said counsel 
that he would call the case for trial on Monday, November 11, 1901, 
and would then try the case, unless counsel for plaintiff made a showing 
why he should not so try, and the said counsel had announced that they 
would make such showing. 

4. That the said BE. T. Davis was, before the instituting of the said 
suit against the said judge, cognizant of all the facts herein set forth. 

W. A. BLoUNT, 
An Attorney of this Court. 

NOVEMBER 11, 1901. 

And afterwards, and on the same day, to wit, on the 11th day of 
November, A. D. 1901, the following order was made and entered of 
record in the said cause, to wit: 


“In re matter of contempt proceedings against Simeon Belden, Louis 
Paquet, and E. T. Davis. 

“Upon reading the motion of W. A. Blount, an attorney and coun- 
selor of this court, for a citation to Simeon Belden, Louis Paquet, and 
i. T. Davis, why they should not be committed for contempt, for the 
reasons set forth in said motion, and after consideration of the same, it 
is ordered : 

“That the said Simeon Belden, Louis Paquet, and EB. T. Davis be, 
and they are hereby, cited to appear before me, Charles Swayne, judge 
of this court, at 10 o'clock a. m. on Tuesday, November 12, 1901, to 
show cause why they should not be punished for contempt upon the 
grounds and for the reasons set forth in the said motion, which is now 
of record in the records of said court, and a copy of which is to be 
attached by the clerk to the copy of this order served upon the said 
Simeon Belden, Louis Paquet, and E. 'T. Davis. 

‘‘ Ordered in open court this 11th day of November, A. D. 1901. 

“ CHARLES SWAYNE, Judge.” 

At the time of the presentation of the said motion by the said W. A. 
Blount, in open court, on November 11, 1901, the said Simeon Belden 
and the said E. T. Davis were present in the said court, and before 
making said order the said judge made and directed to be spread upon 
the minutes the following declaration concerning his connection with 
the land in the Cheveaux tract, mentioned in said motion, to wit: 

‘On Tuesday, November 5, 1901, at the time of the presentation of 
the said motion by plaintiffs, that the court recuse himself, he had 
then stated, and now states, that he never agreed to accept, nor ever 
accepted, any deed to any portion of the said Cheveaux tract; that, 
as he stated, a member of his family, to wit, his wife, had, with money 
inherited by her from her father’s estate, negotiated for the purchase 
of some city lots in Pensacola; that certain deeds in connection there- 
with had been sent to her in Delaware, one of them proving to be a 
quitelaim deed, and upon investigation and inquiry it was found that 
the property in this deed was a portion of the property in litigation 
in the suit of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al., and 
that thereupon, and by his advice, the said deed was returned to the 
proposed grantors with the statement that no further negotiations 
whatever could be conducted by them in relation to this property, and 
they thereupon refused to purchase, either at the present time or in 
the future, any portion of the said tract.” 

W. A. Blount, an atturney and counselor at law of this court and 

racticing therein, and as amicus curie, moves the court to cite Simeon 
, Louis Paquet, and E. T. Davis, attorneys and counselors of 
urt, to show cause before this court, at a day and hour to be 
fixed by the court, why they should not be punished for contempt of 
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this court, in causing and procuring, as attorneys of the circuit court 
of Escambia County, Fla., a summons in ejectment, wherein Florida 
McGuire was plaintiff and the Hon. Charles Swayne was defendant, to. 
be issued from said court and served upon the said judge of this court, 
to recover the possession of block 91, Cheveaux tract, in the city of 
Pensacola, Fla., a tract of land involved in a controversy in ejectment 
then depending in this court in a case wherein the said Florida Mc- 
Guire was plaintiff and the Pensacola City Company et al. were de- 
fendants, upon the grounds: 

1. That the said suit in ejectment against the judge of this court 
was instituted after a lo to this judge to recuse himself in the 
said case of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al. had 
been submitted to the court, on November 5, 1901, and denied, and 
after the said judge had said in open court, and in the presence of the 
said counselors Simeon Belden and Louis Paquet, that the allegation 
of the said petition that he, or some member of his family, were 
interested in or owned property in said tract was untrue, and had 
stated that he had refused to permit a member of his a to buy 
land in said tract, because the said suit by Florida McGuire, involving 
the title to the said tract, was in litigation before him, the said judge. 

2. That after the said declaration of the said judge, the said counsel 
were aware that neither the said judge nor any member of his famil 
were the owners of or interested in any part whatever of the sai 
tract and had no reason to believe that he or they were so interested, 
and knew, or could easily have known, that the said block was not in 
the possession or control of anyone, but was ey un ied. 

3. That the said suit against the said judge was institut 
day night, the 9th instant, after 6 o'clock, and after the court had 
overruled the motion of said attorneys to postpone the trial of the said 
case of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City nS al. for a week 
or more, and after the said jetes had announced the said counsel 
that he would call the case for trial on Monday, November 11, 1901, 
and would then try the case, unless counsel for plaintiff made a show- 
ing why he should not so try, and the said counsel had announced that 
they would make such showing. 

4. That the said E. T. Davis was, before the instituting of the said 
suit against the said judge, cognizant of all of the facts herein set forth. 

(Indorsements: In re contempt ene Simeon Belden, B. T. 
Davis, and Louis Paquet. Filed November 11, 1901. F. W. Marsh, 


clerk.) 

(Marshal’s return: United States of America, northern district of 
Florida, ss: I hereby certify that I served the annexed citation on 
the therein named Simeon Belden and EB. T. Davis, the within named 
Louis Paquet not found, being outside the northern district of Florida, 
by handing to and leaving a true and correct copy thereof with Simeon 
Belden and B. T. Davis, personally, at Pensacola, Escambia County, in 
said district, on the 11th day of November, A. D. 1901. T. F. MceGou- 
rin, United States marshal, by R. P. Wharton, deputy.) 

And thereafter, to wit, on the 12th day of November, A. D. 1901, 
the following answer was made and entered in the said cause by the 
said defendants therein, to wit: 


“ Before the Hon. Charles Swayne, judge circuit court United States, 
northern district of Florida. In re matter of contempt proceedings 
against Simeon Belden, Louis Paquet, and E. T. Davis. 


“And now comes Simeon Belden and HB. T. Davis, and for reasons 
why they should not be punished by contempt showeth : 

“First. That the grounds upon which the said contempt is based, to 
wit, summons in ejectment issued from the circuit court of Escambia 
County, Fla., wherein Florida McGuire was plaintiff and the Hon. 
Charles Swayne was defendant, that said proceedings is in the juris- 
diction of the circuit court of Escambia County, Fla., and that this 
court is without jurisdiction thereof. 

“Second. That the petition to recuse referred to in said motion they 
had nothing to do with before this court, nor were they present on the 
5th day of November when submitted, as stated in said motion, nor 
present when any statement made by the judge concerning his connec- 
tion with any of the property except the statement made by said judge 
on November 11 after court convened and after the motion to discon- 
tinue the case of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al. was 
made. 

“Third. To the second paragraph showeth: As above stated, they 
heard no declaration made by the judge referred to in said paragraph, 
and as for reasons to believe that he, Judge Swayne, or some member 
of his family, was interested in bloek 91, Rivas tract of land named in 
said summons, we simply refer to the declaration made by Hon. Charles 
Swayne on November 11, 1901, when said motion was made by the 
Hon. W. A. Blount, and that after hearing said declaration, believe 
there is in existence a deed to Mrs. Charles Swayne uncanceled, and 
that they have no knowledge of its oo and as the negotia- 
tions for the property named in said deed was one made by Mrs. Charles 
Swayne in her individual right, that no act of the said Hon. Charles 
Swayne would repudiate or render null and void any transaction made 
by Mrs. Charles Swayne with her own money or property. 

“Fourth. That EB. T. Davis, for himself, showe That this court 
had no jurisdiction over him in said matter of Florida McGuire v. 
Pensacola City Company et al. until he requested the court to mark his 
name as attorney for plaintiff on the morning of November 11, when 
he presented the motion to discontinue the aforesaid suit. 

“SIMBON BELDEN. 
“PB. T. Davis. 


““(Indorsements: Before the honorable Charles Swayne, judge of the 
circuit eourt of the United States for the northern district of Florida, 
at Pensacola. In re contempt against Simeon Belden, Louis Paquet, and 
BE. T. Davis. Filed November 12, 1901. F. W. Marsh, clerk.)” 

And afterwards, to wit, on the same day, November 12, 1901, the fol- 
lowing proceedings were had in open court, to wit: 

“The United States v. Simeon Belden. No. 249. Contempt of court. 


“This cause coming on to be heard on the motion of W. A. Blount, 
attorney and counselor at law of this court, as amicus curie, to cite the 
said Simeon Belden to show cause why he should not be punished for 
contempt of this court for the reasons in said motion distinctly alleged, 
and on the rule granted on said motion, dated November 11, 1901, a cer- 
tified copy of which has been duly served on said Simeon Belden, and on 
the answer to said rule on this day read and filed in open court by and 
on behalf of the said Simeon Belden; and after having the testimony of 
the witnesses introduced by the United States and by the said defend- 
ant, and after duly considering the same, 3 

“Tt is now ordered and oe that the said Simeon Belden is 
guilty in manner and form as in said motion and rule set forth of the 
facts therein alleged; and it is further adjudged that the same consti- 
tutes a substantial contempt of the dignity and good order of this court. 
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“ Wherefore, it is ordered and adjudged that the said Simeon Belden 
do pay a fine or penalty to the United States Government of $100, and 
that he be taken hence to the county jail of Escambia County, Fla., at 
Pensacola, and there confined for and during the term and period of ten 
days from the 12th ong of November, 1901, and that he stand committed 

s 


until the terms of this sentence be complied with or until he be dis- 
charged by due course of law. 
“Ordered and done this 12th day of November, A. D. 1901. 
“ CHAS. SWAYNE, Judge. 


“(Indorsements: United States v. Simeon Belden. Sentence. Filed 
Nevember 12, 1901. F. W. Marsh, clerk.)”’ 


And afterwards, and on the same day, to wit, on the 12th day of No- 
vember, A. D. 1901, in pursuance of the terms of the foregoing sentence, 
there issued out of the clerk’s office of the said court a warrant of sen- 
tence of the said defendant, directed to the marshal of said district, 
which was thereupon delivered to him and was by him executed and 
returned into the said clerks’ office with his return indorsed thereon, 
which writ, together with the said return, is in the words and figures 
following to wit: 


“United States of America, circuit court of the United States, fifth cir- 
cuit, northern district of Florida. 


“The President of the United States to the marshal of the United States 
for the northern district of Florida, greeting: 


““ Whereas, at a session of the circuit court of the United States for 
the fifth circuit and northern district of Florida, held at the city of Pen- 
sacola, in said circuit and district, on the 11th day of November, A. D. 
1901, a rule to show cause why he should not be punished for contempt 
of the said court was duly made and entered by the said court against 
Simeon Belden for causing and procuring, as attorneys of the circuit 
court of Escambia County, Fla., a summons in ejectment, wherein Flor- 
ida McGuire was plaintiff and the honorable Charles Swayne was de- 
fendant, to be issued from the said court and served upon the said judge 
of this court, to recover the possession of block 91, Cheveaux tract, in 
the city of Pensacola, Fla., a tract of land involving a controversy in 
ejectment then depending in the said circuit court of the United States 
in a case wherein the said Florida McGuire was plaintiff and the Pensa- 
cola City Company and others were defendants, upon the grounds: 

“1. That the said suit in ejectment against the judge of this court 
was instituted after a petition to this judge to recuse himself in the 
said case of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company and others had 
been submitted to the court on November 5, 1901, and denied, and after 
the said judge had said in open court and in the presence of the said 
Simeon Belden that the allegation of the said petition that he, or some 
member of his family, were interested in or owned property in said tract 
was untrue, and had stated that he had refused to permit a member of 
his family to buy land in said tract because the said suit by Florida 
McGuire, involving the title to said tract, was in litigation before him, 
the said judge. 

“2. That after the said declaration of the said judge the said counsel 
were aware that neither the said judge nor any member of his family 
were the owners of or interested in any part whatever of the said tract, 
and had no reason to believe that he or they were so interested, and 
knew, or could easily have known, that the said block was not in the 
possession or control of anyone, but was entirely unoccupied. 

“3. That the said suit was instituted against the said judge on Sat- 
urday night, the 9th instant, after 6 o’clock, and after the court had 
overruled the motion of said attorneys to postpone the trial of the said 
cause of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company and others for a 
week or more, and after the said judge had announced to the counsel 
aforesaid that he would call the case for trial on Monday, November 11, 
1901, and would then try the case, unless counsel for plaintiff made a 
showing why he should not so try, and the said counsel had announced 
that they would make such showing. 

“4. That the said BE. T. Davis was, before the institution of the said 
suit against the said judge, cognizant of all the facts herein set forth. 

“Which charges were in violation of the dignity and*good order of the 
said court, and a contempt thereof. 

“And afterwards, to wit, on the 12th day of November, A. D. 1901, 
the said defendant, having been duly served with an order to show cause 
why he should not be punished for the alleged contempt aforesaid, which 
order was returnable at said time, was duly tried by the court upon his 
answer and the evidence of witnesses on the charges aforesaid in the 
said rule preferred, and a verdict of guilty was duly rendered by the said 
court against the said defendant, Simeon Belden. 

“And afterwards, on the same day, our said court, by reason of the 
verdict aforesaid of the said court, did duly sentence the said Simeon 
Belden to be imprisoned in the county jail of Escambia County, in the 
State of Florida, for and during the term and period of ten days from 
the 12th day of November, A. D. 1901, and further to pay a fine or pen- 
alty to the United States Government of $100. and that he stand com- 
mitted until the terms of said sentence be complied with, or until he be 
discharged by due course of law, the said jail being the place duly 
selected for the imprisonment of persons convicted of offenses against 
the laws of the United States in the courts thereof in said northern 
district of Florida. 

“* Now, therefore, you, the said marshal, are hereby commanded forth- 
with to convey to the said jail at Pensacola, in the State of Florida, 
=~ ey of the said Simeon Belden and deliver him to the keeper 
thereof. 

“And you, the said keeper, in the name of the President of the United 
States of America, are hereby commanded to receive the body of the said 

Simeon Belden, the person aforesaid, into your custody, and him, the 
said Simeon Belden, keep in the said jail of Escambia County, in the 
State of Florida, at Pensacola, for the full term and period of ten days 
from the 12th day of November, 1901, and until the said fine of $100 be 
paid, or until he be discharged by due course of law. 


“Witness, the Hon. Melville W. Fuller, Chief Justice of the Supreme | 


Court of the United States, and the seal of this court, at the city of 
Pensacola, in said district, this 12th day of November, A. D. 1901. 
“[T SEAL. ] “ F. W. MARSH, Clerk. 


“(Indorsements: No. 249. The United States v. Simeon Belden. 
Warrant of sentence. Filed November 12, 1901. F. W. Marsh, clerk.) 

“ Marshal's return: Received the within warrant of sentence, together 
with the body of the within-named prisoner, Simeon Belden, at Pensa- 
cola, Fla., on the 12th day of November, 1901, and executed the same by 
delivering the body of the said prisoner to the keeper of the jail of Es- 
cambia County, Vla., at Pensacola, on the 12th day of November, 1901, 
together with a certified copy of the warrant of sentence. 

“T. F. McGourin, 
“United States Marshal. 
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“United States, fifth judicial circuit. Proceedings before Don. A 
Pardee, circuit judge, in chambers, New Orleans, La. Ex parte Elsa 
T. Davis, ex parte Simeon Belden. On writs of habeas corpus. 


“ Writs of habeas corpus in favor of the above-named relators having 
issued on the order of the undersigned circuit judge, returnable in 
chambers, in the city of New Orleans, and returns having been made 
to the said writs, and the issues presented having been argued, 

“It is now, for the reasons herewith filed, ordered and adjudged 
that the said writs be discharged and that the relators be remanded to 
the custody of the jail keeper of Escambia County, Fla., holding for the 
marshal for the northern district of Florida, at Pensacola. 

“And the said relators, pending proceedings on above-mentioned 
writs, have been enlarged upon bonds conditioned for their appearance 
and to obey orders issued. 

“It is ordered that they surrender themselves to said jailer or said 
marshal on or before noon of Monday, the 9th day of December, 1901. 

“The costs of these proceedings to be paid by said relators. 

*“ Don. A, PARDEE, Circuit Judge 

“ DECEMBER 7, 1901.” 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Northern district of Florida: 

I, F. W. Marsh, clerk of the circuit court of the United States for 
the northern district of Florida, hereby certify that the foregoing 
printed pages, numbered from 1 to 6, both inclusive, constitutes a 
full, complete, and true transcript of the record and proceedings in 
the matter of the rule upon Simeon Belden to show cause why he 
should not be punished for a contempt of said court, as the same 
remains of record and on file in said court. 

Witness my hand and the seal of said court at the city of Pensacola, 
in said district, this 28th day of January, A. D. 1905. 

[SEAL.] F. W. MARSH, Clerk. 


Elza T. Davis recalled. 

By Mr. Manager DE ARMOND: 

Question. Mr. Davis, you are the E. T. Davis mentioned in 
these contempt proceedings? 

Answer. Yes, sir. 

Q. You have already been on the stand, and have stated that 
you are an attorney at law and live in Pensacola, Fla.? 

A. Yes, sir. 

q. Were you one of the attorneys in the suit in the State 
court of Florida McGuire et al. v. Charles Swayne? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When were you retained in that case? 

A. It was on Saturday evening, about 7 o’clock, I suppose, of 
November 9, 1901. 

Q. The evening of the bringing of that suit? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Had you been or were you then an attorney in the case of 
Florida McGuire et al. v. The Pensacola Land Company et al.? 

A. I was not. 

Q. In Judge Swayne’s court? 

A. I was not. 

Q. When did you first become connected with that case in 
the United States court? 

A. On Sunday Mr. Paquet rang me up at the hotel and asked 
me to come down to the office. I went down to the office, and 
he showed me a telegram he had received from his wife, stating 
that some of his family were sick—I do not remember which 
ones—and to come home on the first train. He asked me if I 
would appear in the court the next morning and discontinue the 
case before the court, which I agreed to do. 

Q. Was that your first connection with the case? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did you do in that case? 

A. Nothing more than to prepare the motion, and on Monday 
morning I asked the court to mark my name as counsel for the 
plaintiffs, and stated that Mr. Paquet had been called home, and 
that owing to General Belden’s physical condition I would 
withdraw the case as a matter of courtesy to the attorneys. 

Q. What action was taken? Was the case accordiugly dis- 
missed? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What next transpired there, so far as you were concerned? 

A. Mr. Blount rose and made a motion that the three attor- 
neys be punished for contempt of court. 

Q. Which Mr. Blount? What is his first name? 

A. W. A. Blount. 

Q. What was his connection with the Florida McGuire case? 

A. He was a defendant and also attorney for himself and the 
other defendants. 

Q. State to the court what transpired there. What was said 
by the judge and by Mr. Blcunt and what was done? 

A. I do not remember all that was said at the time. Judge 
Swayne appointed Mr. Blount and William Fisher to prepare 
the motion. 

Q. Who is William Fisher? 

A. He is also an attorney and was one of the defendants in 
the case. 

Q. The case that had just been dismissed? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Do you know when that motion was filed? Was it pre- 
pared in writing and filed? 

A. I do not think it was immediately; some time during the 
morning. 

Q. What next transpired so far as you were concerned? 

A. We were served with a rule to show cause why we should 
not be punished for contempt, and we then prepared our answer, 
the answer which has been read here. 

Q. When did you next appear before the court? 

A. Tuesday, November 12. 

Q. And then you filed your answer? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. State to the court whether or not any testimony was taken. 

A. There was some testimony taken concerning an article 
which had been published in the paper, and also Mr. Keyser 
was called to the witness stand. I do not remember just what 
his testimony was; something, though, concerning who paid 
his fare on going on a certain trip to Tallahassee or somewhere 
else connected with the case. 

Q. Was there any further testimony ? 

A. I called Mr. Blount and Mr. Fisher to prove their connec- 
tion with the case and that they were parties interested in the 
case. 

Q. In the Florida MeGuire case? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was that all the testimony? 

A. Yes, sir; that was all. 

Q. State to the court whether or not the matter was argued 
before Judge Swayne. 

A, It was. 

Q. You have heard read here section 725 of the Revised 
Statutes, have you not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. State to the court whether or not you called the attention 
of Judge Swayne to that provision of law. 

A. I read from the American and English Encyclopedia of 
Law, in which was included that statute which had been cited; 
that statute there, and the other authorities which I read touch- 
ing upon the jurisdiction of the court. 

Q. State to the court how your discussion of the matter ter- 
minated. 

A. After reading that I then started to read from volume 167 
of the United States Supreme Court Reports, and Judge 
Swayne’s reply was, “ That does not apply to this case.” 

Q. Was that on the subject of contempts? 

A. Yes, sir, and jurisdiction. 

Q. And jurisdiction. What was Judge Swayne’s comment? 

A. That was the remark he made. I then laid the book down 
nnd took my seat. 

Q. I did not understand the remark. What remark was it he 
made? 

A. That that law did not apply to this case. 

Q. What was done then? 

A. He then proceeded to pass sentence upon us. 

Q. What was his sentence? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Is not that a matter of record? 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Part of it is and part of it was | 
eliminated from the record. [To the witness.] What was the 
sentence which Judge Swayne pronounced upon you and upon 
Mr. Belden? 

A. Before passing the sentence he abused us very much; 
stated that we had been guilty of crooked work, and that we had 
brought the law, the highest calling of the land, into disgrace, 
and that our acts . 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. A little louder. The members 
of the court back here do not hear you. Please repeat the state- 
ment. 

The WITNESS. He stated that we had been guilty of 
crooked work; we had brought the law, the highest calling of 
the land, into disgrace, and that our acts were a stench in the 
nostrils of the people. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager De ARgMoND.) What was his manner? 

A. His manner was very abusive; in fact, it was almost 
fiendish. 

Q. State whether or not the court gave evidence of being 
angry. 

A. Very angry; yes, Sir. 


Q. State to the court the condition of Mr. Belden at that | 


time. 

A. Mr. Belden had previously had a stroke of paralysis, and 
he was in a very feeble condition. One side of his face had con- 
tracted: the other had relaxed and had drawn his mouth 
arowid to one side. He was very feeble physically otherwise, 
and could hardly speak above a whisper. 

Q. Is he a young man or an aged man? 

A. A very aged man. 
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Q. What was fhe sentence that Judge Swayne pronounced 
upon you and upon Mr. Belden? 

A. His first sentence—— 

Q. That is what I am asking about. 

A. Was ten days’ imprisonment, a hundred dollars fine, and 
two years’ disbarment. 

Q. For each of you? 

A. Yes, sir. Mr. W. A. Blount immediately upon the 
conclusion of the sentence stepped to the bench and, as I 
understeod him, said, “ You can not disbar under a proceeding 
of this kind;” and he then withdrew that part of the sentence. 

Q. What was done to you and General Belden then? 

A. We were taken to jail. 

. How soon after the conclusion of the sentence? 
. Immediately afterwards. 
. What was done with you. when you were taken there? 

A. We were first placed in a cell. 

Q. How long was the court occupied in this proceeding of dis- 
posing of the contempt matter and getting you off to jail? 

A. I think about an hour; perhaps a little more. 

Q. Were you detained there until the commitment was made 
out, as far as you observed? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. How long were you in prison? 

A. We remained there about three days. We sued out the 
writ of habeas corpus and came out on bond. That was heard 
in New Orleans, and Judge Pardee refused jurisdiction and re- 
quested us to report to the sheriff or to the jailer and either to 
pay the fmes or suffer the remainder of the imprisonment. 

Q. What did you gentlemen do? 

A. I reported. I paid a hundred dollars, and General Belden 
served the remainder of his time. 

Q. How long had you lived in Pensacola when these proceed- 
ings took place? 

A. A little ever a year. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Cross-examine, gentlemen. 


Cross-examined by Mr. Hiccrns: 


Mr. HIGGINS. If the court please, it will be necessary for 
me to stand at this point, owing to the fact that I have here 
some papers about which I wish to ask the witness. 

Mr. BACON. We can not hear the counsel. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer could 
not hear. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I will raise my voice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What was the remark of the 
counsel? 

Mr. HIGGINS. That it would be very difficult for me to con- 
duct the examination away from this table, owing to some docu- 
ments about which I wish to ask the witness. [To the witness. ] 
Mr. Davis, haye you been connected, as counsel, with this im- 
peachment proceeding against Judge Swayne? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. For how long? 

A. Since the hearing of the committee at Pensacola. 

Q. Of the committee? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What committee? 

A. The committee to take testimony. 

Q. You mean the committee of the House of Representatives 
to investigate? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were you or not employed at the time the resolutions were 
pending before the Florida legislature? 

A. I was not. 

Q. Were you engaged otherwise in pressing the passage of 
those resolutions? 

A. I was not. 

Q. Did you attend the legislature at all with reference to 
that matter? 

A. I did not. 

Q. Were you there while it was being conducted? 

A. I was not. 

Q. You say you did appear before the committee? 

A. Yes, sir. 

4 Upon whose employment? 

A. Upon my own. 

Q. ae volunteered, then, in your own interest? 

A. I did; and in the interest of others. 

Q. What others? 

A. The parties who were assisting in securing the evidence 
and forcing the prosecution. 

Q. Who were they? 

A. Mr. O’Neal was one of the parties, and I think Mr. Hos- 
kins. Those are the only ones directly. 

Q. You, therefore, were connected as counsel in the prosecu- 
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tion of Judge Swayne looking to his impeachment during the 
life of O’Neal and while O’Neal was pressing it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you say O’Neal did not employ you? 

A. He did not employ me. 

Q. Who were your associate counsel in that undertaking? 

A. Judge Liddon and, I think, Mr. Beard, Mr. Pace—— 

Q. How do you spell that name? 

A. P-a-c-e. 

Q. Who else? 

A. I do not remember anyone else. 

Q. Was Mr. Laney? 

A. I believe he was. 

Q. Have you been connected with the conduct ef this prose- 
eution since that time? ; 

A. Not directly. Judge Liddon has handled that part of it. 

Q. Have you had any connection with it? 

A. None; except to secure certain evidence. 

Q. What was that? 

A. The evidence which was gotten from Texas in regard to 
his expenses. 

Q. That you have testified to? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In other words, you took the trip to Texas to find out what 
the fare there and back was? 

A. I did. 

Q. Mr. Davis, where was the precipe signed for the suit in 
the circuit court of Escambia County of Florida McGuire v. 
Charles Swayne? 

A. I think I signed it in Mr. George W. Pryor’s office. 

Q. Who were the counsel that brought that suit? 

A. Belden, Paquet, and myself, after I was called there. 

Q. Were you called there at the same time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And whose place was it? 

A. George W. Pryor’s store. 

Q. What kind of a store? 

A. A wholesale grocery. 

Q. A grocery store? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where is it located? 

A. On Government street. 

Q. At what time of the day or night was that praecipe pre- 
pared? 

A. I can not say at what time it was prepared. It was not 
prepared in my presence. When I arrived at the store Mr. 
Paquet stated to me: “ Mr. Davis, we want to associate you 
with us in this case. We have decided to withdraw the case 
from Judge Swayne and to settle his interest, whatever it might 
be, in this block of land;” or to “ adjudicate ” it—I believe that 
was the word he used. 

Q. Please repeat that. They wanted your assistance in this 
case or to associate you in the case? 

A. Yes, sir; that was it. 

Q. In what case was that? 

A. That was Florida McGuire v. Charles Swayne. 

Q. He said be wanted you to associate himself 

A. No; he wanted to associate me with him and Belden in the 
case of Florida McGuire v. Charles Swayne. 

Q. What did he say about discontinuing the suit of McGuire 
v. The Pensacola City Company? 

A. He said they were going to discontinue that suit; they had 
decided to adjudicate the title to that block of land, or interest, 
whatever Judge Swayne had in it. 

Q. And thereupon the precipe was signed, was it? 

A. Yes, sir; I signed the precipe. 

Q. Did the other lawyers sign it in your presence? 

A. It was signed before I got there. 

Q. You were the last one? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was done with it then? 

A. It was sent to the clerk. I think they sent it immediately 
to the clerk of the court. 

Q. By whom? 

A. By Mr. Keyser. 

Q. Did you go with the messenger? 

A. I did not. 

Q. Did you see either the clerk or the sheriff of the county 
about the issuing or service of that writ? 

A. No, sir; I did not. 

Q. So that after this order left your hands that ended your 
connection with the writ that night? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What time was it that this writ was sent by Keyser? 
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A. I think it was between 6 and 7 o'clock; I can not say 


exactly. 


Q. To recover what property was that suit brought? 

A. Block 91 of the Rivas tract. 

Q. Were you present in the United States circuit court dur- 
ing that week, the end of which was Saturday, say on Monday 


or Tuesday preceding? 


A. I was in court off and on during the week. 

Q. Did you take any part in the conduct or management of 
the case of Florida McGuire v. The Pensacola City Company 
during that week? 

A. None whatever. 

Q. I will ask you if you were not frequently in conversation 
with the parties to that suit? 

A. I was not. 

Q. And with the counsel of record in that suit, Messrs. 
Belden and Paquet? 

A. I was not. 

Q. Were you or not present in court at the time of a motion for 
its continuance on Saturday? ‘That was the 11th, was it not? 

Mr. THURSTON. The 11th. 

Q. (By Mr. Hieerns.) The 11th day of November? 

A. I was in court most of the day on Saturday. 

Q. I asked you if you were in court at the time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

«). You were present? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. Did you sit with the counsel for Florida McGuire during 
the argument and presentation of the motion for a postpone- 
ment? 

A. I have no knowledge of it. 

Q. I should like a more explicit answer than that, sir. 

A. I could not say, because I have not paid any attention. 

Q. You do not say you were not? 

A. No, sir; I do not. 

Q. That motion was for a postponement? 

A. 1 can not remember what it was. I think it was either a 
postponement or a continuance, or something of the sort. 

Q. You heard the motion, but you do not know— 

A. Really I did not pay enough attention to it to know 
whether it was a motion for a continuance or a motion for a 
postponement. I heard them talking and arguing it. 

Q. You do not know that it was a motion to postpone the trial 
of that cause until about Thursday of next week? 

A. No, sir; I could not say. I am inclined to believe, though, 
it was a motion to postpone instead of to continue. 

Q. Was there another suit brought in the matter of Florida 
McGuire v. The Pensacola City Company, Blount, et al.? 

The WITNESS. You mean after that one was so withdrawn? 

M. HIGGINS. Yes. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When was that brought? 

A. A month or two afterwards. 

Q. Is that the case as to which you testified yesterday con- 
cerning the bill of exceptions? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You were, therefore, of counsel in that case? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is it on the employment that you speak of as beginning on 
that night at 6 o’clock? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You have said that you discontinued this case in court on 
your motion on the following Monday morning? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was your part in bringing the second suit on the employ 
ment you had in moving for that discontinuance? 

A. I was not employed for the purpose of discontinuing that 
suit at all. I did it as a matter of courtesy for Mr. Paquet and 
Mr. Belden. 

Q. But you were of counsel in bringing the suit against Judge 
Swayne? 

A. Yes, sir. 
up the matter of recusing himself, upon Tuesday, the 5th? 

A. I was not. 

Q. Had you heard of what he had said at that time? 

A. I had not. 

Q. Did you know at the time you brought that suit against 
him, on Saturday night, in the circuit court of Escambia County, 
that he had made the statement from his bench that he did not 
own block 91, and that neither his wife nor any other member of 
his family had any interest in it? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Then, if that is the case, Mr. Davis, when you were cit 
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before him on the rule to show cause why you should not be 
punished for contempt, why did you not set up that you had no 
knowledge of what he then said? 

A. I think that is stated. 

Q. No, sir; it is not stated. 

A. I think it is stated in the answer. 

Q. Why did you content yourself in your statement that was 
presented then with the statement that you were not in the 
court at the time he made that statement? 

A. The position which I—— 

Q. Answer my question, please. 

A. I think it is stated—— 

Q. Go ahead and answer it in your own way. 

A. I can not tell you any other reason. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. I did not hear the reason. 
was it? 

A. My reason was that I think it is stated in the answer 
that we did not know or hear Judge Swayne make the statement 
on the 5th day of November. 

Q. (By Mr. Hice1ns.) That is your answer? 

A. I think so. 

@. Mr. Davis, was your answer sworn to? 

A. No, sir. 

©. You say you called witnesses in your behalf—Mr. Blount, 
and Mr. Keyser; was he the other one? 

Mr. Fisher; yes, sir. 
Q. Were you yourselves sworn on your own behalf? 
No, sir. 
Was Mr. Belden sworn? 
No, sir. 
Neither of you? 
No, sir. 

Q. You were both present? 

A. Yes, sir. We discussed that matter at the time we made 
the answer. As the motion was not sworn to, nor any affidavits 
presented, therefore it was not necessary for us to swear to our 
answer, and the position we took was that as the contempt 
charge was an act committed in the State court therefore this 
court had no jurisdiction. 

(). (Producing paper.) Mr. Davis, will you kindly look at the 
paper I hand you and say whether or not that is your signature? 

A. (After examining paper.) Yes, sir; that is my signature. 

Q. Is that a paper presented for you in the United States 
circuit court for the fifth judicial circuit, relating to the habeas 
corpus? 

A. I do not think it was presented in my case. 1 think that 
is an affidavit which was prepared in New Orleans, which Judge 
Paquet had prepared, and which I signed. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the court please, this is an original paper, 
and I offer it in evidence. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. 
fore you offer it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I am offering it now. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. I say let us see it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I am offering it now. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. You will allow us to see it before 
you offer it? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Of course I will. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. ‘Thank you kindly. 

Mr. HIGGINS. It needs no thanks. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Mr. President, we suppose there 
is no objection to identifying the paper, but as to introducing it 
in evidence, we are introducing evidence now on the other 


What 


Be kind enough to let us see it be- 


side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding 
about to inquire whether the introduction of the 
be a part of the cross-examination of this witness. 

Mr. HIGGINS. It is a matter of practice; it is a part of the 
examination, and we offer this paper in evidence now, with the 
further suggestion that as it is an original record we shall be 
permitted to have a copy of it made for the purpose of printing. 
We submit it to the other side for that purpose. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. It is a paper of some length. 

Mr. HIGGINS. A copy of it can be taken from the record. 
It otherwise appears in the printed proceedings. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. It seems to me the regular plan 
of procedure and the better one is for the managers to offer 
their testimony now and after they close their case the counsel 
for the respondent to offer theirs instead of reading a long docu- 
ment at the time when the managers are offering their testi- 
mony. We de not know what is in the paper. 

The PRESIDING OBFICER. The Presiding Officer thinks 
that it is hardly proper to offer this document in evidence on 
the part of counsel at this time. If they desire to cross- 
examine the witness upon anything contained in this docu- 


Officer was 
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ment, they can do so without offering it formally as evidence 
now. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I understand that the objection of the man- 
agers goes only as to the time of this paper going in evidence ; 
it is not to its competency. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. As to the question of com- 
petency the managers could not very well make objection when 
they do not know what the paper is. We have not had any op- 
portunity to know whether to object to it or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer under- 
stands that the witness under cross-examination has been asked 
if a certain document bears his signature, and he says that it 
does. The Presiding Officer supposes that it is entirely proper for 
counsel upon cross-examination to ask him any proper question 
relating to what is in the document, but that this is not the 
time to offer it in evidence. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Well, Mr. President, we will offer this paper 
in our own time, but I ask that it be marked for identification 
simply. 

[The paper was marked “ Respondent’s Exhibit No. 1.’] 

Q. (By Mr. Htaatns.) Mr. Davis, kindly look at that paper 
and see whether your name is appended to it in your own hand- 
writing or not. 

A. (Examining.) Yes, sir. 

Q. What is that paper? 

A. I think that is the name of the witnesses who were sum- 
moned in the case of Florida McGuire v. W. A. Blount et al. 

@. Is that the second suit, the record of which was produced 
here yesterday ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And this is the list of witnesses? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. This is the original order? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I will say to the managers, Mr. President, 
that this is the original order or preecipe for the witnesses in 
the case of Florida McGuire v. Blount et al. that was introduced 
by them in evidence yesterday, and as this is an original court 
paper I make the suggestion that at the proper time for its 
going in evidence, if there is objection to it now, the copy 
thereof in the record of the Supreme Court of the United States 
be admitted as secondary evidence in the same manner as yes- 
terday secondary evidence was likewise admitted as to the bill 
of exceptions. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. So far as the question of in- 
troducing from the record instead of the original paper, we do 
not make any point about that, but the question as to whether it 
is admissible at all on other grounds will be reserved. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Of course, I am only speaking of it as sec- 
ondary evidence. I have no further questions to ask. 


Reexamined by Mr. Manager Dre ARMOND: 


Q. Mr. Davis, you were asked about whether you sat with 
the counsel in the Florida McGuire case Saturday evening, when 
there was something said about the trial there, or the continu- 
ance of it; and you said, as I understood you, that you did not 
know when you sat there. I ask you whether you sat among 
them as one of the counsel or whether you were at all connected 
with the case? 

A. I was not. 

Q. Then state to the court whether or not, if you sat close 
by where the attorneys in the case sat, it had any connection 
with the case or just simply happened so. 

A. I had no connection with that case whatever. 

Q. I understood you to say that your first connection with the 
case was on Sunday? 

A. On Sunday. 

Q. And that as a matter of courtesy and acconimodation to 
Mr. Paquet you appeared Monday and had it dismissed? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, did you have any other connection whatever with 
that Florida McGuire case? 

A. None whatever. 

Q. But you were employed when the case of Florida McGuire 
was instituted again later on? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Your first connection with the case against Judge Swayne 
was in the evening when you were called to Pryor's store? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. State to the court whether each of you was given the 
option by Judge Pardee of paying the fine or enduring the im- 
prisonment. Whether that option was given you by order of 
Judge Pardee? 

A. It was. 

Q. How long did you actually remain in jail? 

A. About three days. 
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Q. Then you paid the $100 fine and you were discharged? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Mr. Belden remained the full time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

. Do you know anything about whether General Belden was 
iv court when the judge made any remarks, if he did make any, 
about his connection or lack of connection with the Florida 
McGuire case? 

A. I do not know. 

Q. You said that you heard no such remarks and knew noth- 
ing about it? 

A. I knew nothing about it. 

Q. If I understood you correctly, you knew nothing about it 
until after the dismissal of the Florida McGuire case, and first 
heard of it when the judge made a statement about the time of 
the filing of this statement in contempt? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You were asked why, when you were brought before Judge 
Swayne, you did not deny any knowledge of any statement made 
by him about the lack of connection or interest between himself 
or any member of his family in the Florida McGuire case, and 
I understood you to say that you did make denial of that in 
your answer? 

A. I think so, sir. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. The answer, I think, will show 
it. I believe that is all, Mr. President, of this witness. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have a question which I desire 
to have propounded to the witness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read by the Secre- 
tary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Q. In the services rendered by you in connection with the proceed- 
ings to secure the impeachment of Judge Swayne, were you paid by 
anyone for such services, or were such services rendered voluntarily 
and without pecuniary compensation? 

A. Rendered voluntarily, without a dollar from anyone. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have a question which I desire to submit 
to the witness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
propounds the following question. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
‘ Q. Did Belden pay the fine of $100 imposed on him by Judge 
mewavne ? 

A. He did not. 
ment. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask a question orally? I have not 
time to draw it up. I wish to ask just one question orally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
question may be asked. 

Mr. MORGAN. By whose order, if by any order, was he dis- 
charged from imprisonment without paying his fine? 

The WITNESS. By the decision of Judge Pardee, which 
stated, as the court had exceeded its authority in fining and 
imprisoning, where we appeared and either paid the fine or suf- 
fered the remainder of the imprisonment, we would be entitled 
to our discharge. 


The Senator from Alabama 


He suffered the remainder of the imprison- 


J. J. Hooten sworn and examined. 
By Mr. Manager De ARMOND: 
Question. State where you live. 
Answer. I live in Pensacola, Fla. 
Q. What is your business, Mr. Hooten? 
A. Real estate, insurance, and loan agent. 
Q. How long have you lived there, and how long have you 
been engaged in that business? 
A. I have lived in Pensacola the greater part of thirty-odd 


years. I have been in the real estate business twenty-odd 
years. 

Q. Do you know Judge Charies Swayne? 

A. I do. 


Q. Did you have any business transactions with Judge Swayne 
in relation to the sale of some property, of which you were 
agent? 

A. I did. 

Q. Did you take Judge Swayne over the property and show 
him the property? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you make sale to him? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was there included in the property sold 

A. In answering that question I would state that one piece I 
did and one I did not. 

Q. One you showed him and one you did not? 

A. When we finally closed up the trade on the other we did 
not. There were two pieces of property in question. 
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Q. Was one piece of the property block 91? 

A. Block 91, new city. 

Q. Is that one of the pieces of property that you sold to Judge 
Swayne? 

A. One of the pieces that I expected to sell. 

Q. That you contracted to sell? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. State whether that property was conveyed to Judge 
Swayne when the trade was consummated. 

A. What is the question, please? 

Q. State whether that was actually conveyed to him or to a 
member of his family, or whether the trade fell through and 
was not completed. 

A. There was a deed drawn, but the deed was never deliv- 
ered to Judge Swayne’s wife. 

Q. The deed was drawn to Judge Swayne’s wife? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. But not delivered? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you have any correspondence with Judge Sway1 
about the matter? 

A. I did. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. I would ask counsel for the re- 
spondent whether they bave a copy of the letter written by 
Mr. Hooten? [To the witness.] Did you write a letter to 
Judge Swayne about this matter? 

The WITNESS. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you the letter? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND (to counsel for the respondent). 
Have you the original letter? 

Mr. HIGGINS. We have not the letter, Mr. Manager, or we 
would produce it. We have no objection to secondary evidence 
at all. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager De ARMOND.) You rode out with Judge 
You took him out? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You had conversation with him about investments in a 
general way? 

A. Most naturally; yes, sir. 

Q. You talked about this block 91, among other pieces? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When was this? 

A. I think about June or July, 1901. 

Q. What did Judge Swayne say would happen with reference 
to litigation in the Florida McGuire litigation if he bought this 
block 91? 

A. He stated if he bought it it would disqualify him in the 
case in case it came up before him. 

Q. This block 91 was in what is called the Rivas tract? 

A. Yes, sir; the Chevaux tract it is called. 

(). The tract embraced in the litigation of Florida McGuire 
against the Pensacola City Company and others? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The Judge stated that if he bought that it would dis 
qualify him from sitting as judge in that case. You say a deed 
was made out to that tract of land, but never was delivered? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was done with that deed? 

A. I returned it to Mr. Charles H. Edgar, the gentleman who 
executed it. 

Q. Did you write a letter to Judge Swayne upon the receipt 
of that deed from Mr. Edgar? 

A. 1 wrote him a letter, 1 will not say immediately upon the 
receipt of it. 

Q. After you had received it, I mean? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, will you turn to that letter and read it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

The witness read the letter from a letter book, as follows 

PENSACOLA, FLA., July 19, f 


Judge CHARLES SWAYNE, 
Guyencourt, Del 


Dear Srr: We have the deeds in hand for blocks 91 and 240 


new city tract. Mr. Edgar, owner of block 91, has refused to give a 
warranty deed to this block; he mailed us a quiteclaim deed, whi: 
would not receive. He writes that he is only willing to give ' 
and sale deed, leaving out the warranty clause. He is afraid of t i 
Alberta Caro claim, and this seems to be his objection We } 

cently made an abstract of title to this property and it appear 
fectly clear. If we were buying the property ourselves, we wo 


as soon have one deed as the other; but we put the matter befor 
so as to have you perfectly satisfied. In case his deed is net sat 
tory to you, we guess we will have to drop this biock for the tim 
or until you come home, and fix up papers so as to cover simply 
~ 40, 
Thanking you for an immediate reply, we are, 
Yours, truly, 
THomas C. WATSON & ¢ 
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Q. (By Mr. Manager De ARMOND.) 
to that letter? 
A. I did. 
Q. Have you that reply? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Just read that. 
The witness read the letter, as follows: 


Did you receive a reply 


United States district court, northern district of 
Florida. Charles Swayne, judge. 
GUYENCOURT, DEL., 7 Mo., 


Judge's chambers, 
22d, 1901. 
T. C. Watson & Co., 
Pensacola, Fla. 
GENTLEMEN: You may omit block 91, and send papers for the other 


only, and oblige, 
Yours, truly, CHAS. SWAYNE. 
Q. (By Mr. Manager De ArRMOND.) That transaction dropped 
there as far as you were concerned, did it, with reference to 


block 91? 

A. I think it did, sir; yes, sir. 

Q. The negotiation was carried forward in May, 

A. No; I think I said June or July. 

Q. You took Judge Swayne out there in what month, 
think, when you had this conversation with him? 

A. I should say about June; possibly the 1st of July. 

Q. That was the time you had the talk with him about that 
block 91 being in this tract of land in dispute in the Florida 
MeGuire matter, 
be disqualified from trying that case? 

A. AS my memory best serves me; yes, sir. 

q. You said that you have been in the real estate business in 
Pensacola for something like twenty years? 

A. Twenty-odd years, sir. 


you think? 


do you 


@. Are you well acquainted in the city, and have been during | 


that time? 
A. Yes, sir. 
®. Ilow long have you known Judge Swayne? 


A. I do not know, sir, how long I have known him. I have 
known him by sight possibly seven or eight years; something 


like that. 
Q. State whether you rented a cottage at one time to Judge 
Swayne. 


A. Yes, sir; I did. 
Q@. Known as the Simmons cottage? 
A. Yes, sir. 


q. About when was that? 

A. We started to charge 
year 1900. 

@. You have already stated, 
quainted in the city? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know 
fore that time? 


him rent about October 1, in the 


I believe, that you were well ac- 


of Judge Swayne ever living in the city be- 


A. I have seen him there; I could not say. 

Q. I ask you whether you know. 

A. No, sir; I do not. 

Q. Io you think, in the pursuit of your business and your 


ceneral acquaintance with the community, if he had lived there 
before that time you would have known him? 

Mr. HIGGINS (to the witness). Do not answer. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I submit that that is both leading his own witness and 
asking an opinion, and that the question is objectionable on 
both grounds. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the form in which it was 
asked it may have been a trifle leading. The Presiding Officer 
thinks the question might be asked of the witness, who says that 
he is familiar with the residences of people in the city. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Very well, Mr. President. 
[To the witness.] Were you familiar with the residence por- 
tion of the city during the time you were in business there? 

A. I have a general knowledge of the whole city, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager DE ARMoOND.) State to the court whether 
or not you made it your business, or a part of your business, to 
keep well acquainted and to be well acquainted with the city 
and the people who occupied houses in the city. 

A. I do not think that I pay so much attention about who 
rent houses or who do not, but I try to keep well acquainted 
and posted on everything that happens in the city, especially 
affecting the real estate. 

Q. State to the court whether or not, in the course of your 
business or otherwise, you ever before knew of Judge Swayne 
living in the city until he rented that cottage and moved in. 

A. Not to my knowledge. 

Q. Of his having a residence in the city? 

A. Not to my knowledge. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question which was pro- 





and when he said that if he bought it he would | 


I think it is a proper question. | 








pounded was whether the witness would have been likely to 
have known it if such had been the case. The Presiding Offi- 
cer thinks that question may be answered. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager De Armonp.) State to the court 
whether you think if he had had a residence in the city during 
the time you would have known it. 

A. Well, there are ‘a great many people who might move in 
and out of Pensacola and I would not know anything about it. 

Q. The question is whether if Judge Swayne had had a resi- 
dence in the city you think you would have known it? 

A. I do not know that I would have paid any more attention 
to Judge Swayne than to any other individual. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. That is not really an answer 
to the question. I ask that the question be read. 

The Reporter read the question, as follows 

Q. The question is whether if Judge Swayne had had a residence in 
the city you think you would have known it? 

A. I answer that by saying that I did not know everyone 
who moved in and out of the city. He might have moved in 
unbeknown to me and he might have moved out unbeknown to 
me. 

Q. If he had resided there for any length of time—— 

A. I probably would have known that. 

Q. Was there any further correspondence between you and 
Judge Swayne? 

A. On any other line, you mean? 

Q. No; with regard to this deal that was talked about. 

A. Block 91? 

Q. No; the general deal. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you write him after receiving his letter, and did you 
get another letter from him? 

A. I do not think I wrote him any further regarding block 


| 91. I did about block 240, 


Q. Will you turn to your book and read your letter in reply 
to his which you have just read? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to have that question repeated. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. The question is whether the 
witness wrote Judge Swayne in reply to the letter from Judge 
Swayne which he read just a few moments ago. He says he 
did, and I ask him to read that letter. 

The witness read from a letter book, as follows: 

JULY 25, 1901. 


Judge CHARLES SWAYNE, 
te sieves. Del. 


DEAR JUDGE: In reply to yours of the 22d instant, we herewith Inclose 
you new mortgage and note for you and Mrs. Swayne to sign. I left 
the amount blank both in the mortgage as well as the note. We are 
sorry that the trade on block 91 did “not go through, and we would like 
to talk to you on this subject when you return. We herewith inclose 
you receipts for rent and fire insurance. 

Yours, truly, 


Then there is a postscript, as follows: 
You can fill in the amount in the mortgage and note. 
Cross-examined by Mr. Hiae1ns: 


Q. That mortgage and note were a mortgage and note upon the 
other piece of property? 

A. To secure the balance of the purchase money due upon 
block 240, which is outside of the Rivas tract—the tract in ques- 
tion. 

Q. It had nothing to do, therefore, with this transaction with 
Sdgar about the purchase of block 91? 

A. No, sir; this property belonged to another individual. 

Q. And in your letter in reply to the one received from Judge 
Swayne you say there that that ended the matter, unless it was 
taken up again? 

A. I said we would like to talk over the subject when he re- 
turned; but that ended it. 

What did you say? 

That ended it, sir. 

That ended it? 

Yes, sir; that ended it. 

Did Judge Swayne ever become the owner of that piece of 
property ? ? 

A. No, 

Q. Or aon Swayne? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Or acquire any interest in it? 

A. No, sir; not to my knowledge. 

Q. What time of the year was that correspondence? 

A. July 25, 1901. 

Q. And when is it your recollection that you drove Judge 
Swayne over the property? 

A. I think it must have been about the month of June. 

Q. Now, you have said that the judge at that time said that 
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if he were to purchase it, or Mrs. Swayne were to purchase it, 

it would oust him from trying the Florida McGuire case? 
A. Disqualify him. | 
Q. Disqualify him. You say “if my memory best serves me.” 
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A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Well, have you any doubt, therefore, as to whether he did 
say it or not? 

A. No, sir; I feel most confident that he did say it. 

Q. Well, you say “most confident.” Do you say positively 
that he did? 

A. Well, as best my memory serves me. 

Q. Well, would you go any further than that? 

A. No; I think I would stop about there. 

Q. Did any other member of Judge Swayne’s family ever 
become interested in that property—that block 91? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you, or not, afterwards sell that property to somebody 
else? 

A. It was sold afterwards, but not through me. 
tion of it myself to-day. 

Q. But that transaction was subsequently? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know what year? 

A. That it was afterwards sold? 

Q. Yes. 

A. I should say in 1908. 

Q. I will ask this question: Was any inquiry made of you by 
anyone at that time as to whether Judge Swayne or his wife 
or any member of his family owned that property? 

A. At that particular time? 

Q. Yes. 

A. Well, before I had thought that I had sold the block to 
Judge Swayne I was treating with another party for this same 


I own a por- 


| 
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A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What for? 

A. For commission. 

Q. On what? 

A. The sale of block 91. 

(’. What was your cause of action? 

A. Because he refused to give a warranty deed. 

Q. Because he refused? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In other words, was it that you treated it as a transaction 
that he might have completed if he could have given a good 
title, a clear title, but that he did not do it, and therefore you 
had earned your commission? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You think you have earned the money when you have found 
a purchaser, whether or not the transaction is completed? 

A. Whenever I find a party who is ready, able, and willing 
to buy, I think I have earned my commission. 

Q. Whether the transaction is carried out or not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And here you earned it, although the deal had not been 
earried out? 

A. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. While the Presiding Officer 
makes no criticism on the course of the examination and cross- 


| examination, he desires to say that the time of the Senate is 


block, but he was hanging fire as to the consideration, and I | 


think I informed him that it had been sold to Judge Swayne; 
that he was a little bit too slow. 


Q. Was there any inquiry made of you as to whether Judge 


Swayne was the owner of it by Louis P. Paquet, afterwards? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Or by Simeon Belden? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Or Elza T. Davis? 
A. Not to my knowledge; I think not. I do not know the 
first two gentlemen whose names you mention. 
Davis. 
Q. Did he make any inquiry of your firm? 


A. I have no recollection of ever speaking to Mr. Davis on 


any subject whatever in any form. 
Q. The other men you do not know? 
A. No, sir. 


Reexamined by Mr. Manager De ARMOND. 


Q. Mr. Hooten, I will ask you whether a suit was brought | 


against the owner of that block 91? 

A. Block 91? 

Q. For your commission for selling it to Judge Swayne? 

A. There was; yes, sir. 

Q. How was that suit disposed of—by compromise? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. That, I believe, is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who is the next witness? 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
stand, I should like to have the first letter read by the witness 
reread. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the first letter which was read. 

The witness read from a letter book, as follows: 

PENSACOLA, FLA., July 19, 1901. 
Judge CHARLES SWAYNE, 
Guyencourt, Del. 

Dear Sir: We have the deeds in hand for blocks 91 and 240 of the 
new city tract. 
warranty deed to this block. 
we would not receive. He writes that he is only willing to give a 
bargain and sale deed, leaving out the warranty clause. He is afraid 
of the old Alberta Caro claim, and this seems to be his objection. We 
have recently made an abstract of title to this property, and it appears 
perfectly clear. If we were buying the oo ourselves we would 
just as soon have one deed as the other, but we put the matter before 
you so as to have you perfectly satisfied. In case his deed is not 
satisfactory to you, we guess we will have to drop this block for the 
time being, or until you come home, and fix up papers so as to cover 
= block 240. 

Thanking you for an immediate reply, we are, 

Yours, truly, 
THOMAS C. WATSON & Co. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I wish to ask a question founded on the last 
one of the learned manager. [To the witness.] You say that 


a suit was brought by you against Edgar? 
xXXIX——165 


Mr. President, before the witness leaves the | 


The witness will again read | 


Mr. Edgar, owner of block 91,-has refused to give a ! 
He mailed us a quitclaim deed, which | 


I do know Mr. | 





very precious, and he hopes that there will be as little time 
tuken by immaterial questions, either by the managers or by 
counsel, as possible, and that we may get along with this case. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Mr. President, our desire cer- 
tainly is to consume no time unnecessarily, and if we have asked 
any immaterial questions thus far in the examination this morn- 
ing, we are not conscious of it. 


Donald McLellan sworn and examined. 
3y Mr. Manager Dre ARMOND: 

Question. Where do you live? 

Answer. Pensacola, Fla. 

Q. What is your business? 

A. Newspaper reporter. 

Q. Did you live in that State, or were you in that State, at the 
time of the contempt proceedings against Belden and Davis? 

A. Yes, sir; I did. 

Q. Were you in the court room during the hearing of that 
case and the pronouncing of sentence by Judge Swayne? 

A. I was, sir. 

Q. Did you write an account of that proceeding for your 
paper? 

A. Yes, sir; I did. 

Q. Was it published in the paper? 

A. It was, in the News. 

Q. State whether the article published in the paper was sub- 


| mitted to Judge Swayne before it was published. 


A. It was, sir. 

Q. State what the Judge did with it or about it. 

A. Well, he read it over very carefully. 

Q. Did he make any changes in it? 

A. Very few; yes, sir. 

Q. He made some changes in it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How? 

A. He erased part of it. 

Q. He erased some? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Did he write in anything? 

A. He did not. 

Q. Did he add any words? 

A. He changed, according to my recollection, one word; that 
is all. 

Q. Do you know what that word was? 

A. I do not, sir. 

Q. (Handing witness a newspaper.) Look at the article in 
that paper and state to the court whether or not that is the 
article you wrote giving an account of that proceeding. 

A. (Examining.) It is, sir. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. We should like to have the 
article read, Mr. President, by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, the 
article will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[The Daily News, Pensacola, Fla., Tuesday, November 12, 1901.] 
ATTORNEYS HELD FOR CONTEMPT. 


Samuel Belden, esq., and E. T. Davis, esq., were fined $100 and costs 
each and to be confined ten days each in the county jail for contempt 
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of court. The sentences were passed in the presence of almost the 
entire city bar, and were imposed by Judge Charles Swayne, of the 
United States district court for the northern district of Florida. ‘The 
sentences were pronounced at exactly 11.10 o’clock to-day in the United 
States court room, and immediately afterwards the court took an ad- 
journment until 10 a. m. to-morrow. 

Court was convened this morning at 10.03 o'clock and in the presence 
of a large number of representative citizens. The fact had become 
public that there was a probability of something of a sensational nature 
to develop, and curiosity manifested itself among the better class of 
people 

Immediately upon convening of the court, Mr. Davis, one of the attor- 
neys in the proceedings, in behalf of himself and associates, submitted 
to the court reasons why the proceedings of contempt should not be 
carried out, and quoted authorities bearing upon jurisdiction of the 
court in contempt proceedings. ‘The reasons were submitted in writ- 
ing, after being read by defendant, and were placed on file by the clerk. 

Hons. William Fisher and W. A. Blount, in behalf of the court, asked 
that witnesses for defendants be called. They were John Denham and 
Ir. B. Barker, both of whom are connected with the Press. The first 
named knew nothing of the authorship of an article, “ Judge Swayne 
summoned,” ete., which appeared in that paper Sunday morning, and 
upon the strength of which were based the proceedings of contempt. 
The original manuscript of the article was produced in court by this 
witness, but as he could give no information as to authorship, etc., he 
was excused and the night editor, E. D. Barker, called. 

In response to interrogations witness stated he was connected with 
the Press; that on Saturday night last, about 11 o’clock, G. W. Prior 
(who, it afterwards developed, had furnished money for prosecuting 
the case), had submitted it as a news item, and that in that capacity 
it was accepted and printed. 

Capt. J. C. Keyser was called as witness on behalf of the court. He 
said, among other things, that he thought he was an heir to the prop- 
erty in litigation; that he had carried the precipe for summons to the 
circuit court after 6 p. m., Saturday, and had told clerk to file same 
and issue papers before Monday; that his expenses on a recent trip to 
Jacksonville had been borne by outside parties, the names of whom he 
could not recollect. This witness seemed to testify with great reluc- 
tance, and showed an apparent disposition to dodge questions pro- 
pounded by court’s attorney. 

B. H. Burton, deputy clerk of circuit court, called. Stated precipe 
for summons had been brought to his home late Saturday, with a re- 
quest to issue papers at once, as they had to be served instanter; that 
he had issued papers, and that he was conversant with all duties ap- 
pa grace to the office which he filled and possessed a knowledge of 
egal papers, etc. 

At the conclusion of Mr. Burton's testimony Mr. Davis created a 
sensation of a mild nature by requesting the court’s attorneys to be 
1 1 as his witnesses. Mr. Blount and Mr. Fisher were then sworn, 
vered two questions each bearing on ownership of property 
and case in general. ‘This finished testimony of witnesses. 

Judge Swayne, after a short deliberation, spoke of what he termed 
crooked methods’ adopted by counsel for the plaintiffs; that the 
law, the highest calling in the land, had been disgraced by the igno- 
rance and vicious methods pursued by counsel who should know better ; 
that the methods adopted by them in taking the suit to the State court 
could not be looked over, as there was not a particle of excuse for it, 
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and. in consonance with their duty, the attorneys (Messrs. Blount and | 


Fisher) had brought the matter to the court's attention. Adverting 
to the evidence adduced, Judge Swayne characterized some of it as 
bearing the brand of perjury of the most pronounced type; that the 
witness (whose name was not called) had dodged the questions pro- 
pounded at every opportunity and had made false statements to meet 
the occasion. 


The judge spoke of the aces of the defendants and had gone out of 


his way to endeavor to rid mself of performing the saddest thing he 
had done in the twelve yea he had occupied the bench—that of im- 
posing a sentence when he found he could not dispose of the matter 
otherwise. In conclusion he said: 

‘In conelusion, the court finds the two gentlemen, E. S. Belden and 
rm. T. Davis, guilty as charged, and they shall pay a fine of $100 each, | 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Would it be allowed to have the 
stenographer read the last answer of the witness? We were en- 
tirely unable to hear. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Reporter will read the an- 
swer. 

The Reporter read as follows: 

The WitTNEss. I was not a stenographer, and I asked Judge Swayne 
if he would look over the article after I had prepared it for the paper, 
and he said he would—to bring it to his residence. I did so. He read 
it over and made a change. 

Q. Is there anything further in the way of explanation? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager De ARMonp.) State to the court whether 
that article puts strongly or very mildly what Judge Swayne 
said in sentencing these gentlemen. 

A. I should say it was a mild statement. 

Q. A mild statement? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was the manner of Judge Swayne? 
be angry? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is rather leading. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should think so. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Very well (To the witness.) 
What was the manner of Judge Swayne? 

A. He seemed to feel it at the time he passed sentence on 
Judge Belden; but he seemed angry when he talked to Mr. 
Davis. Judge Belden is a very old man, it seems. 

Q. What was the condition of General Belden? 

A. I do not know that personally, sir. I had just been told 
that his face was paralyzed. He was very old, and he was 
sick all the time he was in jail. I know that. 

Q. Well, now, about that expression being “a stench in the 
nostrils of the community.” Was that language, or language 
substantially like that, used by Judge Swayne, or was it not? 

A. My recollection serves me that he said “it was a stench in 
the nostrils of decent people.” 

Q. State to the court whether or not you took pains and made 
an effort to have the article mild and moderate in tone in giving 
an account of the contempt proceedings. 

A. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Cross-examine. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Iliacins: 

Q. Mr. McClellan, do you know Mr. Wolf, the deputy United 
States marshal? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember being in conversation with him on Tues- 
day or Wednesday, February 7 or 8 of the present month, in 
the United States marshal’s office at Pensacola? 

A. I do not know as to that date exactly. I am there almost 
every day. 

Q. But you do remember about that time talking with him? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When one Mr. R. P. Wharton was also present? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, did you or not at that time say that when you took 


Did he seem to 


this account, as a reporter for your newspaper, of the contempt 


and costs, be suspended from practice in this court for two years, | 
and be imprisoned in the county jail for a term of ten days each.” 

rhe judge ended pronouncing the penalty with much feeling, but 
upon the intercession of Hon. W. A. Blount the portion of the penalty 
in relation to a two years’ suspension of practice was reconsidered 
and withdrawn. 


Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Now, tell the court, if you can, 
where Judge Swayne made changes in that article. 

A. It would be a pretty hard matter to tell, sir; it has been 
four years. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. I can not hear you. 

A. I say that it would be a pretty hard matter to tell, sir. 

Q. Can you indicate any place? 

A. No, sir; I can not. 

Q. Do you recall any expression that he struck out? Is 
there anything in there about anybody being a stench, or the 
conduct of 
community ? 
A. No, sir; that is not in there. 

). Was that in the article as you wrote it? 

A. My recollection serves me that it was. 

Q. That Judge Swayne had stricken out? 

A. Yes, sir. I should like to make an explanation, sir. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Well, make it. 

The WITNESS. I was not a stenographer—— 

Mr. TELLER. Speak a little louder. 

The WITNESS. I was not a stenographer, and I asked Judge 
Swayne if he would look over the article after I had prepared it 
for the paper, and he said he would—to bring it to his residence. 
I did so. He read it over and made a change. 

Q. Is there anything further in the way of explanation? 

A. No, sir. 


anybody being a stench in the nostrils of the, 


proceedings that you were looking the greater part of the time 
at your notes and the defendant, Mr. Davis, and you were not 
certain whether Judge Swayne said that Davis and Belden were 
a stench in the nostrils of the people or that their conduct was 
such? 

A. I did not say that, sir. 

O. Did not say it? 

A. I did not say it. 

Q. What did you say—that it was so long ago your memory 
was faulty and that you were not clear on the subject? Did you 
say that? 

A. At that time I did; yes, sir. 
any consideration. 

Q. But you did not say that you were not certain whether 
Judge Swayne had made this remark or not? 

A. No, sir; I am not certain. 

Q. What did you say to these gentlemen, then? 

A. I said something about—I do not know about that particu- 
lar date—something about it being so long ago that I did not 
recollect it clearly. 

Q. Then you did say to them that, as this was so long ago, 


I told him I had not given it 


| your recollection was not clear? 


A. At that time; yes, sir. 

Q. At the time you were talking to them? 
A. At the time I was talking to them. 

Q. Not clear about what, sir? 

A. About the entire preceeding. 

Q. About the entire proceeding? 

A. Yes, 
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Q. Was it, or was it not, that you were not clear about the [Senate Document No. 158, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session. ] 
use by the Judge of that remark? Constitutional methods of making and ratifying treaties in cer- 
A. No, sir; it was not; it was the entire thing. tain foreign countries, and also list of arbitration trealics and 
Mr. HIGGINS. That will do. conventions submitted to and acted upon by the Senate. 
Reexamined by Mr. Manager DE ARMOND: {February 14, 1905.—Presented by _ LODGE and ordered to be 
° 3 printed, 
Q. Why did you submit that article to Judge Swayne? ons a » beeeatn 
Mr. HIGGINS. That has been explained. - NE ac ait a 
Mr. Manager PALMER. No, it has not rhe power to conclude treaties is in Great Britain a preroga- 
4 + athe as 4 Aa 4a. + ay . . - - as a an 
Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. I do not understand whether or | tive of the Crown exercised on the advice of a responsible min- 
s + sic ast 4 + . Si Sle ce ad 0 : ie 
not there is objection to that question. | ister. (Crandall, p. 151.) 
Mr. HIGGINS. No, sir; I merely thought it had already | FRANCE. 
been asked. In France Article VIII of the constitutional law of July 16, 


Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. No, I think not. [To the wit-| 1875, defines the treaty-making power of France at the present 
ness.] Why did you submit the newspaper article to Judge | time. 


Swayne before putting it in the paper? Article VIII of the constitutional law reads: 
A. Well, sir; I wanted to get it correct. “The President of the Republic negotiates and ratifies trea- 
Q. Well, did you have any other reason? Was there anything | ties. He communicates them to the Chambers as soon as the 
else that moved you to submit it to him? | interests and safety of the State permit. Treaties of peace and 


A. Well, I had an idea if I got it wrong the Judge would call | of commerce, treaties which involve the finances of the State, 
me up for it. [Laughter.] | those relating to the persons and property of French citizens in 
Q. State whether you wished the article to go into the paper | foreign countries, shall become definitive only after having lx 


‘ell 
in a form that Judge Swayne would not find fault with. 


voted by the two Chambers. No cession, no exchange, no an- 
A. That is right. nexation of territory shall take place except by virtue of a 
Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. That is all. law.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there any other witnesses? The legislative approval, in case it is required, is given in the 
Mr. Manager PALMER. Mr. President, Mr. Belden tele- | form of a law authorizing the President to ratify the treaty and 
graphed me that he left on Tuesday night, although he is very | cause it to be executed; it accordingly precedes the exchange of 
sick, and he will be here to-morrow morning. We have no fur- | ratifications and regularly follows the signing. 
ther witnesses for this afternoon, sir. As an example of how this law is construed, it appears that 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I move that the Senate sitting as a court | the convention with the United States signed at Washington, 
of impeachment do now adjourn until to-morrow. | January 15, 1880, providing for the settlement by a commission 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 10 minutes | of arbitration of claims of American citizens and of claims of 
p. m.) the Senate sitting as a court of impeachment adjourned | citizens of France arising out of acts committed against their 
until to-morrow, February 16, at 2 o’clock p. m. persons and property in the United States during the period be- 
The managers on the part of the House and the respondent | tween April 13, 1861, and August 20, 1866, required the approval 
and his counsel retired from the Chamber. | of the Chambers, not only as involving the finances of the State, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore resumed the chair. but also as affecting the persons and property of French citizens 
Mr. McCUMBER obtained the floor. in a foreign country. Under this latter head would be classed 


very many of the claims conventions that have been concluded. 
SECTARIAN INDIAN SCHOOLS, 


(Crandall, pp. 178 and 183.) 
Mr. BARD. Will the Senator from North Dakota yield to me 
for a moment that I may call up a resolution introduced yester- 


ITALY. 


“sa Article V of the fundamental statute promulgated for Sar 

Gay: ; oo : dinia March 4, 1848, and subsequently extended to the various 
Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator if it will take no | ).+ts of the present Kingdom provides: 

time. 


“ To the King alone belongs the executive power. He * * #* 
declares war; makes treaties of peace, alliance, commerce, 
and other treaties, communicating them to the Chambers as 
soon as the interest and safety of the State permit, accompany- 
ing such notice with opportune explanation; provided that trea- 
ties involving financial obligations or change in State terri- 
tory shall not take effect until they have received the consent 


Mr. BARD. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution submitted by me on 
yesterday. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution submitted by Mr. Barp yesterday, as follows: 


nt ft ae +g aeeretary — pa be, and he is hereby, 

directed to furnish for the information of the Senate a statement show- es aaase: 0 7 ‘ Q° « 2 

ing all contracts made since January, 1903, providing for the care and | of the Chambers. (Crandall, pp. 192 and 193.) 

education of Indians in sectarian or denominational schools, together GERMANY 

with copies of all petitions and applications for said contracts, and of , B 7 : -_ o , 

all papers and correspondence relative to the subject of sectarian edu- | Article XI of the constitution of 1871 provides that the 

cation addressed to or on file in his Department; also copies of opin- | Emperor has the power to represent the Empire internationally 

ions rendered by the Department of Justice relative to the authority of | ale alliances and her treaties : es Sear 

the executive department for granting contracts to sectarian schools to enter into a iances and other treaties w ith foreign powers ; 

for the care and education of Indians, and for using trust funds be- | but so far as treaties with foreign countries refer to matters 
which according to Article IV belong in the field of imperial 


longing to Indian tribes, or other moneys pe ee gpg | by Congress for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with Indian tribes or other purposes for et aces . rare ee ; . > ae 
the payment of such contracts. le gislation, for ao ened ae aes of rae Seagate 
. : : ” Is necessary and for thelr validity the approval of the Reichs- 
Mr. BARD. In the third line, after the word “January,” I tag " . 
" — eat 2 99 § $ ‘ , “ 2 +3 ” ee 
move to insert “ first; in line 8, after the word “ education, The question has been much mooted by German writers 
I move to insert “ and relative to issuance of rations to sectarian | whether the action of the Reichstag is essential to the validity 
schools ;” and after the word “ Department ” in line 9, the words | o¢ the treaty as an international compact or is only requi ite 
0 ats ‘ ee oe 99 ‘ > aty as ¢ < ‘ ‘ ‘ ; : a LISit 
Stace January 1, 1903. - ‘ms 2 in the execution of the treaty so far as it relates to matters 
Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing | which can be regulated only by legislation. * * * However 
~ amendments proposed by the Senator from California. | this may be, the usual procedure is to withhold the ratification 
rhe amendments were agreed to. | of such treaties until the Bundesrath and the Reichstag have 


|" ‘oO j aa ¢c v< - « 1 : : Y 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. both acted upon them. Enumerated in Article IV, as under 


LIST OF ARBITRATION TREATIES, ETC. | the imperial superintendence and legislation, are the protection 
| of literary and industrial property, commerce, customs duties 
tr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from North Dakota to yield | citizenship, and postal, telegraphic, and railway matters. 
to me for a moment? (Crandall, pp. 196-199.) P 
Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. ae 


Mr. TELLER. Yesterday the senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Loper] submitted an epitome of certain treaties we 
have made, and asked that it might be printed as a document. 
As there are only a few of the documents printed, and the sup- 
ply is likely to be exhausted, I ask that it may be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Colorado? The Chair hears none. 
The paper referred to is as follows: 


AUSTRIA-HUNGARY. 

Treaties are negotiated by the Emperor through the joint 
minister for foreign affairs. The latter consults the premiers 
of the two States, and is subject to the interpolations of the 
dual delegations. The act of union provides, in Section VIII of 
Law XII, as passed in 1867 by the Hungarian Parliament, and in 
Section I of the fundamental law concerning joint affairs, of 
December 21, 1867, as passed by the Austrian Reichsrath, that 
the approval of treaties, in so far as the constitutions of the two 
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states require, is reserved to the respective legislatures, i. e., 
the Austrian Reichsrath and the Hungarian Parliament. It is 
therefore necessary to look to the constitutions of the two | 
countries in order to determine what treaties, if any, require 
legislative approval. 

The five fundamental laws of December 21, 1867, form the 
body of the Austrian constitution. By Article VI of the fun- 
damental law concerning the exercise of executive power the 
Emperor concludes treaties; but to the validity of commercial 
treaties and those that burden the State, or a portion of it, or 
impose obligations on individual subjects, the consent of the 
Reichsrath is necessary. Section XI of the law concerning 
imperial representation also enumerates, among the duties of 
the Reichsrath, the examination and approval of treaties of 
commerce, and all treaties that burden the Kingdom, or a part 
of it, or bind individual subjects or have for their object terri- 
torial changes in the kingdoms and lands represented in the | 
Reichsrath. (Crandall, pp. 199 and 200.) 





SWEDEN AND NORWAY. 


By Article IV of the act of union the King has the power to 
make peace, to conclude or dissolve treaties, and to send and 
receive ministers. * * #* 

Article I of the constitution of Norway and Article LX XVIII 
of the constitution of Sweden, which provide that the territory 
of the respective Kingdoms can not be alienated, stand as abso- 
lute limitations on the King in treaty making. Norwegian 


troops can be employed in an offensive war only with the con- | 
sent of the Storthing. According to the constitution of Sweden | 
no taxes of any description whatever can be increased without | 


the express consent of the estates, and no loans within or with- 
out the Kingdom or financial burden can be contracted without 
this consent. Similar provisions are found in the constitution 
of Norway. These provisions in the constitutions, directly 
limiting the power of the King in the execution of treaties 
affecting the revenue laws, has tended to develop a practice of 
submitting such treaties for legislative approval. (Crandall, 
pp. 201 and 203.) 
DEN MARK. 


By Article XVIII of the constitution of Denmark (1849, re- | 


vised in 1866) the King concludes peace, alliances, and commer- 
cial treaties, but he can not, without the consent of the Rigs- 
dag, give up any part of the country or enter into any engage- 
ment whereby the existing public law relations will be changed. 
(Crandall, p. 204.) 

SPAIN. 


The King declares war, makes peace, and conducts diplo- 
matic and commercial relations with other powers, but he must 
be authorized by a special law. 

(1) To alienate, cede, or exchange any part of Spanish terri- 
tory. (2) To incorporate any other territory into Spanish ter- 
ritory. (3) To admit foreign troops into -the Kingdom. (4) To 
ratify treaties of alliance, offensive and defensive, those which 
specially relate to commerce, those which stipulate for the 
granting of subsidies to any foreign power, and all those which 
may be binding individually on Spaniards. In no case can 
secret articles of a treaty annul public ones. (Crandall, p. 
DOD. ) 


PORTUGAL, 


In Article LXXV of the original constitution of Portugal of 
1826, the King retains the treaty-making power with the sole 


express limitation that treaties concluded in time of peace, 

stipulating for a cession or exchange of territory, should be ap- 

proved by the Cortes. The article is completely changed by 

Article X of the act of amendment of July 5, 1852, which pro- 

vides that every treaty, concordat, and convention shall, before 

ratification, be submitted for the approval of the Cortes in se- | 
cret session. 


SWITZERLAND. 


In the constitution of Switzerland (1874) the power to 
make alliances and treaties for the Confederation is given to the 
Federal Assembly, the national legislative body, composed of | 
the National Council and the Council of States. (Crandall, p. 
206. } 

GREECE. 


In Greece the King makes treaties of peace, alliance, and com- | 


merce, but treaties of commerce and all others that include 


concessions which require, according to other provisions of the 
Col ution, the sanction of a law, or which may burden the 
Greeks individually, are not effective until the assent of the 


Bulé, the single-chambered Greek legislature, has been given 
(Crandall, p. 208.) 
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MEXICO. 


In Article LXXXYV, section 10, of the original constitution of 
Mexico as adopted in 1857, it was provided that the President 
of the Republic should direct negotiations and conclude trea- 
ties, submitting them to the Federal Congress for ratification. 
By the amendments of 1874 the Federal Congress was divided 
into two branches, and to the upper branch—or Senate—was 
given, by amendment to Article LXXII, an exclusive power in 
the approval of all treaties and diplomatic conventions con- 
cluded by the Executive with foreign countries. (Crandall, p. 
209. ) 

In each of the remaining American States, treaties are ne- 
gotiated by the President, but, with the exception of Cuba, 
require for their ratification the approval of the National Legis- 
lature. * * * In Cuba, on the other hand, the approval of 
the Senate alone is required, except in cases of treaties of peace, 
which require the approval of Congress. (Crandall, pp. 209 
and 210.) 


List of arbitration treaties and conventions submitted to and 
acted upon by the Senate. 
1. With Chile: 
For arbitration of the “ Macedonian ” claims. 
Concluded November 10, 1858; ratified by Senate March 
8, 1859; proclaimed December 22, 1859. 
2. With Chile: 
Submitting claims of United States citizens to a commis- 
sion. 
Concluded August 7, 1892; ratified by Senate December 
8, 1892; proclaimed January 28, 1893. 
3. With Chile: 
Reviving convention of 1892. 
Concluded May 24, 1897; ratified February 28, 1899; pro- 

claimed March 12, 1900. 

4. With China: 

Referring claims of the United States to a commission. 

Concluded November 8, 1858; ratified by Senate March 1, 
1859; ratified by President March 3, 1859. 

With Colombia: 

Referring claims to a commission. 

Concluded September 10, 1857; ratified by Senate with 
amendments March 8, 1859; proclaimed November 8, 
1860. 

6. With Colombia: 

Extending foregoing treaty and providing for a new com- 

In1Ss10n. 

Concluded February 10, 1864; ratified by Senate June 10, 

i864; proclaimed August 19, 1865. 

7. With Costa Rica: 

Referring United States claims to a commission. 
Concluded July 2, 1860; ratified by Senate January 16, 

1861; proclaimed November 11, 1861. 

8. With Denmark: 

Referring claim of Carlos Butterfield & Co. to arbitration. 
Concluded December 6, 1888; ratified by Senate Febru- 

ary 11, 1889; proclaimed May 24, 1889. 

9. With Ecuador: 

Referring United States claims to a commission of two 
members and an arbitrator. 
Concluded November 25, 1862; ratified by Senate January 

28, 1863; proclaimed September 8, 1864. 

10. With Ecuador: 

Submitting claim of Julio R. Santos to arbitration. 
Concluded February 28, 1893; ratified by Senate Septem- 

ber 11, 1893; proclaimed November 7, 1894. 

11. With France: 

Referring claims of United States citizens and French 
citizens to a commission of three. 
Concluded January 15, 1880; ratified by Senate March 29, 

1880; proclaimed June 25, 1880. 

(The term of the claims commission constituted by 
the foregoing treaty was extended twice by special con- 
vention, first in 1882, and the second time in 1883, on the 
latter occasion with a Senate amendment. ) 

12. With Great Britain: 

The “ Jay treaty.” 

Concluded November 19, 1794; ratified with an amend- 
ment not affecting the arbitration clause June 24, 1795; 
proclaimed February 29, 1796. In Articles VI and VII 
certain claims were referred to a commission. 

18. With Great Britain. 

The commission constituted by Article VII of the Jay 
treaty was continued by special treaty ratified and pro- 

claimed in 1802, 


ot 




































ee ee a ey 


i Naa el ahaa 































we 


EE OTE TARE et Pr 


cs 


ote 


ic OT EES 


AoE ~ 


* 


i 





WaT ces 


1905. 





14. With Great Britain: 29. 
The treaty of Ghent. 
Concluded December 24, 1814; ratified by Senate and 
ratifications exchanged at Washington, February 17, 
1815; proclaimed February 18, 1815. In Article IV 
of this treaty certain boundary questions are referred 
to a commission and for final settlement to a friendly 
sovereign or state acting as arbitrator. 30. 
15. With Great Britain: 
Convention respecting fisheries, boundary, and restora- 
tion of slaves. 
Concluded October 20, 1818; ratified by Senate January 
25, 1819; proclaimed January 30, 1819. In Article V 
of this treaty certain claims are referred to arbitration. | 31. 
16. With Great Britain: 
Referring claims of American and British citizens to a 
commission. 
Concluded February 8, 1853; ratified by Senate March 15, 
1853; proclaimed August 20, 1853. 
(The commission constituted by the foregoing con- | go 
vention was extended by special treaty proclaimed in| ~ 
1854. ) 
17. With Great Britain: 
Convention relative to the northeastern boundary, refer- | 
ring the question to arbitration. an 
Concluded September 29, 1827; ratified by the Senate | 
January 14, 1828; proclaimed May 15, 1828. 
18. With Great Britain: 
Convention for the setilement of claims to be referred to 
a commission. 
Concluded February 8, 1853; ratified by the Senate 
March 15, 1853; proclaimed August 20, 1853. 
19. With Great Britain: 
Reciprocity treaty as to fisheries, duties, and navigation. 
Article I provided that certain fishery disputes should 
be referred to a commission. 
Concluded June 5, 1854; ratified by the Senate August 2, Jo. 
1854; proclaimed September 11, 1854. 
20. With Great Britain: 
Referring claims of the Hudson’s Bay Company and the 
Puget’s Sound Agricultural Company against the United 
States to a commission. 
Concluded July 1, 1865; ratified by Senate January 18, 
1864; proclaimed March 5, 1864. 
21. With Great Britain: 
Referring Alabama claims to a tribunal and referring o- 
civil war claims to a commission. , 
Concluded May 8, 1871; ratified by Senate May 24, 1871; 
proclaimed July 4, 1871. 
22. With Great Britain: 
Referring question of fur seals in Bering Sea to arbitra- 
tion. 
Concluded February 29, 1892; ratified by Senate March 
29, 1892; proclaimed May 9, 1892. 
23. With Great Britain: 
Referring Bering Sea claims to a commission. 
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Concluded February 8, 1896; ratified with amendments 39. 


by Senate April 15, 1896; proclaimed June 11, 1896. 
24. With Great Britain: 
General arbitration treaty. 


Concluded January 11, 1897; amended and finally re- 49. 


jected by Senate May 5, 1897. 
25. With Great Britain: 
Referring Alaskan boundary disagreement to a tribunal. 
Concluded January 24, 1903; ratified by Senate February 


11, 1903; proclaimed March 3, 1903. Al. 
26. With Kongo: 
Article XIII of this treaty refers any disputes concerning 
the terms of the treaty to arbitration. 
Concluded January 24, 1891; ratified by Senate January 
11, 1892; proclaimed April 2, 1892. 42. 


to 
“I 


. With Mexico: 
Referring claims of United States citizens to a commis- 
sion of four members and an umpire. 
Concluded April 11, 1889; ratified by Senate March 17, 
1840; proclaimed April 8, 1840. | 
28. With Mexico: 
Article XXI of this treaty provides for the reference of | 
future disagreements to arbitration. 


Concluded February 2, 1848; ratified by Senate with 43. 


amendments not affecting arbitration article March 10, 
1848; proclaimed July 4, 1548. 
(The foregoing reaffirmed in Article VII of the Gads- | 
den treaty ratified by the Senate with amendments not | 
affecting article and proclaimed in 1854.) 
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With Mexico: 

Referring claims of both countries to a commission of two 
members and an umpire. 

Concluded July 4, 1868; ratified by Senate July 25, 1868; 
proclaimed February 1, 1869. 

(The foregoing convention was extended four times 
by special treaty—in 1871, 1872, 1874, and 1876.) 
With Mexico: 

Referring boundary disputes to a commission. 

Concluded July 29, 1882; ratified by Senate August 8, 
1882; proclaimed March 5, 1883. 

(The commission provided in the foregoing treaty 
was extended twice—in 1885 and 1889.) 
With Mexico: 

Referring all future boundary disputes to a commission. 

Concluded March 1, 1889; ratified by Senate May 7, 1890; 
proclaimed December 26, 1890. 

(This treaty was extended six times, in 1894, 1895, 
1896, 1897, 1898, and 1900.) 
With Paraguay: 

Referring claim of the United States and Paraguay Navi- 
gation Company against Paraguay to a commission. 

Concluded February 4, 1859; ratified by Senate February 
16, 1860; proclaimed March 12, 1860. 

With Peru: 

Referring claims of Peru against United States to an ar- 
bitrator. 

Concluded December 20, 1862; ratified by Senate Febru- 
ary 18, 1863; proclaimed May 19, 1863. 

With Peru: 

Referring claims of United States and Peru to a commis- 
sion of five 

Concluded January 12, 1863; ratified by Senate, with 
amendment, February 18, 1863; proclaimed May 19, 
1865. 

With Peru: 

Referring claims of United States and Peru to two com- 
missioners and two umpires. 

Concluded December 4, 1868; ratified by Senate April 15 
1869; proclaimed July 6, 1869. 

With Portugal: 

Referring General Armstrong claim to an arbitrator. 

Concluded February 26, 1851; ratified by Senate March 
7, 1851; proclaimed September 1, 1851. 

(With Samoa :) 

Treaty with Germany and Great Britain referring 
moan disputes to arbitration. 

Concluded November 7, 1899; ratified by Senate Febru- 
ary 21, 1900; proclaimed March 8, 1900. 

With Spain: 

Treaty of friendship, limits, and navigation. 

Concluded October 27, 1795; ratified by Senate March 3, 
1796; proclaimed August 2, 1796. Under Article XXI 
of this treaty claims were referred to a commission. 

With Spain: 

Referring claims for indemnity to a commission. 

Concluded August 11, 1802; ratified by Senate January 
9, 1804; proclaimed December 22, 1818. 

With Texas: 

Referring boundary question to a commission. 

Concluded April 25, 1838; ratified by Senate May 10, 1838; 
proclaimed October 13, 183s. 

With Venezuela: 

Referring claims of United States citizens to a commis- 
sion of two members and an umpire 

Concluded April 25, 1866; ratified by Senate July 5, 1866; 
proclaimed May 29, 1867. 

With Venezuela: 

Constituting a commission to reopen and decide awards 

under treaty of 1566. 


% 
"N 


Concluded Deceniber 5, 1885; ratified by Senate. with 
amendments, April 15, 1886; proclaimed June 4, 1889 
(‘The fore ng was supplemented by a treaty ratified 


June 18, 1888, explanatory of its terms, and by a treaty 
ratified December 5, 1858S, extending the time for its 
ratification. ) 

With Venezuela: 

Referring the claim of the Venezuelan Steam Transporta- 
tion Company against Veneznela to commission of two 
members and an umpire. 

Concluded Jannary 19, 1892; ratified by Senate March 17, 

1892; proclaimed July 30, 1894. 






2630 


44. General: 
Hague convention for pacific settlement of international 
disputes. 
Concluded July 29, 1899; ratified by Senate February 5, 
1900; proclaimed November 1, 1901. 


By this list, excluding those ratified on Saturday, February 
11, it appears that forty-four general and particular arbitration 


treaties, or arbitration articles in treaties containing other pro- 
visions, have been submitted to the Senate; of these forty-four 
treaties forty-three have been ratified an‘l one rejected. Of the 
forty-three ratified six have been ratified with amendments and 
thirty-seven without amendments. 

List of arbitration agreements not referred to the Senate. 

\with Brazil: 
Referring “ Canada” claim to an arbitrator. 
Signed March 14, 1870. 

With Colombia: 
Referring the “ Montijo” claims to arbitrators. 
Signed August 17, 1874. 

With Haiti: 

Referring two private claims to an arbitrator. 

Signed May 28, 1884. 

(The term of this protocol was extended by an addi- 
tional protocol signed May 20, 1885.) 
Submitting a private claim to an arbitrator. 
Signed May 24, 1888. 
With Spain: 

Agreement for the settlement of certain claims of American 
citizens for injuries committed by Spanish authorities in 
Cuba. 

Concluded February 11-12, 1871. 

With Mexico: 
Pius fund; referred to Hague Tribunal 1903. 
With Santo Domingo: 

Claim of Improvement Company; referred to special tri- 
bunal 1904. 

CONSIDERATION OF PRIVATE PENSION BILIS. 

Mr. McCUMBER. By unanimous consent it was agreed to 
take up the Pension Calendar at this time, but I wish first to 
make certain reports from the Pension Committee, and to ask 
unanimous consent that the bills be considered at the present 
time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion to the request of the Senator from North Dakota. 

WILLIAM MOCK. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 


sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 18188) granting an 
increase of pension to William Mock, to report it without amend- | 
ment, and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. | 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 


the pension roll the name of William Mock, late of Company G, | 
Fifty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him | 


a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LUCRETIA T. CARTMELL. 

I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 


Mr. McCUMBER. 
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pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM W. MOORE. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 18187) granting an 
increase of pension to William W. Moore, to report it without 
amendment, and I ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of William W. Moore, late of Com- 
pany F, Sixty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN T. MARTIN. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 16686) granting an 
increase of pension to Benjamin T. Martin, to report it without 
amendment, and I ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Benjamin T. Martin, late of Com- 
pany K, Twelfth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered: to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY O'DEA. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 18512) granting a 
pension to Mary O’Dea, to report it without amendment, and I 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Mary O’Dea, widow of Lawrence 
O'Dea, alias Lawrence O’Dai, late of Captain McDermott’s 
company, Fifth Battalion District of Columbia Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HONORA SULLIVAN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Pension Calendar will 
now be proceeded with. 

The bill (H. R. 13332) granting an increase of pension to 
Honora Sullivan was announced as the first case in order, and the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Honora Sullivan, widow of John Sullivan, late second-class fire- 
man, United States Navy, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month and $2 per month additional on account of each of the 


| minor children of said John Sullivan until they reach the age 
| of 16 years. 


sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12479) granting an | 


increase of pension to Lucretia T. Cartmell, to report it without 
amendment, and I ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Lucretia T. Cartmell, widow of 
Simon M. Cartmell, late surgeon Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES PARMELE. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 


sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15718) granting an | 
increase of pension to James Parmele, to report it without | 


amendment, and I ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of James Parmele, late of Company D, 
Twentieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and- passed. 
MICHAEL KELLY, ALIAS PATRICK KELLY. 

The bill (H. R. 18330) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Kelly, alias Patrick Kelly, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of Michael Kelly, alias Patrick Kelly, late of the 
U. S. 8S. Tacony, United States Navy, and to pay him a pension 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH PERSHING. 

The bill (H. R. 9769) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Pershing was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph 
Pershing, late of Company G, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Re- 
serve Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM F. GAUT. 


The bill (H. R. 13105) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam F. Gaut was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William F. 
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Gaut, late of Company I, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN H. HARTMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 16234) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin H. Hartman was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 
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It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of | 


senjamin H. Hartman, late of Company EB, Two hundred and | 
third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay | 


him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY IEIB. 

The bill (H. R. 14908) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Leib was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roli the name of Henry Leib, 
late of Company L, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES J. CHAMPLIN. 
The bill 


Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
James J. Champlin, late of Company C, Twenty-sixth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


> 2 VT . ; « j "AAS +3 | : z . _ : 
(Hi. R. 6507) granting on a of pension to | dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
James J. Champlin was considered as in Committee of the | 


| Bruner, late of Company A, Ninety-third Regiment Illinois Vol- 


| Aaron C. Perry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM BUTLER. 


The bill (H. R. 9550) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
sutler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | 


liam 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William But- 
ler, late of Company E, Thirty-fourth Regiment Massachusetts 


Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 


in lieu of that he is now receiving. e 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W. MARPLE. 

The bill (H. R. 10342) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam W. Marple was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William W. 
Marple, late colonel Thirty-fourth Regiment United States Col- 
ored Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN L. LEE. 

The bill (H. R. 12795) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Lee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the.pension roll the name of John L. 
Lee, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS M. PRILL. 


The bill (H. R. 12601) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Prill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Francis M. 
Prill, late of Company G, One hundred and forty-seventh Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ISABELLA BRYSON. 
The bill (H. R. 12820) granting an increase of pension to 
Isabella Bryson was considered as in Committee cf the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Isabella 
Bryson, widow of Charles H. Bryson, late captain Company F, 


Sixty-first Regiment, and first lieutenant Company G, Eighty- 
seventh Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 


ceiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ania 





| that he is now receiving. 































































263 1 


JOHN WHITE. 

The bill (H. R. 7097) granting an increase of pension to John 
White was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John White, Iate 
of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM B. BRUNER. 
The bill (H. R. 11018) granting an increase of pension to W 
liam B. Bruner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William B. 


unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN N. MATTHEWS 

The bill (H. R. 10948) granting an increase of pension to John 
N. Matthews was considered as in Committee of the Whole. Ii 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John N. Mat 
thews, late boatswain’s mate U. S. S. Robb, United States Navy, 
and to pay him a pension of $65 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 01 


amendment, or 


AARON C. PERRY. 
The bill (H. R. 10887) granting an increase of pei 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Aaron 
C. Perry, late of Company D, Fifteenth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


JAMES B. 

The bill (H. R. 11847) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Croly was considered as in Committee of the Who 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James B. 
Croly, late of Company H, Sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month In 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT JONES. 

The bill (H. R. 11499) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Albert Jones, 


CROLY. 


late of Company B, Twenty-first Regin« Iowa Volunteer In 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
NANCY HILL. 

The bill (H. R. 12155) granting a pension to Nancy Hill 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Nancy Hill, widow of 
Walter Hill, late of Company A, First Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay her a pension of $8 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM R. CLARK. 

The bill (H. R. 12090) granting an increase of pension to Wil 
liam R. Clark was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William R. 
Clark, late of Company H, Seventy-second Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

HENRY R. K. LOCKMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 12007) granting an increase of pensi 
Henry R. K. Lockman was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Henry R. K. Lockman, late of Company D, First Regiment 
Oregon Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o1 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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JAMES DUFFY. 

The bill (H. R. 8395) granting an increase of pension to 
James Wuffy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James Duffy, 
late of Company H, Forty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BURLEIGH C. D. READ. 

The bill (H. R. 8208) granting an increase of pension to Bur- 
leigh C. D. Read was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Burleigh 
C. D. Read, late of Company B, One hundred and thirty-second 
Ohio National Guard Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH FULTON. 

The bill (H. R. 5995) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Fulton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Fulton, 
late of Company E, Seventy-seventh Regiment Lilinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES L. CAPP. 
The bill (H. R. 9140) granting an increase of pension to James 


4. Capp was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | 


ate of Company C, Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan- 
ry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
S now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


I 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James L. Capp, 
] 
i 


THOMAS M. HICKS. 


The bill (H. R. 8839) granting an increase of pension to | 
Thomas M. Hicks was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas M. | 


Hicks, late of Company G, Second Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN GOODSPEED. 


The bill (H. R. 9062) granting a pension to John Goodspeed 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of John Goodspeed, late of 
Captain Guthrie’s company of mechanics and fusileers, Fifty- 
sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $12 per month. 


rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


lered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES SLATER. 
The bill (11. R. 6702) granting an increase of pension to James 
Slater was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


poses to place on the pension roll the name of James Slater, late | 


of Company I, Twenty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER C. BOWEN. 


The bill (H. R. 6957) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander C. Bowen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Alexander | 


C. Bowen, late of Company H, Fifty-first Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH HEPWORTH. 

The bill (H. R, 8423) granting a pension to Joseph Hepworth 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 


place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Hepworth, late of | 


Company M, Ninth Regiment Indiana Legion Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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EUGENE HEPP. 


The bill (H. R. 18640) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugene Hepp was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Eugene Hepp, 
late second lieutenant Company A, Eighty-second Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN KESLER. 


The bill (H. R. 18324) granting an increase of pension to 
John Kesler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Kes- 
ler, late of Company H, Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving, the same to be paid to his duly consti- 
tuted guardian. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE WEEKS. 


The bill (H. R. 13419) granting an increase of pension to 
George Weeks was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George 
Weeks, late captain Company B, Thirty-sixth Regiment Wiscon- 
sin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu ef that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN F. GUDGELL. 


The bill (H. R. 12255) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Gudgell was considered as in Committee of the 


| Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 


Benjamin F. Gudgell, late of Company F, Third Regiment Iowa 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES BAREMORE, ALIAS JAMES BAKER. 

The bill (H. R. 12252) granting an increase of pension to 
James Baremore, alias James Baker, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll the name of James Baremore, alias James Baker, late of 


| Company C, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and 


to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN DAVIS. 

The bill (H. R. 12171) granting an increase of pension to John 
Davis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Davis, late 
of Company E, Sixty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN C. BESIER. 

The bill (H. R. 7350) granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Besier was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John C. Besier, 
late first lieutenant Company D, First Regiment Missouri Volun- 


| teer Engineers, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH A. PIERCE. 


The bill (H. R. 7760) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Pierce was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah A. Pierce, 


| widow of Edward R. Pierce, late chaplain Fifty-fifth Regiment 


United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 


| sion of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROSA MILLER. 


The bill (H. R. 9410) granting a pension to Rosa Miller was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Rosa Miller, widow of Michael 
Miller, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES M. GARRETT. 


The bill (H. R. 7252) granting a pension to James M. Garrett 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of James M. Garrett, helpless 
and dependent son of John M. Garrett, late of Company A, Sixth 
Regiment Ulinois Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension 
of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT Z. NORTON, 

The bill (H. R. 9065) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
bert Z Norton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Albert Z. 
Norton, late of Company I, Twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT R. STRAUB. 

The bill (H. R. 13377) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
bert R. Straub was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Albert R. 
Straub, late of Company D, First Regiment Washington Volun- 
teer Infantry, war with Spain, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

e MARGARET RUSSELL. 


The bill (H. R. 12660) granting an increase of pension to 


Margaret Russell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Margaret | 


Russell, widow of George Russell, late quarter gunner U. 
Raritan, United States Navy, war with Mexico, and to pay her 
a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


Ss. S. | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOEL J. ADDISON, 


The bill (H. R. 13546) granting a pension to Joel J. Addison | 
It proposes to 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


place on the pension roll the name of Joel J. Addison, late of | 


Captain Lesley’s company, Florida Mounted Volunteeers, Semi- 
nole Indian war, and to pay him a pension of $16 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN W. GUEST. 

The bill (H. R. 8477) granting a pension to John W. Guest 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of John W. Guest, late of 
Captain Gilbreath’s company, Alabama Volunteer Scouts and 
Guides, and to pay him a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate ‘without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEWIS J. PARR. 


The bill (H. R. 13547) granting an increase of pension to 


Lewis J. Parr was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lewis J. | 


Parr, late of Company H, First Regiment Georgia Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROLEN J. SOUTHERLAND. 


ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| ordered to a third reading, 


2633 


MALANA W. BRANT. 

The bill (H. R. 11312) granting an increase of 
Malana W. Brant was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Malana W 

grant, widow of William Brant, late of Company A, First Regi 

ment, and Company B, Fourth Regiment, New Volun 
teer Infantry, and captain Company B, First Battalion New Jer 
sey Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM 

The bill (H. R. 13260) granting an increase of 
William Starks was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
Starks, late of Company I, Twenty-second Regiment New York 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISRAEL PURDY. 


pension to 


Jersey 


ot S20 


STARKS., 


pension to 


The bill 


(H. R. 7878) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel Purdy was considered as in Committee of the Whol it 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Israel Purdy, 
late of U. S. S. Roanoke, United States Navy, and to pay him a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
under the provisions of the act of June 27, 1890. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY J. LANSING, FORMERLY 

The bill (H. R. 15199) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Lansing was considered as in Committee of the Whol 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary J. 
Lansing, formerly Mary J. Abbott, late nurse, Medical Depart 
ment, United States Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 per month. 

The bill was 


MARY J. ABBOTT. 


jimendment, 


reported to the Senate without 
read the third time, and passed. 
ELIJAH G. WOOD. 

The bill (H. R. 18955) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah G. Wood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elijah G. 
Wood, late of Company G, Thirtieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
and p 
JAMES J. BOYD. 

The bill (H. R. 7014) granting an increase of pension to 
James J. Boyd was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James J 


Boyd, late of Captain Ferguson’s company, Colonel Hay’s 
regiment, Texas Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to 
pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
| ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
FREDERICK B. SCHNEBLY. 
The bill (H. R. 13007) granting an increase of nension to 
Frederick B. Schnebly was considered as in Committee of the 


The bill (H. R. 8476) granting a pension to Rolen J. Souther- | 


land was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


pro- | 


poses to place on the pension roll the name of Rolen J. Souther- | 


land, late of Captain Gilbreath’s company, Alabama Volunteer 
Scouts and Guides, and to pay him a pension of $8 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN M’FARLANE. 


The bill (H. R. S077) granting an increase of pension to John 
McFarlane was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John McFar- | 


Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the n: 


Frederick B. Schnebly, late of Signal Corps, United States 
Army, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of t 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without ar lIment, 


ordered to a third reading, read the t! 
GEORGE H. 


iird ti e. hel 
CODDINGTON. 

The bill (H. R. 12488) granting an increase of pen i 
George H. Coddington was considered as in Committee of tli 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
George H. Coddington, late of Company B, Bighteenth Ree 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o1 


| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


lane, late of the U. S. 8S. North Carolina and Octorara, United | 


States Navy, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





LYDIA P. KELLY. 
The bill (H. R. 16842) granting an increase of p on to 
Lydia P. Kelly was considered as in Committee on the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lyd _¢ 


Kelly, widow of William Kelly, late of Company B, Th rd Reg 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, aud to 


2634 


pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN TUSING. 

The bill (H. R. 16392) granting an increase of pension to 
John Tusing was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Tusing 
late of Company I, One hundred and fifty-sixth Regiment Llli- 
nois , 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WINFIELD 8S. RUSSELL. 
(H. R. 11055) granting an increase of pension to 

Russell was considered as in Committee of the 


The bill 
Winfield 8. 
Whole. 
Winfield S. Russell, late of Company I, Forty-ninth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. JENNINGS. 
The bill (H. R. 
George W. Jennings was considered as in 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
George W. Jennings, late of Captain Kirkpatrick’s company C, 
Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, and Company C, Fourth 
Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay 
him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv- 
ing. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


rHOMAS C. JOHNSON, 


The bill (H. R. 8710) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas C. Johnson was censidered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Thomas C, late of Company C, Tenth Regiment, and 
Company C, Third Regiment, Missouri State Militia Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Johnson, 


ALBERT FETTERHOFF. 
bill (H. R. 3427) granting an increase of pension to 
] Yetterhoff was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Albert Fetterhoff, late of Company A, Forty-fourth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The 


} 
Hert 
] 
i 


GEORGE W. CRAIG. 
The bill (1. R. 8426) granting a pension to George W. Craig 
msidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of George W. Craig, late 
of Company D, Fourteenth Regiment Missouri Home Guards, 
and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


was ¢ 


WILLIAM H. H. SIMPKINS. 

(H. R. 15328) granting a pension to William H. H. 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H. H. 
Simpkins, late of Company G, Forty-third Regiment Missouri 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER H. SOCKMAN. 

The bill (i. R. 16613) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander H. Sockman was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole 
Alexander H. 


The bill 


Simpkins 


Sockman, 


late second lieutenant Company B, 


Third Regiment Colorado Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him | ; 
| Guards, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 


: ‘ : t he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | sharper oe 


a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. MILLER, 


The bill (11. R. 15097) granting a pension to William H. Mil- 
ler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
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Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per | 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of | 


17139) granting an increase of pension to | 
Committee of the | 


roposes ace Ol : nsion ro > ni , uN a : ; 
It proj es to place 1 the pension roll the name of | the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joel 


FEBRUARY 15, 


to place on the pension roll the name of William H. Miller, late 
of Company C, Second Battalion Ohio National Guard Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW HALL, 

The bill (H. R, 10181) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew Hall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew Hall, 
late captain Company H, Seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN M. REIMER. 

The bill (S. 1299) granting a pension to John M. Reimer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of John M. Reimer, late of Com- 
pany C, One hundred and third Regiment New York Volunteer 


| Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 

SARAH A. MORRIS. 

The bill (S. 5382) granting a pension to Sarah A. Morris was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Sarah A. Morris, dependent 
mother of John E. Morris, late of Company D, Bightieth Regi- 
ment illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered ‘to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JONATHAN STORY. 

The bill (S. 6467) granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than Story was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty ” and insert “ twenty; ” so as to make the pill read: 

Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jona- 
than Story, late of Company B, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM G. BRADLEY. 

The bill (S. 2456) granting a pension to William G, Bradley 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, after the word “ Infantry,” to strike 
out “and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 ner month” and 
insert “ war with Spain;” so as to make the bill read: 

je it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized_and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam G. Bradley, late of Company K, First Regiment Colorado Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Spain. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


| amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOEL H. WARREN. 


The bill (8S. 107) granting an increase of pension to Joel H. 
Warren was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, after the word “ Cavalry,” to insert 
“and assistant surgeon Cass County, Missouri, Home Guards;” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

Vol- 
Home 


Hi. Warren, late surgeon Fifth Regiment Missouri State Militia 
unteer Cavalry, and assistant surgeon Cass County, Missouri, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 
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MARTHA M. BOLTON. JAMES M. SHIPPEE. 

The bill (S. 68) granting an increase of pension to Martha M. The bill (S. 101) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Bolton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. Shippee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and | amendments, in line 6, after the word “ Fifth,” to insert “ Regi- 
insert: - ment;” and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is hereby, authorized | “ thirty ” and insert “ twenty-four; ” so as to make the bill read: 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha M. Bolton, widow | hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
of William W. Bolton, late of Company F, First Regiment Missouri | to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the | James M. Shippee, late of Company F, Fifth Regiment, and Company 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. K, ‘hirtieth Regiment, Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 

The amendment was agreed to. pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the The amendments were agreed to. 
amendment was concurred in. The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | amendments were concurred in. 
the third time, and passed. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

EMMA J. KANADY. the third time, and passed. 

The bill (S. 3075) granting an increase of pension to Emma J. PIERCE M KEOGH. 

Kanady was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill (S. 6854) granting an increase of pension to Pierce 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with McKeogh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
insert: amendments, in line 7, after the word “ Mexico,” to insert “ Vol- 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized unteer;” and in the same line, after the word “ Infantry,” to 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and strike out “ Volunteers; ” so as to make the bill read: 

limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma J. Kanady, widow Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hs Is 
of Thomas Kanady, late of Company K, Ninetieth Regiment New York | perepy, authorized and directed to place on the pension Se aaa 
Volunteer Infantry, and captain Company H, First Regiment New Or-| ty the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
leans (La.) Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of | pierce McKeogh, late of Company F, First Regiment New Mexico Volun- 
$20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 


The amendment was agreed to. lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the The amendments were agreed to. 
amendment was concurred in. The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read amendments were concurred in. 
the third time, and passed. | The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
MERIDA P. TATE. the third time, and passed. 


ia 915 anting reas al Merids EDWARD J. PALMER. 
| The bill (S. 4 18) granting an incre ase of pension to Merida di i i mite etl ea ieee alt ieliehnin tn: Mol 
P. Tate was considered as in Committee of the Whole. S. 400) Sra si as pension to dwar 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6 after the word “late,” to strike out 
“of” and insert “ first lieutenant; ” so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Merida 
P. Tate, late first lieutenant Company H, Forty-seventh Regiment Mis 
souri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per isin out “ thirte * and insert “twenty >” Rand tie tae till 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. strike ou lll y and 1nser twen y;> so as to make th vila 
The amendment was agreed to. | read: 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | , Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


J. Palmer was considered as in Committee of the Whole 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ Seventh,” to insert 
“ Battery ;” in line 7, before the word “ Light,” to insert “ Vol 
unteer;” in the same line, before the word “ late,” to strike out 
“ Volunteers; ” in line 8, before the words “ United States,” to 
insert “ Regiment; ” and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to 


” 


» , . j | hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
amendment was concurred in. i . the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | J. Palmer, late of Seventh Battery, Massachusetts Volunteer Light 
the third time, and passed. Artillery, and Company A, Thirty-third Regiment United States In 
7 fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
ALVAN P. GRANGER. that he is now receiving. 
The bill (S. 6857) granting an increase of pension to Alvan The amendments were agreed to. 
P. Granger was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | amendments were concurred in. 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
“of” and insert “ first lieutenant ;’ so as to make the bill read: | the third time, and passed. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is DEAN W. KING. 
hereby, authorized and directed to gee on the pension roll, subject to The bill (S. 3864) granting an increase of ¢ 4 : 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alvan ne DI S. vous) granting an increase of pension to Dean 
P. Granger, late first lieutenant Company F, Eighth Regiment Illinois W. King was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“ tirst: ’ and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty ” and insert “ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill read: 





amendment was concurred in. _ ae . Th a ail ie ae 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | ,.25,1° Caacted. cto. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
the third time, and passed. the provisions and limitations of the pension law 3, the name of Dean 
alia , W. King, late assistant surgeon Second Regiment Colorado Volunteer 
JOHN W. KENNEDY. Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
The bill (S. 6466) granting an increase of pension to John W. | tat he is now receiving. 
Kennedy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “of” | amendments were concurred in. 
and insert “second lieutenant;” and in line 9, before the word The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
“dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert “twenty ;”’ so as | the third time, and passed. 
to make the bill read: SAMUEL S. MERRILL. 
Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior he, and he is The bill (S. 2304) granting an increase of pension to Samuel! 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to ao é Pye ane “ia : ; y 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. | 5- Merrill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
ncaa 7 second ee ee Yr rare Regiment Tennessee The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
Volunteer In antry, war wit Mexico, an pay ma pension at the amendments in line 6, after the word “ late.” to strike out “of” 
2 in li f tha i 5 : ; ad ee * ¢ ; de ao ; : 
ae  ahiaiieaie danas ae aa ere and insert “ first lieutenant ;” in line 7, after the word “ Regi- 
oa a ‘ ment,” to strike out “of; and in line 8, before the word “ dol- 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the lars ” to strike out “ fifty”” and insert “ twenty-four ;” so as to 
amendments were concurred in. = ake the bill read: ? ; : 
rn < 4 . 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


the third time, and passed. hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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‘ovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
rriil, late first Heutenant Company A, First Regiment United 

ates Veteran Volunteer Mngineers, and pay him a pension at the rate 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ITARRIETT P. GRAY. 

The bill (S. 5160) granting an increase of pension to Harriett 
P. Gray was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to insert “ cap- 
tain Company FP, and;” and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out “ twenty-four ” and insert “ twenty ;” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, 
het 


etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
eby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Har- | 


riett P. Gray, widow of William J. Gray, late captain Company E, and 
major, Sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a_ pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 


GREEN W. HODGE. 


The bill (H. R. 10027) granting a pension to Green W. Hodge | 
It proposes to | 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
place on the pension roll the name of Green W. Hodge, late of 
Company C, Third Regiment United States Volunteer Infan- 
try, war with Spain, and to pay him a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW LONG. 

bill (H. R. 9405) granting a pension to Andrew Long 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Andrew Long, late of Com- 
pany D, Eighteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LOUISE E. LAVL'Y. 

The bill (H. R. 10096) granting a pension 
Lavey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Louise E. Lavey, 


_ 
lhe 


widow of Herbert J. Lavey, alias Hubert J. Wideawake, late | 


of Companies C and B, First Regiment Vermont Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | . : ° : 
| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BENJAMIN F. HOPKINS. 

The bill (H. R. 15866) 
Benjamin F., 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Benjamin F. 
ment Pennsylyania Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | ceiving. 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. M’CLELLAN. 


The bill (TH. fl. 


Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN RENINGER. 

The bill (H. R. 15848) granting an increase of pension to John 
Reninger was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Reninger, 

. late of Capt. Wellington Jones’s independent company, Pennsy!]- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM 8. RADCLIFFE. 

Che bill (FI. R. 15886) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 

liam S. Radcli 
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to Louise E. | 


granting an increase of pension to | 
Hopkins was considered as in Committee of the | 


t | Whole. 
Hopkins, late of Company D, Twenty-first Regi- | 


15865) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 
liam H. MeClellan was cousidered as in Committee of the Whole. | 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H. | 
McClellan, late of Company F, One hundred and seventy-first | 


| Moore, late second lieutenant Company D, One 


iffe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 


FEBRUARY 15, 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William S. 
tadcliffe, late of Company B, One hundred and Fourth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY PEOPLES. 


The bill (H. R. 15769) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Peoples was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry 
Peoples, late of Company B, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Re- 
serve Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PHAON HARTMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 15729) granting an increase of pension to 
Phaon Hartman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
lt proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Phaon 
Hiartman, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-eighth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 


| pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PAUL W. THOMSON, 


The bill (H. R. 14406) granting a pension to Paul W. Thom- 
son was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Paul W. Thomson, late 
of Company M, Third Regiment United States Cavalry, war 
with Spain. 

The bil] was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL B. CLARK. 


The bill (H. R. 15645) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel B. Clark was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel B. 
Clark, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM TAWNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 15657) granting an increase of pension to 
William Tawney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
Tawney, late of Company I, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Re- 
serve Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


BENJAMIN F, SHIREMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 15780) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Shireman was considered as in Committee of the 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Benjamin F. Shireman, late of Company F, Two hundred and 


| second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS J. MOORE. 
The bill (H. R. 16149) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Moore was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas J. 


hundred and 
thirty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and cap- 


| tain Company A, Two hundred and sixth Regiment Pennsyl- 


vania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN H. SCRIVENS. 

The bill (H. R. 15869) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin H. Scrivens was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Benjamin H. Scrivens, late of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 


| inonth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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DAVID GALBREATH. 


The bill (H. R. 15857) granting an increase of pension to 
David Galbreath was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name David Gal- 
breath, late of Company K, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $36 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW PINNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 15481) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Pinney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew 
Pinney, late of Company E, Seventy-sixth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MONROE CHAPIN. 

The bill (H. R. 14680) granting an increase of pension to Mon- 
roe Chapin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Monroe 
Chapin, late ef Company C, Twenty-second Regiment Wiscon- 


sin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per | 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH WOODS. 
The bill (H. R. 14600) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Woods was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph 
Woods, late of Company D, First Regiment Illinois Volunteer 


Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per | 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JACKSON ADAMS, 


The bill (H. R. 14495) granting an increase of pension to | 


Jackson Adams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jackson 
Adams, late of Company C, Forty-first Regiment Lllinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WALDRON C. TOWNSEND. 


The bill (H. R. 15728) granting an increase of pension to 
Waldron C. Townsend was considered as in Committee of the 


Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of | 


Waldron C. Townsend, late of Company D, Highteenth Regi- 


ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension | 


of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LUSERN ALLEN. 
The bill (H. R. 14798) granting an increase of pension to 


Lusern Allen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lusern Allen, 
late of Company H, Fourteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OLIVER F. MARTIN. 


The bill (H. R. 15489) granting an increase of pension to | 
Oliver H. Martin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Oliver H. | 


Martin, late of Company BE, Thirty-fourth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move to amend the bill by striking out 


the initial “TH” where it appears in the name and inserting 


in lieu thereof the initial “ F.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


amendment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 


be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oliver Ff. Martin.” 
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DORA SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 13969) granting an increase of pension to 
Dora Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It i 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Dora Smith, Ei 
widow of Samuel M. Smith, late first and second lieutenant Com 
pany D and captain Company C, Twenty-fourth Regiment In 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB STEFFES. 

The bill (H. R. 13887) granting an increase of pension to ' 
Jacob Steffes was considered as in Committee of the Whole 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob Steffes, 
late of Company G, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer | 
Cavalry, and Company G, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Pro- Wl 
visional Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. ELSTON. 

The bill (H. R. 15019) granting an increase of pension to 
| John H. Elston was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John H. 
| Elston, late of Company G, Fortieth Regiment, and Company K, 
| Fifty-first Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him 

a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. bi] 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or A 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed a1 
| FREDERICK LILJE. 
| The bill (H. R. 13877) granting an increase of pension to 
| Frederick Lilje was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frederick 
Lilje, late of Company I, Seventh Regiment United States In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 


} 

} 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


| that he is now receiving. 
| 


JOSEPH W. WINGER. 

The bill (H. R. 15324) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Winger was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
| Joseph W. Winger, late captain Company D, Second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, -and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCIS D. LEWIS. 

The bill (H. R. 14695) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis D. Lewis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Francis D. 
Lewis, late of Company I, Twenty-second Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $60 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without smendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. CARPENTER. 

The bill (H. R. 15406) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Carpenter was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 

| George W. Carpenter, late of Company H, Seventeenth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM P. DUNNINGTON. 

The bill (H. R. 15520) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Dunnington was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of } 
William P. Dunnington, late of Company A, Second Regiment 
California Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
| ‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EARL J. LAMSON. 

The bill (H. R. 14219) granting an increase of pension to 
Harl J. Lamson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Earl J. 
Lamson, late of Company B, Fourteenth Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


Or- 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HARRIET N. JONES. 

The bill (H. R. 15719) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet N. Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Harriet N. 
Jones, widow of Jacob Jones, late of Company D, Thirty-fifth 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, 
That in the event of the death of Cynthia A. Jones, helpless and 
dependent child of said Jacob Jones, the additional pension 
herein granted shall cease and determine: And provided further, 
That in the event of the death of Harriet N. Jones the name of 
said Cynthia A. Jones shall be placed on the pension roll at $12 


Jones. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CONSTANTINE J. M’LAUGHLIN. 
The bill (H. R. 15079) granting an increase of pension to Con- 


stantine J. McLaughlin was considered as in Cominittee of the | 


Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Constantine J. McLaughlin, late of Company D, Thirtieth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JONAS H. UPTON. 


The bill (H. R. 15415) granting an increase of pension to | 
Jouas H. Upton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jonas H. | 


Upton, late of Company D, Tenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 


fantry, and to pay him a pension of $380 per month in lieu of | 


that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARK WILDE. 

The bill (H. R. 15863) granting an increase of pension to 
Mark Wilde was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mark Wilde, 
late of Company B, First Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infan- 


try, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 


he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DANIEL W. SMITH. 


Daniel W. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Daniel W. | 


Smith, late of Company D, Thirty-third Regiment, and Com- 


pany K, Twenty-sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infan- | 


try, and to pay him a pension of $46 per month In lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HARRISON BALL. 
The bill (H. R. 15776) granting an increase of pension to 
Ilnrrison Ball was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Harrison | 
Ball, late of Company E, Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer | 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $36 per month in lieu of | 


that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MATTHEW C. DANFORTH. 


The bill (H. R. 15669) granting an increase of pension to 


Matthew C. Danforth was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Matthew C. Danforth, late of the U. S. S. Grampus and Caron- 
delet, United States Navy, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISAAC B. SNIVELY. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Isaac B. 
Snively, late of Company D, One hundred and eleventh Regi- 


ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 | 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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LORETTA V. BIGGS. 


The bill (H. R. 15169) granting an increase of pension to 
Loretta V. Biggs was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Loretta V. 
Biggs, widow of Cyrus F. H. Biggs, late surgeon One hundred 
and thirty-seventh Regiment United States Colored Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISAIAH GARRETSON, 


The bill (H. R. 15411) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaiah Garretson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


S "nSi¢ A = | It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Isaiah 
per month from and after the date of death of said Harriet N. | 


Garretson, late of Company G, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volun- 


| teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 


of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY A. WESSON. 
The bill (H. R. 15747) granting an increase of pension to 


| Henry A. Wesson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry A. 


Wesson, late of Company BH, Fifty-first Regiment Massachu- 
setts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISRAEL ROLL. 

The bill (H. R. 15746) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel Roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Israel Roll, 
late of Company G, First Regiment California Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM A. STOVALL. 

The bill (H. R. 14444) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Stovall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William A. 
Stovall, late of Company C, Second Regiment, Mississippi Volun- 
teer Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill (H. R. 15775) granting an increase of pension to | 


MOLLIE TOWNSLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 15639) granting a pension to Mollie Townsley 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mollie Townsley, helpless 
and dependent daughter of Thomas Townsley, late of Company 
H, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her 
a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM A. SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 15637) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William A. 
Smith, late of Company K, Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 


| of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH JANE GRISSOM. 

The bill (H. R. 11494) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Jane Grissom was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Sarah Jane Grissom, widow of George W. Grissom, late of Com- 
pany C, Kirst Regiment Alabama Volunteer Infantry, war with 
Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill (1H. R. 15466) granting an increase of pension to | 
Isnac B. Snively was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 


JOHN C. WILKINSON, 


The bill (S. 1660) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Wilkinson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The 
bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
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limitations of the pension laws, the name of John C. Wilkinson, late 
of Company D, Second Regiment Nebraska Volunteer Cavalry, and 
Company M, Second Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HENRY C. SNYDER. 


The bill (Tl. R. 16444) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Snyder was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry C. 
Snyder, late first lieutenant Company BE, Eighth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN VAN LEAR. 

The bill (S. 6571) granting an increase of pension to John | 
Van Lear was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | 
preposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Van | 
Lear, late captain and commissary of subsistence, United States 
Volunteers, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


RICHARD GABLE. 


The bill (S. 4551) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Gable was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Richard Gable, 
late of Company A, Fifty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, | 
and passed. 


THOMAS CULLEN. 


The bill (H. R. 15918) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Cullen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas 
Cullen, late of Company F, Fifty-ninth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $36 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE F. LUDWIG. 

The bill (H. R. 15887) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Ludwig was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
George F. Ludwig, late of Independent Battery D, Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OLIVER MARCUS BUMP. 

The bill (H. R. 15946) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver Marcus Bump was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Oliver Marcus Bump, late of Company F, First Regiment New 
York Volunteer Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISRAEL V. HOAG. 


The bill (H. R. 15941) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel V. Hoag was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Israel V. 
Hoag, late captain Company BE, One hundred and thirty-ninth 
tegiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES J. CREIGH, 


The bill (H. R. 16962) granting an increase of pension to 
James J. Creigh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James J. | 
Creigh, late of Company A, First Regiment Pennsylvania Re- | 
serve Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


| Campbell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Patrick W. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o1 i 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES NOWELL, 


The bill (S. 5636) granting an increase of pension to James 
Nowell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. tH 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty ” and insert “twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t : 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James ; 
Nowell, late of Companies A and H, Third Regiment Ohio Volun ; 





Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


oe a ey AMR 


GEORGE W. MOYER. 

The bill (S. 6562) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Moyer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The 
bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend 
ment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out ‘ 
and insert “ twenty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the penston roll, subject to ; 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 

W. Moyer, late of Company A, One hundred and thirty-first Regiment 

Vennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of : 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ARP ea 


JAMES CAMPBELL, 


The bill (S. 6482) granting an increase of pension to James 


bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend 
ment, in line 6, after the word “ Regiment,” to insert “ and Com- 
pany K, One hundred and eighty-eighth Regiment;” so as to 
make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, eté That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and itations of the pension vs, the james 
Campbell, late of Company K, Light fth Regiment 
One hundred and eighty-eighth Re 









ciment, be nnsylvania 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


> 
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HANNAH B. NYCE. 
The bill (S. 4588) granting a pension to Hannah B. Nyce w 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pens 
amendments, in line 6, before the name “ Nyce,” t 


, 

“alias Hiram Nice;” and in line 9, before the word lo 

to strike out “twelve” and insert “eight;’ so as to make 

bill read : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hant 

B. Nyce, widow of Hiram Nyce, late of Company I, Second Regin 

Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension : le ra f 

$8 per month. 5% 
The amendments were agreed to , 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


PATRICK W. KENNEDY. 


The bill (S. 6938) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
W. Kennedy was considered as in Committee of the Whole It 


Kennedy, late of Company I, Ninth Regiment Minnesota Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu { 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


= 
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JOHN SEBRY. 


The bill (S. 6441) granting an increase of pension to John 
Sebry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Sebry, late 
of Company K, Tenth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

NOAH C. STANDIFORD. 


The bill (S. 8898) granting an increase of pension to Noah C. 
Standiford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Noah C. Standi- 
ford, late of Company B, Sixty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HALSEY 8S. CURRY. 

The bill (S. 6675) granting an increase of pension to Halsey 
S. Curry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Halsey 8S. Curry, 
late of Company I, Seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JAMES FLANAGAN, 

The bill (S. 6897) graniing an increase of pension to James 

Flanagan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry A. 
Glenn, late of Company E, Sixteenth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRONA J. WOOTEN. 


The bill (H. R. 16748) granting a pension to Frona J. Wooten 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Frona J. Wooten, widow of 
Charles N. Wooten, late of Company H, Signal Corps, United 
States Army, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month and $2 
per month additional on account of each of the minor children 
of said Charles N. Wooten until they reach the age of 16 years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA C. WATKINS. 

The bill (H. R. 16471) granting a pension to Martha C. 
Watkins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Martha C. 
Watkins, widow of John W. Watkins, late of Company H, 


It | Sixty-third Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia Volunteer In- 
pro- | 


fantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. CATON. 
The bill (H. R. 16526) granting an increase of pension to 


| John H. Caton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It | 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James Flana- | 
gan, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cav- | 


alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, | 


and passed. 
WILLIAM GLEASON. 
The bill (S. 6896) granting an increase of pension to William 
Gleason was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


poses to place on the pension roll the name of William Gleason, | 


late of Company I, Twentieth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 


that he is now receiving. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John H. 
Caton, late captain Company F, One hundred and fifty-second 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAROLINE VIFQUAIN. 


The bill (H. R. 16578) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline Vifquain was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Caroline Vifquain, widow of Victor Vifquain, late colonel Third 
Regiment Nebraska Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and 
to pay her a pension of $40 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


c : ’ : y¥OIu | ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- ! 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, | 


and passed. 


JOSEPH WOOD, ALIAS JOSEPH RULE. 


The bill (S. 
Wood, alias Joseph Rule, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 


ISAAC VANATTA. 


The bill (H. R. 16579) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Vanatta was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


| It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Isaac 
| Vanatta, late of Duncan’s independent company, Ohio Mounted 


GS98) granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of | 


Joseph Wood, alias Joseph Rule, late of Company B, Fiftieth | 


Regiment 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


THOMAS READ. 


The bill 


( 
Read was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


DANIEL BOLEN. 


The bill (S. 


Bolen was considered 


6415) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
in Committee of the Whole. 


as 


of Company E, 


It pro- | 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Daniel Bolen, late | 
Second Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cav- | 


New York Volunteer Engineers, and to pay him a | 


| John Bryan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 





alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that | 


he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HENRY A. 

(H. R. 16525) granting an increase of pension to 
Glenn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


GLENN. 
The bill 
Henry A. 


Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN BRYAN. 
(H. R. 16598) granting an increase of pension to 
It 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Bryan, 
late of Company I, Fifty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 


The bill 


tee : : ; a | fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
S. 6185) granting an increase of pension to Thomas | 


It pro- | 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas Read, late | 
of Company A, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, war | 
with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu | 


that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 16780) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


| proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Daniel Smith, 
| late of Company D, Two hundred and sixth Regiment Penn- 


sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS LANNING. 
The bill (H. R. 16104) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Lanning was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas 
Lanning, late of Company C, Eighty-fifth Regiment Indiana 


| Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 


| 


| in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
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JAMES E. ANDREWS. 

The bill (H. R. 15888) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Andrews was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
James E. Andrews, late of Company G, Thirty-seventh Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE MEISNER. 

The bill (I. R. 16619) granting an increase of pension to 
George Meisner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George Meis- 


ner, late of Company D, Ninety-first Regiment, and Company G, | 


Twenty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv- 
ing. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALONZO ACKERMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 16620) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Ackerman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Alonzo Ack- 
erman, late of Company F, One hundred and fifth Regiment IIli- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PHILANDER S. WRIGHT. 
The bill (H. R. 15947) granting an increase of pension to 
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Philander S. Wright was considered as in Committee of the | 


Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of | 


Philander 8. Wright, late of Company G, Twenty-seventh Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM W. SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 16226) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William W. 
Smith, late of Company G, Eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES MULLER. 

The bill (H. R. 16162) granting an increase of pension to 

Charles Miiller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles | 


Miiller, late of Company A, First Regiment Minnesota Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MORTIMER C. BRIGGS. 

The bill (iH. R. 16890) granting an increase of pension to 

Mortimer C. 


Mortimer C. Briggs, late of Company K, Fifteenth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS REYNOLDS. 

The bill (H. R. 16896) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Reynolds was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Thomas Reynolds, late of Company K, Seventh Regiment Vet- 
eran Reserve Corps, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT S. HOPSON. 

The bill (S. 6676) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
S. Hopson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The 
bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 


XXXITX——166 


Briggs was considered as in Committee of the | 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of | 
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limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert S. Hopson, late of 


Company D, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, 
and captain Company C, Tenth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infan 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of tha 


he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DAVID WERTZ. 

The bill (S. 6762) granting an increase of pension to David 
Wertz was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 

{ 


amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provision nd 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of David Wertz, late of Kat 
tery G, Fourth Regiment United States Artillery, war with Mexico, 


and Company BH, Third Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry nad 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that h 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and t! 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MELISSA E. NELSON. 

The bill (S. 6580) granting an increase of pension to Melissa 
E. Nelson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Vensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “of,” where it occurs 
the second time, to strike out the name “ Joseph” and insert 
* John;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ibject t 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Melissa 
EK. Nelson, widow of John H. Nelson, alias James H. Whit late of 
Company G, Eighth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that is 0 


receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM SOUTIHWIC! 

The bill (S. 6442) granting an increase of pension to William 
Southwick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, a he Is -reby, aut Led 





and directed to place on the pensio os i 
limitations of the pension laws, the W 

Company E, Thirty-third Regiment i f ; I 
Company B, Sixth Regiment Michigat ‘ teer Heavy . till yy fl i 


pay him a pension at the rate of 
now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ANDREW MAGNUSON. 


The bill (S. 5890) granting an increase of pension to A 


Magnuson was considered as in Committee of the W 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions y 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty-six” and insert “thirty;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the S« tary of the I 
hereby, authorized and directed to e on the p 


the provisions and limitations of the |] sion laws, the nat of A 
Magnuson, late of Company PD, Second Regiment Minnesota V« 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at t rate of $30 per mor 
of that he is now receiving 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and thi 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed 

DEMPSEY FER 


The bill (S. 6099) granting an increase of pension to ] 
sey Ferguson was considered as in Committee of the Whole 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions th 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dolla to strike 
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out “thirty ” and insert “ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill 
read : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Demp- 
sey Ferguson, late of Company B, Sixty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES GRASS. 


The bill (S. 6069) granting an increase of pension to Charles | ( 
. I | hereby, authorized and direeted to place on the pension roll, subject 


Grass was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | 


amendments, in line 6, before the word “ Regiment,” to strike | ae 
: | dotte, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 


‘Seventh ” 


and in line 7, after the 
’ and insert 


out and insert “ Bighth;” 
word “ Volunteer,” to strike out “ Cavalry’ 
fantry;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
Grass, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | 


amendments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 


EDWIN F. BARRETT. 

The bill (S. 4638) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
I’. Barrett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “ cor- 
poral;” in line 8, after the word “ Volunteers,” to strike out 
*‘Spanish;” in the same line, after the word “war,” to insert 
“with Spain; and in line 10, before the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out “ fifty ’ and insert “ twenty-four ;” so as to make the 
bill read : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to y 
| amendments were concurred in. 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin 
I’. Barrett, late of Company F, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Cavalry, and captain and assistant quartermaster, United States Vol- 


unteers, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per | 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALMON W. BENNETT. 

The bill (S. 
W. Bennitt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, before the word “ late,” to strike out 
the name “ Bennitt” and insert “ Bennett;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, a 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Almon 
W. Bennett, late of Company I, Forty-sixth Regiment Illinois Voiunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- | i 
| letter “ J.” and insert “ James; ” in line 7, after the word “ Regi- 


crease of pension to Almon W. Bennett.” 


EDWIN R. KENNEDY. 

The bill (S. 6661) granting a pension to Edwin R. Kennedy 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of 

Company H, Ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Com- 
pany D, First Regiment United States Veteran Volunteer 
ind pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 


yw receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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t the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 


the pension laws, the name of Edwin R. Kennedy, late | 


Engineers, | 


FEBRUARY 15, 


— 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hdwin R. Kennedy.” 
TERENCE J. TULLY, ALIAS JAMES FOX. 


The bill (S. 6448) granting an increase of pension to Terence 


| J. ‘Tully was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


| amendments, in line 6, after the name “ Tully,” to insert “ alias 
| James Fox,” and in line 8, after the word “ Wyandotte,” to in- 


sert “ United States Navy ;” so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
ference J. Tully, alias James Fox, late of Company A, Thirteenth 
Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and landsman, U. S. S. Wyan- 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 


| crease of pension to Terence J. Tully, alias James Fox.” 


JOHN F. WALLACE. 
The bill (S. 6440) granting an increase of pension to John 
I’. Wallace was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


| amendments, in line 7, after the word “ Regiment,” to insert 


“and second lieutenant Company G, One hundred and twenty- 
eighth Regiment,” and in line 10, before the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out “ fifty” and insert “ thirty-six;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John F. Wallace, late first lieutenant Company K, Fourteenth Regiment, 
and second lieutenant Company G, One hundred and twenty-eighth Reg- 
iment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now reeeiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOSIAH PEARSON. 


The bill (S. 6578) granting an increase of pension to Josiah 


| Pearson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


| amendments, in line 7, after the word “ Regiment,” to insert 
|“ and Company I, Two hundred and seventh Regiment;” and 
| in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ thirty ” and 


6045) granting an inerease of pension to Almon | 


insert “ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


| hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
| to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


Josiah Pearson, late of Company I, One hundred and thirty-first Resi- 
ment, and Company I, Two hundred and seventh Regiment, Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES W. FOLEY. 

The bill (S. 6579) granting an increase of pension to J. W. 
Foley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “of,” to strike out the 


ment,” to insert “and Company D, Twenty-eighth Regiment; ” 


| and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ forty ” 
| and insert “ thirty ; 


” 


so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
W. Foley, late of Company K, Ninety-seventh Regiment, and Company 
D, Twenty-eighth Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James W. Foley.” 
JOHANNA J. NAUGHTON. 
The bill (H. R. 16448) granting an increase of pension to 


Johanna J. Naughton was considered as in Committee of the | 


Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Johanna J.. Naughton, widow of Edward Naughton, late of Com- 
pany IF, Third Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, and to 


pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now | 


receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM B. CHAPMAN, 


The bill (S. 5505) granting an increase of pension to William | 


B. Chapman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 





The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | 


an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : 

That the Secretary 8f the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
iiations of the pension laws, the name of William B. Chapman, late of 
Company I, Thirteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and 
Company C, Sixth Regiment Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN P. THOMPSON. 


The bill (S. 5824) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin P. Thompson was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions 
with amendments in line 7, before the word “ Cavalry,” to insert 
“ Volunteer,” and in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “one hundred” and insert “ twenty-four ;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ben 
jamin P. Thompson, late of Company G, Veteran Battalion, First 
Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HENRY RADER. 

The bill (1H. R. 16502) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Rader was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry 
Rader, late of Company A, Forty-seventh Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $17 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DILLION ASHER. 

The bill (H. R. 16503) granting an increase of pension to 
Dillion Asher was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Dillion 
Asher, late of Company E, Seventh Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB BOWERS. 


The bill (H. R. 16617) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Bowers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob 
Bowers, late of Company B, Seventh Regiment Michigan Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES T. BEALS. 


The bill (H. R. 15962) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles T. Beals was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles T. | 
Beals, late of Company K, Third Regiment Massachusetts Vol- | 


unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BRYAN DUNBAR. 

The bill (H. R. 16386) granting an increase of pension to 
Bryan Dunbar was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Bryan Dun 
bar, late of Company G, Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA E. BROWN. 

The bill (H. R. 15929) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna E. Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Anna FE 
Brown, widow of Charles E. Brown, late lieutenant-colonel 
Sixty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay het 
a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o1 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FREEMAN C. WITHERBY. 

The bill (H. R. 15927) granting an increase of pension to 
Freeman C. Witherby was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Freeman C. Witherby, late of the U. S. S. Indianola, United 
States Navy, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in tieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWIN VINCENT. 

The bill (H. R. 16385) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin Vincent was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edwin Vin 
eent, late first lieutenant Company D, Fifth Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM C. TRAVIS. 

The bill (H. R. 16420) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Travis was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
William C. Travis, late first lieutenant Company D, One hun- 
dred and twenty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 






ALEXANDER JONES. 

The bill (I. R. 16426) granting an increase of pension to 

lexander Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Alexand 
Jones, late of Company H, Ninety-eighth Regiment, and Co 
pany C, Seventy-fourth Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of tha 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALFRED N. BROWN. 

The bill (H. R. 16618) granting an increase of pension 
Alfred N. Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whol 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Alfred N. 
frown, late of the U. S. S. Commodore Perry, United States 
Navy, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 





GEORGE W. HADLOCK,. 


The bill (S. 6388) granting an increase of pension to Geor 
W. Hadlock was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


amendments, in line 7, to strike out the word “ Infantry ” and 
insert “ Heavy Artillery ;” and in line 8, before the word “ d 
lars,” to strike out “ thirty-six” and insert “ thirty;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension r ect to 





the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of (Ge 
W. Hadlock, late of Company I, First Regiment New Hampshi ylun- 
| teer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
CHARLOTTE JOHNSON. 


The bill (S. 6698) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte 
Johnson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charlotte | 


Johnson, widow of George W. Johnson, late of Companies K and 


EK, Ninth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her | 


a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
JOHN MOULTON. 


The bill (S. 899) granting an increase of pension to John 
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Moulton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Moulton, late 
of Company K, Third Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 


and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is | 


now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

LEWIS SECOR. 


The bill (S. 6374) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 


FEBRUARY 15, 


WILLIAM J. CHENEY. 

The bill (H. R. 15922) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Cheney was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
William J. Cheney, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment Ver- 
mont Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 


| month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


“ WILLIAM SHADRICK. 


The bill (H. R. 15924) granting an increase of pension to 
William Shadrick was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
Shadrick, late of Company G, Third Regiment Vermont Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES P. MORRISON. ® 
The bill (H. R. 16166) granting an increase of pension to 


| Charles P. Morrison was considered as in Committee of the 


Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Charles P. Morrison, late second lieutenant Company A, Forty- 


| eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay, 


Secor was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | 


poses to place on the pension roll the name of Lewis Secor, late 
of Company F, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 


and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is | 


now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

GEORGE S. WILLIAMS. 


The bill (1. R. 16603) granting an increase of pension to 
George S. Williams was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
George S. Williams, late of Company I, Forty-third Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

IRA D. M’CLARY, 


The bill (H. R. 15954) granting an increase of pension to Ira 
D. MecClary was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Ira D. Mc- 
Clary, late of Company D, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteer 
Infantry, and second lieutenant Company A, Sixth Regiment 
Veteran Reserve Corps, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD ROOT. 

The bill (H. R. 16121) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Root was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edward 
Root, late of Company B, Twentieth Regiment Connecticut Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 16123) granting an increase of pension to 
William Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 


him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS L. HOWARD. 


The bill (H. R. 16165) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis L. Howard was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Francis L. Howard, late of Company EH, Forty-second Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES M. FAY. 


The bill (H. R. 16424) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles M. Fay was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles M. 
Fay, late of Company K, Thirteenth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, Sixth Regiment United 
States Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWIN R. MANSON. 

The bill (H. R. 15558) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 

win R. Manson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edwin R. 
Manson, late of Company L, Second Regiment Maine Volunteer 


| Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
| that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN TUITE. 


The bill (H. R. 15504) granting an increase of pension to 
Elien Tuite was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Ellen Tuite, 
widow of Andrew J. Tuite, late of Company D, Second Regi- 
ment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay her a 


| pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


Smith, late of Company K, Seventieth Regiment New York Vol- | 


unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EDWARD J. DILLON. 


The bill (H. R. 16167) granting an increase of pension to Ed- | 


ward J. Dillon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edward J. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CARRIE E. RISLEY. 
The bill (H. R. 14028) granting an increase of pension to 
Carrie E. Risley was considered as in Committee of the Whoie. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Carrie PB. 
Risley, widow of John W. Risley, late second lieutenant Bat- 


| tery F, First Regiment Illinois Volunteer Light Artillery, and 
| to pay her a pension of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now 


receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Dillon, iate of Company G, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire | 


Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISABELLA BURKE, 


The bill (H. R. 15239) granting a pension to Isabella Burke 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Isabella Burke, widow of 
Benjamin Burke, alias Johnson, late of Company A, Twenty- 
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seventh Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES C. BAKER. 


The bill (H. R. 15240) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Baker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James C. 
Baker, late of Company F, Twenty-seventh Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES B. SPENCER. 


The bill (S. 6701) granting a pension to Charles B. Spencer | 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | 


an amendment, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“of the” and insert “ acting second assistant engineer;” and 
in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to stirke out “ twenty- 
five” and insert “ twelve;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | gered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 





B. Spencer, late acting second assistant engineer, United States Navy, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I move to strike out the word “ twelve,” | 


before “dollars,” and to insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four ;” so as to read: 

And pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


AMANDA B. MACK. 


The bill (S. 6556) granting a pension to Amanda B. Mack 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’ to strike 
out “twelve” and insert “ eight; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Amanda B. Mack, widow of John Mack, late of Company A, First Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the-rate of $8 
per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SIMEON PERRY. 


The bill (S. 6727) granting an increase of pension to Simeon 
Perry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty ” and insert “ twenty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Simeon 
Perry, late of Company A, First Regiment Florida Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM N. MEACHAM. 


The bill (H. R. 15004) granting an incerase of pension to Wil- 
liam N. Meacham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
N. Meacham, late second lieutenant Company G, First Regiment 
Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPHINE A. SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 16895) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine A. Smith was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Josephine A. Smith, widow of Arthur T. Smith, late of Company 
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I, Fourteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry 
and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY A. SEELE. 

The bill (H. R. 16132) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Seele was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary A. Seele 
widow of Charles Seele, late of Company B, Highth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES S. KERNS. 

The bill (S. 5493) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
S. Kerns was considered as in Committee of the Whole. {t pro 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles 8. Kerns, 
late of Company E, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 


and passed. 
ELIZABETH KREHBIEL. 


The bill (H. R. 15685) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Krehbiel was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Elizabeth Krehbiel, widow of John D. Krehbiel, late captain 
Companies I and H, Forty-first Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LUTHER W. CANNON. 


The bill (H. R. 15710) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther W. Cannon was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Luther W. Cannon, late of Company C, Ninth Regiment Dela 
ware Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


R. HOWARD WALLACE, 


The bill (H. R. 15768) granting an increase of pension to 
R. Howard Wallace was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 


| R. Howard Wallace, late chaplain One hundred and sixty 


eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him 
a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLOTTE M. WYLIE. 

The bill (H. R. 14485) granting a pension to Charlotte M. 
Wylie was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charlotte M 
Wylie, widow of Farand Wylie, late assistant surgeon Highty 
sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
pension of $17 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY KING. 


The bill (H. R. 15683) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry King was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


| proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry King 


late of Company D, Fifty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteet 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BARNEY CARROLL. 


The bill (H. R. 15632) granting an increase of pension to 
Barney Carroll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Barney 
Carroll, late of Company B, Thirty-sixth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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JOHN BROOKS. 


The bill (H. R. 15631) granting an increase of pension to 
John Brooks was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Brooks, 
late of Company E, One hundred and twentieth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THERESA M. KENNEDY, 


The biil 


Whole. 
Theresa M. Kennedy, widow of William Kennedy, alias Whalen, 


late of Company K, One hundred and fifty-fifth Regiment New | 


York Volunteer Infantry, and Company I, Fourteenth Regiment 
Veteran Reserve Corps, and to pay her a pension of $8 per 
month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
NELSON A. FITTS. 

The bill (H. R. 16140) granting an. increase of pension to 

Nelson A. Fitts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Nelson A. | Ryan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Fitts, late of Company B, Ninth Regiment New York Volunteer | 


Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GREEN YEISER. 


The bill (H. R. 16499) granting an increase of pension to 


Green Yeiser was cousidered as in Committee of the Whole. It | 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Green Yeiser, 


of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


VARNER G. ROOT. 


The bill (H. R. 16544) granting an increase of pension to 


Varner G. Root was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Varner G. | 
of Company F, One hundred and Fourteenth Regi- | 
‘ork Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension | <4 , . J ? 
— vo ete I | Volunteer Sharpshooters, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 


Root, late 
ment New 
of $30 per 

The bill 
dered to a 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE T. 

R. 15903) 


BARKER. 


The bill (H. 


sarker, late captain Company A, Sixty-first Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PATRICK O'BRIEN. 

The bill (H. R. 16054) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick O’Brien was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Patrick 


O’Brien, late of Company B, One hundred and sixty-ninth Regi- | 


ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MERRICK D. FROST. 


(Hi. R. 16175) granting an increase of pension to Mer- 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
to place on the pension roll the name of Merrick D. 
Frost, late of Company E, One hundred and forty-ninth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HOWARD P. KETCHAM. 

The bill (H. R. 16455) granting a pension to Howard P. 
Ketcham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Howard P. 
Ketcham, son of Edward M. Ketcham, late of Company D, 


The bil! 
rick LD. Frosi 


proposes 
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Theresa M. Kennedy was considered as in Committee of the | 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of | 
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Ninety-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and te 
pay him a pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LAURA A. HINKLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 16813) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura A. Hinkley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Laura A. 
Hinkley, widow of Clark Hinkley, late of Company B, One 
hundred and second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
und to pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving, and $2 per month additional on account of a 
minor child of said soldier until such child arrives at the age of 
16 years: Provided further, That in the event of the death of 
Rhoda Hinkley, helpless and dependent child of said Clark 
Hinkley, the additional pension of $12 per month herein granted 
shall cease and determine: And provided further, That in the 
event of the death of Laura A. Hinkley the name of said Rhoda 
Hinkley shall be placed on the pension roll at $12 per month 
from and after the date of death of said Laura A. Hinkley. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN RYAN. 
The bill (HW. R. 16953) granting an increase of pension to John 


It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Ryan, late 


| of Company C, Battalion New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, war 


with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS DUKES. 
The bill (H. R. 17162) granting an increase of pension to 


| Thomas Dukes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
late of Company G, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment United | 
States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension | 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas 
Dukes, late landsman, U. S. S. Savannah, United States Navy, 
war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCIS W. LITTLE. 

The bill (S. 6943) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
W. Little was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Francis W. 
Little, late of Company A, Second Regiment United States 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


| and passed. 
granting an increase of pension to 

George T. Barker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George T. | 


EMILE H. BRIE, ALIAS AMEDE BREA. 

The bill (H. R. 16668) granting an increase of pension to 
Emile H. Brie, alias Amede Brea, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the 
name of Emile H. Brie, alias Amede Brea, late of Company B, 


| Second Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, war with Mex- 


ico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE H. BRUSSTAR. 

The bill (H. R. 17117) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Brusstar was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 


| George H. Brusstar, late of Company H, One hundred and 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


ninety-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move to strike out the word “twenty- 
four,” in line 8, before the word “dollars,” and to insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ forty;” so that it will read: 

And pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS THOMPSON. 


The bill (H. R. 4885) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Thompson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas 
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Thompson, late of Company A, Ninety-ninth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN STILTS. 


The bill (H. R. 12341) granting a pension to John Stilts was } 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 


on the pension roll the name of John Stilts, late of Company A, | 
Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him | 


a pension of $12 per month, the same to be paid to him under the 
rules of the Pension Bureau as to mode and times of payment, 
without any deduction or rebate on account of former alleged 
overpayments or erroneous payments of pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLAIBORNE J. WALTON. 

The bill (H. R. 17161) granting an increase of pension to 
Claiborne J. Walton was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Claiborne J. Walton, late surgeon Twenty-first Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT M. ALEXANDER. 

The bill (H. R. 17891) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert M. Alexander was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Robert M. Alexander, late assistant surgeon, Fifth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET B. RAPP, 

The bill (H. R. 10628) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet B. Rapp was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Margaret 
B. Rapp, widow of John C. Rapp, late of Company F, Fourth 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, 
That in the event of the death of Mary C. Rapp, helpless and 
dependent child of said John C. Rapp, the additional pension 
herein granted shall cease and determine: And provided fur- 
ther, That in the event of the death of Margaret B. Rapp, the 
name of said Mary C. Rapp shall be placed on the pension roll, 
at $12 per month from and after the date of death of said Mar 
garet B. Rapp. ? 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LAURA A. BAUGHEY. 

The bill (H. R. 16625) granting a pension to Laura A. 
Jaughey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Laura A. Baughey, 
widow of Benjamin Baughey, late of Company I, One hundred 
and forty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay her a pension of $8 per month, and $2 per month ad- 
ditional on account of each of the minor children of said Benja- 
min Baughey until they reach the age of 16 years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANKLIN SAVAGE. 

The bill (H. R. 17452) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin Savage was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Franklin 
Savage, late of Company K, Twelfth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JONATHAN R. COX, 


The bill (H. R. 8983) granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than R. Cox was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jonathan R. 
Cox, late of Company H, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered io a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JONAS MYERS. 


The bill (H. R. 16325) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonas Myers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
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proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jonas Myers, 
late of Company F, EFighty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amend: 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MICHAEL KEATIN 
The bill (H. R. 16398) granting an increase of pens 
Michael Keating was considered as in Committee of the W1 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Michael 
Keating, late of Companies C and H, Second Regiment District 


| of Columbia Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 


$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
Mr. McCUMBER. I move to strike out the word “twenty 
four,” before the word “ dollars,” in line 8, and to insert in lieu 


| thereof the word “ thirty ;” so that it will read “ and pay him a 


pension at the rate of $30 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and th 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MAHALA ALEXANDER. 

The bill (H. R. 6663) granting a pension to Mahala Alexander 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mahala Alexander, widow 
of George W. Alexander, late of Captain Newman’s company, 
Tennessee Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

SAMUEL H. DRAPER. 

The bill (H. R. 17484) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Draper was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel H. 
Draper, late of Company B, Ninety-seventh Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL NICHOLAS. 


The bill (H. R. 16876) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Nicholas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel 
Nicholas, late captain Company C, Fourteenth Regiment Indi 
ana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

M. HELEN ORCHARD. 

The bill (H. R. 16687) granting an increase of pension to M. 
Helen Orchard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of M. Helen 
Orchard, widow of John C. Orchard, late of Company E, One 
hundred and seventeenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY L. G. MEW. 
The bill (H. R. 12079) granting an increase of pension to 
| Mary L. G. Mew was considered as in Committee of the Whok 

It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary L. G. 
Mew, widow of William M. Mew, late captain Company 
enty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry 
pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WALLACE W. HICKS, 

The bill (H. R. 16731) granting an increase of pension ) 
Wallace W. Hicks was considered as in Committee of the Whole 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Wallace W 
Hicks, late of Company C, Second Regiment Kansas Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of #30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH S. THOMPSON. 

The bill (H. R. 17017) granting an increase of pension to 

Joseph S. Thompson was considered as in Committee ef the 
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Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Joseph S. Thompson, late of Company K, Forty-fourth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Company L, Fourth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
inonth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES W. CROSS. 

The bill (H. R. 17131) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Cross was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James W. 
Cross, late of Company H, Fiftieth Regiment, and Company B, 
Fifty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES SPAULDING. 

The bill (H. R. 16828) granting an increase of pension to 
James Spaulding was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James 
Spaulding, late of Company F, Thirty-eighth Regiment Iowa 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY H. WRIGHT. 

The bill (H. R. 16370) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Wright was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry H. 
Wright, late of Company D, Sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 


Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of | 7; proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jerome B. 


that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, | gantry. and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
| < 3 5% , e 


ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELI B. HELM. 
The bill (H. R. 8392) granting an increase of pension to 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Eli B. 


Helm, late of Company F, Tenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer | 


Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES H. DUNIHUE. 


The bill (H. R. 13188) granting an increase of pension to | 
Charles H. Dunihue was considered as in Committee of the | 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of | 


Charles H. Dunihue, late of Company A, Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WLLIAM D. LEEK, 


The bill (HI. R. 11114) granting an increase of pension to | 
William D. Leek was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William D. 
Leek, late of Company I, Third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK BAKER. 

The bill (H. R. 4461) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Baker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roijl the name of Frederick 
Baker, late of Company C, Sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NAHRVISTA G. HEARD. 


The bill (H. R. 15044) granting an increase of pension to | 


Nabryista G. Heard was considered as in Comnfittee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Nahrvista G. Heard, widow of Charles H,. Heard, late of Capt. 
James Hall's company, Illinois Mounted Volunteers, Black 
Hawk Indian war, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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JOHN P. DAVIS. 


The bill (H. R. 15293) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Davis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John P. 
Davis, late captain Company B and major Thirtieth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARTVIG ENGBRETSON. 


The bill (H. R. 17046) granting an increase of pension to 
Hartvig Engbretson was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Hartvig Engbretson, late of Company G, Ninth Regiment Iowa 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NANCY J. NELSON. 


The bill (H. R. 17464) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy J. Nelson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


| It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Nancy J. 


Nelson, widow of Robert C. Nelson, late of Captain Standifer’s 
company, Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, war with 


| Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of 


that she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JEROME B. NULTON,. 


The bill (H. R. 17771) granting an increase of pension to 
Jerome B. Nulton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


Nulton, late colonel Sixty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 


that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


| ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Eli B. Helm was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 


DAVID P. FOSTER. 


The bill (H. R. 3080) granting an increase of pension to David 
P. Foster was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of David P. 
Foster, late of Company F, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM CLARK. 
/ 
The bill (H. R. 10950) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


| liam Clark was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William Clark, 


| late of Company I, Third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 


war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANK C. CULLEY. 
The bill (H. R. 16335) granting an increase of pension to 


| Frank C. Culley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frank C. 


Culley, late of Company F, Eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY W. HURLBUT. 


The bill (H. R. 11020) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. Hurlbut was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Henry W. Hurlbut, late second lieutenant Company F, Second 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 


| sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving: 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT H. NOBLE. 


The bill (H. R. 17325) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert H. Noble was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Albert H. 
Noble, late of Company B, Fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH C. PROSSER. 

The bill (H. R. 17297) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph C. Prosser was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph C. 
Prosser, late of Company A, One hundredth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third tizpe, and passed. 

JOHN CROTTY. 

The bill (H. R. 15535) granting a pension to John Crotty 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of John Crotty, late first 
lieutenant, Fortieth Regiment United States Volunteer Infan- 
try, war with Spain. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN 8S. DUNCAN. 

The bill (H. R. 15741) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Duncan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John 8. 
Duncan, late of Company I, Second Regiment Missouri State 
Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M. WALKER. 
The bill (H. R. 15835) granting an increase of pension to 
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and ninety-second Regiment, New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay her a pension of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving, and $2 per month additional on account of the minor 
child of said John R. Harlow until she reaches the age of 16 
years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LENA LOESER. 

The bill (H. R. 16684) granting an increase of pension to 
Lena Loeser was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lena Loeser, 
widow of David Loeser, late of Company H, Forty-sixth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY LORCH. 
The bill (H. R. 17201) granting an increase of pension to 


| Ilenry Lorch was considered as in Committee of the Whol it 


| proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry Lorch, 


late of Company C, Fifty-second Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and Company A, Swenty-eighth Regiment New York 


| National Guard Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 


James M. Walker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James M. 


Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HORACE WINSLOW. 

The bill (H. R. 17403) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace Winslow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Horace 
Winslow, late chaplain Fifth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 


, : : 7 | that he ‘s now receiving. 
Walker, late of Company B, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JONES ADLER. 

The bill (H. R. 15575) granting an increase of pension to 
Jones Adler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jones Adler, 
late of Company B, Thirtieth Regiment Missouri Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PATRICK H. OLIVER. 

The bill (H. R. 15497) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick H. Oliver was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Patrick H. 
Oliver, late commissary sergeant, First Regiment Arkansas Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHAUNCEY L. GUILFORD. 
The bill (H. R. 17272) granting an increase of pension to 
Chauncey L. Guilford was considered as in Committee of the 


: ALMON W. GOULD. 

The bill (H. R. 5113) granting an increase of pension to 
Almon W. Gould was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Almon W. 
Gould, late of Company H, One hundred and ninth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

: JAMES MITCHELL. 

The bill (H. R. 17197) granting an increase of pension to 
James Mitchell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James 
Mitchell, late of Company C, Fifth Regiment New York Volun 
teer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY NEWCOMER. 


The bill (H. R. 16663) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Newcomer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry New 


| comer, late of Eleventh Battery, Indiana Volunteer Light Ar 


Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of | 


Chauncey L. Guilford, late of Company K, One hundred and 
twenty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES HUDSON. 


The bill (H. R. 17677) granting an increase of pension to 
James Hudson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James Hud- 
son, late of Company B, Third Regiment Delaware Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGIA A. HARLOW. 


The bill (H. R. 173874) granting an increase of pension to 
Georgia A. Harlow was conisdered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Georgia A. 
Harlow, widow of John R, Harlow, late of Company B, Forty- 
fourth Regiment, and first lieutenant and adjutant One hundred 





tillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS M. SHEW MAKER, 


The bill (H. R. 17073) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Shewmaker was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Francis M. Shewmaker, late of Company E, Thirty-eighth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMANUEL F. BROWN. 

The bill (H. R. 16701) granting an increase of pension to 
Emanuel F. Brown was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Emanuel F. Brown, late of Company I, Forty-sixth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmeng, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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THOMAS HARRIS, 
The bill (H. R. 16834) granting an increase of pension to 


Thomas Harris was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas | 


Harris, late of Captain Duncan’s independent company, Ohio 
Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AVERY DALTON, 


The bill (HI. R. 17151) granting a pension to Avery Dalton 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 


place on the pension roll the name of Avery Dalton, late of Cap- | 


tain Barns’s company, Illinois Volunteers, Black Hawk Indian 
war, and to pay him a pension of $8 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MICHAEL L. ESSICK. 

The bill 
Michael L. Essick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Michael L. 
Essick, late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Kansas Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL REAGAN. 

The bill 

Daniel Reagan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Daniel | 
Reagan, late of Company B, Twenty-fifth Regiment New York | 


Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JONATHAN WIGGINS. 

(H. R. 16573) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Wiggins was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Jonathan Wiggins, late of Company F, Third Regiment Wiscon- 
sin Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WEBSTER EATON. 


. 


The bill 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LYDIA R. HOWARD. 

The bill 
Lydia R. Howard was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Lydia R. Howard, widow of Benjamin Howard, late second lieu- 
tenant Company FE, Fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK LAHRMANN. 

The bill 
Frederick 
Whole. 
Frederick Lahrmann, late of Company A, Boonville Reserve 
Corps, Missouri Home Guards, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN JEFFERS. 

The bill (H. R. 17092) granting an increase of pension to 
John Jeffers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Jeffers, 
late of Company K, Fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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(H. R. 16815) granting an increase of pension to 


(H. R. 16488) granting an increase of pension to | 


(H. R. 16308) granting an increase of pension to | 
Webster Eaton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Webster | 
Eaton, late of Battery L, First Regiment New York Volunteer | 
Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in | 


(H. R. 16254) granting an increase of pension to | 


(H. R. 16046) granting an increase of pension to | 
Lahrmann was considered as in Committee of the | 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of | 
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DANIEL H. HASTINGS. 

The bill (H. R. 17060) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel H. Hastings was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
| Daniel H. Hastings, late of Battery A, Clark’s battalion, Mis- 

souri Light Artillery, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pen- 
| sion of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. LADD. 


The bill (H. R. 16968) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Ladd was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John H. 
Ladd, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 

| Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN BECHMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 16707) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bechman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Bech- 
man, late of Company K, Fifty-first Regiment Missouri Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEONARD C. DAVIS. 

The bill (H. R. 16574) granting an increase of pension to 
Leonard C. Davis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Leonard C. 
| Davis, late of Company C, Eighteenth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
| unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in 

lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. BROWN. 

The bill (H. R. 16879) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H. 
Brown, late of First Battery, Kansas Volunteer Light Artillery, 

| and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN MOORE, 


The bill (H. R. 16929) granting an increase of pension to John 
Moore was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Moore, late 
of Company A, Fifty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 

fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
| that he is now receiving. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALFRED D. LAUNDER. 

The bill (H. R. 16427) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
fred D. Launder was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Alfred D. 
| Launder, late of Company B, Twentieth Regiment Ohio Volun- 

teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
| of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
F. A, WILLIAM WEAVER, 


The bill (H. R. 16419) granting an increase of pension to F. 
A. William Weaver was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of F. 
_A. William Weaver, late of Companies G, D, and A, Third Regi- 
| ment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him 
| a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
| ‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CYRUS B. ALLEN. 
The bill (H. R. 16105) granting an increase of pension to 

Cyrus B. Allen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


| It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Cyrus B. 
Allen, late chaplain One hundred and thirty-third Regiment 


| Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 

| per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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HUGH M’KENZIE, ALIAS JAMES A. TRAINER. 


The bill (H. R. 16810) granting an increase of pension to 


Hugh McKenzie, alias James A. Trainer, was considered as in | 
It proposes to place on the pension | 
roll the name of Hugh McKenzie, alias James A. Trainer, late | 
Tenth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Volun- | 
teer Infantry, and Company I, One hundred and ninety-first | 


Committee of the Whole. 


x 


of Company E, 


Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT S. GRANGER. 

The bill (H. R. 11599) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert S. Granger was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Albert 5. 
Granger, late first lieutenant Company G, Eighteenth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY F. FULLER. 

The bill 
Mary F. Fuller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary F. 


Fuller, widow of William W. Fuller, late of Company F, 
Eleventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and to 


pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARA A. HASKELL. 

The bill (H. R. 5265) granting an increase of pension to 
Sara A. Haskell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sara A. 
Haskell, Widow of Frank W. Haskell, late first lieutenant and 
adjutant, Nineteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay her a pension of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MATTIE M. BOND. 

The bill (H. R. 15655) granting a pension to Mattie M. Bond 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mattie M. Bond, widow 
of Alanson Bond, late of Company C, First Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SILAS W. BULLOCK, 


The bill (H. R. 15788) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas W. Bullock was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Silas W. 
Bullock, late of Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Vermont Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES R. FERSON. 


The bill (H. R. 15048) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Ferson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James R. 
Ferson, late of Company B, First Regiment New Hampshire 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LAURA COLEMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 16740) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura Coleman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Laura Cole- 
man, widow of John Coleman, late of Company I, Fifth Regi- 
ment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, 
That in the event of the death of Edward W. Coleman, help- 
less and dependent child of said John Coleman, the additional 
pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And pro- 
vided further, That in the event of the death of Laura Cole- 
man the name of said Edward W. Coleman shall be placed on 


the pension roll at $12 per month from and after the date of 


death of said Laura Coleman, 
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(H. R. 15838) granting an increase of pension to | 


$30 per month in | 


Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per | York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay 








2651 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. 

The bill (H. R. 17085) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Miles was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
H. Miles, late of Company H, Seventh Regiment New Hamp 
shire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILES. 


ALONZO P. 

The bill (H. R. 17084) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo P. Spooner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Alonzo P 
Spooner, late of Company I, Twenty-sixth Regiment Connecti- 
cut Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 


SPOONER. 


| month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THORNDIKE P. HEATH. 
The bill (H. R. 15787) granting an increase of pension to 
Thorndike P. Heath was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 


Thorndike P. Heath, late of Company I, Second Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and second lieutenant Company 
C, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 


| to pay him a pension of $380 per month in lieu of that he is now 


receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM 8S. STANLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 17085) granting an increase of pension to Wil 
liam S. Stanley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 8. 
Stanley, late of Company ID, Fifteenth Regiment New Hamp 
shire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISAIAH M. ADAMS. 


The bill (H. R. 16685) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaiah M. Adams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Isaiah M. 
Adams, late of Company A, Twenty-fourth Regiment Massachu 
setts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD H. HOLDEN. 


The bill (H. R. 16849) granting a pension to Edward H. Hol- 
den was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
to place on the pension roll the name of Edward H 
of Company K, First 
war with Spain. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SOLOMON CARPENTER. 

17164) granting an increase of pension to 
Solomon Carpenter was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Solomon Carpenter, late of Company D, Sixth Regiment New 
him a of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY K. ROANE. 

The bill (H. R. 16239) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
K. Roane was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary K. Roane, 
widow of John S. Roane, late colonel Arkansas Mounted YVol- 
unteers, war with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. 

The bill (H. R. 16749) granting a pension to George W. 
Cowan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of George W.- 
Cowan, late unassigned recruit, First Regiment Virginia Vol- 


proposes 
Holden, late 
Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 


The bill (HH. R. 


pension 


COWAN. 
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unteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of 
$12 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN R. KARNS. 
The bill 16475 
John R. 


(ia. Se. 


, 


Karns, late of Company I, Fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES J. SUMMERS. 

The bill (H. R. 16746) 
James J. Summers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James J. 
Summers, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment Tennessee Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN W. DAVIS. 

The bill (H. R. 16745) granting an increase of pension to John 

W. Davis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


Artillery, and Company A, Seventh Regiment Tennessee Volun- 


teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lien | 


of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FRANCES A. M’QUISTON. 


Quiston was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


and twenty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay her a pension of $30 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM STEWART. 


The bill (H. R. 17781) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Stewart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William Stew- | 
art, late of Company L, Twelfth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer | 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of | 


that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LAFAYETTE BRASHEAR. 

(H. R. 17548) granting an increase of pension to 
Lafayette Brashear was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Lafayette Brashear, late of Company A, Third Regiment Ar- 
kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The bili 


WILLIAM E. QUIRK. 


The bill (H. R. 15640) granting a pension to William RB. 
Quirk was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William E. Quirk, 
late of Company H, EHighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LIZZIE D. WISE. 

The bill (S. 6859) granting an increase of pension to Lydia 
D. Wise was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “of,” to strike out the 
name “Lydia” and insert “ Lizzie,’ and in line 8, before the 
word “ dollars,” to strike out “ fifty ” and insert “ forty;” so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lizzie 
D. Wise, widow of Frederick May Wise, late commander, United States 
Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


granting an increase of pension to | 
Karns was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John R. | 


| tof.” 


granting an increase of pension to | 


It pro- | 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John W. Davis, | 
jate of Company B, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Light | , 7, : - : . 

ae re : | S. Underdown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lizzie D. Wise.” 

ELLA M. EWING. 

The bill (S. 4684) granting an increase of pension to Ella M, 
Ewing was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments in line 6, after the word “ captain,” to strike out 
in line 7, after the word ‘ Company,” to strike out the 
letter “ M” and insert the letter “I;” and in line 9, before the 
word “ dollars,” to strike out “ thirty ’ and insert “ twelve; ” so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


| hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
| the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ella M. 


Ewing, widow of Thomas Ewing, late captain Company I, Third Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


| amendments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM S. UNDERDOWN. 
The bill (S. 3442) granting an increase of pension to William 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “clerk,” to insert 
“United States steamer Robb;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
| the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 


The bill (H. R. 16472) granting a pension to Frances A. Mc- | 


S. Underdoewn, late pay clerk, U. S. 8S. Robb, United States Navy, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 


| now receiving. 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Frances A. Mc- | 
Quiston, widow of John C. McQuiston, late colonel One hundred | 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


/ amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


| the third time, and passed. 


ELIAS THOMAS. 

The bill (S. 3122) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Thomas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty ” and insert “ twenty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


| hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elias 
Thomas, late of Company G, Fourteenth Regiment West Virginia Vol- 


| unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
| in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


NATHAN C. D. BOND, 


The bill (H. R. 16629) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan C. D. Bond was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word “and,” to strike out 
“Infantry ” and insert “ Cavalry; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nathan 
Cc. D. Bond, iate of Company E, Third Regiment West Virginia Volun 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CLARA T. LEATHERS. 


The bill (S. 5037) granting a pension to Clara T. Leathers 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Clara T. Leathers, widow 
of Alexander T. Leathers, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment 
United States Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and to pay 
her a pension of $12 per month, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


THEODORE P. RY NDER. 


The bill (S. 3556) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
P. Rynder was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Theodore P. 
Rynder, late second lieutenant Company G, Fifty-eighth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


LYDIA M’CARDELL. 


The bill (H. R. 16961) granting an increase of pension to 
Lydia McCardell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lydia Mc- 
Cardell, widow of Wilfred C. McCardell, late of Company I, | 
First Regiment Maryland Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a | 
pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISA E. CUMMINGS. 


The bill (H. R. 16932) granting a pension to Louisa E. Cum- 
mings was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Louisa E. 
Cummings, widow of Albert S. Cummings, late acting assistant 
surgeon, United States Army, and to pay her a pension of $8 
per month. 

- The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB REPSHER. 


The bill (H. R. 16614) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Repsher was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob Rep- 
sher, late of Company I, One hundred and forty-seventh Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANNIE B. ORR. 


The bill (H. R. 16540) granting a pension to Annie B. Orr was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Annie B. Orr, widow of Robert 
Orr, late of Company G, Sixty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania | 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN F. MINNICK, 


The bill (H. R. 10206) granting an increase of pension to 
senjamin F. Minnick was considered as in Committee of the | 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Benjamin F. Minnick, late of Company A, Fifty-fourth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OLIVER M’FADDEN. 

The bill (H. R. 16474) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver McFadden was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Oliver Mc- 
Fadden, late of Company I, Twenty-third Regiment Pennsy]- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THEODORE TITUS. 

The bill (H. R. 17537) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Titus was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Theodore 
‘Titus, late of Company C, Forty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania | 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT H. GLASSMIRE. 

The bill (H. R. 17437) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Hi. Glassmire was considered as in Committee of the | 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Albert H. Glassmire, late of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment | 
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Pennsytvania Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISAAC WILLIAMS. 

The bill (H. R. 18002) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Williams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the nathe of Isaac Wil- 
liams, late of Company F, First Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH N. CROAK. 

The bill (H. R. 9335) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
seph N. Croak was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph N. 
Croak, late of Company G, Twenty-ninth Regiment Pennsylva- 


| nia Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CORNELIA J. SCHOONOVER. 


The bill (H. R. 16613) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelia J. Schoonover was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Cornelia J. Schoonover, widow of William Schoonover, late first 
lieutenant Company G, Second Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and second lieutenant Eleventh Regiment United States 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELI DABLER. 


The bill (H. R. 16581) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli Dabler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Eli Dabler, 
late of Company A, Two hundred and third Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


PETER A. PURDY. 
The bill (S. 6966) granting an increase of pension to Deter 


| A. Purdy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Peter A. Purdy, 
late of Company H, Fourteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $380 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be,engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CATHARINE R. REYNOLDS. 


The bill (S. 7021) granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
arine R. Reynolds was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 


| It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Catharine 


R. Reynolds, widow of Charles A. Reynolds, late lieutenant- 
colonel and deputy quartermaster-general, United States Army, 
and to pay her a pension of $40 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

EDWARD W. BENNETT. 


The bill (S. 2251) granting an increase of pension to E. W. 
Bennett was considered as in Committee of the Whole 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 5, after the words “ name of,” to strike out 
the letter “ E.” and insert “ Edward;” and in line 6, after the 
word “ late,” to strike out “of” and insert “captain;” so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension s. the n 
Edward W. Bennett, late captain Company I, Seventy-third Re nt 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 

crease of pension to Edward W. Bennett.” 
CARRIE M. CLEVELAND. 

The bill (S. 6576) granting an increase of pension to Carrie 
M. Cleveland was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “and,” to strike out 
“Company I;” and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out “ thirty ” and insert “ seventeen;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Carrie M. Cleveland, widow of Albert C. Cleveland, late first lieusenant 
and adjutant Forty-second Regiment Llinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 


the third time, and passed. 
ALFRED DIEHL. 
The bill (S. 6749) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Diehl was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | 


amendments, in line 8, before the word “ and,” to insert “ and 
Company A, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry ;” 
and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ fifty ” 
and insert “ thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject | 


to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


Alfred Diehl, late of Company I, Sixty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volun- | 


teer Infantry, and Company A, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer 


Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mouth in lieu 


of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | 


amendments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
JOHN COBURN. 


Coburn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike | 


out “one hundred” and insert “ fifty;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 


to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | 
John Coburn, late colonel Thirty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer | 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | 


amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | : . : : 
- | James Shaw was considered as in Committee of the Whole. — It 


the third time, and passed. 
JOHN LEARY. 


The bill (S. 5405) granting a pension to John Leary was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | 
an amendment, in line 8, after the word “ month,” to insert 


“in lieu of that he is now receiving;” so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 


Leary, late of Company D, Seventeenth Regiment United States Infan- | 


try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12-per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | 


amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- | 


crease of pension to John Leary.” 
KATE M. SMITH. 


The bill (S. 5170) granting a pension to Kate M. Smith was | 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
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limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kate M. Smith, widow of 
Andrew J. Smith, late captain Company G, One hundred and twenty- 
second New York Volunteer Infantry, and major and assistant adju- 
tant-general, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES H. BRIGGS. 

The bill (S. 6009) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Briggs was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 


| out “ fifty ” and insert “ thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 


| H. Briggs, late captain Company I, Tenth Regiment Now York Vol- 


rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


| amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JUSTUS A. CHAFEE. 


The bill (S. 6010) granting an increase of pension to Justus 
A. Chafee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “and,” to strike out 
“Infantry ” and insert “Light Artillery;” and in line 8, be- 
fore ‘the word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert 
“twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Justus 
A. Chafee, late of Company A, Third Regiment New York Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


aaa . — : ‘ : | amendments were concurred in. 
The bill (S. 6939) granting an increase of pension to John 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LEWIS HITT. 

The bill (H. R. 17119) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Hitt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lewis Hitt, 
late of Company F, One hundred and forty-third Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES SHAW. 
The bill (H. R. 16859) granting an increase of pension to 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James Shaw, 
late colonel Seventh Regiment United States Colored Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $80 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move to amend, in line 8, before the 
word “dollars,” by striking out “thirty ” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word “ forty;” so as to make the pension $40 per 
month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ISAAC C. BUSWELL. 

The bill (H. R. 16654) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac C. Buswell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Isaac ©. 
Buswell, late captain Company B, Eightieth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month ia lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN E. HURLEY, 


The bill (H. R. 16575) granting an increase of pension [to 
John E. Hurley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John E. 
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Hurley, }ate of Company EB, First Regiment New York Volun- “ dollars, 


teer Engineers, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM MORRIS. 


The bill (H. R. 16551) granting an increase of pension to 
William Morris was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
Morris, late of Company I, Thirteenth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM HUDDILESON. 


The bill (H. R. 16946) granting an increase of pension to 
William Huddleson was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 


William Huddleson, late of U. S. S. North Carolina and Cactus, | 


United States Navy, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARTHA PECK. 
The bill (H. R. 16589) granting an increase of pension to 


Martha Peck was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Martha Peck, | 


widow of Daniel Peck, late first lieutenant Company K, One 
hundred and sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 


to pay her a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is | 


now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RICHARD ROLLINGS. 
The bill (H. R. 16324) granting an inerease of pension to 


Richard Rollings was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Richard 
Rollings, late of Company A, One hundred and twenty-fourth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALLEN THOMPSON. 

The bill (S. 6901) granting an increase of pension to Allen 
Thompson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized | 


and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Allen Thompson, 
late of Company K, Fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. ROBINSON. 
The next bill (S. 5907) granting an increase of pension to 
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Mary BE. Robinson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 


and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and | 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary BD. Robinson, widow 


of Gideon Robinson, late of Company BH, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer | 


Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MARTHA HADDOCK. 


The bill (S. 7056) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Haddock was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “ of” 
and insert “ first lieutenant;” in line 7, before the word “ com- 
pany,” to insert “ independent; ” and in line 9, before the word 


2009 
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to strike out “ twenty ” and insert “twelve;” so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
Haddock, widow of Joseph N. Haddock, late first lieutenant Capt. 
Oscar Hart’s independent company, Florida Mounted Volunteers, Semi 
nole Indian war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were coneurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ESTHER 8S. DAMON. 


The bill (S. 7064) granting an increase of pension to Esther 
S. Damon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


| proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Esther S 


Damon, widow of Noah Damon, late of Massachusetts troops, 
war of the Revolution, and to pay her a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH FERRY. 

The bill (S. 6922) granting a pension to Sarah Ferry was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Sarah Ferry, widow of Jobn 
Ferry, late of Company B, Forty-second Regiment Massachu- 
setts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BRADFORD BURNHAM. 


The bill (S. 6948) granting an increase of pension to Brad- 
ford Burnham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“ thirty-six ” and insert “ thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Brad 
ford Burnham, late of Company D, Sixteenth Regiment New Hampshir: 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL M. JONES. 

The bill (S. 6075) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
M. Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “and,” to insert “ and 
Second Battery Indiana Volunteer Light Artillery;” so as to 
inake the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
M. Jones, late of Company K, Bleventh Regiment Illinois Volunte 
Infantry, and Second Battery Indiana Volunteer Light Artillery, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that ; 
now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN L. KISER. 

The bill (S. 6681) granting an inerease of pension to John 
L. Kiser was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, aut 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John L. Kiser, late | ‘ 
pal musician, First Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, war wit! 
Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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COLLIN A. WALLACE. 

The bill (S. 5897) granting a pension to Collin A. Wallace 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : ‘ 

That the Secretary of Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 











itations of the pension laws, the name of Collin A. Wallace, late of 
Capt. Charles Haton’s company, First Regiment Washington Terri- 
tory Mounted Volunteers, Oregon and Washington Territory Indian 





war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HENRY E. JONES. 

The bill (S. 381) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
I). Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Henry E. Jones, late first lieu- 
tenant Company D, and captain Company I, One hundred and forty- 
sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 





















and the 


‘ 
« 


is amended, 









JAMES B. CLARK. 
The bill (S. 6076) granting an increase of pension to James 
B. Clark was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 





proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James B. 
Clark, late of Company H, Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
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JUDSON L. MANN, 






The bill (S. 6946) granting an increase of pension to Judson 
L. Mann was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Judson L. Mann, 
late of Company G, Seventeenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 


















The bill (S. 504) granting a pension to Sarah C. 


gon Volunteers, in the Oregon and Washington 
1855 and 1856, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 











The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
und passed. 

JAMES A. COIL. 

The bill (H. R. 17068) granting an increase of pension to 
Ji \{. Coil was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James A. 
Coil, late of Company F, Seventy-third Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 





dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FITZ ALLEN GOURLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 16215) granting an increase of pension to Fitz 
Allen Gourley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Fitz Allen 
Gourley, late of Company D, Forty-second Regiment Massachu- 
setts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 










1g, 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








FEBRUARY 15, 


ALPHEUS TOWNSEND. 
The bill (H. R. 16312) granting an increase of pension to Al- 


pheus Townsend was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Aipheus 


Townsend, late of Troop F, First Regiment United States Cay- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 


he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SARAH C, NICKLIN, 


Nicklin was | 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place | 
on the pension roll the name of Sarah C. Nicklin, widow of 
Arthur I. Nicklin, late of Benjamin Hayden’s company, Capt. | 
B. F. Burch’s company, and Capt. Marion Goff’s company, Ore- 


Indian wars of | 





PHILO G. TUTTLE. 
The bill (H. R. 16216) granting an increase of pension to 
Philo G. Tuttle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Philo G. 


Tuttle, late of Company E, First Battalion Mountaineers Cali- 


on 


fornia Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pensicn of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALBERT H. BARRY. 


The bill (TH. R. 16072) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
bert H. Barry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Albert H. 
Barry, late of First Independent Battery Wisconsin Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES K. BROOKS. 


The bill (S. 1690) granting an increase of pension to James 
K. Brooks was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “fifty”? and insert “ thirty-six;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
K. Brooks, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was coneurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN E. M’CARTY. 

The bill (S. 5638) granting a pension to Susan E. McCartet 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan E. McCarty, widow 
of Patrick McCarty, late of Company K, Eleventh Regiment, and Com 
pany B, Twelfth Regiment, Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 
sion to Susan E. McCarty.” 


Senate as amended, and the 


CHARLES V. JENKINS. 


The bill (H. R. 16232) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles V. Jenkins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles V. 
Jenkins, late of Company A, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Ileavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


we 


GUSTAV TAFEL. 

The bill (H. R. 16864) granting an increase of pension to 
Gustay Tafel was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Gustav 
Tafel, late lieutenant-colonel One hundred and sixth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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HERBERT 8S. NELSON, 


The bill (H. R. 16457) granting an increase of pension to 
Herbert S. Nelson was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Herbert S. Nelson, late of Company I, One hundred and fiftieth 
Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $18 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NANCY B. STRATTON. 

The bill (H. R. 16524) granting an imcrease of pension to 
Nancy B. Stratton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Nancy B. 
Siratton, widow of Thomas S. Stratton, late first lieutenant 
and adjutant, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, 
war with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS DUNN. 

The bill (S. 6847) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Dunn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“ thirty ” and insert “ twenty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Dunn, late of Company B, Mormon Battalion Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH A. ALDRICH. 

The bill (S. 6743) granting a pension to Joseph A. Aldrich 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out “ con- 
tract’ and insert “ acting assistant;” and in line 8, before the 
word “ dollars,” to strike out “forty” and insert “ twelve;” so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 


A. Aldrich, late acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CATHERINE HOWLAND. : 

The bill (S. 1990) granting an increase of pension to Catha- 
rine Howland was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the words “ name of,” to strike out 
the name “ Catharine” and insert “ Catherine ;” and in line 9, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert 
“twelve ;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the’-name of Cathe- 
rine Howland, widow of John C. Howland, late of Company A, One 
hundred and twenty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Catherine Howland.” 

GEORGE W. COLE. 

The bill (S. 6921) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Cole was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of George W. Cole, 
late of Company C, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Light Ar- 
tillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


XXXIX——167 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


265 


CARMEN FRAZEE. 

The bill (H. R. 17275) granting an increase of pension to 
Carmen Frazee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Carmen 
Frazee, late of Company K, First Regiment Mississippi Volun- 
teer Rifles, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS POAG. 

The bill (H. R. 16884) granting a pension to Thomas Poag 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Thomas Poag, late second- 
class boy U. 8. S. Saratoga, United States Navy, war with Mex- 
ico, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES L. HODGES. 

The bill (II. R. 15968) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Hodges was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James L. 
Hodges, late captain Company K, Third Regiment Minnesota 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

STILLWELL TRUAX. 

The bill (H. R. 16920) granting an increase of pension to 
Stillwell Truax was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Stillwell 
Truax, late of Company C, Ninety-eighth Regiment Lllinios 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN J. JAMES. 

The bill (H. R. 16774) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. James was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John J. 
James, late of U. S. S. Great Western and collier, United States 
Navy, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN A. CAIRNES. 

The bill (H. R. 16702) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Cairnes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
:t proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John A. 
Cairnes, late of Troop B, Second Regiment United States 
Dragoons, Texas and New Mexico Indian wars, and to pay him 
a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCES H. SCOTT. 

The dill (S. 6471) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
H. Scott was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Frances H. Scott, 
widow of John Scott, late captain Company BE, Seventy-ninth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

OLIVER C. CLEVELAND. 

The bill (H. R. 17672) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver C. Cleveland was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Oliver C. Cleveland, late of Company B, Battalion Georgia 
Volunteer Mounted Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him 
a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARRIETT STANLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 15891) granting a pension to Harriett Stanley 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Harriett Stanley, late 
nurse, Medical Department, United States Volunteers, and to 
pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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WALTER GARDNER. 

The bill (H. R. 14305) granting a pension to Walter Gardner 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Walter Gardner, late of 
Battery I, Fourth Regiment United States Artillery, and to pay 
him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JAMES C. ALBRITTON. 


The bill (H. R. 15082) granting a pension to James C. Albrit- 
ton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of James C. Albritton, late 
first lieutenant Company E, Second Regiment North Carolina 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and to pay him a pension 
of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN TIPTON. 


The bill (H. R. 18031) granting an increase of pension to 
John Tipton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Tipton, 
late of Company D, First Regiment North Carolina Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

REUBEN TERRY. 


The bill (H. R. 16874) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben Terry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Reuben 
Terry, late of Company D, Third Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET H. BATES. 

The bill (H. R. 14255) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret H. Bates was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Margaret H. Bates, widow of Robert F. Bates, late captain, 
Highteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY L. WALKER. 

The bill (H. R. 16861) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary L. Walker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary L. 
Walker, widow of Alexander C. Walker, late of Captain Rob- 
ertson’s company, Georgia Volunteer Infantry, Florida Indian 
war, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAROLINE JENNINGS. 
The bill (H. R. 17126) granting an increase of pension to 





Caroline Jennings was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Caroline 
Jer gs, widow of Robert A. Jennings, late of Captain Ken- 
d ‘ npany, Georgia Volunteer Infantry, Creek Indian war, 

i pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
I ivilis 


bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RUSSELL A. M’KINLEY. 
1 (S. 5909) granting a pension to Russell A. McKinley 
was sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


at strike out all after the enacting clause and 
in 

That t Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
al lirected to ] e on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
li i ns of the pension laws, the name of Russell A. McKinley, late 
of Troop C, Second Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay him a 
pel at the rate of $100 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE MURPHY. 


The bill (S. 6515) granting an increase of pension to George 
Murphy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “thirty” and insert “ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 


Murphy, late of United States Marine Corps, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WALLACE GOFF, 

The bill (S. 6418) granting an increase of pension to Wallace 
Goff was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty ” and insert “ forty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wal- 
lace Goff, late second lieutenant Company H,. Twenty-eighth Regi- 


ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
LUCY F. CRUTTENDEN, 


The bill (S. 6417) granting an increase of pension to Lucy F. 
Cruttenden was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “quartermaster,” to 
strike out “assistant” and insert “colonel and;” in the same 
line, after the word “ States,” to strike out “Army” and in- 
sert “ Volunteers ;”’ and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out “ thirty ” and insert “ twenty ;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy 
I. Cruttenden, widow of Joel D. Cruttenden, late colonel and quarter- 
master, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD H. M’INTIRE, 


The bill (S. 6924) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
H. MeIntire was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“of” and insert “ captain ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard 
Hi. McIntire, late captain Company K, Seventy-second Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered t be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LAURA C. CURTISS. 

The bill (S. 6925) granting an increase of pension to Laura 
Cc. Curtiss was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “ of 
the” and insert “ captain Company B;” so as to make the Dill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Laura 
Cc. Curtiss, widow of Jacob 8. Curtiss, late captain Company B, Seventy- 


second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN HAYMAN. 

The bill (S. 7076) granting a pension to Susan Hayman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the words “ United States,” to in- 
sert “ Third Regiment ;” and in line 9, after the word “ month,” 
to insert “ and $2 per month additional on account of each of the 
minor children of said Nathan L. Hayman until they reach the 
age of 16 years;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan 
Hayman, widow of Nathan L. Hayman, late of Company C, Third Regi- 
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $8 per month and $2 per month additional on 
account of each of the minor children of said Nathan L. Hayman until 
they reach the age of 16 years. } 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JACOB O. STOUT. 

The bill (S. 6989) granting an increase of pension to Jacob O. 
Stout was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“of” and insert “ first lieutenant; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
O, Stout, late first lieutenant Company B, MclLaughlin’s squadron, Ohio 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ADAM W. GRASSLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 17311) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam W. Grassley was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Adam W. Grassley, late of Troop H, Fourth Regiment United 
States Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM KLINGENSMITH. 

The bill (S. 5321) granting an increase of pension to William 
Klingensmith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty-five” and insert “ twenty-four;” and in line 9, after 
the word “ month,” to insert “in lieu of that he is now receiy- 
ing; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wiiliam 
Klingensmith, late of Company K, One hundred and eighty-seventh Reg 
iment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JACOB ORMEROD. 

The bill (S. 6706) granting an increase of pension to Jacob | 
Ormerod was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ and,” to insert “ and 
captain Company K, Forty-fifth Regiment United States Col- 
ored Volunteer Infantry ;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enactcd, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
Ormerod, late of Company K, Thirteenth Regiment New Hampshire Vol 
unteer Infantry, and captain Company K, Forty-fifth Regiment United 
States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | 


amendment was concurred in, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rea 
the third time, and passed. 
JOHN Q. A. FOSS. 
The bill (S. 7084) granting an increase of pension to Jobln 
Q. A. Foss was considered as in Committee of the Whole 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


|} an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’ to strike 


out “ twenty-five ” and insert “ twenty-four; ” so as to make the 
bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jolin 
Q. A. Foss, late of Company H, First Regiment Maine Voluntee: 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
read the third time, and passed. 

JANE N. CLEMENTS. 

The bill (S. 5973) granting a pension to Jane N. Clements 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the name “ Clements,” to sti 
Ignacius ” and insert “ Ignatius;” so as to make the bill 


out “ 
read : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension liws, the name « jane 
N. Clements, helpless and dependent daughter of Ignatius Clement 
deceased, late artisan, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension 


| at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM DAWSON. 

The bill (S. 7093) granting an increase of pension to William 
Dawson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 


out “thirty” and insert “twenty-four;” so as to make th 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Dawson, late of Company C, Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
LEWIS M. DUFF. 

The bill (S. 7095) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
M. Duff was considered as in Committee of the Whole 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word “ Infantry,” to insert 
“and Company E, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer C: 
alry;” and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty ” and insert “twenty-four;” so as to make the Dill 
read : 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subje 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | 
M. Duff, late of Company H, Forty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Vo 
teer Infantry, and Company E, Sixth Regiment Kentucky \ 


Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per mont 
of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


| amendments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
AMANDA H. BURROWS. 

The bill (S. 7096) granting an increase of pension to Amat 
H. Burrows was considered as in Committee of the Whole 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “lieutenant,” to insert 
“third;” and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty-five” and insert “twelve;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int r be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll 


i 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amanda 
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pension 


Battalion District of Columbia Militia Infantry, and pay her-a 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiv- 
ng 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM WALLACE. 
The bill (S. 2985) granting an increase of pension to William 


Wallace was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William Wallace, 
late of Company H, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


EDWARD D. HAMILTON. 


The bill (S. 5814) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward D. Hamilton was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 


Edward D. Hamilton, late of Company G, Third Regiment Wis- 


surrows, widow of John J. Burrows, late third lieutenant Company | 


consin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per | 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
HELEN B. MESSENGER. 
The Dill 6993) granting a pension to Helen B. Messenger 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


(Ss. 


amendments, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty-four” and insert “twelve;” and in the same line, 
after the word “ month,” to insert “in lieu of that she is now 
receiving ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen 
B. Messenger, widow of Benjamin F. Messenger, late of Company K, 


Sixteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an 
increase of pension to Helen B. Messenger.” 

EDMOND W. EAKIN. 

S. 7066) granting an increase of pension to Edmond 
W. Eakin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Hdmond W. 
Eakin, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
o be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


ssed. 


The bill (S. 
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(S. 3253) granting an increase of pension to Gilbert 
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T. SEAMAN. 
7019) granting an increase of pension to Annie T. 
nan lered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
’ and insert “ twenty ;” so as to make the bill 
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Amendment, 
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it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
_ authorized and directed to place on the pension rol, subject to 





| Whole. 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie 
T. Seaman, widow of James W. Seaman, late of Company I, Thirty-first 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. ENYART. 


The bill (S. 6940) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Enyart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “twenty-four” and insert “twenty;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Inyart, late of Company I, Fifty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LUTHER KALTENBACH. 


The bill (H. R. 17240) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther Kaltenbach was considered as in Committee of the 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Luther Kaltenbach, late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment Iowa 


} A } | Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


to strike out all after the enacting clause and | 


in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE JAGGERS. 


The bill (H. R. 16501) granting an increase of pension to 
George Jaggers was considered as in Committee of the Whole: 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George 
Jaggers, late of Company F, Seventeenth Regiment Lllinois Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ABEL GROVENOR. 


The bill (H. R. 17411) granting an increase of pension to 
Abel Grovenor was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “ Volunteer,” to insert 
‘** Minnesota ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abel 
Grovenor, late captain Company C, Independent Battalion Minnesota 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN SCOTT. 


The bill (S. 6484) granting an increase of pension to Ellen 


| Scott was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


ary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized | 
ace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 

Eberhart, late | 
quartermaster Thirty-seventh Regiment | 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen Scott, widow of 
Henry Scott, late of Company A, Second Regiment Eastern Shore 
Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and Company K, Eleventh Regiment 
Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and tlie 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW R. MARK. 

The bill (S. 5118) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
. Mark was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “ ser- 
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geant ;” and in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“ thirty ’ and insert “ twenty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
R. Mark, late of Company I, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reporied to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LAURA P. SWENTZEL. 

The bill (H. R. 14575) granting an increase of pension to 

Laura P. Swentzel was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Laura P. | 


Swentzel, widow of Henry F. Swentzel, late captain Company PF, 
Second Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay 


her a pension of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now re- | 


celyving. 

Mr. PENROSE. In line 8 of the bill, before the word “ dol- 
lars,” I move to strike out “ fifteen ” and insert “ twenty,” so as 
to make the rate of pension $20 per month. I hope the chair- 
man of the committee will accept that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 


read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
DAVID PHILLIPS. : 
The bill (H. R. 1263) granting an increase of pension to David 


Phillips was considered as Committee of the Whole. It pro- | 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of David Phillips, | 





late of Company A, Twenty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- | 


unteer Cavalry, and Company A, Third Regiment Pennsylvania 


Provisional Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 | 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN W. GROVE. 

The bill (H. R. 17290) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Grove was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John W. 
Grove, late of Company E, Thirteenth Regiment Maryland Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in | 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD M. MOBLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 17900) granting an increase of pension to Ed- | 


ward M. Mobley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edward M. 


Mobley, late captain Company A, Seventh Regiment Maryland | 


Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per nionth 
in-lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT E. BARNES. 


The bill (H. R. 14909) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
bert E. Barnes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Albert E. | 


Barnes, late of Company B, Fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH FIKE. 


The bill (H. R. 15919) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Fike was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Fike 
late of Companies B and H, Two hundred and seventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. — 


MALDEN VALENTINE. 
The bill (H. R. 15661) granting an increase of pension to Mal- 
den Valentine was considered as in Committee of the Whcele. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Malden 
Valentine, late of Company G, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania 





Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without a: lment. or 


dered to a third reading, read the 
WILLIAM H. SWINNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 5887) granting an increase of pension to Wil 
liam H. Swinney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Willi: HH. 
Swinney, late of Company G, Sixty-eighth Regiment United 
States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per monh in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


MARY A. RYON. 


The bill (H. R. 7609) granting an increase of pe m to Mar: 
A. Ryon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mary A. Ryon, 
widow of John W. Ryon, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay } 
pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiv 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, « 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM E. HILL. 


The bill (H. R. 3273) granting an increase of pensio \\ 
liam E. Hill was considered as in Committee of the Whol It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William FP 
Hill, late of Company B, One hundred and thirty-eighth Res 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
FRANCIS WILSON. 


The bili (H. R. 5205) granting an increase of pension to 


Francis Wilson was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Francis 
Wilson, late of Company I, Seventy-ninth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
SILAS B. IRION. 

The bill (H. R. 10892) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas B. Irion was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the 1 & 
Irion, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


4 


ROBERT BALSKING. 


The bill (H. R. 113083) granting an increase of pe sion to 
Robert Balsking was considered as in Committee of the \ 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert 
Balsking, late of Company G, Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per mont! 


in lieu of that he is now receiving 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
HENRY S. RIGGS. 


The bill (H. R. 10853) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Ss. Riggs was considered as in Committee of } vi 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry S 
Riggs, late of Captain Gillham’s company, Illinois Volunte 
Black Hawk Indian war, and to pay him a pension of $16 yx 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LEWIS HAMMACK, 


The bill (H. R. 17917) granting an increase of pension 
Lewis Hammack was considered as in Committee of the Wh 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Ley I 
mack, late of Company K, Second Regiment Illinois Volu 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pensic of S20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o1 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
SAMUEL H. RENFRO. 

The bill (H. R. 17361) granting an increase of per n to 
Samuel H. Renfro was considered as in Committ: of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Samuel H. Renfro, late of Company A, First Regiment Ken 
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tucky Volunteer Cavalry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a 
pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM G. 

The bill (H. R. 17222) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam G. Mullen was considered as in Committee ef the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William G. 
Mullen, late of Company C, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MULLEN. 


SAMUEL SUNDERLAND. 

The bill (H. R. 17890) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Sunderland was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Samuel Sunderland, late of Company H, One hundred and fif- 
teenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OSCAR HINKLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 17443) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar Hinkley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Oscar Hink- 
ley, late of Company I, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Company D, First Regi- 
ment Mississippi Marine Brigade Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
him a pension of $30 dollars per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES H. 

The bill (H. R. 17660) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Wasson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James H. 
Wasson, late of Company F, Sixty-second Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WASSON. 


WILLIAM BARNHARD. 

The bill (H. R. 17977) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Barnhard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
Barnhard, late of Company 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELISHA C. 
16177) granting an increase of pension to 

was considered as in Committee of the 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of 


DAVIDSON. 
The bill (H. R. 


Elis C. Davidson 
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Hice, late first lieutenant and quartermaster, Fifteenth Regiment IIli- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN BURKE. 

The bill (H. R. 173865) granting a pension to John Burke was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of John Burke, late of Company K, 
Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $10 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

QUINTUS HUMMEL. 

The bill (H. R. 7761) granting an increase of pension to 
Quintus Hummel was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Quintus 
IIummel, late of Company G, Third Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES H. PENOYER. 
(H. R. 17800) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Penoyer was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Charles H. Penoyer, late of Company E, Twenty-third Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLOTTE F. RUSSELL, 

The bill (H. R. 18095) granting an increase of pension to 
Charlotte F. Russell was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Charlotte F. Russell, widow of Alfred R. Russell, late of Com- 
pany F, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war with 


The bill 


| Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $18 per month in lieu of that 





Elis (. Davidson, late of Company G, Third Regiment West 
Virg Volunteer Infantry, and second lieutenant Company 
B, Sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay 
ension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiy- 
, s reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
. third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM STOUT. 
] H. R. 18144) granting an increase of pension to 
Ww m Stout was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
ses to place on the pension roll the name of William | 
Stout te of Company D, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
nd to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
‘ snow recelving. 
s reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
ng, read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL HICE. 
S. 6472) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Hic s considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


vas reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
four ” and insert “ twenty;” so as to make the bill 


ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
rized i directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 





she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES W. HILYARD. 
The bill (H. R. 10691) granting an increase of pension to 


| James W. Hilyard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


A, Tenth Regiment Minnesota Vol- | yt proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James W. 


Hilyard, late of Company G, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES SLEETH. 


The bill (H. R. 11399) granting an increase of pension to 
James Sleeth was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James Sleeth, 
late assistant surgeon, Sixth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCES E. REX. 

The bill (H. R. 11465) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances E. Rex was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frances F. 
Rex, widow of Thomas H. Rex, late of Company E, Sixtieth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNIE CRAWFORD. 

The bill (H. R. 18286) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie Crawford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Annie 
Crawford, widow of Joseph B. Crawford, late musician of band, 
Twenty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

























































Shiis ko A ee. 


nd 
i 














1905. 





The bill (H. R. 15305) granting a pension to Isaac F. 


CONGRE 


ISAAC F. CLAYTON, 
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ton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


an amendr 


out “ fifty ” 
Be it enacted, 


is hereby, 


ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
late cf Company G, 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


Tsaac F. 


nent, 
and insert “ 


Clayton, 


in line 8, 


etc., 


thirty ; 


before the word “ dollars, 
so as to make the bill read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 


” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
amendment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordeyed to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. 


GIBSON. 


Eighth Regiment 


” 


the 


Clay- | 


to strike 


be, and he 


sub- 
name of 


United States 


and the 


The bill (H. R. 17261) granting a pension to Mary A. Gibson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


place on the pension roll the name of Mary 


A. Gil 


Medical Department, United States Volunteers, 
a pension of $12 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to a third reading, 


The bill 


(H. 


Alfred Rowan 


ALFRED ROWAN. 


R. 18003) 


was considered 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name 


s . . i 
granting an increase of pension to 
as in Committee of the 
of Alfred 


It proposes to 


Son, 


and to 


late nurse, 


her 


pay 


read the third time, and passed. 


Whole. 


Rowan, late of Company BF, Forty-second Regiment United States 


Colored Volunteer Infantry, 


and to pay 


him a pension 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


of $350 


or- 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The bill 


Matilda D. Clark 


MATILDA D. 


(H. R. 


CLARK. 


17770) granting an increase of pension to 
yas considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


Infantry, 


of that he 


and pay 
is now re 


him a pension at 
eiving 


the 


The amendments were agreed to 
ill was reported to the Senate as 


The b 


amendments were concurred in 


The bi 
the 


third time, 


ll wi 


is ordered to be e! 
and passed. 


rate o 


JOHN CROSS. 

The bill (H. R. 11855) granting an ine 
Jolin Cross was considered as in aes 
proposes to place on the pensior ll the n 
late of Company B, Twenty-fifth Re ciment M 


teer Infantry, and to pay him a pens 
rec 


of that | 


ie is now 


MViIn¢S. 


ion of $: 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Matilda D. 


Clark, widow of Felix G. 
ment Louisiana 


pay her a pension of $12 


receiving. 


The bill was reported to the § 


Volunteer 


war 


Clark, late of Company 
Infantry, 


with 


A, Sixth Regi- 


Mexico, 


and to 


ended 
izrossed for a third r 


assachu 


10 per monti 


per month in lieu of that she is now 


Senate without 


amendn 


ent, or- 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The bill 
Sarah B. 


(A. 
LHiirll was considered as in Committee of 


SARAH B. 


R. 17236) 


HIRLL. 
granting an increase of pension to | 


the 


» Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah B. 


Hirll, wid 


Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 


ow of 


Joseph C. 


Hirll, 


late of 


Company 


of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The bill 


(S 


HARRIS HOWARD. 


K, Eighth 
her a pension 
or- 


7124) granting an increase of pension to Harris | 
Howard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


amendment, 


“ thirty ” 
read: 


and 


Be it enacted, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 


in line 8, 


insert 


etc. 


sO 


That the Secretary of the 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
late chaplain Seventh 


Howard, 


as to 


make 


Interior be, 


the 


and 


} 


Voluntee 


before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 


“twenty-four ; ” bill | 


he is 


subject to 
the name of |! 
Regiment Rhode Island 


farris 
 In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 


amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the thi 


The bill (S 


rd time, 


7125 


Lae 


and passed. 
LORENZO D. 


COUSINS. 


and the 


) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 


D. Cousins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported 
1e 7, 


amend 


Company PB, 


try;” 


“ thirty-six 


Be it 
hereby, 
to the 


Lorenzo D. 


nents, in lir 


and 


” 


enacted, 
authorized 
provisions 
Cousins, 


and 


and 


directed to 
limitations 


Maine 
before the word “ dollars,” 
and insert “ thirty ; 
etc., 


Vete 


place on 


of the pen 
late of Company B, 


eran 


the 


to insert 


Volunteer I 


and 
roll, s 


ws, the na 


from the Committee on Pensions with 
after the word “ Infantry,” 
First Regiment 
in line 9, 


“and 
nfan- 


to strike out 
” so as to make the bill read: 
That the Secretary of the Interlor be, 
pe nsion 

sion i: 
Sixth Regiment Maine 
teer infantry, and Company E, First Kegiment Maine Veteran Volunteer 


he Is 
ubject 
me of 


Volun- 





The bill was reported to the Senate without amendn 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and p ! 
DEBORAH H. BLISS 

The bill (H. R. 11859) granting an increase of p 
Deborah H. Bliss was considered as in Com ee of t 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
H. Bliss, widow of Zeba F. Bliss, late captain Cor 
Seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry 
pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she 
recelv ing. 

The bill was reported to the Senate v ut 
ordered to a third reading, read the third tim ind | 

JOHN KINGDON. 

The bill (H. R. 15874) granting an increase of pet 
John Kingdon was considered as in Committee of th 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joh 
don, late of Company H, Sixte th Regiment Maine V« 
Infantry, and Fifth Battery, First Regime Maine Voh 
Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $50 pel 
lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was reported to the Senate without am«¢ 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and ps 

LOUIS A. LAVALLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 17274) granting a pension to Louis A 
lev was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
to place on the pension roll the name of Louis A. Laval 
of Company BE, Forty-third Regiment Un 1 States V« 
Infantry, war with Spain, and to ] hit pens 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate with e 

| ordered to a third reading, re: third 
ELIJAH S. ¢ ETON 

The bill (H. R. 5876) granting an in oO 
Elijah S. Carleton was considered in Co of the 
It proposes to place on the pen roll é me of | 
Carleton, late of Company G, Fifth Reg \ ti 
Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, Tenth Regime 
Reserve Corps, and to pay him ension | 4 I 
lien of that he is now receiving 

Che bill was reported to the Se te without 
dered to a third reading, read the third time l 

AARON 8S. GATLIFI 

The bill (H. R. 15617) granting an increase of | 
Aaron S. Gatliff was considered in Com: ee of 1 
It proposes to place on the pension roll tl hame of 
Gatliff. late of Company G, Fourth Regime Kentu 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him s of $40 p 
lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was report = to the S« wit] 
dered to a third reading, read the third time d 

JAMES A I 

The bill (H. R. 17147) gra n of 
James A. Gossett was considered Cc 1 
lt proposes place on the | o] J 
Gos t, late of Company F, I th Regin 
teer Infantry, and to pay | of $30 
of that he is now receiving 

The bill was reported to th S te with 
dered to a third reading, re: ‘ the third t | 
MARIA EDMI ( 

The bill (H. R. 15252) granting i 

Maria Edmundson i dered ( 
Whole. It proposes to place on t | I 
Maria Edmundson, widow of Joseph G. Edm 

| Company G, Third Regiment Io Vol ( 
pay her a pension of $12 per month in lis f 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the S« te heu 
| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and | 


| 
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) 
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i 
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ent 
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DAVIS 
(CH. R. 17755) 
Davis Osterhoudt was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Davis D. Osterhoudt, late acting third assistant engineer, United 


D. OSTERHOUDT. 


The bill 


D. 
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| James M. Elkinton, late of Company I, Ninth Regiment New 


granting an increase of pension to | 


States Navy, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 


of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HEZEKIAH H. SHERMAN. 

(H. R. 17653) granting an increase of pension to 
Hezekiah H. Sherman was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Hezekiah H. Sherman, late of Company H, Highth Regiment 
United States Infantry, war with Spain, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CATHERINE A. 


R. 17595) 


HOGAN, 

The bill (H. 
Catherine A. Hogan was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Catherine A. Hogan, widow of Lewis E. Hogan, late of Com- 
pany F, 


granting an increase of pension to | 


Forty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, | 


and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she 


is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH A. 
(H. R. 17558) 
Sarah A. Morrison was considered in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Sarah A. Morrison, widow of James Morrison, late of Company 
F, One hundred and forty-first Regiment New York Volunteer 


MORRISON, 
The bill 


as 


Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY W. MARTIN. 

The bill (H. R. 13656) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary W. Martin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary W. 
Martin, widow of Lewis W. Martin, late of Company D, First 
Kegiment Alabama Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA M’AFEE. 

The bill (H. R. 17232) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha McAfee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Martha 
McAfee, widow of Nathan McAfee, late of Company F, Fourth 
Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and 
to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM HUBBS. 


The bill (H. R. 17778) granting an increase of pension to 


(iio) 


William Hubbs was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 


Hubbs, late of Company G, Seventh Regiment Yennessee Vol- 


granting an increase of pension to | 


unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of | 


that she is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES FREEMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 17849) 
James Freeman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James 
Freeman, late of Twenty-third Independent Battery, New York 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and Company C, Eighth Regiment 


granting an increase of pension to | , ; ; vu 
gra 5 f pension to | and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
| limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet E. 


New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension | 


of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JENNIE 
bill (H. R. 17262) granting an increase of pension to 
N. Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
ses to place on the pension roll the name of Jennie N. 
idow of Joseph D. Jones, late of Company I, Fifty-sixth 
nt New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, Sec- 
riment New York Volunteer Mounted Rifles, and to pay 
pension $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 


N. JONES. 


‘Ss. W 


g 
ol 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM DYAS. 

The bill (H. R. 9271) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
iam Dyas was considered as i ‘ommittee of the Whole 
] Dy lered n Committ ra Whole. It 
proposes place on the pension roll the name of William Dyas. 
late of Hf, One hundred and seventeenth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he bill ported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to ird reading, read the third time, and passed. 
M'CLOUD. 


t 
0 


‘ ry7 Tt 
Company 


was r 


} 
+ 


a tui 


WILLIAM 
(H.R 


\. 


The bill 
liam Me¢ 
It proposes to place 
McCloud, late 
Cavalry, and to pay him 
that he is now 

The bill was report 
dered to a third rea 


2114) granting an increase of pension to Wil 
red in Committee of the Whole. 
on the pension roll the name of William 
of Company A, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer 


loud was conside as 


} 


receiving 
“l to the Senate without amendment, or- 
ding, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES 
1529) 


was 


M. ELKINTON, 


The 
James 
Whole. 


bill (H. R. granting an increase of pension to 
M. Elkinton considered in Committee of the 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 


as 


a pension of $24 per month in lieu of | 


| she is now 


HARRIET E. PENROSE. 
202) granting a pension to Harriet E. Penrose 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 


The bill (S. 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 


of Wilken Ei, Bence, tite chlamel Mamintl: Manunens Waleed. Guntes 
Infantry, and brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ALICE S. SHEPARD. 

The bill (S. 6477) granting an increase of pension to Alice §. 
Shepard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Alice S. Shepard, 
widow of Edwin M. Shepard, late rear-admiral, United States 
Navy, and to pay her a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


the 


S 


| and passed. 


TIMOTHY L. TAYLOR. 


The bill (H. R. 14108) granting an increase of pension to 
Timothy L. Taylor was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Timothy L. Taylor, late of Company K, Forty-eighth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN MAUPIN. 

The bill (H. R. 5284) granting an increase of pension to John 
Maupin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Maupin, late 


| of Company D, Forty-seventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer In- 


| 
| 
| 


fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M. LIDDIL, 
The bill (H. R. 15823) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Liddil was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James M. 
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Liddil, late of Company A, Third Regiment Missouri Mounted 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OLIVER Pf! BECKMON. 

The bill (H. R. 15822) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver P. Beckmon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Oliver P. 
Beckmon, late of Company H, First Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN WINEMILLER. 

The bill (H. R. 17244) granting an increase of pension to John 
Winemiller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Wine- 
miller, late of Company A, Ninety-first Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH B. SCOTT. 

The bill (H. R. 17605) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph B. Scott was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph B. 
Seott, late of the band, Seventh Regiment United States In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LAFAYETTE BOUTWELL. 

The bill (H. R. 16099) granting an increase of pension to 

Lafayette Boutwell was considered as in Committee of the 


Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of | 


Lafayette Boutwell, late of Company I, One hundred and twenty- 
seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADELAIDE WORTH BAGLEY. 

The bill (S. 7155) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide 
Worth Bagley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty ” and insert “ forty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ade 
laide Worth Bagley, mother of Worth Bagley, late ensign, United 
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Mr. BALL. Mr. President, the committee have reported the 
bill with that amount, as the Department has estimated that 
it would probably be required to erect the buildings necessary 

Mr. ALLISON. It must, in the nature of things, be a very 
crude estimate of the cost of the erection of the buildings. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think we had better strike out the appropri- 
ation, or let the bill go over. 

Mr. BALL. Of course, if the appropriation is stricken out, 
the bill will be useless. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; the bill establishes the machinery for 
the institution. 

Mr. BALL. But it will provide no appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. I will not make any objection. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Health and National Quarar 
tine with amendments. The first amendment was, in section 1, 
page 1, line 6, after the word “ site,” to strike out “now owned 
by the United States” and insert “ within a Territory or it 
lar possession of the United States; ” 
read: 


so as to make the se 


That for the purpose of carrying out the provision 


Surgeon-General of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Serv 

the United States, under the direction of the Secretary of t 

is authorized to select a site, within a Territory or in 

of the United States, suitable for the establishment of 0 

to be administered by the said Service; and the Secretary of W 
Secretary of the Navy, the Secretary of the Interior, or the Seere 
| of Agriculture is authorized to transfer to the Secretary of the ‘1 

ury any abandoned military, naval, or other reset tion t 
|} the purpose, or as much thereof as may be necessary, with all lila 
ings and improvements thereon, to be used for the purpo id 


leprosarium. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The nert amendment was, in section 4, page 3, line 17, after 








| the word “ for,” to strike out “ completion of” and insert “ pet 
fecting title to such:” so as to make the section read: 
Sec. 4. That for the purposes of carrying out the 
act there is appropriated, from any money in the 
wise appropriated, the sum of $250,000, or as much there 
necessary, for the preparation of the leprosarium, i dir 
tion of buildings, $5,000 of which sum may be expended 
title to such site, and $50,000, or as much thereof as 1 
sary, for the maintenance of the patients and t! pay | 
tenance of necessary officers and employees until 1e 30, 190 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and tf! 


States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in | 


lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF PROPOSED LEPROSARIUM. 
Mr. CULLOM obtained the floor. 
Mr. BALL. Mr. President—— 


Mr. CULLOM. I understand the Senator from Delaware | 


wishes to call up a bill, and I yield to him. 

Mr. BALL. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 7055) to provide a leprosarium for the 
segregation of lepers and to prevent the spread of leprosy in 
the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it is a bill that is not at all contested and 
to which there is no objection, I will vield. 

Mr. BALL. It is a very short bill. It will take but a few 
minutes, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 
Senntor from Delaware asks unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of a bill, which will be read to the Senate for its 
information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mi. ALLISON. I do not object to the consideration of the 
bill, but I wish to make a suggestion to the friends of the meas- 
ure. If this bill is expected to pass both Houses at the present 
session, it will probably be impeded by the appropriation. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator from Delaware had bet- 
ter move to strike out the appropriation. 


amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read 
the third time, and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the « 
sideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to t! 


consideration of executive business. After twelve minute 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 

o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned u to 
morrow, Thursday, February 16, 1905, at 12 o’clock merid 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 15 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT J1 
Francis C. Lowell, of Massachusett , 
States district judge for the district of Massachus: 
United States circuit judge for the first circuit. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE, 
Frederic Dodge, of Massachusetts, to be U1 ‘ 
trict judge for the district of Massachusetts ie ( 
Lowell, appointed United States circuit ige 
cuit. 
| PROMOTIONS I rHE NAV 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Richard D. White to be : 
the Navy from the 30th day of September, 1004 
Charles S. Stanworth, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Roe W. Vincent to be a lieuts 
the Navy from the 12th day of February, 1905, vik | 
Josiah 8S. McKean, promoted. 


| CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 15 
POSTMASTER. 
MAINI 
Fred H. King to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of Maine. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, February 15, 1905. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- | 


proved. 
PRICE OF PETROLEUM AND ITS PRODUCTS. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk a 
resolution (H. Res. 499) to be read, and ask unanimous consent 
for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [ Mr. 


Kansas CAMP- 


BELL] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a | 


resolution which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 499. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and he is 
hereby, requested-to investigate the cause or causes of the low price of 
crude oil or petroleum in the United States, and especially in the Kan- 
sas field, and the unusually large margins between the price of crude 
oil or petroleum and the selling price of refined oil and its by-products, 


and whether the said conditions have resulted in whole or in part from | 


any contract, combination, in the form of a trust or otherwise, or con- 
spiracy in restraint of trade and commerce among the several 
and Territories, or with foreign countries ; 


company, or corporate combination engaged in commerce among the sev- 
eral States and Territories or with foreign nations; also whether such 
corporation, joint stock company, or corporate combination, in pur- 
chasing crude oil or petroleum, by any order or practice of discrimina- 
tion, boycotts, blacklists, or in any manner discriminates against any 
particular oil field; also to investigate the organization, capitalization, 


profits, conduct, and management of the business of such corporation or | 


corporations, company or companies, and corporate combinations, if any, 
and to make early report of its findings, according to law, to the end 
that such information may be used by Congress as a basis for legisla- 
tion, or by the Department of Justice as a basis for legal proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


DEPUTY COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS AT MANTEO, N.C. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for present consideration of the bill S&S. 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill, and that it be considered 
in the House as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. 
LIAMS] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill S. 4609, and that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union be discharged from further con- 
sideration of the same, 
as in the Committee of the Whole. 

‘here was no objection. 

» Clerk read as follows: 


Is there objection? 


(S. 4609) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint 
puty lector of customs at Manteo, N. C. 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 


y co 
y 


authorized and directed to appoint a deputy collector of cus- | 


Manteo, in the district of Albemarle, North Carolina, who shall 
wered to grant enrollments and licenses to vessels and to per- 

otber duties relating to customs and commerce 
the Secretary may direct, and who shall be paid a salary of 


nun 
Inu! 


That this act shall take effect July 1, 1904. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


Strike from the first section, at the end thereof, these words, “ who 
shall be paid a salary of $300 per annum,” and insert in lieu 
the words “ be paid such compensation as he may deem proper.” 

Add the following section as section 2: 

“Spec. 2. That the compensation and emoluments of the collector of 


DEC. <. 


istoms for the district of Albemarle, in the State of North Carolina, 


ill be continued to be paid on the same basis as heretofore.” 
section 2 of the Senate bill shall be changed to section 
t the words “nineteen hundred and four” in 


ed to “nineteen hundred and five.” 
The question was on agreeing to the amendments. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
} 


That 


rend a third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. Wri11aMs of Mississippi, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


LEGALIZING CERTAIN INDEBTEDNESS AGAINST 


PAWNEE, OKLA, 


SCHOOL DISTRICT, 
Mr. McGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill H. R. 18514, which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Mc- 
Guike}] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of a bill which the Clerk will report. 
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| sert in lieu thereof the following: 


States | 
also whether the said prices 
have been controlled, in whole or in part, by any corporation, joint stock | 


4609, | 


The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wi- | 


| strike out “ Cincinnati, Ohio,” and in line .15, after the word 


and naviga- | 


thereof 





3, and | 
said section be | 
| the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 


1e bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time; was | 


FEBRUARY 15, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 18514) to amend an act to prohibit the passage of spe- 
cial or local laws in the Territories, to limit Territorial indebtedness, 
and to legalize the indebtedness of school district No. 1, in Pawnee 
County, Okla. 

Be it enacted, ete., That the act of Congress approved July 13, 1886, 
and the act of Congress approved June 19, 1902, entitled “An act to 
prohibit the passage of local or special laws in the Territories of the 


| United States, to limit Territorial indebtedness, and for other purposes,” 


shall not apply to school district No. 1, including the city of Pawnee, 
Pawnee County, Okla., and all indebtedness heretofore created and in- 
curred by said school district, for which warrants have been issued in 
so far as said indebtedness was incurred by the construction of school 
buildings in the city of Pawnee, is hereby legalized and made valid. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, us 
follows: 


Strike out all in said bill after the word “apply,” in line 8, and in- 


“To the indebtedness heretofore in- 
curred and evidenced by warrants outstanding against school district 
No. 1, in the county of Pawnee, Okla., for the construction of school 
buildings in said town of Pawnee, which indebtedness is hereby legalized 
and made valid.” 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

The question was on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the last 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


| yote was laid on the table. 


INSPECTION OF HULLS AND BOILERS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 18200. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] 


| asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 


H. R. .18200, a bill which has heretofore been reported to the 


| House, and of which the Clerk will read the title. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18200) to amend section 4414 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. ' 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, this is the bill that was ob- 
jected to by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY], and 
to which the attention of the House was called by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. I understand and am informed by 
the gentleman himself that he is not opposed to the bill, and if 
the bill is to be considered I will yield to the gentleman from 
Kentucky to make an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment, which I 


| send to the Clerk’s desk. 
and that it be considered in the House | 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SuHer- 


| Ley] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
lines 18 and 19, strike out “ Louisville, Ky.;” in line 20, 
“ Ohio” 


insert “ Louisville, Ky., and Cincinnati, 


On page 3, 


and before the word “at,” 
Ohio.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
amendment. 

The question was on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GrosveNor, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the naval appropriation 
bill. 

The 


Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to that 


SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 18467. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Danzer in tle 


| chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
Ilouse on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
H. R. 18467. 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman from Louisiana consume some 
of his time now? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty min- 
utes to the gentleman from Texas | Mr. BEart]. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I 
will use all the time allotted to me, but at the beginning I 
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would like to ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in 
the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I am not one of those 
who have lost faith in this Republic. Whatever else may be said 
about it, and whatever its frailties may be, I believe that it is by 


| 


far the best Government upon earth. But in some vital respects | 


it is departing from the traditions of the past, and some of the 
virtues the fathers gave it are being lost. When it was first 
established it was a simple Government, because the men who 
wrought its independence and gave it existence were the hum- 


blest, the simplest men who ever took upon themselves the | 


awful responsibility of establishing a government. It was es- 
tablished as an economical Government, because the people 
for whom it was made, wrecked by war and ravaged by con- 
flict, were the poorest people who ever attempted the experi- 
ment of government building. The founders of our Govern- 
ment were lovers of liberty, for they had tasted the bitter 
draught of kingly oppression and they wrote into every line 
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naval bill, carrying an increase of almost $3,000,000, and the 
sundry civil bill, reported yesterday. with an increase of about 
$7,000,000, have been reported, until the situation now is that 
the appropriation bills reported to date exceed the appropria 
tions for like purposes of last year by $50,000,000. It is said 
that there will be a deficeincy for this year of more than 
$20,000,000, and on yesterday the gentleman from Maine | Mr, 
LITTLEFIELD] expressed the fear that for the next year the 


ap- 
propriations will exceed the revenues by from $80,000,000 to 


, $90,000,000. Mr. Chairman, this is the situation in a time of 


| 


of their Declaration of Independence, of their Constitution, | 


and of their laws the sublime and divine principles that all 
men were equal and all men entitled to the blessings of self- 
government. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that in many respects, at 
least, the simplicity of the past is gone. Our Government 
to-day pays as much attention to ceremony, as much regard 
for pomp and display, as much deference to power, as any 
government in the world. To flatter the pride and tickle the 
vanity of our President the ships of our Navy are gathered 
together upon our eastern coast and pass in stately parade 
before him, greeting him with a royal salute at an estimated 
cost to our people of $150,000. You see about this city to-day 
preparations being made for inducting into the office of Presi- 
dent him who is already President, and on inauguration day 
these streets will echo with the tread of infantry, the clatter 


of cavalry, the rumble of artillery, flags will flutter, swords | 
will flash, bands will play, and cannon will roar, making an | 
occasion as gorgeous in dispay as would mark the crowning | 


of any monarch of the Old World. The simplicity of the olden 
time is gone. 

The economy of the fathers is no longer practiced. I do not 
believe I overstate the case when I say that we have to-day the 
mest extravagant government the world ever saw. Compare 
our expenditures with that of other nations. Russia spends 
more than we, but Russia is a despotism, threatened by anarchy, 


scourged by nihilism, hated by her own people, and despised by | i 
| either side by the waters of a great ocean, we are spending 


the world. The fires of insurrection are kindling there now, and 
at any hour the world may witness that Empire wrapped in the 
flames of revolution. But a comparison with Russia is not to 
our advantage. In area the Russian Empire is more than 
double that of our country; in population it far exceeds us. We 
appreach Russia in the annual expenditure of money much 
more closely than we do either in area or population. 

Great Britain upon a peace footing annually spends less than 
we despite the fact that she maintains a navy as great as that 
of any two other powers and has colonial possessions scattered 
throughout the world fifty times as great as our own, and in 
addition pays as interest upon her national debt $100,000,000 
more than we pay upon ours. 

Germany with her great military establishment of 600,000 
men, so cursed with militarism that her people have fled to this 
land by the millions, seeking here a refuge, spends annually 
$200,000,000 less than the United States. 

France has been swept by revolutions and has waged bloody 
wars of conquest, and from these has inherited a public debt 
upon which she pays annually five times as much interest as 


we pay upon ours. She maintains a standing army eight times | 


as great as ours, and at present has a navy second only to that 
of Great Britain, and yet we spend annually $100,000,000 more 
than France, For the present fiscal year our appropriations 
aggregate the tremendous sum of $781,574,629.99, an increase 
over the preceding year of about $30,000,000. What they will 
aggregate for the coming year no man can tell. The gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Lrrrrertetp], from time to time, as appropria- 








peace, when our whole land is prosperous, when our people have 
generously responded to the demands of the Government, and 
when no adequate reason can possibly exist for this profligate 
waste of money. Much has been said about the issuance of 
bonds under the last Administration of Grover Cleveland. Un- 
fortunate as that may have been, if Theodore Roosevelt had 
inherited from the lamented McKinley a Treasury as empty as 
that delivered to Cleveland by Harrison this country would 
again have witnessed the pitiable spectacle. 

Mr. Chairman, the people of this country will after a while 
want to know the reason for this extraordinary condition—a 
bankrupt Treasury when revenues are abundant and the coun- 
try prosperous—and sooner or later they will come to know the 
truth, that you gentlemen upon the other side are spending the 


| substance of the people in aping the vices and mimicking the 


follies of the monarchies of the Old World by creating and 
maintaining a great military establishment, a great army and 
a great navy. 

What is the real situation? It is that more than $2 out of 
every $5 collected from the people of this land are spent for 
military purposes or purposes connected therewith. We will 
spend this next year for these purposes more than any other 
nation upon earth, at peace as we are. France is a republic 
but it is a republic lacking the stability and character of ours. 
Any year may witness her people in the throes of a revolution 
against republicanism. She is a republic largely held together 
by the sword. France spends $200,000,000 annually for the 
support of her army, her navy, her pension list, her whole mili- 
tary establishment. Germany, under the dominion of her war 
like Emperor, with militarism dominant, spends $218,000,000 
for like purposes. Great Britain, with her vast colonial pos 
sessions stretching around the world, with her commerce upon 
the waters of every sea demanding protection, spends this year 
$340,000,000 for these purposes. 

The United States, holding Canada on the north as a per- 
petual hostage against any conflict with Great Britain; with 
a republic to the south of us with which we are at peace; with 
no dangers threatening us from within, and protected upon 
this year for the same purposes $3357,000,000, and the estimates 
for next year d#mount to more than $380,000,000. Considering 
this record, gentlemen, does it not justify the statement that 
our Government has caught the fever of militarism which 
threatens the peace and puts in jeopardy the happiness of the 
world? . 

Let us look at the bill under consideration and consider the 
spirit under which our Navy has been built up. Its improve- 
ment began in 1883. In a few years it was fifth in size in the 
world. Great Britain, France, Germany, and Russia were all 
ahead of us. It was then argued that we must build ours 
until it equaled that of Russia. ‘The appropriations were made 
by Congress, the fires in our shipyards were kindled anew, and 
in the course of a few years Russia was passed, and we wer 
fourth. The expected contentment did not come. It was said 
that Germany was a menacing power; that she had a great 
navy ; that she looked upon our Monroe doctrine with disfavor 
and, perhaps, attacking it, would seek to establish dominion 
upon this continent, and that we must have a navy as great 
as Germany. Congress was appealed to again, and again 
poured out the people’s treasure, and the great steel mills be- 
came busy making the armor, and the great shipyards became 


| busy hives, bright with the glow of forge and ringing with the 
| strokes of hammer and anvil, and the great monsters took 


tion bills have been reported, has directed inquiries to the gen- | 


tlemen reporting them relating to the question as to whether or 
not there was a decrease as compared with the last appropria- 
tion bills. 

A few days ago he announced with apparently great satis- 
faction that up to that time the bills reported were about $4.- 
000,000 below like bills passed by the last session. Since that 
time, however, the river and harbor bill, carrying about $32.,- 
000,000 ; the public building bill, carrying about $9,500,000; the 





form and shape and life, and at last, bristling with great guns 
and teeming with sailors, they rode the old ocean’s wave float- 
ing our flag, and then we passed Germany in the race, and we 
were third amongst the nations of the world in naval strength. 

Surely the crusaders ought to have been contented then. 
Not so. New pretexts were invented to justify further de- 
mands. Providence was impleaded in the cause and made the 
scapegoat for our own iniquities. It was said that God had 
given us the islands of the sea; and yet we were not willing 
to trust Him in their defense. tattle ships were preferable, 
and the patriotism of all who opposed this policy was assailed. 
So the development has gone on until, comparing our ships, 
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built and building now, in fighting capacity and strength with 
the built and building, we are second—Great Britain 
alone being superior. Until now no living man has ever sug- 
gested in Congress that we should attempt a rivalry with 
Great Britain; but, now that we are second, we are becoming 
almost accustomed to the suggestion that we ought not be 
second to any other nation, even in our capacity to kill and 
destroy. 

Let us examine for a moment into the naval expenditures. 
The development of our present Navy began, as stated before, in 
1883. In that year the total expenses of our naval establish- 
ment were less than $15,000,000. During the next ten years, 
from 1883 to 1893, we spent $59,000,000 in the construction and 
equipment of During the past two years we have 
spent $64,000,000 for like purposes—$5,000,000 more in the last 
two years than we spent in ten years, from 1883 to 1893. The 
last year of Cleveland’s Administration we spent $29,000,000; the 
last year of McKinley’s $48,000,000. The first year of Roose- 
velt’s required for naval expenditures $65,000,000; the second 
year $78,000,000, the third year $81,000,000, the fourth year 
$97,000,000, besides a deficiency of at least $7,000,000, and 
this bill carries more than $100,000,000. Thus we have gone 
on by leaps and bounds increasing our naval expenditures, 
striving to distance the other nations of the world. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gen- 
tleman? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Yes; with pleasure. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I noticed the gentleman a few moments 
ago in enumerating the amounts that had been reported in the 
various appropriation bills to this House mentioned $32,000,000 
as being the amount of the river and harbor appropriation bill. 
I wish to ask him if he does not think that is a very moderate 
sum for a bill like that. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Extremely so. No complaint can be 
made against the river and harbor bill except that under the 
spirit that is controlling this Administration these great agencies 
of peace and commerce are being sacrificed in order to build 
up that which destroys peace and troubles commerce. [Loud 
applause. ] 

It is this of which I complain, that under the present régime 
the energy of our Government is being cencentrated in the 
building up of great war machines both on land and sea and 
the agencies that promote industry and commerce and peace 
are being ignored and forgotten. Just now this country is dis- 
turbed as it never was before over the question as to how the 
great artificial highways of commerce, the railways, can be 
made subservient to law and to respect the rights of producers 
and shippers, and yet when you deepen the harbors and clean 
out the rivers you develop natural highways which, under the 
old law of competition, will help to solve this vexing problem 
better than legislation will solve it. . 

This bill carries over $100,000,000. During twenty years we 
will have spent $800,0600,000 upon our Navy. If this sum had 
been left among the people and spent for education, it would 
have put 
it sweep to heights of mental and moral grandeur never dreamed 


navies 


vessels. 


of before 
trade, 
barren fields fertile, the wheels of industry to turn in a very 
ecstasy of delight; if spent for humanity it would have opened 
the door of poorhouses and closed up the doors of vice; it would 
have kindled a new light in the eyes of little children and lifted 
from the backs of weary women heavy burdens of woe; it would 
have helped to bring heaven so close to earth that her weary 
ones could catch some of its radiance, but spent upon the build- 
ing of great ships and great guns it may curse us in the days 
to come. 

liablyv I 


ete the 


believe, that it 
ships we have already contracted for. 


‘on earth. This is the amount in tons displacement now 


onstruction : 


109, 808 


42, 829 | 


39, 100 | 


Anetri 
AUST 


Japan 36, 822 


When the ships we are now building are completed it is esti- | 
the distinguished chairman of the Senate Committee | 
that it will cost annually for 


mated by 


on Naval Affairs [Mr. HALE] 
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a new song into the mouth of this nation and made | 


; if it had been spent in the development of agriculture, | 
and commerce, it would have made the deserts bloom, the | T¢ : s 
| will repeat itself with us. 


In addition to what we have appropriated it is estimated, | 
i will take $130,000,000 additional to | 
Next to | 


it Britain we have more being built to-day than any other | * : 
| liberty, proclaimed by 
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maintenance alone $100,000,000. But the purpose is to go on 
building until we have forty-eight battle ships instead of twenty- 
five, which we will have when those being constructed are com- 
pleted, and armored cruisers and other vessels in proper propor- 


| tion, and when this programme is carried out the annual main- 


tenance charge will be not less than $200,000,000. 

And what does it all mean? Until recent years in our sim- 
plicity we believed that these armaments were being created 
for purposes of conflict; we believed that battle ships were built 
to contest with others the supremacy of the sea; that mighty 
guns were dangerous; that fleets and armies were created for 
purposes of war. I confess that I cherished this delusive belief. 
But it was wrong, all wrong. Navies are not built as a prepa- 
ration for conflict. Gentlemen upon the other side have as- 
sured us that they-are not, and gentlemen upon the other side 
must know. Battle ships are built as a guaranty of universal 
peace. These guns do not mean death; they are not for use 
against an enemy. They are to be used in innocent salutes at 
several hundred dollars a shot; they are but the italics in the 
message of good will we are sending the other nations of the 
world to make it more impressive. And armies—they are 
evangelists of peace and missionaries of mercy. 

This principle ought to be extended to individuals as well, 
If you want to eliminate crime, to stop the shedding of blood, 
make it compulsory that every man should have a bowie knife 
down his boot leg and two pistols hanging from his belt and 
you will have an ideal condition, according to the theory of the 
apostles of this new dispensation. Under this theory the rep- 
resentation of any Southern State ought to be reduced that does 
not require the colored citizen to make profert at the polls of 
at least one razor as an evidence of his qualification to vote, 
because under this new test this would show him to be a 
worthy and peaceful citizen. 

Many years ago the frontier sections tested the theory ad- 
vanced by this Administration now, and the establishment of 
private graveyards was a thriving industry. Advancing civili- 
zation condemned it, but now we are asked as a nation to adopt 
that which, tried by the experience of individuals as well as 
by other nations, has always been condemned. 

Yet they say it means peace. The President on Monday 
night at a banquet in New York said that we ought to speak 
pleasantly about other nations and at the same time build new 
battle ships. It is a modification of the expression, “ Tread 
softly, but carry a big stick.” 

It would be a pleasing spectable to behold the English King, 
the German Emperor, the Russian Czar, and Uncle Samuel bow- 
ing and smiling at each other, doing the Alphonse and Gaston 
act, each with his hand upon his gun. That is the Rooseveltian 
idea of brotherly love. 

My judgment, Mr. Chairman, is that such a theory will not 
apply amongst nations any more than it will amongst individ- 
uals. 

There never was a bully who went swaggering about with a 
chip on his shoulder seeking a row but what there was found 
somebody ready to knock it off. In all time there has never 
been a nation that tired of peace and sought to play policeman 
for the balance of the world that did not find some other nation 
ready to engage in a death struggle with it, and history, I fear, 


But gentlemen say that the Monroe doctrine is imperiled 
unless we have a great navy. Mr. Chairman, the Monroe doc- 
trine had its birth when we barely had a ship afloat, and we 
have maintained it for nearly three-quarters of a century with- 
out firing a gun. In the nineties, when we had not one-fifth 


| the fighting strength upon the sea that we have now, we re- 


established the vital power of the Monroe doctrine, and that, 
too, against the greatest sea power on earth, and we did that 
by diplomacy, without the loss of a single life. 

In all the days of the past what gave the Monroe doctrine its 
strength? It was not battle ships. It was strong because it 
was based upon right, asserted by a Government founded upon 
apostles who believed in justice, and de- 
fended by the valor of soldiers who fought not for conquest, but 


| in defense of sacred principles. 


The Monroe doctrine was strong enough then. It was as 


| strong as American honor and American valor; was as strong 


as the spirit of republicanism; as strong as American democ- 
racy and American patriotism could make it. Battle ships can 
not add strength to this. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me there is more involved in this 
question than the mere profligate expenditure of money, wrong- 
ful as that always is. The votes we cast to-day will help to de- 
termine the destiny of this nation. We must turn back to the 
system of constitutionalism founded by the fathers or we must 
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commit ourselves irrevocably to the theory and practice of mili- 
tarism. The hour of choice will soon pass. 

Militarism is not of new birth. It is as old as cruelty and 
oppression and wrong. Its glamor has attracted many nations 
and, blinded, they have plunged over the precipice of ruin. It 
has beckoned others marching along the highway toward an 


honorable destiny and pointed them to fruitful fields and rolling | 


rivers and bade them enter, and they have stepped aside to see 
the mirage fade away, leaving them to die in the desert. It has 
ravished the senses with the sounds of revelry and mirth, but 
revelry has been turned into riot and mirth into madness. It 


has never preserved liberty; it has often destroyed it. It is | 


the consistent friend of wrong and the persistent foe of right. 
Its touch is death, 

The nations of old tried it and for a day flourished, and then 
their glories departed. France tried it in the last century and 
for a day the world was at her feet, and then France reeled and 
fell, and the world that groveled arose and spat upon her. 


Russia tried it in this new century, and for a day the strength | 
of Russia seemed invincible, but now her pride is humbled, her 


Government tottering. 

What has been our history? 

We were the poorest of all people; we are now the richest. 

We were the humblest; we are now the proudest. 

We were the weakest; we are now the strongest. 

Nurtured by the old and righteous faith of the fathers, by 
peaceful means we have gained wealth and pride and strength. 
Against these rightly used no power can prevail, but wrongly 
used they will destroy us. 

But wealth and pride and strength alone will not suffice to 
bring peace and happiness to a people. They bring splendor, 
but— 


Ye friends to truth, ye statesmen who survey 

T he rich man’s joys increase, the poor's decay, 
"Tis yours to judg re how wide the limits stand 
Setween a splendid and a happy land. 


For happiness to come to a nation, righteousness must be en- 
throned, justice must be exalted, liberty must be loved. Mili- 
tarism despises and destroys all these. 

It seems to me the old government of simplicity, of economy, 
of liberty, was the better government; that we had better turn 
back into the old way—it had more of hope and less of peril— 
leave the course where the rocks are uncharted and the reefs 
unknown; where the waves are mad, the clouds lower, and dan- 
gers compass us about, and turn again into the open sea, where 
the rocks are charted, the reefs are known, to sail with gentle 
winds upon a quiet sea and beneath a pleasant sky. 

Mr. Chairman, if we will but do this the future of this land 
will be filled with greatness and redolent with glory, as its past 
has been filled with fame and redolent with honor. [Prolonged 
applause. | 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to yield thirty min- 
utes to my colleague from West Virginia [Mr. Gatnes]. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lirtrerrerp] said that there 


existed at this time a deficit of twenty millions, and that by > 


end of the next fiscal year there w ould be, he estimated, a defici 
of from eighty millions to ninety millions. 
What is “a deficit?” I refer to the word only to bring out 


to this House and to the country the fact. By the term “ defi- | 


cit’ the average person understands that the Government owes 
the amount of the deficit over and above the money in the Treas- 
ury available to meet the current expenses of the Government. 
And in my opinion this average understanding of the term is 
the correct one; but I am not concerned about the word, but 
only the fact. 

As a matter of fact no such deficit exists. On the contrary 
there is now in the Treasury of the United States, after laying 
aside one hundred and fifty millions as a “reserve fund,” to 
maintain the gold reserve, as shown by the statement of the 
United States Treasury on the 13th day of February, 1905 
(which was the day before yesterday), the very considerable 
sum of $141,885,831.32—in round numbers one hundred and 
forty-two millions. 

jut this does not include the sum of $56,482,048.37, set down 
in the Treasurer’s statement for February 13 as a Treasury 
liability under the designation of “Disbursing officers’ bal- 
ances.” As to the Treasury of the United States, this is a 
liability, but as to the Government of the United States it is 
an asset, being money on hand, in the Treasury, and subject to, 
or liable to, the check of the disbursing officers of the Govern- 
ment to meet the current obligations of the Government. The 
same thing, I take it, might be said of the item in the same state- 
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| nian under the head of “ Post-Office Department account 
Then again, under the head of “ Receipts, en redem 
tions,” ete., we find, the sum of $24,683,404.52 as excess of © 


penditures over receipts for the current fisc: al year. This, too, 
has been in the Treasury statement deducted from the available 
eash balance of nearly one hundred and forty-two millions. 

So that in estimating the probable excess of expen A tures over 
receipts for the current a ensuing years we should either 


decrease the estimate of eighty or ninety ~ repr made by the 
gentleman from Maine by at least the sum of $24,683,4045 
plus $56,482,048.32, which would make $81,165 459.94 or we 
should increase the sum of $141,885,831.83 by $56,482,048.52 
| which would give the sum of $198,567,880.15 as the available 
cash balance now on hand to defray the running expenses of th 
Government; that is to say, as the real and true surplus instead 
of a deficit now in the Treasury of the United States over and 
above the one hundred and fifty millions of gold reserve. L hall 
add to my speech as an appendix the Treasury statement from 
which 1 have taken these figures, and the estimate of the Secre 
tary of the Treasury, showing an estimated excess for 1906 of 
more than the so-called “ deficit’ for 1905 

Does this present any occasion for the delivery of Jeremiads? 
Is there necessity for alarm? Can any adverse criticism of the 
state of the country’s finances, or of the Dingley tariff law as 
revenue provider, be based on this showing? ‘The Treasury D« 


| partment of the United States now tells us, and for years has 
told us, that the sum of fifty millions as an “available cash 
balance ” in the “ general fund” is necessary as a “safe work 


ing balance.” 

Now, a safe working balance is not a minimum, but some 
thing which may be even encroached upon, slightly and occa 
sionally at least, without danger; otherwise it would not be 
either a safe balance or a working balance. If it were so near 
the danger line that it would be unsafe to touch it, or even 
approach it, it would not be “safe,” and if no part of it could 
ever be employed, it would be mere courtesy that would de 
nominate it a “ working balance.” 

It will probably not be claimed that administrative officers, in 
stating to the appropriating power—Congress—how much they 
need as a working basis, considering the safety of the public 
service and their own convenience in its administration, ar 
likely not to put the amount high enough. I think, therefore 
we may justly conclude that the sum of fifty millions is j 


what it is represented to be, a “safe working balance.” It will 
not do to extend forever the factor of safety (already made quite. 
| high enough by including therein the factor of administrative 


convenience) and, having laid it down that it will not do to 
have generally on hand a smaller working balance than fifty mil- 
lions, to go on and say that we must not approach within an 
| other twenty-Gve millions of the fifty millions. There would 
never be any end to this sort of thing, and our condition would 
never be deemed safe on the score of sufficiency of revenue un 
til we had invaded another realm of adverse criticism more 
deadly still, viz, that where we could be justly charged with hay 
ing piled up in the Treasury a dangerous surplus. 

Gentlemen will remember this line of criticism of Republican 
revenue laws. It is easier to make than the other one. “ By 
our iniquitous tariff laws,” we will be told (for so we have been 


told before), “we are withdrawing the money of the people 


from the pockets of the people and from the legitimate chan- 


impairing the general credit, discouraging new enterprises an 
investment in established ones, and encouraging lavish appro 
priations of public money for unworthy and even improper | 
poses, and leading to public corruption in high pi: ices, 

The existence of a dangerous surplus in the Treasury was ft 
main issue of the campaign of 1888, when Benjamin Harrison 
was elected President. His election was unexpected to 
Republicans because our party had been put on the defensive by 
this very issue. 

In his letter of acceptance in 1888, Mr. Cleveland said: 


In these circumstances, and In view of this necessary effect of 
operation of our pian for raising revenue, the absolute duty of limitir 
the rate of tariff charges to the necessities of a frugal and econor 
ndministration of the Government seems to be perfectly plair 
continuance, upon a pretext of meeting public expenditures, of 
| seale of tariff taxati mas draws from the substance of the ps 
sum largely in excess of public needs ts surely something which ! 
a Government based upon justice and which finds its strength and 
fulness in the faith and trust of the people, ought not to be tolerated 

While the heaviest burdens incident to the necessities of the Cov 
ment are uncomplainingly borne, light burdens become gricvo and in 
tolerable when not justified by such necessities 

Unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation. 








nels of trade and commerce, thus impoverishing the —— nd 


| 

| one ; s . 

| And yet this is our condition. We are annually coll ut ¢ 
custom-houses and by means of our Internal-revenue taxation many 
| millions in excess of all legitimate public needs AS a consequence, 
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there now remains in the National Treasury a surplus of more than 
$130,000,000, 

No better evidence could be furnished that the people are exorbitantly 
taxed. The extent of the superfluous burden indicated by this surplus 
will be better appreciated when it is suggested that such surplus alone 
represents taxation aggregating more than $108,000 in a county con- 
taining 50,000 inhabitants. 

Taxation has always been the feature of organized government which 
is the hardest to reconcile with the people's ideas of freedom and happi- 
ness. When presented in a direct form nothing will arouse popular dis- 
content more quickly and profoundly than unjust and unnecessary tax- 
ation. Our farmers, mechanics, laborers, and all our citizens closely 
scan the slightest increase in the taxes assessed upon their lands and 
other property and demand good reasons for such increase. And yet 
they seem to be expected, in some quarters, to regard the unnecessary 
volume of insidious and indirect taxation visited 


Mr. SHUERLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from West Virginia 
yield to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is not there this distinction, however, be- 
tween the two cases, that in that instance President Cleveland 
was speaking of a tariff that should be levied for the purpose 
of revenue while your party is to-day denying revenue to the 
Government for the sake of protecting industries that do not 
need it? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. There is no question, Mr. 
Chairman, that Mr. Cleveland was not only criticising the Re- 
publican party because he criticised the doctrine and _ princi- 
ples of protection, but he was also arguing in favor of a tariff 
for revenue only. My purpose in rising to-day was only to 
answer that part of the gentleman’s suggestion when he said 
we were denying to the Government necessary revenue; and I 
have produced the facts and figures to show that there is a 
surplus, a safe and sufficient one, in the Treasury of the United 
States. Il am not now going to discuss the question of a revenue 
tariff or whether the people of this country would for a minute 
listen to anybody who asked them to return to any of the doc- 
trines of Grover Cleveland on that subject. 

Continuing, Mr. Cleveland said: 

The surplus revenue now remaining in the Treasury not only fur- 
nishes conclusive proof of unjust taxation, but its existence constitutes 
a separate and independent menace to the prosperity of the people. 

This vast accumulation of idle funds represents that much money 
drawn from the circulating medium of the country which is needed 
in the channels of trade and business. 


a4 
os. 


In his first annual message to Congress, on December 1889, 
President Harrison discussed this matter at length. He said, 
in the course of that discussion : 

The report of the Secretary of the Treasury for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1889, has been prepared, and will be presented to Con- 





gress. The aggregate receipts from all sources for the year were 
$387,050,058.84, derived as follows: 

From customs Se a eee $223, 832, 741. 69 
From internal revenue is a a ialdndeentieidtnaliaimaanicag aad 130, 881, 513. 92 
From miscellaneous GOUT OU és cin wee nda nee 32, 335, 803. 2% 


The ordinary expenditures for the same period were $281,996.615.60, 

nnd the total expenditures, including the sinking fund, were $329,579,- 
920.25. The excess of receipts over expenditures was, after providing 
he sinking fund, $57,470,129.59. 
For the current fiscal year the total revenues, 
» $385,000,000, and the ordinary expenditures, actual and estimated, 
are $293,000,000, making, with the sinking fund, a total expenditure of 
$341,521,116.99, leaving an estimated surplus of $43,678,883.01. 

During the fiscal year there was applied to the purchase of bonds, in 
addition to those for the sinking fund, $90,456,172.35, and during the 
first quarter of the current year the sum of $37,838,937.77, all of which 


actual and estimated, 








were credited to the sinking fund. The revenues for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1891, are estimated by the Treasury Department at 
$85,000,000, and the expenditures for the same period, including the 





sinking fund, at $341,430,477.70. This shows an estimated surplus 


for that year 
when the actual transactions are written up. 
The 


have the immediate attention of Congress, with a view to reducing the 
receipts of the Treasury to the needs of the Government as closely as 
may be. ‘The collection of moneys not needed for public uses imposes 


scessary burden upon our people, and the presence of so large a 
the public vaults is a disturbing element in the conduct of 
It has called into use expedients for putting it into 
y questionable propriety. 





is in 
business. 


n of ver 

The existence of the surplus at that time was the reason for 
opening up the question of tariff revision and for the passage 
of the McKinley bill in 1890. The purpose of that law was, as 
its title stated, to reduce the revenues, among other purposes, 
and but for that fact no tariff bill would, in all probability, 
have been then introduced. 

Mr. Cleveland said we should change the revenue laws of the 


country at that time because we then had in the Treasury the | 


exyormous and dangerous surplus of one hundred and nineteen 
millions. 
or modify our internal-revenue laws so as to raise more revenue 


we have only one hundred and ninety-eight millions 


because 
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upon them by our 
present rate of tariff duties with indifference, if not with favor. 





of $43,569,522.30, which is more likely to be increased | 


existence of so large an actual and anticipated surplus should | 
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surplus in the Treasury of the United States as an available 
cash balance over and above the reserve fund of one hundred 
and fifty millions. 

It is from the very nature of things impossible so to adjust 
the revenue laws that receipts and expenditures will exactly 
balance at all times, or at any time at all. No such nicety of 
adjustment is possible that on any day or month or year the re- 
ceipts and expenditures will certainly be the same, or in a Gov- 
ernment as great as ours very nearly the same. And this 
would be as true under any other protective law as under the 
Dingley law, and equally true under any tariff-for-revenue-only 
law. 

Any reason, all reasons, 
reasons, seem to be amply 


both of two mutually contradictory 
sufficient for the purpose of criticis- 
ing a protective tariff law. What are the facts about the Ding- 
ley tariff law as a revenue producer? It came when the people 
were, and for a long time had been, without either adequate 
employment or living wages and without a market for the prod- 
ucts of the factory, the mine, the forest, or the farm. The peo- 
ple accepted it from what they understood it to be, from what 
they knew of the Republican party, and from their confidence 
in the principles of protection, based as that principle is on 
sound economic reasoning and proved by experience. 

It followed a period of real Democratic deficit, when in time 
of peace a Democratic Administration had been, through dire 
necessity, hiring the bankers to float the bonds of the United 
States, and had issued $262,500,000 of bonds. Under the Dingley 
law the country was able to carry on the war with Spain; to 
pay, with unparalleled generosity, $20,000,000 to that country 
rather than to exact money from an impoverished and fallen 
foe ; to restore order to Cuba and clean up the city of Habana in 
the interest of humanity and for the protection of our Southern 
States from the scourge of yellow fever; to give a stable govern- 
ment to Porto Rico; to restore order in Manila and police the 
Philippine Islands; to secure at great cost the Panama Canal 
and the right to construct it, own it, and control it; and many 
other things besides, which I shall not now stop to enumerate. 
During all this time, in the midst of war, we issued, under the 
Dingley law and the management of the Republican party, but 
fifty millions of bonds, and so great was the confidence of the 
people in the law, the party, and the country, that those bonds, 
offered to the people in time of war, were at popular subscrip- 
tion bid for by the American people themselves more than ten 
times over. 

At a later time I hope to discuss the effect of this law on the 
business of the country, with special reference to the propriety 
of any early attempt at changing it. At the present I care only 
to say in that connection that I do not believe it ought, in the 
near future, to be disturbed, and to say, in order that I may be 
thoroughly understood, that I am a “stand-patter.” My only 
purpose at this time is to call attention to its sufficiency as a 
revenue raiser. The other phase I mention only to say that 
while this law was enabling us to meet all the extraordinary 
expenses I have mentioned, the people emerged from the de- 
pression in which they had been in Democratic days and entered 
upon an era of prosperity, the greatest and most generally dif- 
fused of which the history of all times and all countries gives 
any account. 

An invariable concomitant of reviving prosperity is some form 
of inflation. With us it took the form of overcapitalization of 
industrials. To such an extent did many of our greatest finan- 
ciers go in their almost mad zeal for investment that under 
ordinarily prosperous times the whole fabric of business stabil- 
| ity must inevitably have been overthrown. 

But so firm and so solid was the basis of prosperity laid in the 
Dingley law that we were enabled to squeeze the “ wind and 
water” out of most of the stocks of overcapitalization without 
even the semblance of a panic, and with only a comparatively 
slight check to the onward march of successful business and the 
successful development of the country. A Presidential campaign 
was on; but contrary to all experience business improved in the 
very heat of it, and to-day there is every reason to believe that 
the reviving receipts of the Treasury Department will soon 
nearly equal or again outrun the expenditures. 

For the first thirteen days of this month the receipts exceeded 
the expenditures by the sum of $3,914,202.24. For the same 
days of February last year $2,765,750.85, an excess of receipts 





Now we are told that we should tinker with the tariff | 


over expenditures for the first thirteen days of this present 
month greater than the same excess for the corresponding days 
of last year by $1,150,451.39. These are the figures for only a 
| short time, but they are in line with the more cheerful view 
which Treasury officials have for some time taken. But even 
| if the amount of the excess of expenditures over receipts should 
be as great as any gentleman fears, we would not be down to 
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the fifty millions of working balance over and above the one 
hundred and fifty millions in the reserve fund by the end of 
the next fiscal year—that is to say, the 30th day of June, 1906, 
nor anywhere near that working balance. 

Mr. Chairman, my purpose has been to show that there is no 
deficit, but a large surplus; and to emphasize what everyone 
knows, that any revenue law, whether a tariff or internal- 
revenue law, must in all human probability at all times be pro- 
ducing not just the amount of the expenditures, but either more 
or less. If any law always produced more than the current ex- 
penditures, it would not be long until we should have a 
dangerous surplus. So that a satisfactory law will do just 
what the Dingley law is doing—yield some years more and some 
years less than the current outlay. There is no occasion for 
alarm. 

There is need to economize in all proper ways. But that is a 
good thing in itself. It is no adverse criticism of a revenue law 
that it admonishes the people’s representatives to a prudent 
husbanding of the people’s money, and a careful and jealous 
scrutiny of public expenditures. This is of the very essence of 
good government. I congratulate gentlemen of the opposition 
that they may now see the working of a revenue law which 
so happily adjusts the revenues to the needs of the Government 
economically administered. [Applause.] 





APPENDIX. 
Fiseal year 1905 
The revenues of the Government for the current fiscal year are 
estimated upon the basis of existing laws: 
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Fiscal year 1906. 
It is estimated that upon the basis of existing laws the 
the Government for the fiscal year 1906 will be: 
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RECEIPTS, EXPENDITURES, REDEMPTIONS, ETC.—continued. 








This fiscal 














This day. This month. year. 
Expenditures—Continued. 
ia Bo a $10, 000.00 $620,000.00} $8,836, 484. 90 
a a aS eclareeecilie 610, 000. 00 | 7,640, 000. 00 90, 268, 238. 98 
SII isin-on piscelenchts atatopertpleniocanatanieiian 800, 000. 00 | 500, 000. 00 16, 620, 730. 75 
Total (postal expendi- 
tures, except postal 
deficiency, not  in- | 
SED aikdncckn oteece. 2, 030,000.00 | 19,060, 000.00 368, 717, 744. 78 


Excess of expenditures 
over receipts 29 


154, 450. 43,914, 202. 24 | 


24, 683, 404. 52 


RECEIPTS LAST YEAR. 


UEP tos ee AT aps 661, 165. 85 9, 229, 283.05 | 164, 219,010.06 
Internal revenue __....-...---- 567, 653. 24 7, 778,413.69 | 146,970, 727.90 
Miscellaneous ee ae 112,311.19 4, 348,054.11 | 29,591, 855. 90 


21, 355, 750. 85 | 


a oe 1, 341,130.28 340, 781, 593. 86 


EXPENDITURES LAST YEAR 


Civil and miscellaneous. _....- 880, 000. 00 3, 420, 000. 00 85, 870,313.00 








NIN a dace vacances Seal 160, 000. 00 8, 300, 000. 00 74, 702, 827. 83 
se a a a ad 400, 000. 00 | 3, 100, 000. 00 61, 447, 374. 47 
PD inn cs nndcnekesnbexeiceaee 20,000.00 | 560, 000. 00 6, 888, 568. 93 
SII ce eat ee eee 500, 000. 00 7,710, 000. 00 90, 771, 615. 48 
BOI ies ckxiucoucscacade 200,000. 00 | 500,000.00 | 16,693, 463. 92 

TORRE . .ccoe 1,660,000.00 | 18,590,000.00 | 336,374, 163. 63 





Excess of expenditures 
over receipts - a2,7 


318, 869. 72 | 


65, 750. 85 


a 4, 407, 430. 23 





NATIONAL-BANK FUND. 


Deposits of lawful money un- | 
der act July 14, 1890 --_.._... 
Notes redeemed and retired | 
under act July 14, 1890 - 117, 015. 00 
Notes received for current | | 
redemption - - 856, 952. 00 


25,000.00 | 952,550.00 | 13,320,370.00 
18, 731, 436. 00 


189, 643, 047. 00 


1, 200, 180. 00 


14, 240, 684. 00 


REDEMPTION OF NOTES. 


United States 
notes (since 


| Treasury notes 
1879). 


(since 1890). Total. 


To March 14, 1900 











seihsp estes $546, 466, 414.00 | $103,195, 488. 00 


$649, 661, 902. 00 
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Under act March 1900 
Redeemed in and exchanged | | 
for gold: | 
To date , 542.00 6, 905, 873. 00 
This fiscal year , 843.00 | 240, 945. 00 | 
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generation, maybe not during the century, will we have occasion 
to go to war with either of them. At present no disturbance is 


| in sight, no war cloud to be seen upon the sky of international 





Cy ea | 556, 185.00 | 18, 825. 00 575,010.00 | 
EE ND cccnmnktncscasuamknl 122, 900. 00 | 450.00 123, 350. 00 


a Excess receipts over expenditures. 
FEBRUARY 13, 1905. 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen 
minutes to the gentleman from Florida [Mr. SpARKMAN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida is recognized 
for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have risen not for the 
purpose of antagonizing this bill in its entirety, because I am 
not opposed to all its provisions. Indeed, I am in favor of the 
most of them, for I am aware of the fact that it will require lib- 
eral appropriations to keep up our present naval establishment 
to even a tolerable degree of efficiency. 

Ever since the time—now nearly eight years ago—when we 
first departed from that old-time policy of confining our acquisi- 
tions of territory to the North American Continent, under which 
our country had grown great and powerful, and went several 
thousand miles from our shores into that sea of international 
turmoil, known as the “ Orient,” annexing far-distant territory, 
inhabited by a people unfriendly to us and our institutions, I 
have known, and every one here present has known, that we 
should be compelled to increase the size and efficiency of our 
Navy until we should have a naval establishment, if not at the 
head at least well up toward the head of the list of the naval 
powers of the world. 

But, Mr. Chairman, have we not about reached that position? 
Are we not now well up toward the head of the list? According 
to the report made by the able chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs in reporting this bill to the House we will, when 
the ships now being constructed and authorized have been com- 
pleted, occupy the third place in point of ship tonnage among 
the naval powers of the earth. Only two nations, those of 
England and France, will be ahead of us, and with neither of 
these are we in the least danger of war. Not perhaps for a 


politics, so far as these two nations are concerned. 

In addition to a common language and the sentiment growing 
out of the idea of close kinship with the English-speaking people 
which that common language suggests, there are close business 
ties and intimate commercial connections, all of which will tend 
to the preservation of friendly relations. In addition, there is 
an earnest for peace in the fact that immediately to the 
north of us and separated only from the United States by an 
imaginary line lies Canada, the loss of which, England well 
knows, war with us would likely cost her, for we would over- 
rur that country in a day; and whether the conflict should be 
leng or short, Canada would never again become reunited with 
Great Britain as one of her possessions ; she might be a free and 
independent nation; she might belong to the United States, but 
probably never again to Great Britain. 

The same may be said of our relations with the Republic of 
France. Our sympathies for her in her effort to maintain a 
republican form of government are too great; our sense of 
gratitude for favors shown us more than a century ago in our 
first war with Great Britain is too deep for us to ever seek a 
rupture with the French people. While, like England, her busi- 
ness, financial, and commercial interests are so closely allied 
with ours, the damage to these interests would be so disastrous 
in case of a rupture of friendly relations that she would never 
care to seek a war with this country. Besides the two coun- 
tries have no territory in such close proximity as to cause inter- 
national friction or to provoke a declaration of war. 

If, therefore, we are to have trouble with any of the nations 
of the earth it will be with others, not with England or France. 
Hence it matters little if these two nations are and should con- 
tinue for years ahead of us in point of naval strength. 

But, Mr. Chairman, are they actually ahead of us, or will 
they be in advance when the ships now being constructed for us 
are completed? Each of them will have more ships, perhaps, 
with greater tonnage in the aggregate, but that does not tell the 
whole story. The “race is not always with the swift, nor the 
battle with the strong.” The god of battle is not always on the 
side of the strongest battalions or the heaviest artillery. 
Neither does the tonnage of ships of war or the displacement of 
fighting vessels necessarily determine the choice of victory in a 
naval conflict. An important factor, and often a controlling 
one, too, is the man behind the gun when the battle rages and 
the missiles of death go forth to find their mark. 

We have seen examples of all this when we were weak among 
the nations of the earth. From whence would have come the 
fame of our little Navy in the Revolutionary war had it not 
been for the glorious achievements of Paul Jones, with inferior 
vessels and lighter guns over larger ships and heavier artillery? 
And to what source would we have looked for glory and renown 
in the second war with Great Britain had it not been for the 
victories of Perry and others on water, and our Army under 
General Jackson at New Orleans, won by the military skill of 
its commander and of the men who pointed the guns against a 


| foe that outnumbered them more than three to one? 








It has been said that Napoleon, upon hearing of the victory of 
Jackson at New Orleans, with his handful of American soldiers, 
over the veterans of the British army who had conquered him, 
sent to America for the purpose of obtaining samples of the guns 
that had wrought such havoc among General Pakenham’s 
forces in that great battle; but when his messenger returned, 
stating that the weapon used was the ordinary flint-steel hunting 
rifle of the American frontiersmen, he exclaimed: 

I see how it is; it was not the guns, but the men behind the guns. 
Had I s@ch soldiers as these— 

He is reported further to have said— 

I could conquer the world. 


And when, Mr. Chairman, we consider the glorious achieve- 
ments of American armies in the past; that our soldiers and 
our sailors, caring naught for superior numbers, have never 
gone forth against a foreign foe except to conquer; that by 
reason of their genius and their valor they have gained a 
place in the annals of .history occupied by no other nation 
upon earth, we are justified in the belief that if, in case of 
international friction, diplomacy should fail and war should 
be declared against even the most powerful nation of the Old 
World that same genius, bravery, and patriotism will again 
carry our arms in triumph against superior numbers, if need 
be, whether the battle rages upon the sea or is fought upon 
the land. [Applause.] 

Hence I say, Mr. Chairman, that although on paper we may 
not be at the top of the list among the naval powers of the 














1905. 


CONGRESSIONAL KECORD—HOUSE. 


2673 





| 
earth, when that time comes, if come it shall, we will not be | 
found inferior to any foe that may be brought against us. 

Why, then, should we provide in this bill for two battle ships? | 
Why not wait at least a year or two, and spend the money thus 
saved on internal improvements, in developing our own com- 
merce, for instance, and in constructing necessary public build- 
ings? Our trade at home and abroad is of as much if not of 
more importance than the building up all in a day of a strong 
and powerful navy. The latter would be of but little use with- 
out the former. Indeed, commerce is the very life of a nation. 
Retard its growth by unwholesome or unfriendly laws or regu- 
lations or by a failure to furnish the necessary facilities for its 
growth and development, and the same effect is produced upon 
the national body as results to the physical frame when the 
circulation is impeded and the heart ceases to send the rich 
blood coursing through the veins to the uttermost extremities 
of the system. Paralysis of business and the ultimate death of 
the nation follow the one as certainly as atrophy and the disso- 
lution of the physical frame succeed the other. 

Mr. Chairman, the excuse as well as the justification, if justi- 
fication there can be found, for this large Navy is to protect 
our commerce and outlying territory. But what is the use of 
a large navy if there is no commerce to defend? Or, still more 
to the point, what is the use of reaching out into distant seas 
and remote lands for trade? What the advantage of finding 
a market for our products if the facilities for transporting 
these products to the sea or to the place of consumption are 
inadequate? And we know, sir, that they are inadequate. 
Searcely any of our harbors are to-day meeting the demands 
made upon them by commerce. Few of our rivers, whether 
large or small, are in a condition to bear the freight that would 
be carried upon their waters if their navigation were improved 
to meet the requirements of trade, interstate or local. 

And why? Because we have not been as liberal in our appro- 
priations for rivers and harbors as we should; because we have 
paid more attention to the art of war than the arts of peace: 
have taken more thought of means for the destruction of human 
life than for the development of the trade and business of our 
country. We are unstinted in appropriations for the purpose 
of keeping up a large standing army and a formidable navy, 
but parsimonious in dealing with the rivers and harbors of the 
country. We contribute plenty of money to construct battle 
ships and armed cruisers and to send them on their death- 
dealing missions from land to land on the specious plea that 
they will prevent war, but give little to expand our trade and 
commerce, the development of which would bring about those 
conditions which would insure, as neither battle ships nor armed 
battalions will or can, peace among the nations of the earth. 

We are told, nevertheless, Mr. Chairman, that a large army 
and a strong navy tend to the preservation of peace. Well, be 
it so, but.let me say that far more potent factors in the con- 
servation of amity among the powers of the earth are close 
business and commercial relations between them. Strengthen 
these ties and you cement the bonds of friendship between 
nation and nation. A fear to disturb the trade and commerce of 
the countries of Europe does more to keep the peace of those 
nations than strong armies or formidable navies. War between 
any two of them would be attended by the most disastrous re- 
sults in this age of progress and individual enterprise, and well 
do the people of these countries know it to be true. The pocket 
is a very tender spot in this commercial age. Touch that and 
you touch a cord that controls the cannon and the sword. 

But are we acting upon this idea? No. On the contrary, 
we are building up the Army and the Navy and constructing 
the most powerful enginery of war, while neglecting our com- 
merce. Indeed, we are strengthening the military arm of the 
country at the expense of that trade and commerce. Bent on 
becoming a great military power, we are slighting our harbors 
and the national highways of commerce in order that the Army 
and the Navy may be strong and rank high on the roll of those 
nations who love war rather than peace. Witness, Mr. Chair- 
man, the record we have made and are yet making along that 
line. 

The increase in the expenditures for the Navy within the past 
seven years, from 1898 to 1904, inclusive, have been enormous, 
while those for rivers and harbors have been surprisingly 
small. That arm of the Government during those years has 
cost $490,038,469.27, whilst only $133,593,088.97 have been ex- 
pended on all the rivers and harbors in this wide expanse of 
country from the Lakes to the Gulf, from the Atlantic to the Pa- 
cific. In truth, more money has been spent during these years 
upon the Navy than were expended on rivers and harbors from 


the beginning of the Government down to and including the 
wad 





entire sum spent on those warthy objects of governmental care 


| was only $431,101,750.20. Now, I submit that if a continuance 


of this policy is justified by the people, then it is not a healthy 
public sentiment which impels them. But the injustice done to 
the commerce of the country will be further accentuated if I 
give the figures representing these expenditures, respectively, for 
the two purposes from year to year during this period, from 
1898 to 1904. 

On the Navy the expenditures have been as follows: 


1898 — am Oa $58, 823, 984. 80 
1899 | ee : 63, 942, 11 ) 
1900 | : w : : = 55° 953, 077 72 
a < ae . 60, 506, 978. 47 
902 .. 4 a . i 67, S03, 128, 24 
19023 _ a 8? G6LS, O84. 18 
ioe... Ss , = 102, 956, 101. 55 


For rivers and harbors the following represent the disburse- 
ments during the same period: 


1898 nee i a , a . $20, T85, 049. 96 
NE  oeecetceeci ane ‘ 7 .. 16, O82, 541. 42 
1900 es . 18, 718, 864. 82 
1901 - aba aan “ ~ 19, 544, 473. 71 
1902 — * a 14, 947, 9SO. 74 
1903 _ : Se - : : a 19, 590, O82, VI 
1904 — salkcipapsi reins . 23, 924, 096. 11 


It will thus be seen that the average annual increase for the 
support of the Navy has been more than 20 per cent, while for 
rivers and harbors the average expenditures have actually fallen 
off about 2 per cent, when compared with the amount expended 
in 1898, and that, too, while the demand for transportation facili 
ties has been rapidlv growing. Productions have increased 
and are still increasing annually. And a large proportion of 
this output, the products of the farm, the mine, the forest, and 
the factory, must be transported by public conveyance at least 
some distance before it reaches the consumer. 

I have not at hand statistics, nor do they appear to be avyail- 
able, showing the annual increase in every line of productive 
energy in the United States which go to make up the great ag- 
gregate of freight requiring transportation by land and water. 
But I have collected data giving the aggregate of certain prod- 
ucts in different years, from which I have prepared a list show 
ing the amount produced for the years 1898 and 1904, and from 
this a fair estimate may be made as to the annual increase on 
these lines of production, perhaps of every line of industry. 
The following is the table: 





Production of cereals, animals on farms, ete for years I 
cent of increase or decr 
1898. 1M Per ct 
ofincre 
Production of 
Corn ; oa bushels 8. 24 
Wool éencce pounds 40 
Coal _. ei nieit tons 62.45 
Petroleum ......... gallons 2. 46 
Pig iron. .... can tons 3 52 2. 6 
Copper Z .do 235, 060 311, 627 22. 58 
Animals on farms 
Cattle : a |. y 45,105,083 61.049. 315 25 35 
Horses ek A do | 13, 960,911 16, 736, 069 19.88 
NTs od cc neeaieen do 37 , 656, 960 51, 630, 144 | 37.17 
| | Oe do 2, 1$0, 282 2,757,918 25. 3 
Swine Sedo do 39, 759, 993 47, OUY, 367 18.23 


From this table it can readily be deduced, even if we had no 
other data to guide us, that the percentage of increase each 
year in all lines of production is very large, probably not 
less than 6 or 8 per cent. Population, too, is increasing about 
2 per cent per annum; values, about 443 per cent—all showing 
an increasing demand for internal improvements, coupled with 
a greater ability to pay for them, with no increase but a fall- 
ing off in expenditures for such during the period men 
tioned, while at the same time this mad rush for a large army 
and a magnificent navy has entailed an enormous increase of 
appropriations for those purposes, an increase, let me say, en- 
tirely abnormal and out of proportion to the demands of the 
country; and, worse still, this increase, as I have said, has 
been at the expense of the rivers and harbors of the country, 
for the improvement of which there is a demand everywhere, 
voiced by commercial bodies, by the press, by the Members 
here, by constituencies, and by conditions throughout the land. 
Expression, too, was given to this demand by the Democratic 
convention at St. Louis last year when it declared in “ favor of 
liberal appropriations for the improvement of the waterways 
of the country” and condemned “the policy of starving home 
development in order to feed the greed for conquest and the ap- 


year 1902; for during all that time, more than a century, the | petite for national prestige and display of strength.” 
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Indeed, there is no bill as popular with the masses of the peo- | 
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ple or that would secure as many votes on this floor as a gener- | 
ous river and harbor appropriation bill, making reasonable | 


provision for the commerce-bearing streams and harbors of our 
land. 


Why, sir, while appropriations press upon and overlap each | 


other for the Navy, while we seek opportunity to add to the 
strength of that establishment, adopting practically every sug- 
gestion of the Department looking to its improvement, we do not 


meet by one-tenth the recommendations for river and harbor | 


work made by the engineers of the War Department. It has 
been estimated, for instance, that there are four or five bundred 


millions of projects recommended by the Government engineers | 


as being worthy of improvement, and while of course no one 
bill could take care of them all, if all were worthy, which many 
admit of doubt, I call attention to these recommendations 


partly for the purpose of showing the great demand for more | 


liberality in the direction of river and harbor improvements. 
‘These recommendations would not have been made had there 
not been a demand for the improvements suggested. The 
engineers, bright, intelligent, and honest men, on the ground 
and familiar with the respective localities and their commercial 


demands, would not and could not have been mistaken in all of | 


these cases. Traffic conditions, too, all over the country show 
a demand for these improvements, or the most of them. 

The railroads, while their traffic is enormous, are not fully 
meeting the demands upon them. 


During the year 19038 they | 


earried 1,304,394,523 tons of freight, and the traffic is growing | 


all the time. 

Then, too, the water transportation has not been idle. Com- 
plete and reliable statistics are not obtainable as to this class 
of traffic, but enough can be obtained to show that it is not only 
large, but increasing all the while. On the Great Lakes, for 
instance, the traffic, of which is principally the ores and grain, 
carried along a parallel of latitude of similar productions and 
in sharp competition with superior lines of railways on both 


sides, 51,051,345 tons were transported in the year 1904, and | 


the traffic is closed by ice for three months and a half each year. 
Again, Mr. Chairman, there are no complete statistics of the 
Atlantie coast traffic, but it is certainly very large. 


this, too, during a period of about eight months and a half, as | 


The coast- | 


wise coal shipments alone from the leading Atlantic ports ag- | 


eregated, it is said, 33,916,662 tons for the year 1903, and it is 
sife to conclude, I should say, that the combined tonnage of all 
ether freight going up and down the Atlantic during the year 
is much larger than the coal tonnage. The coastwise Pacific 


and Gulf traffic is also very large, to say nothing of that which | 
goes over the inland waterways of the country, none of which | 
| internal improvements. 


has been fully improved. And when we consider that all this 


traffic comes in sharp competition with well-equipped railways, | 


whose cars can be moved with greater celerity from place to 


h 
and harbors were improved to their fullest capacity. 
that such a large quantity of the freight is carried by water is 
further proof that the railroads are not in a condition as yet, 
perhaps will not be for many decades, to entirely meet the in- 
creased demand of commerce that will be made upon them. 


The chances are that with all the stimulus that competition can | 


bring to bear upon the railroads they will not keep pace with 
the increase in productive energy of the country. So that 
water transportation is and will be for many years, if not for 
all time, a necessity. 

Complaint, as we know, Mr. Chairman, is coming up from all 
parts of the country, whether justly or unjustly, that the freight 
rates are too high, and the demand for Federal interference has 
been made, finding expression in a bill which passed the House 
a few days ago authorizing the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, in conjunction with certain courts, to be organized to fix 
rates over railroads from time to time. 

Now, I do not intend to enter into a discussion here of that 
legislation, but I wish to say that perhaps a far more potent 
factor, at least a really potent factor, in the fixing of rates 
would be competition, and especially that class of competition 
which would be furnished by the improvement of the commerce- 
bearing streams traversing the interior and the harbors which 
dot our coast line on both sides of the continent. But instead 
of increasing liberality toward them we are compelled by reason 
of abnormally large expenditures in ether directions to stint 
these great national highways of commerce, while we must, it 
seems, {n every naval bill add to the ever-lengthening roll of 
battle ships, each of which takes from the Treasury seven and a 
half millions of money. 

A hundred millions of dollars are being appropriated every 
year for the Navy and less than twenty millions for rivers and 


ace than boats upon water, it can be readily seen that the | 
ight carried by water would be much greater if the rivers | 
The fact | 
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harbors. These river and harbor bills have been coming on 
about every three years during the last decade, the last two— 
those of 1899 and 1902—authorizing and appropriating each 
about $60,000,000, while the one recently reported to the House 
and now on the Calendar only carries about thirty millions in 
cash and authorizations combined; and all because of the large 
expenditures for the Army and the Navy. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that this is unjust to our commerce, 
unfair to our people, and a blow at the great industrial develop- 
ment now going on in the country. It presents a condition 
that demands a speedy remedy. It is, perhaps, too late, how- 
ever, to apply that remedy at this session of Congress. But 
I would, if I could, pare this bill down. I would take off the 
two battle ships at least. as unnecessary at this time, and add 
the $15,000,000 it will take to construct them to the river and 
harbor bill. I do not wish it to be understood, however, that 
I would unnecessarily weaken the Army or the Navy. I know 
that a larger Navy is required now than was necessary in 1898. 

No matter how we arrived at that condition, we are there. 
And it is no part of my purpose at this time to again call 
attention to the sad mistake we made in acquiring landed 
possession in the Far East, thus adding an element of weakness 
rather than strength, because weakness it is: weakness from 
a military and strategical standpoint as well as from the 
standpoint of good, sound business principles. 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, with all our military equipment, our large 
Army, and our magnificent battle ships, with the heavy tramp 
of our armed battalions heard in many lands, and our Navy 
patrolling every sea, we are weaker than before we embarked 
on the fatuous policy of extending our possessions into these 
far-distant and widely separated countries. 

But, sir, while I would not unnecessarily hamper or weaken 
the naval establishment, I would not let the demands of these 
distant dependencies cripple our home interests. The battle 
ships, I think, Mr. Chairman, can wait without detriment to the 
service, while something is done for “home development.” 
Then, too, by waiting we will know more perhaps as to the re- 
quirements of a first-class navy. 

Japan with her little navy, with fewer ships and less guns 
than Russia, but nevertheless victorious up to the present over 
her more powerful foe, may teach us something as to an im- 
proved and modernized navy. It may be that efficiency may be 
seen to lie along the line of larger battle ships and heavier 
guns, or their importance may be minimized in the light of oc- 
currences in the very near future. ‘ 

In any event no harm can come from waiting for one, two, or 
four years, and much good may and will likely result if we turn 
our attention for a while, partially at least, from the navy to 


Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a great country, with bound!tess 
resources and a patriotic and enterprising people, and we can 
accomplish within bounds whatever we may desire to accom- 
plish; but whatever we may do we should take no backward 
step, neither should we lag in this era of national growth and 
industrial development. But if we would win in this struggle 
for industrial supremacy, we should place no obstacles in the 
pathway of our progress. 

The people in all the walks of life are performing their part 
in this great struggle, while looking to us here to see that no 
unnecessary burdens are placed on their shoulders and no clogs 
upon the wheels of their endeavor. Let us not disappoint them. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. FOSS. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words 
on the subject of the navy’ bill. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think it is rather harsh 
to talk about the navy bill when it is up for consideration? 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not waste much of the time of tle 
House. 

Mr. MANN. I do not think the gentleman ever wastes the 
time of the House. 

Mr. PERKINS. Thank you. This is a proper occasion, and 
I desire for a few minutes to state to the Members of this 
House my views with reference to this bill. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, it is all right to be patriotic; it is all 
right to be public spirited ; but after all, as legislators, what we 
have to consider in a public appropriation is not a mere “ hoorah 
boys,” it is not any public ery more or less intelligent, but what 
we can justify to our own consciences. Here is certainly an 
extraordinary situaticn. The country is exceptionally prosper- 
ous, and yet in a time of profound peace, in a time of ex- 
ceptional prosperity, we are threatened by a deficit. There 
must be some explanation; there should be some justification to 
be found in that explanation. We may as well know what the 
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explanation is. A gentleman on the other side, the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SuHerrarp], stated yesterday that the appro- 
priations for the Navy of the United States for the last three | no foreign power threatened the United States, in which we had 
years had exceeded by over $30,000,000 all that the people of | no necessity of any war ships to protect us, instead of spending 
the United States have spent on public buildings from the day | $5,000,000 or $10,000,000 or $14,000,060 a year, as we were spend 
when George Washington was inaugurated down to the day | ing in 1887 or 1888, we had spent each year a sum sufficient to 
when ‘Theodore Roosevelt will be inaugurated. build up a great navy. What would we have had to show for it? 
So that it is evident that the talk we often hear about the | We had no war, so it was not required for that. Millions and 
extravagance of Congress in what they are pleased to call the | hundreds of millions would have been spent, and we would have 
“pork-barrel” appropriations, in which their own districts | no more to show for them to-day than if the money bad been 
have some share, are not the things that have brought this | spent in burning powder. 
Government within reach of a deficit. What is the great item If we authorize two new ships now, costing $15,000,000, in 
of expense of the Government of the United States within the | twenty years they will not be worth as much for purposes of 
last few years? Not over fifteen years ago the entire appro- | was as that desk is. In ten years their value as men-of-war 
priations for the Navy, if 1 remember right, were about | will have depreciated 


suggestion that we should add two men-of-war to the force we 
have. Suppose during all these ninety years of peace, in which 


$15,000,000 annually. The present appropriation bill calls for | Mr. DAYTON. Upon what authority does the gentleman 
un expenditure of $100,600,C00, It is safe to say that if the | make these statements? 
entire scheme for the increase of the Navy as is contemplated | Mr. PERKINS. Upon the authority of many oflicers in the 
is carried out the annual appropriations for the Navy will be | Navy with whom I have talked. 
in the vicinity of from one hundred and fifty to two hundred | Mr. DAYTON. Will you quote one? 
millions of dollars, Mr. PERKINS. No; I will-quote no one with whom I have 
Well, now, Mr. Chairman, whatever is requisite for national | talked. 
defeuse or national glory or national greatness we should Mr. DAYTON. Are you aware of the fact that the Tera s 
provide; but, on the other hand, our expenditures must be | 20 years of age as a battle ship and is in perfect repair in t 
governed by a reasonable regard to what is so required. Navy to-day? 
In judging the future and in judging the present we ought Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. And did great fighting at 
to be governed, as all men are governed, by a regard for the | Santiago? 
past. Ninety years have passed since any government in the Mr. DAYTON. And did great fighting at Santiago. 
world attacked or threatened the Government of the United Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. When she was 14 or 15 
States. We have had ninety years of profund and entire peace. | years old. 
Those ninety years were at a time when the country was very Mr. DAYTON. Are you aware that with proper ind 





much smaller and very much weaker than it is now. Is there} maintenance there is no more disintegration in a 
any rational man on the floor of this House who believes that | than there is in any brick building on shore or any other work 
we are now in any danger of attack from any foreign power? | of that kind? 
I do not believe there is one. Mr. PERKINS. I am aware that co1 | 
There is another thing that we ought to consider in seeing | art of warfare has gone on in the past and is not going to stop 
what are the proper requirements of a navy for the purposes | now. I am aware that the men-of-war built forty or fifty 
of defense. I do not talk from my own knowledge, but from | years ago are of no more use to-day than a ship that sailed with 
facts that have been furnished me by officers of the Navy in ref- | the Spanish armada. 


Ista 
1d 


rogress in the 
{ 


erence to the requisite strength of a navy for purposes of pro- Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Neither would an old gun 

tection. Mr. PERKINS. No, indeed; and so we have to consider the 
Formerly a sailing ship with small equipment, with no coal, | fact, which no one familiar with the development of nayal war 

could cross 3,000 miles of ocean, and a hundred ships on the} fare can deny, that the Navy we are building up to-day will 


coast of Europe were almost as effective for offense as a hun-| have to be constantly renewed. I do not think my friend de- 
dred ships on the shores of this land were for defense. That | nies that. 


has been changed by the requirements of the great men-of-war Mr. DAYTON. Will you pardon me? 
which are now constructed. Forty men-of-war on the coast of Mr. PERKINS. Certainly, I will pardon you. 
America are fully equivalent to any sixty men-of-war that could Mr. DAYTON. We keep up with modern improvements, but 


be sent from Germany, England, or any European country. | when you speak of a vessel being of no account, and the hull 
The necessities of coal, the great supply of coal that any man-!/ and material parts of it being antiquated in ten years, I 
of-war must carry, the great number of men that must be sus- | think 





tained and fed on any ship, make a defensive force of 100 ships Mr. PERKINS. I think I said twenty years. 

equal to an offensive force of 150 that have to traverse a dis- Mr. DAYTON. There may be changes in its internal ar 

tance of 3,000 miles. rangements, and there may be improvements in its guns, but 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. On either coast? | the battle-ship type as a vessel, I undertake to say, is very well 
Mr. PERKINS. On either coast, except that on the other | settled and has been for a great many more than twenty years. 

side the distance is 10,000 miles, so that the effectiveness of the Mr. BRICK. Do you know how old the Teras is? 

defensive force is considerably greater in proportion. So for Mr. PERKINS. No, sir. 

purposes of defense, even supposing we were threatened with Mr. BRICK. It is about 20 years old, I think, 

war, a defensive navy that has two-thirds the strength of an | Mr. PERKINS. That may be. 

attacking power would be sufficient. Mr. BRICK. And it is still a good first-class battle ship. 
Sut, Mr. Chairman, is there anyone who will even suggest Mr. PERKINS. But the experience of all navies, just the 

that there is any cause for a reasonable man’s anticipating an | same, shows that every year a certain amount of deterioration 


attack upon this country? The one great maritime power is | goes on, and whenever a change of type is made and a new 
England. War between the United States and England, what- | sort of ship is invented the old type goes out, as the old wooden 
ever happened to the United States, would be ruin to England. | men-of-war went out when the Monitor and the Merrimac came 
There is no more reason to anticipate an attack from England | in. 


than I have to anticipate a personal assault from my friend Mr. RIXEY. Will you permit one question? 
from Michigan [Mr. Wm. ALDEN SmitH] who sits just at my Mr. PERKINS. You will use up my thirty minutes, but 
left. | go on 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. And we had no expectation of | Mr. RIXEY. In reply to the gentleman from West Virginia 
any assault from Spain or any war with Spain six months be- | I will state that the table which the chairman of the Committee 
fore it began. | on Naval Affairs gives omits all vessels which are over 20 years 

Mr. PERKINS. I have no recollection of Spain having made | old as obsolete and of no further account. 





| 
an assault upon us. | Mr. PERKINS. That would certainly seem, Mr. Chair 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Well, practically. | man—— 


Mr. PERKINS. Ah, not at all. Mr. RIXEY. I would like to state this further fact, which 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Spain misgoverned territory in | came out in the hearings, that all of our vessels, battle ships 
this hemisphere, and an American battle ship, lying quietly at | and armored cruisers which are 4 years old and over, are to 





anchor in the harbor of Habana, was treacherously sunk. | some extent obsolete at the present time, because their guns 
Mr. PERKINS. I was speaking solely as to the requirements | were built for brown powder, and now we use smokeless powder. 

of a navy to protect ourselves. Further on I may say a word Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Is not the same true of a 

or two as to what may be required for a navy with which to | mowing machine? 

attack others. Mr. TALBOTT. What becomes, then, of the vessels of the age 


There is another thing we should consider in reference to the | of the Teras, and other vessels built almost as long ago? 
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Ir. PERKINS. I think, Mr. Chairman, I must first ascertain 
how much time I have left. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has fifteen minutes. 


Mr. PERKINS. Then I think I must decline to answer 
further qu because half my time has already been con- 
sumed in answering questions. 

Mr. DAYTON, I will yield further time to the gentleman if 
he will allow me to answer the gentleman from Virginia. There 
is but ene battle ship in the American Navy that is 20 
years of age. There is not one battle ship in the American 
Navy that the gentleman can get a single officer of the Navy to 
declare is obsolete or out of date. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, 
tleman if other nations, in building battle ships, do 
to meet the same conditions in deterioration that we do, 
therefore we must keep up with the times? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will answer that question in my view very 


tions, 


I would like to ask the gen- 
not have 
and 








promptly. They have to meet the same conditions we do, but 
they do not have to meet with the same conditions and surround- 
ings, the same danger from attack that we do. We are in a 
position where we have 3,000 miles of ocean on one side and | 








10,000 1 on the other side, with 80,000,000 people, the 
granary of the entire world, furnishing the Old World with 
the necessaries of life, and to say that we need the same protec- 
tion that France does against Germany is nonsense. Any 
Frencliiman knows that there is the possible contingency of a 
sudden attack from Germany against France. But any man on | 
the floor of this House knows that there is no more possibility 


of an attack by Germany on this country than I am in danger of 
an attack on the floor by any other Member. 

It seems to me extraordinary that when the quality of 
couras from the head of the Government down, so largely, 
properly, and justly praised, that when it comes to spending 
millions and hundreds of millions for defense there seems to 
be a sort of timorousness and timidity that is most unusual. 
Is it not possible that we are getting into a condition of nervous 
apprehension—that we are not displaying the judgment of in- 
telligent men, but the nervous timidity of scared men? Sup- 
pose man should say, “ Pennsylvania avenue has been 
peaceable for a long time, 
about, or there may be assassins or 


ze 1S, 


SO! i} 
burglars around, 


belt lest I should be assaulted when I walk down that 


but I fear there may be Indians | 
and [| 
think it is proper that I should buy a pistol and put a knife | 





in my 

street.” Would that be statesmanship? Would that be a proper 
expenditure of his money? We should say that a man that 
talked like that was a fool, because he was anticipating a | 


danger that no rational man had any just ground to anticipate. | 


I say, Mr. Chairman, when we are talking about an increase 
of the Navy—it is dangerous to be a prophet, but I make this | 
prophecy—that not one of the ships that we have built, not one 
of the two ships that we are going to authorize this time, if the 
majority vote for it, will ever fire a hostile gun at any man, at | 
any ship, or at any fortress. They will fire away expensive 
but harmless thunder. 

There is another thing to be considered. There has been 


ili in the newspapers criticising Congressmen who would 





ti: ne cent from the naval bill, and seek to add it to the 
two bills by which internal improvements are attended 
to Mr. Chairman, look at the purpose of the Navy. It 
can answer but one of two purposes. For the purpose of defense 


it should be requisite. Its further value is for the means of 
developing foreign trade 
wealth. 

Is there any nh 


developments of 


1an here who will not admit that the internal 
the United States, by the development of the 
rivers and harbors, has added $1,000 to the national wealth for 
every dollar that has been added or will be added by any Navy 

ay | The money that has been spent in the internal 
development of this country has been, for the most part, 
\ To check us in this pressing haste for a great navy, 


of which we have no present need, is not wisdom. What 
would gentleman from Pennsylvania, a member of the 
Naval Committee, say if he were asked what was the most 

wrtant expenditure of money, to take the money required to 
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Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. But you asked me the ques- 


tion. 
Mr. PERKINS. Very well, the gentleman can answer. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. The gentleman asks me 


which is the most important. I answer, both. 

Mr. PERKINS. The trouble is, Mr. Chairman, the people 
of the country are in favor of a naval appropgiation bill, and a 
large one; they are in favor of an extension of these appropria- 
tions so long as they do not feel that it comes out of their own 
pocket; but they do feel it when we come to the point, as we 
have now, when we are told in this very House that we can 
not have a public-building bill or a river and harbor bill. Why? 
Because there will be a deficit. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Who says that? 

Mr. PERKINS. Who says that? Why we have heard that 
a hundred times. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I have not heard that, and I 


should be sorry to hear that. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then the gentleman hears it now. We have 
been told that the rivers and harbors bill must be cut down to 
the very lowest limit, and why? Because there must not be a 
deficit. But when there has been any suggestion of cutting off 
from the naval bill, that has been put within the sacred ark, 
we are told that it can not be touched. 

When these people who are so anxious for a large naval ap- 
propriation find out that the new court-house which is required 
can not be built, that the old harbor which should be deepened 
can not be cleaned out, because of the necessity for an increase 
in the Navy to suit the taste of some admiral or some Secre- 
tary, the bill will be less popular. If we can have both, well 
and good, but when it comes to a question as between the im- 
provement of the country and the building up of the Navy, 
when the citizen has it put up to him that in order to have one 
more Cruiser sailing about from port to port his post-office can 
not be enlarged, that in order to have another magnificent 
$7,000,000 man-of-war it is necessary to give up the harbor 
project, then the question will be very forcibly presented to 
him as to which is the thing of most importance to the develop- 
ment of the country. 

If we had indefinite money and nothing to do but to expend 
it, well and good, but I do not think it is a good thing for our 
Congress, for a Republican Congress, in a time of profound 
peace and prosperity, to put new taxation on the people. Yet 
we will surely have to add new taxation, as the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. LirrLerietp] has so often said to us lately. You 
can not run a Government indefinitely and expend more than 
you take in, any more than a man can indefinitely expend more 
than his income without having the sheriff some day step in at 
the front door. The Government is in the same position. It 
might be well enough, if there was an indefinite surplus which 
we wanted to get rid of, to spend it on ships, ornamental and 
handsome, and to furnish employment for many distinguished 
officers; but when we are met now in this present Fifty-eighth 
Congress with the necessity for cutting off somewhere, would 
it show bad judgment, bad statesmanship, or bad patriotism to 


| say that we should go slowly with the upbuilding of the Navy 


ind in that way increasing the national | 


| of age, unless they are reconstructed within that time, 


deepen the « hant nel at Philad Iphia to a depth that would admit | 


the great and growing commerce of the world, or to build one | 
battle ship which will fire empty salutes, which in all proba- 
bility will never meet an enemy, but will furnish a place where 
men may drill and where an admiral may walk up and down | 


Which is the most im- 
gentleman from Pennsylva- 


rter-deck in pride of place? 


not know what the 


the qui 
porta nt? I do 
nia thinks - 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania rose. 
Mr. PERKINS. I ean not yield to him now; 
in his own time, 


he can answer 


of the United States? 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from New 
York permit an interruption now? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. RIXEY. I simply want to justify myself by stating, in 
answer to the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton], 
that I find in the report of the chiarman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs the statement that where ships are over 20 years 
they are 
considered obsolete and are omitted. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say just a word 
or two more and then I will sit down. Our country has had 
an extraordinary and unprecedented development in wealth and 
greatness. There is not an intelligent man who does not know 
that one reason—I do not say the only reason or the chief 
reason—why we have grown in wealth with much greater ra- 
pidity than any European power is because the drain upon the 
people of the country for an army and a navy has been very 
much less than upon the people of any European power. You 
may talk all you please about an army and a navy. It may be 
necessary. It may be requisite, but it is a fin: unci ial drain of 
men and money. 

Does anyone question that if in the last ninety years instead 
of having small expenditures for the Army and Navy they had 
been as large in proportion to the national budget as they are 
to-day, that this country would be, while wealthy and rich, not 
as rich, not as powerful as it is to-day? Now, we have reached 
a point when, though the country is richer than it was, our 
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‘expenditure for purposes of possible warfare is very much 
darger. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that it should certainly fur- 
‘nish a theme of thought when a country that is rich and power- 
‘ful, and for that reason in less danger of attack, expends a very 
‘much larger proportion of its national expenditure on an Army 
and Navy than it did when it was weak and poor and therefore 
‘more exposed to the hostility of any foreign power. It is un- 
‘usual, certainly, that as we grow greater and stronger we 
‘should find the necessity for national defense greater. 

Suggestions may be made of the need of a navy with refer- 
ence to the Philippine Islands. Let no one fear that. We are 
doing there, doubtless, a very charitable and honorable work. 
But no one will envy us a work which, however honorable, how- 
ever commendable, however praiseworthy, involves an expendi- 
ture of $20 out for every dollar that comes in. I have never 
heard of any necessity for the proprietors of an orphan asylum 
or any other great charity guarding it by police from the 
avarice of others. 

I approve the policy, but it is not necessary to have a navy 
to keep any other power from attacking our charitable and ex- 
pensive work. We are too great a people to need any display 
of regimentals in order to hold the respect of the world. The 
man who thinks that this land will not have the world’s respect, 
will not have its due weight in the world’s councils, unless we 
spend a hundred millions a year on our Navy, has a poor con- 
ception of the causes of our country’s greatness. [Applause.] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Brick]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is recog- 
nized for twenty minutes. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to talk on the 
nayal bill at this time, but I find the gentleman from New York, 


who has just spoken, has placed his ideas as to the building of two | 


more battle ships upon a rather less patriotic plane than I feel, 
and so I crave the attention of the House at this time for that 
reason. The committee has brought in a naval programme in this 
bill of two first-class battle ships, and that is all. We have done 
that with a full appreciation of the fact that this year the ex- 
penditures of the Government are liable to exceed the revenues, 
and therefore we have combined the entire naval programme to 
two first-class battle ships. And these we have put in after hay- 
ing cut out of the naval appropriation bill in its various items, 
running through the whole ninety-seven pages, more, perhaps, 
than has been reduced in all the other appropriation bills taken 
together. Almost $20,000,000 have been taken out of this bill 
and cut from what was deemed by the Department real neces- 
sities to the Navy of our country. The naval programme, as be- 
lieved by the Department to be the one necessary, amounted to 
about $42,000,000. Then they cut that down to about $25,000,000, 

Your Committee on Naval Affairs have reduced that in this 
bill to $15,550,000, which represents the two battle ships that I 
have spoken of. Now what do we require with a further naval 
programme? We have twelve great battleships. When all those 
now ordered, some time in the far-off future, are completed we 
will have something like twenty-five battle ships. And there 
are persons who say that our Navy now is greater and better 
than all the rest of the world, which is a very self-sufficient, 
patriotic belief, but which, as a matter of fact, taking all the 
experience of all our great naval commanders and men who are 
fully acquainted with and have an ample and clear appre- 
ciation of the naval needs of this country, taking their word for 
it, we are not now in a position to maintain American dignity 
and honor and safety and prestige in the world even when those 
ships are built and completed. 

America, whether we will it or not, stands to-day upon a 
commanding position in the world. Of all the nations, America 
is perhaps playing the most prominent part on the great stage 
of the world’s action at the present time. 

The genius of our people, the progression of the race, the pro- 
lific resources of our soil, the splendid bravery of the American 
soldier and seaman, dwelling all beneath the flag of American 
institutions, have combined to invoke the spirit of an evolution 
that makes us the central figure of a great international drama, 
[ Applause. } 

It came without any premeditated contrivance. 

Through the operation of a series of events, reinforced step 
by step in human action, we have grown to world-wide propor- 
tions by a natural, irrepressible expension, and with it we are 
to bear responsibilities correspondingly grave. 

Whether we wish it or not, we must meet them and decide 
upon the future. We have always met our burdens and borne 


our burdens, and turned them to glory. We can do so again, | 


but we can’t do it by dodging the questions of to-morrow, We 
can advance, or, by inaction, we will recede. 

The conditions of the world are such that we will not be per- 
mitted to stand still and hold our own. 
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We may have international complications if we proceed, they 
say. Well, that may be. 

But we must decide. and we'll not avoid difficulties of any 
sort by deciding wrong, and we will not be able to purchase selt 
respecting peace and contentment by any coin of procrastinating 
timidity. 

What is the price of peace wedded with American supremacy? 
What shall we do to defend ourselves against the world and at 
the same time maintain our prestige in its company? 

In the first place we must always think of to-morrow, and 
then have the farsighted and courageous patriotism to prepare 
for it. 

We must have naval readiness at all times and places val 
readiness sufficient to meet the demands that may be urged upon 
us by any country. 

That means we should provide adequate fortifications and 
coast-defense ships for the chief harbors of the United States. 

It means a nayal force large enough to defend at home and 
act offensively in our defense abroad. 

A navy big enough to command peace by its huge and thous 
ful presence. 

A naval force of such importance that we may continue to e 
force our national American policy, called the “ Monroe d 
trine,” and do it without clash of arms. 

We need battle ships enough so we may extend that doctrine 


to the exclusion of every foreign country from acquiring a coal 
ing station within 3,000 miles of San Francisco. 
We require a navy of sufficient size to foster and protect a 


merchant marine, to preserve inviolate every American right 
and interest in the Panama Canal, to maintain the rights and 
dignity of every American citizen everywhere in the world, to 
uphold in quiet integrity American diplomacy, to support 

foreign policies, and to give full effect and binding quality to 


our 


| our treaties under all circumstances. 


All these things and the great work we have to do in the Phil- 
ippines demand an increased navy. 

In order to have peace we must be prepared for war. 

To reduce to a minimum the complications incident to a world 
power we must have live men and real ships behind our right- 
tul policies. 

The Monroe doctrine, our diplomatic ideas, the government 
and control of the Panama Canal, will not be very mucl 
effective than our ships are numerous and strong. 

Invasion of any real and threatening character must con 
us from the sea, and it is on the sea we must meet and deci 
sively settle the problems of the years to come, whatever they 
may be. 


The Navy is the most important factor of our security and 
progress in the future. It is true with nations as well as it is 
with individuals, that a man’s or a nation’s word is strong and 
effective according to the importance of the man or the nation 


in the world and the respect commanded. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Brick] allow me a question? 

Mr. BRICK. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BARTHOLDT]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Would it not be well to convert the 
Navy into a merchant marine? We are building ships and 
ships and ships, and since here is no probability of war with any 
country—at least, there is no one within the sound of my voic 


equipment, with their officers and sailors, how will you make us 

of them? They mean a tremendous annual expenditure upox 

this nation without any practical use. 

Does net the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Brick] think tha 
the time may come when it will be feasible to consider the idea 
of converting those ships of the Navy to the uses of a merchant 
marine? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. And seatter them wherever ther: 
is water, so that they will be unavailable in time of need? 

Mr. BRICK. In answer to the question of the gentk 

from Missouri [Mr. Bartruoxtpt], I will say I would like to hay 

both, but I would not want to do away with the defense of th: 
nation. Even though to-day the skies are clear, nobody knows 

when they will be clouded. Certainly it would seem to me to b« 

a very shortsighted policy that we should do away with cur 

national defense. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It was not my idea to do away with tl 
national defense. I would use the national defense for anothe 
useful purpose. 

Mr. BRICK. That is a question I would rather the Depart 
ment would settle. I could not answer that. The United 
| States, as was said by the gentleman from Maine the other da 

{s to all practical purposes an insular country. 

We are bounded on the east, west, and south by the great seag 


that could point to any country in the world that would feel like 
tackling us—with all of those ships on the ocean, with their 
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Our two land frontiers, Canada and Mexico, are so hopelessly 
inferior to us in everything pertaining to a military advantage 
that fear does not invade us from that direction. 

Sut, like England, any invasion which would threaten us with 
a real danger must and will come from out the sea during all 
the long future. ; 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I suggest to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Brick] that Canada is unable to make very great 
preparations for sea warfare, because under the treaties she is 
not permitted to keep any armament on much of her exposed 
coast line. 

Mr. BRICK. That is in harmony with what I say. We need 
fear nothing from Mexico or Canada, but it is from the sea, it 
is from other countries that we must look to and prepare 
against. So I say again, and I believe it, that our Navy is the 
most important factor of our security and progress in the future. 

Mr. GILBERT. I understand the logic of the proposition of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Brick] to be that the better 
prepared a navy is for war the more conducive it is to peace. 
Is that right’? 

Mr. BRICK. That is right. 

Mr. GILBERT. Let us go a step further. Does not the gen- 
tleman think it would be promotive of the peace of society for 
every citizen to go armed? 

Mr. BRICK. No; I do not think that is an analogous 
situation. 

Mr. GILBERT. ‘That every man may carry a revolver or a 
Winchester, and therefore we will have peace. 

Mr. BRICK. We are all citizens of a free Republic. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. We have a very effective police 
system that supervises our individual safety. 

Mr. BRICK. That is what I was about to answer. The Navy | 
is under the Government control, and is a national police power, 
if you choose to eall it that, protecting the peace of the world 
as applied to us. Among citizens we have the police officers, the | 
sheriffs, the law courts: we have all of those things in order to | 
protect the citizen and procure peace between ourselves. 

Mr. GILBERT. Does not the gentleman think that our policy | 
of an immense Navy would induce every other nation to increase | 
its navy, too, and all the nations of the world will be engaged in 
a rivalry as to which will be the best prepared for war? 

Mr. BRICK. They all have been, and are to-day. I will 
speak of that later on. I will tell what preparations they are 
making to-day. 

Now, it is my belief that if we will build a navy, and build it 
strong enough, its moral effect will be to discourage conflict and 
give us peace and honor and commercial power, with all of its | 
untold economy of blood and treasure. 

This is not a spirit of “ militarism.” Militarism presupposes 
a nation saturated with an inspiration to seek national aggran- 
dizement by militant aggression. 

The chief military power of this country, as in England, must 
lie in the Navy. I would build a navy in the spirit of national 
defense, not to exploit an ambitious and arrogant disposition. | 
And when the hour comes for action—I hope that time may be 
long averted—the pride of American honor will be not how | 
can we fight, but has a right been assailed; is our claim just, | 
and do we have to defend? And when that happens, then every | 
drop of American blood in my veins cries out: “I want to fight 
to win.” [Loud applause. ] 

When that time happens, as we all pray it will not, it is plain | 
to everyone that no matter how defensive in origin or political | 
character a war may be, when it is once begun we must be pre- 
pared to fight aggressively. The enemy must not only be 
fended off, but they must be stricken down. And there will be 
no time for this preparation after war begins. We can not re- | 


eruit and make sailors like you can soldiers in the Army, and | 
it takes three and one-half years to build a first-class battle ship. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I want to ask the gentleman 
if he will allow me a question? 

Mr. BRICK. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Of course the theory of this 
preparation depends on the necessity for it. From what di- | 
rection does the gentleman apprehend such danger now as to 
justify this extraordinary increase in the armament of the coun- 
try ? 

Mr. BRICK. In answer to that, all I can say is that I would 
build a navy in accordance with the experience of all history of | 
the world down to now and to the Spanish war. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Does the gentleman include 
our own experience during the last century, when we practically | 
were without armament, and certainly we made some progress? 

Mr. BRICK. I will include our own history. I will show 
whether we were practically without armament or not. We 
always had greater armament in proportion to the value of our 
property than we have now. I will give the statistics later on. 


| twelve other 





Now, the last and best test of what a navy should be is ex- 
emplified in the Russo-Japan war, and that same war empha- 
sizes beyond the power of my mere assertion what a large navy 
means to us. 

In that conflict the smaller craft and torpedo boats did little 
or no damage. It was the big battle ships that sunk Russia’s 
fleets one after another. - 

And had Russia a navy such as I contend for in America she 
would still be securely intrenched behind the walls of Port 
Arthur. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That includes the men as well 
as the ship? 

Mr. BRICK. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I would ask the gentleman if we had 
throughout the world proper arbitration treaties, might not the 
war between Russia and Japan have been obviated, and whether 
he thinks there is any justification for that war in the progress 
of the world? 

Mr. BRICK. I can not say that there is any justification 
for that war in the progress of the world, except that I might 
philosophize a little upon the subject and say that pretty nearly 
everything that has happened in this world has been for its 
progress, wars as well as peace. [Applause.] 

The people have confided this great and important problem 
to Congress. It is for us to act wisely and with patriotic fore- 
thought. 

What man is there here who would not hang his head in 
unpardonable disgrace and eternal shame should he, by his 
political obtuseness and unpatriotic conservatism, so falter in 
the duties of his trust that sometime in that far-off future the 
awful disaster that ruined Russia should be visited upon this 


| country. And I say again, if Russia had had the battle ships 


and the sea power she would still be at Port Arthur. 
Mr. LUCKING. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BRICK. In just a minute. In that connection, I sup- 


| pose Port Arthur is the most impregnable fortress in the world. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Except Gibraltar. 

Mr. BRICK. Except Gibraltar. I thank the gentleman for 
the suggestion. And yet it comes a very timely thought as to 
what ships can do and what the sea power means to a nation. 
No matter how strong your forts and fortifications may be in 
your harbors, we must have sea protection. Now I will yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. LUCKING. Is it not a fact that the war tonnage of 
Russia at the opening of the Japanese war was twice that of 
Japan? 

Mr. BRICK. No. 

Mr. LUCKING. Twice as great as that of Japan? 

Mr. BRICK. No. 

Mr. LUCKING. That is my understanding. 

Mr. BRICK. That is not a fact, as I understand it, and cer- 
tainly not in the seat of war. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. BRICK. Yes. 

Mr. RIXEY. Is it not a fact that at the beginning of the war 
Russia had seventeen first-class battle ships to Japan’s six, and 





Mr. BRICK. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Virginia 


| that Russia did not have her ships at the place where the fight- 


ing was going on, and I prefer that the gentleman should speak 
of the number of ships Russia had at the scene of eonflict. 

Mr. RIXEY. Of course, I know they were not all there; but 
this country might have fifty battle ships, and unless it had them 
in the right place they would do no good. 

Now, according to the report of the chairman of the Naval 


| Committee at the last session, Russia had seventeen first-class 


battle ships to Japan’s six, and twelve other ships of war and 
coast-defense ironclads to Japan’s three. In addition to that 
she was then building six battle ships and three armored eruis- 


| ers to Japan’s none. As comparing the two countries, Russia 


was a naval power and Japan was not. 

Mr. BRICK. I will say to the gentleman from Virginia that 
the point is this: Russia did not have the naval force that 
Japan had on the field of hostilities. And the point I make is 
that we must have a naval force in order to protect our shores 
and our forts and our harbors. The land forces can not do it. 
That is the point I make. 

I will make the further point now (I intended to later on) 


that while we occupy an insular position in the world, yet 


America has upon the Atlantic 2,043 miles of general coast line; 
| detailed, including inlets, the Atlantic coast line amounts to 
| 36,561 miles. The general coast line of the Gulf of Mexico is 
1,852 miles; detailed, including inlets, 19,143 miles; Pacific 
general coast line, 1,810 miles; detailed, including inlets, 8,000 
miles. The general coast line of Alaska is 4,750 miles; detailed, 
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including inlets, 26,376 miles. This makes the total general 
coast line of the United States on the Gulf of Mexico, the 
Pacific and the Atlantic oceans, 5,705 miles; detailed, includ- 
ing inlets, 64,604 miles. With Alaska the general coast line 
amounts to 10,455 miles, and the detailed coast line, including 
inlets, amounts to 90,980 miles, 

The gentleman’s remarks only indicate what would be nec- 
essary, in some degree, in looking after the coasts of this coun- 
Try. 

The question then arises, What shall be our naval strength to 
make us safe? 

What kind and number of ships will be necessary? No one is 


a seer and prophet in this age of the world. That question can | 


only be answered approximately, and then by a broad formula. 
As the best naval writer of the world has put it: 


It must be great enough to take the sea and fight with reasonable 
chances of success the largest force likely to be brought against it. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Whom is the gentleman quoting? 

Mr. BRICK. Captain Mahan. I do not know that anybody 
can say in detail how many ships there should be. 

We are a nation indisposed to aggression and unwilling to extend 
our possessions or interests by war. 

Therefore our nayal force should be organized, not in the 
thoughts of a conquering enterprise of conquest, but with the 


idea that others will attempt to obstruct and prevent our peace- | 


ful and reasonable policies, to which they may not agree. 

Now, when they attempt to thwart us, what force can they 
marshal in opposition? We need not consider the land; it will 
be their naval power that will decide it. 

How large and powerful will it be? That is the question we 
are to answer and prepare for; prepare for it regardless of the 
fact that to-day we may be at peace. It will be too late to 
adequately provide for anything in the midst of war or diffi- 
culty: As a matter of fact, we never would have had the 
Spanish war if they had known the efficiency of the Navy we 
had then. 

They supposed they could overcome it with ease, and we had 
the war which entailed so much loss of money and blood. If 





they had known that we had the powerful ships we then pos- | 


sessed, with all their dynamic force, as compared to their own, 
the war would not have happened. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Will the gentleman give me 
his authority for that statement, which is most significant and 
ef the utmost value to the committee? I would like the au- 
thority for it, because the gentleman must appreciate its start- 
ling significance. 

Mr. BRICK. I do not know as I will give the authority. I 
have talked with a number of naval officers on that subject, 
and I do not feel like giving their names. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. The gentleman will realize 
that we are not talking of naval officers, but the extent of 
knowledge that the Spaniards possessed of the ships at our 
disposal. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I will suggest to the gentle. | 


man from New York that in light of the experience we have 
been through they would not provoke the quarrel again. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. That is a different matter. 
The gentleman from Indiana said that the war could have been 
averted if the Spaniards had any knowledge of the ships at our 
disposal. That is a statement so significant that I would like 
to have the authority on which it is based. 

Mr. WATSON. Let me ask the gentleman from New York 
if it is not a fact that after the destruction of the Spanish 
fleet at Santiago Admiral Cervera made the statement that 
previous to the beginning of the Spanish war they did not 
know the extent of the American Navy, and were not aware of 
and had no reason to appreciate the skill and dexterity with 
which the American seamen could manage their ships because 
of previous target practice, a thing of which the Spanish navy 
knew absolutely nothing. Is not that a fact, and was it not 
conumonly reported in the press at the time? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I will state, with the permis- 
sion of the gentleman from Indiana, that the second part of 
the statement is undoubtedly true, but as to the first part of the 
gentleman’s statement it remains as startlingly improbable as 
when made by the gentleman from Indiana. I do not think it 
is possible that the naval authorities of Spain did not know 
every ship we possessed and every boat and every gun. 

Mr. WATSON. It would be quite as much an answer to the 
gentleman on his own admission that the second part of his 
Statement is true, and that it is not the number of vessels or 
the character of the vessels as much as it is the skill of the 
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press my profound acknowledgment to the gentleman from In 
diana for his contribution to the discussion. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

Mr. WATSON. I am glad to enlighten the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. We are getting together. 
[Laughbter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. I will yield the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Brick] fifteen minutes more. 

Mr. BRICK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I was about to propose a 
question of how large a navy should be. 

While England is not analogous to this country in every re- 


| spect, yet we must take history for what it legitimately reveals 


to us. 

And America occupies to-day a position in the world similar 
to that of England, with interests all over the world to foster 
and protect, dependent upon a navy. 

And it is my opinion that the ultimate goal of the United 
States should be to have a navy second only to England. 

I believe that not a single year should go by without ma- 
terially advancing toward that goal until it is finally reached. 

The United States stands fifth now; if all the boats ordered 
were completed we would be third. I will append a statement 
of the ships owned by and building in the various countries of 
the world. 


The big ships of the various nations, including armored cruisers 





First-class battle ships Armored cruisers 











Nation i | ; , 
Re ee + suild- | +. + ild- | . 
Built. — Total. | Built. — Total. 
Great Britain -...........--..-- 51 5 59 | 29 | 12 41 
ae iki atdesininian lca 19 6 25 | 18 | 6 | 24 
ictal enihiodigipint= 14 5 | 19 | 6 |__. 6 
SELES 16 6 | 22 4 3 7 
Wane TUNOOR «ooo ccccccuceee 12 12 | 24 | 2 | 8 } 10 
DE ciiaancigatliaddalnsdinairtinasis 13 5 18 5 | 6 
WOE atisuchadtudbakacaniGaannd 4 2 6 8 atid 8 
Relative order of wai hip tonnage. 
As woul e the case ware veasol 
At present. AS W ui 1 b Lhe Ca Ww aI \ 
building now compl 1 
Nation. Tonnage Nation. Tonnag 
Great Britain.............. |} 1,59 ,871 | Great Britain. -......- 1, 926,107 
ad | 608, 721 France ‘ 778,149 
Germany .....<.- saenehaliettl 441,249 | United States_........ 643, 693 
ee | 367,606 || Germany .............. s 01 
United States.............. 316,528 || Russia.._.... 477, 409 
CE oceans denims SE Ns wcicnsiiaciaceisbeeiaicaa oneal 327 , 339 
ici area ae | 200, 760 |) CQDAR ......cc<---- ; 267 577 
Austria ......- 112, 336 Austria 151, 426 


I will also read a statement made by an admiral who is at the 
head of affairs in the Department, which he makes in reference 
to the naval preparedness of other countries: 

During the same period within which we have been providing for 
twenty-five battle ships— 

That is what it will mean when those that are building noy 
are completed, including the two in this bill— 









this period covers the years between 1891 and 1905—England 1} 
provided for forty-four battle ships, most of which are of 14,000 
displacement or over. In addition to these ships there were I 
ing in 1892 and 1903 and 1904 eight other battle ships. wl ! 
lassed as contemporary with our first three battle ships of t O 
class. This gives England fifty-two battle ships contemporary wit 
twenty-five, just about double our strength 5 

Germany has provided twenty-four battle ships of 10,000 ton 
since 1891, has reconstructed or rearmed four of these, and | 
structed thirteen other battle ships of less than 10,000 tons, laun i 
between 1878 and 1894. ‘This provides for thirty-seven batt ships in 
all. But in addition to this, the German programme frovides for re 
placing seventeen battle ships, all of less than 11,000-tons disy I 





by 1917, with eighteen new ones of larg nnage, or, in other ¥ 
for a battle fleet of thirty-eight ships. The public prints bri 
the intelligence that this programme is to be supplemented b; 
which will nearly double this number within the next ten year 

Now, something was said yesterday by the gentleman f! 
Maine [Mr. LitTLerieLp], and something has been said to-d 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS], and perh: 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrxey] also, intimating t 
naval expenditures are now going on far in excess of otl 
governmental departments and of the progress of the country. 
And the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LitrLerietp], if we were 
to go away with the impressions that he gave us upon that s1 


> ject, would make us feel that certainly the naval expenses were 
Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ex- | far greater than the progress of the country. Now, figures do 






| 
: 
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not lie, but sometimes figures are like men—they appear different 
from their different points of view. 

Let me take a point of view as to what the expenditures of 
the Navy are to-day as compared with the past. I desire to 
show by the annexed statement that they are less now than 
ever before in the history of the country as compared with its 
valuation and advancement. The following table shows the 
percentage of the total property of the United States devoted 
to the support of the Navy by ten-year periods in the last cen- 
tury. The whole period shows an average annual expenditure 
of $0.00123 for each dollar of the valuation. 


Average 
valuation 
(computed). 


Percent- 


i 
Average | 
age. 


naval ex- 
penditure. | 


180] 
i8i1 
1821 
1831 
124] 
1851 
1861 
1871 
1881 
1891 


$1, 321,245,000 | $1,636,732 
1, 732, 470, 000 , 675, 502 | 
2, 335, 930, 000 3, 295, 086 
3, 301, 915, 000 , 751 
5, 637, 199, 000 | 37, 696 
12, 198, 889, 800 | 3, 977 | 


0.00123 
. 00269 
. 00141 
. OO1H2 
. 00129 
. 00098 
. 00197 
. 00053 
. 00030 
. 00047 


23,718, 414, 100 730 
36, 983, 933, 100 796 
54, 959, 300, 050 16, 867 ,629 | 
81, 131, 690, 950 38, 635, 164 


General average, $0.00123. 


The expenditures for the fiscal year 1903 were $88,618,034. 
By reasonable approximation the valuation for that year was 
$106,239,266,872. Thus there was expended for this year for 
each dollar of the national valuation $0.00077. If the average 
of the last century had been reached the expenditures would 
have been $130,674,298.25. 

Even though our ships were all finished and manned, still the 
United States would be woefully unprepared to exercise that 
weight of influence in the world commensurate with the extent 
of her interests. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman if he 
has a table showing what proportion of the revenues were 
taken, say, a good many years ago, for the Navy, as compared 
with the present time? 

Mr. BRICK. No; I have not. 
I present here. 

Mr. RIXEY. I thought possibly the gentleman had a table 
showing how the expenses for the Navy compared with the 
revenue at different times. 

Mr. BRICK. No; I have not. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Brick] is in favor of building two 
battle ships. 

Mr. BRICK. Yes. 

Mr. THAYER. Am I also correct when I say that there was 
a request that more than that number be built? 

Mr. BRICK. There was. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. THAYER. For five or seven? 

Mr. BRICK. Three battle ships and twelve other ships, tor- 
pedo boats, and torpedo-boat destroyers. That was the propo- 
sition. 

Mr. THAYER. Can the gentleman tell me whether these 
two battle ships when they are completed are to be used for 
any particular purpose or for general purposes? 

Mr. BRICK. General purposes, as I understand it. 

Mr. THAYER. Is it not true that during this year, within 
twelve months, there will be five battle ships completed and that 
they are now almost complete? 

Mr. BRICK. As a matter of estimate 
true. 

Mr. TIIAYER. And then seven others in addition to those 
will be completted within two or three years. They are already 
f being completed. 

BRICK. I will say this to the gentleman from Massa- 


I simply have the facts that 


in process 


Mr. 


chusetts, that you can not always estimate when ships can be | 
building, | those reasons, and I say for various reasons I do not see the 
| necessity why we should spend enough money to have 52 
| big battle ships. 
| and other ships, but she has 52 first-class battle ships. 
| see any reason why we should go into that length of naval en- 


completed. We can say this, that there are twelve 

nd we have twelve, and will have twenty-five. We have one 
second-class battle ship, and will have twenty-five battle ships 
for a navy when those that are ordered are completed. 

Mr. THAYER. That will include these twelve now ordered? 

Mr. BRICK. Yes. 

Mr. THAYER. 
battle-ship capacity that we have now? 

Mr. BRICK. It will be double its present condition. 

Mr. THAYER. Then, from that time, within 
or three years at the longest, we will double our capacity so 
far as battle ships are concerned. 

Mr. BRICK. Well, I do not think two or three years will 
cover it. I think you will be safer in putting it at five years. 

Mr. THAYER. That is the extreme limit for one just com- 
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I believe that to be | 


When that is done, you will have double the | 
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menced, is it not? You expect to build a battle ship in five 
years? 

Mr. BRICK. We will have them completed right along dur- 
ing the next five years. 

Mr. THAYER. Now, do you think, in view of what the gen- 
tleman from Maine said yesterday—— 

Mr. BRICK. I would suggest this to the gentleman: I sup- 
pose you might build a battle ship if matters were pushed, to 
the exclusion of everything else, in probably three years; but it 
takes from three to five years to build a battle ship. 

Mr. ‘THAYER. I make no question about that. But do you 
think, in view of the condition of the country to-day, as ex- 
plained in the very able speech of the gentleman from Maine 
yesterday, that it is incumbent upon us to more than double 
the battle ships of this country when there is no war in sight 
anywhere, and none will be if we mind our own business? 

Mr. BRICK. I certainly believe in having a larger Navy 
than twenty-five battle ships. 

Mr. THAYER. What are you going to do with them? 
are you going to fight? 

Mr. BRICK. Well, I hope we will not fight anybody, but 
I would like to have them, as I have said before, so we may 
protect the Panama Canal; so that we may be able to enforce 
the Monroe doctrine; so that we may, if we can build up our 
merchant marine, be able to protect our merchant marine; so 
that we may uphold our treaties; so that we may reenforce our 
diplomacy in the East and in the West; so that we may protect 
the Philippines; so that we may uphold Amercia in any crisis 
or exigency that may arise. 

Mr. THAYER. It seems we are protecting the Monroe doc- 
trine by the dictum of the gentleman at the other end of the 
avenue without requiring any battle ships or legislation on the 
subject whatever. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. 
question? 

Mr. BRICK. I have very little time remaining 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I will ask to have the gentle- 
man’s time extended, and I am sure the committee will grant it. 
The question I want to ask I think touches your argument. 
The gentleman has informed the committee that he believes our 
Navy should be second to that of England. I want to ask the 
gentleman 

Mr. BRICK. I said second in some degree. They have fifty- 
two battle ships, and I do not say ours should be fifty-one or 
forty-nine, but I mean, as regards other countries, we should be 
second to England, in my opinion. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Now, I want to know why the 
gentleman, if a navy be a desirable thing, wants to make it sec- 
ond to any country? 

Mr. BRICK. Oh, Ido not want to spend a dollar unnecessarily. 
I simply want enough navy, I say to the gentleman from New 
York, for all the practical purposes of this Government, and that 
is enough. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. But I want to ask the gentle- 
man—— : 

Mr. BRICK. I may be wrong, but I say to him I am giving 
my humble judgment. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I want to know if the gentle- 
man can give any reason to the committee, other than a mere 
guess, why he considers that the legitimate strength and desir- 
able strength of our Navy should be second to that of England? 

Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BRICK. Certainly. 

Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS. Is it not true that Canada, 
right on our north, is a hostage of perpetual peace with Great 
sritain? 

Mr. BRICK. Yes, sir; I will say to the gentleman from 
Indiana that is one of the very good reasons there are. I do 


Who 


Will the gentleman allow a 


| not believe to-day that we would have the same apprehension 


from England for various reasons, but it would take a long 
time, I would say to the gentleman from New York, to go into 


England has 100 altogether, armored cruisers 
I do not 


deavor. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 


| has expired. 


Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman’s time be extended. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield to the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Chairman, we have natural advantages in 
this country, but we have, as I have explained before, a long 
stretch of sea frontage that needs to be protected. 

Now, in the time I have left I want to talk to the House about 
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that new adventure that we are going into with the isthmian 
canal, about a merchant marine, and some other matters I deem 
pertinent to naval power. 

We have not yet the Navy that shall command the distin- 
guished respect of other countries in all disputes that may arise. 

And that is not the worst of it. We have persons who are not 
willing to provide for such a navy, declaring that it is uot nec- 
essary. 

It is true that we do have certain natural advantages in our 
geographical position in the Western Hemisphere and marvelous 
resources; but all this is quite neutralized in the length of our 
seaboard and the number of exposed points subject to attack in 
excess of any nation we will be called upon to meet. 

And, I repeat again, it is the ocean that shall rock the cradle 
of our growth, and it will be the Titans of the sea who shall 
stand the mighty sentinels guarding American prowess. 

When this country was purely agricultural, thinly populated, 
and absolutely undeveloped, Thomas Jefferson said: “ Let us 
stay at home or we shall get into trouble.” And he might have 
added in that connection, “ Let us never engage in commercial 
adventures, because that may take us away from home.” 

But however that may be, the times have changed. 

The work and worth of the American people have surpassed 
all bounds, and we have a surplus of everything. It is not 
enough to produce, we must sell, and that trade must be found 
across the sea. This is an imperious necessity in the mainte- 
nance of our present prosperity and the further development 
of the brain and brawn and wealth of opportunity that are 
ours. 

The United States is favored beyond most other countries 
with its water frontage. 

Usually such countries are the ones that cover the seas with 
the white sails of their maritime pursuits. 

Supreme as we are in ocean endowment, the American mer- 
chant marine has dwindled into beggarly insignificance, and 
though our exports are now multiplied by the hundred millions, 
sent to all the countries of the globe, yet the harbors of the 
world, filled with American products, are ungladdened by the 
Stars and Stripes. 

It may be that some day, when the Panama Canal shall 
stretch wide its arms from gulf to sea, attracting to our shores 
shipping from everywhere, we may be awakened from our 
lethargy. 

A great merchant marine belongs to us. It is ours by birth- 
right and commercial activity. 

But we must have a navy to start it safely from the ports 
at home, and then to cover it with its protecting arm wherever 
the ship and the flag may wander over the ocean’s trackless 
paths of trade. 

A merchant marine will help support the Navy im pea¢ée, and 
in time of war its large number of men engaged in seafaring 
employment will be of incalculable value in furnishing recruits 
for the Navy, which can not be filled by the ordinary landsman 
in time of need. 

Do you know who recruited the Revolutionary Navy? Read 
Burke, and he'll tell you: “ They sprang from the loins of hardy 
fishermen amidst tumbling fields of ice on the banks of New- 
foundland; from those who speared whales in the tepid waters 
of Brazil or who pursued their gigantic game in the Arctic Zone 
and beneath the light of the Southern Cross.” 

These were the breeding places of the sailors who fought 
under John Paul Jones and John Barry and gave to civilization 
and to us the priceless heritage of a newborn flag—red in the 
sacrifices of their heart’s best blood, White in all the purity of 
their patriotism, and woven in a splendid field of blue the in- 
extinguishable stars of human freedom. 

For more than four hundred years the brain of man has 
dreamed of an Isthmian Canal. Columbus discovered it in the 
visions of his prophetic mind and died bequeathing to posterity 
his heroic conception, which still lives to haunt and vex the sons 
of men. 

While Columbus enriched the whole world with his unbounded 
wealth of genius and achievement, the United States has been 
his favorite beneficiary. 

ile gave to her the western continent and all the splendid 
possibilities that would enable her to fulfill in a glorious reality 
that inspired thought of his, the “ secret of the strait,” which 
has at last developed into what we all believe to be the begin- 
ning of the end of that devoted quest of centuries, an Isthmian 
Canal, built, owned, and controlled by the American Govern- 
ment, 

A canal that will change the map of the world, divert to our 
shores the trade of nations, and all to the glory, grandeur, and 
power of our country. We are very proud of this most gigantic 
project ever undertaken by the hand of man. We are jubilant 
in the anticipation of its completion. 

And yet. looking beneath the surface and beyond the horizon 








of to-day, the consummation of that canal will be little less than 
a disaster with only the present Navy to aid in controlling it. 

It will not do for us to remember the brilliant victories of the 
American Navy in the Spanish war and forget the impotent 
battling and unreadiness of the Spaniards. 

It will not do for us to look back to those days and make 
them a delusive criterion of what we could do with a nation 
actually ready for a determined fight. 

And I say again, the canal will be a source of weakness and 
not of strength, a misfortune instead of a blessing, unless we 
increase our Navy to such proportions that we shall command 
the Caribbean Sea, and at the same time be able to hold our 
own on all the seas. 

Now, secondary and incidental to that we must have positions 
intelligently spaced from each other, from which our Navy may 
exert its strength. 

Already England holds Jamaica, one of the best strategic 
points of the Caribbean Sea, commanding the proposed canal. 
Other positions of importance are held by foreign countries, 
which we may not be able to avoid at this late day. 

But we can arouse ourselves to a relalization of the situation, 
we can prevent any further inroads upon our canal or national 
defenses. 

We can increase our Navy and acquire naval bases sufficient 
to protect every American interest. 

We can recognize and act upon that fundamental fact of uni- 
versal history; the sea has been the nursing mother of al! the 
great peoples of the earth, and is to-day our chiefest material 
element in combined power and prosperity. 

Already other countries have wrested from us before our un- 
seeing eyes many an important base for naval endeavor. 

Look at England, with Halifax, Bermuda, St. Lucia, and 
Jamaica, each one fastening British hold upon the Atlantie, 
and Jamaica, the most important vantage ground overlooking 
Panama. 

Let us delay no longer. 

Hawaii stands preeminent as the best position to influence 
commercial and naval control of the Pacific. Yet it was not 
very many years ago when the United States hauled down the 
flag and turned over those devoted islands derelict upon a dan 
gerous sea. Why, Mr. Chairman, we pulled down the flag when we 
knew that at least two European nations were standing there 
ready to hoist their own emblem of authority at the slightest 
sign of an opening way. 

And it was simply good luck on our part rather than fore- 
thought that four years later the chance still awaited us to re- 
deem a reckless thoughtlessness, an egregious error—saved by 
some ruling providence of evolution that human hands did not 
fashion and, fortunately, could not mar. 

And then once more we took that flag of ours and we raised it 
high up above a happy people. We raised it high up into the glad 
Pacific sky, and there it will float forever, waving during all the 
daytime and the nighttime, murmuring the sweet requiem of a 
nation’s loving memory and loyal emulation of the heroic deeds 
of all the immortal past. 

Yes; waving out yonder in the sunlight, brighter than all the 
stars of every midnight, breathing an inspired song of larger 
liberty and an expanding Republic. 

Mr. Chairman, a most distinguished naval expert has said, in 
writing of America’s prospects of naval preparedness: 

It is doubtful, however, because a peaceful gain-loving nation is not 
farsighted, and farsightedness is needed for adequate military prepara- 
tion, especially in these days. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope he has not prophesied truly of this 
country. 

In the name of all our heroes, living and dead, I hope it is 
not true. 

In the memory of all the victorious seas swept by the Stars 
and Stripes, always carrying liberty with it, and everywhere 
filling the glowing pages of American history with the burning 
deeds, the heroism, manliness, courage, and patriotism of the 
bravest sailors that ever lived, I hope it is not true. In the 
memory of John Paul Jones, Commodore John Barry, Biddle, 
and Barney, the fathers, and all the great captains who have 
added luster to the flag, breathing in their last hours an im- 
ploring appeal that the day may come some time when the 
American idea shall encompass the earth—in the memory of 
the mighty past let us prepare for the future. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bur Ler}. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I am much obliged to the 
chairman of this committee |Mr. Foss] for this special privi- 
lege. I wonder where the gentleman from New York [| Mr. 
PERKINS] may be. 

A Member. He is probably engaged in the Senate on the 
Swayne case. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from New 
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York [Mr. Perkins] sought when he was on his feet to em- 
barrass me by asking me which of the two propositions in which 
my constituents were interested I would prefer, whether the 
deepening of the channel of the Delaware River or the devel- 
opment of what is known as the American Navy. 


I believe that one of these great propositions may promote | 
with the other. Why can not they go together hand in hand? | 
Wo not destroy one to maintain the other. I am not in favor | 


of creating a deficit for any reason or upon any account, and 
I will not vote for any measure that tends to create one. I 
have enough of party pride to induce me to keep these expendi- 
tures within the revenues, so that the American people may 
say to us that all that we said for ourselves during the last 
campaign was well said when we stated that we knew how to 
manage the affairs of the Government. 

It has been the object of this great Committee on Naval 
Affairs to bring into this House a modest bill. And, as one 
member of that committee, speaking for myself, I do not 
give a jot or tittle if you do not make one dollar of appropria- 
tion. It is none of my business. I am not an instructor of 
men, but am here endeavoring to perform a duty, and it matters 
not to me, for I can endure it, if I live without the protection 
of floating policemen; the gentlemen of this House will have 
no greater danger. It is usually understood as territories in- 


crease their police force increases. It was considered unwise | 


by this committee to expand this Navy to the extent of 
$45,000,000 this year. This increase did not seem necessary. 
We believed that the country would not demand of us any 
such an expansion of the Navy, but we did believe it was wise 
to continue a small building programme—that of two ships of 
war instead of three, two ships of war instead of eight or nine 
ships suggested—so that the policy adopted by this House eight 


or nine years ago might be known by the world as not baving 


been abandoned. 

That policy of the country, entered upon eight or ten years 
ago, Mr. Chairman, has been continued to the present. It was 
not considered wise by the committee at this time to abandon 
that policy, and for that reason (not that any immediate danger 
is apprehended ; not that we can see in the future any proba- 


bility «f an attack upen us) to make known to the world that | 
our ideas upon naval increase had not changed, but the extent, | 
perhaps, somewhat modified. Mr. Chairman, it was for this | 
reason, and this reason alone, that I voted for the battle | 
ships provided for in this bill. If the gentlemen will bear with | 


me for a minute, we worked for two months and two weeks to 
bring to this House a bill that might be acceptable. It was em- 
barrassing enough to us to be compelled to take estimates from 


this bill, or to reduce them in amount—éstimates that were in- | 


sisted upon by the Secretary of the Navy and the chiefs of the 
different bureaus. 


But it was our intention to report a bill that was not greatly | 
an increase of the bill reported last year; and within or without | 
ali the discussion had on this bill, is there no one to say of us | 
that we did quite well? It may be true, of course, that the | 


Spaniards knew, let me say to the gentleman from New York, 
that we had five or six or seven great ships of war in 1898. 

» CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield the gentleman three minutes more. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Much obliged for the further 
evidence of your friendship. [Laughter.] jut, my friends, 
the Spaniards did not dream—neither did we—that we had such 
men as Clark and Milligan; and yet no man has arisen in his 
place to thank those two humble men of the American Navy. 
} 


The praise for success has gone to other men. We have | 


stood here and excitedly sung of them, and no man has yet ever 
spoken a word in praise of that great navigator and that en- 
gineer of skill who brought the great ship around the coast 


d saved the day at Santiago. Why does not some one do it? | 


it because they had not sufficient stripes upon their sleeves? 

that a good reason for silence? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. No! 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. The gentleman says “no.” 
Neither do I believe it to be a reason, but in the hurry of busi- 
ness we have forgotten these men who brought that great ship 
down the coast, around the Horn, and up to Santiago. After 


the battle of Santiago the Oregon was taken to New York, and | 


the expense of mending her was $180. No, the great com- 
manders for that performance have not been properly com- 
mended. Is it because one was but a captain, the other an 


humble engineer? No. It is because we have forgotten the | 


good deeds of the war; we have passed on to do something else 
in this busy world. That is the reason. 

Sten, in my judgment, are not induced to do what is right be- 
cause of publie acclaim alone. They are more likely, however, 
to believe in man’s gratitude if their acts are followed by com- 
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seen fit to ask the Congress of the United States to commend 

these two great men, one of them Capt. Charles E. Clark and 
| the other Engineer Robert W. Milligan. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
such performances as these were the performances that made 
| our success in the war. Without great ships, however, wars can 
not be won. The Oregon was the very best in her day. I am 
opposed to war. Oh, I wish the time had come when we could 
adopt peaceful ways of settling our disputes, but until man has 
in him the unselfishness of Christ, there will be striking and 
inv'tations to strike. Don’t talk to me about no war and the 
absence of the rumors of war and about peaceful ways. Until 
greed has gone and the love of man displaces the love for gold 
men will fight and nations will fight. 

I am opposed to an increased Army and I am opposed to an 
increased Navy unless there is some reason shown. When I 
came to Congress eight years ago I came determined to oppose 
| an increase of both arms, but I am firmly convinced that if we 
| had had two or three more ships upon this coast there never would 
have been a Spanish-American war. In that conviction I am 
largely reinforced by the opinion of ex-Secretary of the Navy 
John D. Long, a eonservative, brilliant statesman, opposed to 
strife, and whose whole life has tended to ways of peace. He was 
of the opinion had the Oregon been on this coast there would 
have been, perhaps, no battle at all. The Spaniards never 
dreamed that the ship could come. They could count the ships 
that we had here, but could not anticipate the world-winning 
performance of the Oregon, that went to battle without stopping 
to take one long breath. 

It seems to me to be the policy of this country to maintain 
the Philippines. I wish it had not been the policy of this 
country to acquire the Philippines. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratie side.] I wish there was some honorable way by which 
we could get rid of those islands. That way has not yet been 
shown to us. [Applause.] The day may come when, with 
honor to those people and ourselves, some disposition can be 
made of them that will not reflect upon our integrity or im- 
peach the honesty of our declarations made at the time of our 
great undertaking. That day has not yet appeared—a day 
when we could separate from those people with credit to our- 
selves and advantage to them. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Perkins] said that there 
was no danger of an assault upon the Philippine Islands. He 
likened them, I think, to a children’s asylum—a fine compari- 
son for the Philippines. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. An orphan asylum. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Orphan asylum! It is likely 
| their parentless state could be accounted for. [Laughter.] 

(The time of Mr. Butter of Pennsylvania having expired, 
Mr. Foss yielded to him five minutes more.) 

Mr. BARTLETT. I hope the gentleman will tell us more 
about those orphans and how they came to be such. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I am not good on genealogy, 
and I do not want to go any further with the history of per- 
sons. The Philippines are a valuable property, lying in an ex- 
| posed position. My friend who puts his pointed questions to all 
of us will agree with me that the best opinion on military sub- 
jects we can get is from the best expert. I believe that Gen- 
| eral Chaffee agrees with Admiral Dewey that Manila can not 
| be defended except by the sea; that there is no suitable 

ground upon which to build fortifications to defend the city; 

that our opportunity for defense lies only through a fleet, or 
| through ships of war lying at the entrance of the harbor. 

On one side, you will remember, is the island called Corre- 
gidor, 5 miles from the channel through which the ships pass 
on the way to Manila. The distance is too great to success- 

| fully defend the harbor from this island. On the other side 
| are the lowlands, upon which fortifications can not be safely 
constructed. I understand General Chaffee agrees, and I know 
| that Admiral Dewey has said to us on more occasions than one, 
| that it is impossible to defend the harbor except by means of 
| Ships. While we retain the Philippine Islands (I hope what I 
| am about to say will be properly said) we hold a tempting bait 
that some day might please the Japanese. While we are now 
friendly and maintaining national love one for the other, while 
there has been nothing said in Congress nor has there been an 
official act to commit us to the one side or the other, yet this 
var between Japan and Russia will be over some day, and it 
then may be discovered that the fighting man of the earth lives 
in the island of Japan. Five days’ sail from Japan are the Phil- 
ippines. America is thirty-five days from that archipelago. 

If in our seareh for commerce, if as we hunt over the seas 
and in the East for trade, we should offend these progressive, 
fighting people, why should not they knock at the door of the 
Philippine Islands? Then what are we to do? We can not 
afford to permit any nation to take one foot of our land. [Ap- 








mendatory words. It has been to me regretful that no one has | plause.] We can afford to sell, but we can not afford to have 
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anything taken from us by force. No American will permit such 
an occurrence to pass without rebuke and without offering 
armed resistance. We must keep a fleet in those waters. I hope 
the time is almost at hand when there will be no occasion for 
an American fleet in the Orient, except to protect such commerce 
as we may have in that direction. [Applause.] Until that day 
comes these fleets must be maintained. 

We thought it wise to continue modestly the upbuilding of 
the Navy. As I have already said, Mr. Chairman, it matters 
not to me personally whether one ship or one sailor is allowed 
in addition to those we already have. But, in my humble 
judgment, the additional allowance is the part of wisdom at 
this time. We have already begun in this bill to reduce the 
annual increase of the Navy. I believe it will be the intention 
of the next Naval Affairs Committee of this House, if com- 
posed of the present members, to make a further reduction 
along patriotic and economic lines, and to continue it gradu- 
ally. I do not believe it would be wise to strike these ships 
from the bill, because I believe that in pursuance of the policy 
which we have already adopted it is better that we should do 
some building and make some further provision at this time. 
[ Applause. ] 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FOSS. I suggest to the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. 


MeyeER] that he proceed now to use some of the time on that | 


side. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I yield fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Luck1Ne]. 

Mr. LUCKING. Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen, I believe it is 


the duty of every Member to inform himself as best he is able | 


and to pass judgment upon the question involved in the naval 
bill, as to whether there should be a large and continued in- 
crease in the naval force. 


Usually, Mr. Chairman, I believe in agreeing with the com- | 


mittees who have studied the matters before them, because it 
is impossible for any individual Member to study and to com- 
prehend all the great questions that come before the House. 
But this is one of the few great questions of governmental 
policy upon which every Member should vote with intelligent 
conviction. We are now at the turning point with regard to 
the Navy. The question is whether we shall rest substantially 
where we are as the second naval power of the world, when our 
present battle ships and other ships of war are completed, or 
shall go forward to challenge the position of Great Britain 
as the first naval power of the world. From the best light ob- 
tainable I shall be compelled to vote against the increase of two 
battle ships to our present force. It seems to me this pro- 
gramme, as it is now growing, is out of all proportion to the 
revenues of the Government. It is out of all proportion to the 
expenditures which are made for other departments of the Goy- 
ernment, having a due regard for their importance and neces- 
sity. 

Our present Navy, as authorized, is sufficiently large for all 
reasonable purposes. I take the middle ground with regard to 
this proposition. I believe in a good, strong Navy. I will even 


accept the definition which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. | 


Brick] has given with regard to what we ought to have, namely, : 
Navy of sufficient power to cope with any force which is apt to be 
brought against it. I believe that we have reached that point 
now and all we need is to continue to maintain that force and its 
effectiveness. I am against this increase because the revenues 
are insufficient at the present time to afford such a large ex 
penditure, and at the same time do justice by the other Depart- 
ments of the Government. I want to call the attention of gen- 
tlemen to another point with regard to this bill which has not 
been made by any other gentleman on the floor, and that is, that 
it fosters and promotes and plays into the hands of one of the 
most infamous monopolistic trusts of the world, namely, the 


before I get through. 

Now, gentlemen, we have not the means to pay decent and 
respectable salaries to the school-teachers of the city of Wash- 
ington, as demonstrated on the floor of this House the other 


day, and yet it appears that we have scores of millions to waste | 
and throw away, as it were, into the ocean. We have not suffi- 
cient money and revenue to enable us to spend a dollar for a | 


new public building in the United States, great as the demands 
are, for I understand that the powers have decreed that we 
shall have no public-building bill at this session. My attention 
as a member of the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries has been drawn to the importance of the fish hatcheries 
and fish-cultural industry of the United States, and yet we are 
not able to expend a single dollar this year upon new hatcheries. 

Now, perhaps not one-half of the gentlemen of this House 
have yet learned of the remarkable achievements of the fish 
hatcheries of this country or fully appreciate them, and so a 
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few lines from the report of the Fish Commissioner of June 30, 
1903, will prove instructive. It will show you what a beneficent 
institution this has been, and then decide whether you think 
there is a due regard for the proportion of things when we pour 
upward of $100,000,000 into the wasteful scheme that is pro- 
posed here and not give a single penny for the hatcheries to 
produce food for the people. 

[Here Mr. LuckiNne read extracts showing that the total cost 
in thirty years of introducing shad and striped bass on the Va- 
cific coast has been $5,000, and that now the annual catch is 
$100,000 and the total catch to July 1, 1902, $670,000. ] 

Thus, you see, we vote unlimited amounts to develop the art 
of destroying lives, but not a dollar to expand and extend a 
great life-conserving institution. 

The representatives of over twenty States have come to the 
committee and have asked for fish hatcheries to be established 
in their several States, they being in pressing need of them. An 
examination of the revenues and expenditures of the Govern 
ment has satisfied the leaders of the majority that not one 
single dollar could be allowed for this purpose; not one single 
fish hatchery could be added, and, in fact, not a single new fish 
hatchery has been authorized in four years unless one or two 
were sneaked in on an appropriation bill; but none has been al 
lowed in pursuance of any general policy. 

So I say we are asked to expend over $100,000,000 in this 
naval scheme, which yields nothing and brings nothing back, 
and is at bottom a wasteful, barbaric occupation, while not a 
single penny can be expended for the beneficent purpose I have 
just described, which is not only useful, but returns the expen- 
ditures an hundredfold. Such is the present policy. In my 
opinion it is shortsighted and fatuous. 

From the best information I can get our Navy now equals any 
in the world, with the excention of that of Great Britain. It is 
not necessary to give the figures, but any gentleman who is in- 
terested and really desires to inform himself so as to vote intel- 
ligently can examine the speech that was made yesterday by 
the member of the committee from Virginia |Mr. Rrixry], in 
which it seems to me his reasoning is beyond criticism. H¢ 
says that we will be fully equal to any other power, except Eng- 
land, when the present programme is carried out. I call your 
attention to the fact that he estimates, and the chairman of 
Naval Affairs in the Senate estimates, that it will cost one hun 
dred millions every year to maintain the Navy on the plan now 
authorized by Congress, without adding another ship, and it will 
require 80,000 men to man the ships. 

Why should we authorize two more battle ships, costing over 
$15,000,000, when I find by examination of the table prepared 
by the clerk of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the Senate 
that eleven ships of 55,000 tons have been authorized by pre- 
vious laws and not a contract has been let as yet for their con- 
struction? 

Why should we expend more than four times as much money 
every year on the Navy as we were expending ten years ago? 
The magnificent new Navy which won the war with Spain so 
gloriously was built by an average expenditure of less than 
$24,000,000 a year during the previous ten or twelve years. Are 
we not doing enough if we allow $100,000,000 each year? Is it 
wise to spend so lavishly when a great Treasury deficit stares us 
in the face? Unless a check is put upon the extravagant no- 
tions ef the gentlemen now in charge of the Navy, the nation 
will find itself overwhelmed with the burden when the dark days 
of depression come, as come they will. The increase of late 
years has been almost beyond belief. 


millions a year; for the four years of Harrison’s term, twenty 


| four millions a year; for the four years of Cleveland’s second term, 


twenty-five millions a year; for the four years of McKinley's 


| term (not including certain emergency expenses of Spanish 
United States Steel Trust, and I will endeavor to prove it to you | 


war), forty-two millions a year; for the first four years of Mr. 
Roosevelt’s Administration, eighty-eight millions a year; for 
the present fiscal year, one hundred and eleven millions. The 
present bill for the coming year calls for over one hundred mil 
lions, pot to speak of the usual and inevitable deficiency bill of 
three to fourteen millions. 

The maintenance of the Navy as now constituted (outside of 
new construction) costs sixty millions a year. What, then, will 
be the annual fixed charges when the new vessels now construct 
ing are put into commission? Sir, it will be at least one hun 
dred millions a year without adding another single vessel 
Nevertheless, it is proposed by this bill and by the so-called 
“ programme ” to go on increasing and expanding. 

With our eyes fixed upon the vainglorious monarchies of the 
Old World, bordering on each other, envious of each other, fearful 
of each other, and surrounded with perils from all of which we 
are free, we propose to follow in their footsteps, outrival and out- 
strip them, and impose upon our people those same fatal burdens 
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which haye crushed them to earth. All history demonstrates 
the folly of such a course. 

It was against this stupendous folly that the fathers of the Re- 
public warned their posterity. On this one subject they were 
unanimous, and, in my opinion, they were the greatest, the most 
far-seeing statesmen, and the most profound students of human 
governments that the world has ever seen. 

With the record before us that our country pursued her course 
in all the years of her infancy and weakness with small armies 
and navies in perfect safety, and during all that period upheld 
the Monroe doctrine and maintained inviolate the dignity and 
honor of the nation, no man can convince our reason that it 
is now, in the days of her strength and power, necessary to waste 
our substance in such riotous extravagance and curse the people 
with the military burdens which are breaking the backs of the 
European nations. 

Let us take counsel of the statesmen of the first one hundred 
and twenty years of the Republic. Their universal voice pro- 


claims against this present course. It is now conceded on all | 
sides that the subjugation and holding of the Philippines was | 


a great blunder and mistake. In my opinion, it was and is the 
most unspeakable folly ever committed in our history, and the 
greatest crime against free government ever committed in the 
whole history of the world. Shall we now again follow the ad- 
vice of the same men who led us into that great folly and crime 
and who are using the selfsame arguments to urge us on? 

We are expending the present fiscal year, including the de- 
ficiencies, which must be appropriated, one hundred and ten or 
one hundred and eleven millions of dollars. The present actual 
force of the Navy, according to the figures of the Senate commit- 
tee secretary, is only 241,000 tons, and there are building 401,000 
tons, for which we must largely yet pay, and when that is done 
we will have a magnificent navy, equal to or superior to that of 
France and Germany, and second only to that of England. We 
shall never be compelled to meet England upon the ocean for the 
simple reason, which has been pointed out by a gentleman on 
this floor already to-day, that England knows that any war be- 
tween the United States and herself would result in the loss of 


all her British North American possessions, and so Canada | 


stands a permanent and continued and a perfect hostage for 
peace between this nation and England. Moreover, the war be- 
tween Japan and Russia has demonstrated what? That it does 
not depend so much upon the number or size of ships, for Russia 
has more than twice as large a force as Japan; but it depends 
upon the caliber of the men and the effective force which can be 
put in any place at any one time, and we all know that, judged 
upon that basis, England’s navy will not be equal to ours when 
both are finished according to the present authorization for the 
simple reason that England’s possessions are scattered in fifty dif- 
ferent parts of the globe, none of which she dare uncover. Her 
navy must be scattered all over the world. She must protect 
India; she must protect Australia; she must protect Canada, 
South Africa, New Zealand, and many other points of the earth’s 
surface. So, according to the best judgment of the best in- 
formed, our Navy will equal any navy if we maintain it upon 
the basis which is now authorized by law. 

The question, then, before this House is, Shall we go on to an 
unlimited degree or shall we maintain its effectiveness about 
where we have it now? As the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
WatTsoN] said, it really does not depend so much upon the num- 
ber of ships. ‘That is demonstrated by this present war. It does 
not depend so much upon the number of men as upon the quality 
of the men. So let us maintain the effectiveness of our ships 
and of our men, but let us not go into these unlimited expendi- 
tures, departing so far from the early history and the early 


policy of this country. I call gentlemen’s attention to the fact 
| 


that we have only had two foreign wars in a hundred years, both 
of them of our own choosing, if not of our own picking, and there 
is no nation in the world which, according to the present out- 
look, would dare to attack the United States or would think of 
doing so unless insulted and humiliated to desperation. I be 


lieve that we should be well prepared. I do not believe in any- | 
thing but a strong navy. I do honestly believe we should go to | 


reasonable lengths, but I think we should pause at this time. 
Ordinarily I would follow the committee, but they have been 
Wrapped up in a certain atmosphere for years. They have the 
pressure of these great powers favorable to a gigantic navy 
upon them, and it is for us to carefully inform ourselves and 
decide, because here is the parting of the ways. 

Mr. Chairman, I said I would call the attention of the House 
to the fact that this bill plays into the hands of the infamous 
trust known as the “ United States steel trust.” No charge is 
made that this is done intentionally on the part of the commit- 
tee, but it is in pursuance of a policy which has been the policy 
of this Government for several years and we are confronted with 
a condition, the proofs of which are now before this House and 
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the country, which should call for pause before we continue it. 
I read from the report of the naval appropriation bill, now before 
the House, and call attention to this language: 

All such vessels shall be built in compliance with the terms of said 
act, and in all their parts shall be of domestic manufacture, and the 
steel material shall be of domestic manufacture. 

Now, in the course of the travels of the Merchant Marine Com- 
mission a number of shipbuilders testified before that Commis- 
sion, upon their own demonstrated knowledge, that the steel 
trust was laying down steel for ships in European ports for 
from eight to twelve dollars a ton less than it was selling to 
American shipbuilders—$34 per ton to Americans at tide water 
and $22 to foreigners, plus $2 freight to Europe, making $24 in 
their yards. Not only the Cramps of Philadelphia complained 
of this but others, including Mr. Wallace of Cleveland, who is 
at the head of the American Shipbuilding Company on the Great 
Lakes, one which manufactures as much of shipping as any 
other in this country. Will the Clerk kindly read for the in- 
formation of the House a few passages which I have marked, and 
I beg gentlemen to give it their attention for just a moment. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

Mr. WALLACE. I can not quite agree, however, with Mr. Goulder in 
his statement that anything that you might do in the shape of subsidy 


will help American shipbuilders. Unless it is a very heavy subsidy it will 
not, under existing conditions, help them to any great extent, for this 


| reason: Recently one of our largest steel mills sold abroad 100,000 


tons of steel plate. They delivered it, I understood, at Belfast at $24 
a ton. That would practically mean, with ocean rates as they are, 
$22 a ton at tide water. They are charging us to-day at Pittsburg 
$32 a ton. A differential of $10 in a ship carrying 5,000 tons is 
$50,000. That is the shipbuilder’s profit. 
x cad * * * a * 
Representative GrosvyeENoR. I want to know who bought the steel 
you speak of? 
Mr. Watiace. The Harland & Wolff Company, Belfast. 
Representative GRoSVENOR. From whom did they buy it? 
Mr. WALLACE. The United States Steel Corporation. 
* * = a a ~ aa 


The CHAIRMAN. What docs it cost to transport it from this country 
to Ireland? 

Mr. WALLACE. As near as I understand, the rates at the present 
time are $2 a ton. That would be $22 a ton at tide water. 

*” = & + od a + 

Is it so to-day? Plates, beams, angles, and channels are now $32 a 
ton, Pittsburg. 

Representative Mrnor. I find that on your plates alone you would 
save about $28,000. 

Mr. WALLACE. That is not 3,500 tons of plate. It is 3,500 tons of 
material. 

Representative Minor. The entire material that enters into the con- 
struction of the ship? 

Mr. WALLACE, Yes, sir. ; 

Representative Minor. That is $28,000? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Goutper. Is the price as low abroad on the other things as it is 
on the plate? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir. Roll prices are the same at the present time. 

Representative Minor. Do they lay that down in Europe at the pres- 
ent time at that price? 

Mr. WALLACE. Twenty-four dollars a ton in Belfast. They made no 
secret of it. It was published in all the papers at the time. 

oF * * of 7 
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The CHAIRMAN. I assume that in the instance you have cited, as to 
the sale of steel abroad, you have taken pains to verify it beyond per- 
adventure? 

Mr. WALLACE. In regard to the question of price and material, it was 
given to me by the assistant sales agent of the Carnegie Steel Company. 

7 * 2 * * * * «» 

Representative Minor. I think, Mr. Chairman, that the testimony of 
Mr. Edwin 8S. Cramp is about the same as that of Mr. Wallace on the 
price abroad and here. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, I think it is. 

I want to say, what I think I am privileged to say as chairman of 
this Commission, that if the situation is as has been described it is a 
great outrage. [Applause.] 

Mr. WALLACE. We have thought so for some time, and we have 
thought that in some way it ought to be remedied. - 


Mr. LUCKING. Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be seen that the 
steel trust is selling and furnishing materials to build up the 
British navy and other navies at about one-third less money 


} than it is furnishing materials for our own Navy, and I be- 


lieve in putting a stop to that somehow or other. The trust 
lends aid and comfort to our enemies. We protect it; we 
build it up; we make it strong, and it deliberately turns. and 
strikes us in the face. We are asked to turn the other cheek 
by voting two more unneeded battle ships, in order that they 
may sell us the steel at 50 per cent more than they charge the gov- 
ernments of Europe. With the absolute knowledge that it is 
committing this outrage upon the United States Government 
and all our shipbuilders, and that it is bleeding the small manu- 
facturers all over the United States, and overcharging all our 
people, we are asked to vote to it a further benefaction and an 
increased monopoly. [Applause.] 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I would like for the gentleman 
from Louisiana {|Mr. Meyer] to yield to me just one minute for 
the purpose of making a statement, or less than a minute. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, I yield to the gentleman one min- 
ute, 
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Mr. LIND. I wish to say to the gentleman from Michigan | soil, were able to beat back all the armies that the combined 
[Mr. Luck1Nne] that in this Congress the late Chief Constructor | kings of Europe could bring into the field against them. 
of the Navy, Admiral Bowles, appeared before the Claims Com- jut when Bonaparte reached Milan the note of imperia 
mittee, before which claims were pending for contractors for | was sounded which wrapped Europe in a zone of fir ir- 
torpedo boats, and testified that after those contracts for the | nage. That proclamation was brief and pointed. It embraced 
torpedo boats were let that the steel trust compelled the con- | the whole gospel of imperialism. I can give its substance from 
tractors to pay $2.40 and $2.50 a pound for steel forgings which memory. “ Soldiers,” he said, “* you are hungry; you are poorly 
they were selling abroad, and which were worth in the markets | clad; you are unpaid; your country owes you much; it can 
of the world $1.20. do nothing for you. Yonder are the most fertile plains and the 

Mr. LUCKING. Another evidence of the indisputable facts | richest cities in the world. Follow me; there you shall have 





with regard to this matter. [Applause.] | honor and glory and profit.” And they followed him. The na 
Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I now yield thirty | tion which while it had been upon the defensive was fighting 
minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran]. the battle of humanity suddenly conve -_ itself into the scourge 


Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, we have now, it | of Europe. Never was imperialism adopted more eagerly, 
seems to me, reached a point where Congress must choose defi- | never was it tried upon a wider yom never did it achieve a 
nitely between constitutionalism and militarism—between the | success so rapid and so extensive. Never was its blighting influ- 
principles on which this country was built when the Independ- | ence more signally i illustrated. Every country of Europe was 
ence Bell rang out at Philadelphia and the policies of barbaric | invaded and conquered, every city occupied by French soldiery. 
force against which the Declaration of Independence was a | The embattled hosts of foreign countries were scattered before 
glorious and successful revolt. French armies like leaves before the breath of an autumn wind. 

Why, sir, has it become necessary in recent years to treble | Every nation was placed under tribute. Even the art treasures 





and quadruple our expenses for military and naval purposes? of the museums were seized and brought to Paris 

If this country remain faithful to its fundamental principle, Successive treaties of peace extended the dominions of the 
that the consent of the governed is the only legitimate basis of | French Emperor and seemed to confirm his authority until there 
governmental authority, we will not need armaments, for then | was practically but one great power in Europe. Yet that empire 
our peace will rest on justice, and all the forces of civilization | built on aggression and conquest and blood perished almost in a 
will be its conservators. But if in our hour of might we abandon | night. It has left no trace behind except the memory of the 


the principle invoked in our hour of weakness, then the arma- | injuries it has inflicted. The soil of France, which its le, 
ments already created are only a fraction of those which we | organized as a militia, were able to hold inviolate against the 
will need. Instead of appropriating one hundred millions for | world,.was invaded, conquered, and dismembered when its de- 
the support of our Navy, we will be compelled to quadruple the | fense was intrusted to a standing army, though it had marched 
present appropriation, as we have already more than quadrupled | in triumph into every European capital and was commanded 
our expenditures of a few years ago. by the greatest military genius of all ages. And from the 

The question, Mr. Chairman, before the House then is not, | wreck and ruin of its imperialistic adventures France has never 
in my judgment, whether this appropriation bill should be | recovered. The rest of the world was injured by the Napoleonic 
passed as reported from the committee or whether its amount | wars, but the country which waged them is herself suffering 
should be reduced. It is wider, broader, more significant than | their deadliest results. Her primacy in the family of nations is 
that. We must decide whether we are to launch this country | gone. Other countries have passed her, not merely in military 
definitely among the armed nations of the earth or whether we | power, but in population, wealth, and commerce. Surely this 
are to maintain that distinctive policy through which we have | experience shows that the bitterest fruits of conquest are not 
won unparalleled prosperity, absolute security, measureless | the sufferings of the conquered, but the demoralization of the 
glory. [Applause.] conqueror. 

To me it is extraordinary that such an issue should be sub- Mr. Chairman, contrast with the fruits of imperialism, even 
mitted to the American Congress—still more extraordinary that | when most splendid and most successful, the fruits which con- 
the outcome should be doubtful. stitutionalism have borne upon this continent. Tor one hun- 

Mr. Chairman, listening to the speeches delivered here to-day, | dred years we have applied the doctrine laid down by Wash- 
I was forcibly reminded of the fact that the difference between | ington for the guidance of this Republic, that fidelity to justice 
constitutionalism as it has been established in America and im- | is a force stronger for a nation’s defense, progress, and pro 
perialistic militarism as it has existed elsewhere was most fully perity than all the armies or navies that can be organized. 
expressed in two documents given to the world within a few | And surely no policy has ever borne fruits so abundant, so salu- 
months of each other one hundred and nine years ago. tary, or so glorious. The nation which at its foundation was so 

One was Napoleon Bonaparte’s address to the arm of Italy | weak that its bankruptcy was apprehended by its friends and 
when he took command of it at Milan in the early spring of | foretold by its enemies has made such marvelous progress that 
1796; the other was the address of George Washington issued | it does not seem like the record of human achievement, | 


mut 
to the American people in September of the same year as he | rather like the direct dispensation of God himself. [Applause.] 
was about to put away the insignia of authority and to retire | We have become a world power, as the gentleman from In 


from public life. One breathed the imperialistic spirit that the | diana says, but not, as he seems to think, with the torch that 
strength of a nation depends upon its armaments, that great- | consumes, or the sword that kills, or invasion that lays waste. 
hess can be achieved only by force and prosperity by conquest; | But we have become a world power by establishing in the eyes 
the other proclaimed to the world the new American doctrine | of all men this fundamental salutary fact—that industry, pe: 


that the nation is strongest which depends on justice, that | and commerce, prosecuted in strict obedience to justice, are at 
the true source of prosperity is not in conquest, but in peace- | once the true fountains of a nation’s prosperity and the true 


ful industry ; not in despoiling other nations, but developing our | ramparts of a nation’s safety. [Applause.] 
own soil by the labor and virtue of our citizens. If the value of | What degree of national wealth may we not reach by loyall 
a policy is to be judged by its results, surely, sir, American con- | following Washington’s precepts? What danger can assail us 
stitutionalism, with its beneficent fruits, should be preferred | when we are faithful in observing them? If the history of the 
to Napoleonic imperialism, with its glittering conquests and bit. | country prove any one lesson beyond all question, it is that 
ter fruits of defeat, dismemberment, and decay. | national security is most perfect when it 
I wonder if gentlemen recall the condition of the French peo- | whole body of a loyal, patriotic, free citizenship. [Applause.] 
ple when Bonaparte’s proclamation was issued in the month of | If the history of all the world prove one lesson, it is that a 
March, 1796. Up to that time the wars of the French Republic | standing army has never been formidable to any country except 
had been defensive and they had been successful beyond prece- | the country that supports it. The great military achievements 
dent in the history of human society. A nation, unarmed, | of the world have been due to the prowess of citizen soldiers, 
bankrupt, deserted by its natural chiefs, with hardly a man in- | whose patriotic valor gave them an efficiency that no military 
side its frontiers who had ever been trained to command a regi- | training could supply. What great movement of national ex 
ment, practically all the officers educated to the profession of | pansion or progress has a standing army ever accomplished or 
arms in its military schools deserters and fighting under the | even promoted? It has always shown itself able to destro; 
banners of the foreigners, rose en masse and faced undaunted | ertv at home; it has never yet proved an efficient defense of a 
the allied forces of all Europe. The plows were deserted in the | nation’s frontiers. Go back to the history of the earliest 


is intrusted to the 


furrows of the agricultural fields that the men who guided them | and I defy you to find an instance where liberty was defended, 
might prove themselves heroes on the field of battle. Compe- | commerce extended, or security established by a standing 


ant officers were found in mechanics who had never before | When the Roman citizen was the Roman soldier, the banner 
andied a weapon of war. Leaders came from blacksmiths in | of Rome were borne in triumph over every Italian field; the 
the forges, and generals from taprooms. These raw levies, | power and the authority of Rome were extended over the wh 

untrained, undrilled, half naked, poorly fed, and inadequately | Italian peninsula. But when a military establishment became 
equipped, but inspired by patriotism and fighting for their own | a feature of the Roman system the frontiers were soon crossed 
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by barbarian enemies or else intrusted to the defense of bar- 
barian mercenaries. The Pretorian Guards, who were power- 
less against foreign foes, became masters of the city. The fires 
of patriotism having died out, the allurements of corruption be- | 
came the sole forces that commanded their allegiance. The 
authority which they supported became as vicious as the foun- 
dation on which it rested and proved a source of corruption 
and depravity so abject and so general that the fall of the Em- 
pire became necessary to the preservation of the human race. 
The influence of a standing army in Rome has been its influ- 
ence everywhere. Never has it failed to be a source of weak- 
ness, of corruption, and of decay. 

The power of Napoleon III was vested upon a standing army, 
and like a rotten staff it broke the moment its support became 
vital to him. Does not the whole history of this country prove 
that a citizen soldiery is invincble? Did we not establish our 
independence without a single trained regiment? Did we not 
prosecute the war of 1812 successfully with an untrained 
militia? Was not the war of secession, the greatest struggle of 
all history, conducted on both sides by men who had laid down 
the implements of trade to assume the weapons of battle? In 
the light of our own experience, in the light of all history, I 
ask why should we now abandon the policy of peaceful, un- 
armed industry by which we have achieved unparalleled success, 
to embrace the wasteful policy of extensive armaments, which 
is discredited by the experience of the whole world? [Ap- 
plause. | 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Brick] has told us that we 
must be prepared against an assault upon our cities by some for- 
eign foe. Sir, I live in the greatest city of this Union. -If this 
country is ever attacked, the hostile guns will first be turned 
upon New York; and yet few, if any, of our citizens would be 
dismayed by the prospect of such a risk. And why should they? 
New York was a growing city when this country threw off the 
yoke of England’s authority. It was already an important city 
in 1812, when we defied the mistress of the seas. Was England 
then able to lower our flag over that emporium of western com- 
merce? And if the greatest power that swept the seas was un- 
able to enter our principal harbor when we were the weakest 
nation of the earth, what antagonist need we fear now that we 
have become the greatest power on the earth? [Applause.] 

Sir, whenever we ask a plain reason for abandoning our tra- 
ditional policy, so glorious in its principle, so beneficent in its 

“uits, gentlemen invariably speak vaguely of some mysterious 
antagonist coveting our possessions or threatening our security, 
but who it is or where it is no one undertakes to define. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Brick] tells us that we must be 
bold and brave to defend this continent. Defend it against whom? 

Mr. BRICK. The whole world if necessary. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Yes; and I will say to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Brick] now, that if the whole world 
combined against us to-day, we would not be confronted with 
half the preponderance of hostile force which we met and over 
which we triumphed in 1812 and 1776. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

‘Twice in our history the hardy fishermen, the mechanics and 
laborers dwelling along our coast line took to the sea in every 
kind of craft that poverty could find and heroism man, and 
beat back the tide of invasion from our shores. Then we were 
a scattered people only occupying a narrow strip of land along 
the shores of the Atlantic. Now that we have covered this con- 
tinent and have grown to eighty millions of people, now that our 
resources are practically measureless and our wealth untold, 
all wrested from the soil by peaceful industry, have we so lost 
our patriotism, our courage, and our self-reliance that the 
hands which have been effective in producing prosperity are 
too weak and too cowardly to defend it, that instead of trusting 
for safety with confidence to the whole body of our citizenship 
we must equip a huge, mercenary fighting force and seek refuge 
behind a standing army or a great navy lest some arrogant for- 
eign nation should disturb our peaceful slumbers along the 
shores of the Atlantic? [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, let me assure the gentleman from Indiana that 
we of New York fear no foe and apprehend no danger. Our 
citizens would not be afraid to undertake the defense of their 


better weapons than paving stones. We would feel ourselves 
unworthy of our priceless heritage if we could not to-day emu- 
late the virtues and patriotism of those heroes who maintained 


city and maintain it against all the world, even if they had no | 
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rious fleet, a great number of citizens of New York besieged 
Congress and Washington, asking that the entire Navy be kept 
near New York in order to protect them from being awakened 
out of their peaceful slumber? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe 
any citizens of New York, considerable in numbers or weight, 


| ever asked that a fleet be kept outside the city for fear of hay- 


ing their peaceful slumbers disturbed. I can understand that 
certain enterprising citizens of New York City there may have 
been who, for certain personal reasons, feigned apprehension 
about the public safety, just as a man has often been known to 
wrap himself in the American flag when he approaches the Treas- 
ury to secure an appropriation. [Great laughter and applause. ] 
But no genuine citizen of New York was ever actually afraid of 
the Spanish fleet or any other fleet in the world. If any voice 
was heard expressing apprehension about the invasion of our 
city, you may be sure that it belonged to some one who had stum- 
bled into the wrong town, but who really belonged to another 
community. [Renewed applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I repeat that we must now decide whether to 
embrace the militarism which France established so success- 
fully, and from which she has suffered so grievously, or cling 
to the peaceful constitutionalism under which this nation has 
become the most powerful while remaining the most peaceful 
and prosperous in the whole world. The gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Brick] would not, I am sure, deliberately fasten 
Napoleonic militarism on this Republic, yet the policy which he 
favors can have no other ressult. He says that he wants a great 
navy to enforce the principles for which this Republic has al- 
ways stood and which he seems to think will be disregarded 
everywhere unless backed by a display of force. But, sir, he 
seems to forget that the necessary and wholesome result of 
American constitutionalism is to make force unnecessary and 
armaments indefensible. If the measure of a country’s great- 
ness is the military establishment which it supports, then impe- 
rialism is the perfection of government. Imperialism has for 
its essence the development of military power. If, therefore, 
the strength of armies or navies is to be the standard of national 
excellence, the establishment of this Republic is an obstacle, not 
an aid, to progress. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Brick] declares that he is 
for peace and anxious for it, but at the same time he urges the 
establishment of a great navy, as he says, to preserve the peace. 
Sir, there is one element peculiar to all imperialistic utterances. 
They all express desire for peace, but all urge measures to make 
peace improbable. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Brick] 
places before us the imperialistic argument with great fullness 
and power, yet there is nothing new in it—not a single expres- 
sion. There is not a word that fell from his lips for which we 
ean not find an exact equivalent in the addresses delivered in the 
French Senate and Corps Législatif in 1804, when the proposi- 
tion was before them to change the title of the First Consul to 
that of Emperor of the French. That change was urged in the 
interests of peace. The establishment of great armies during 
the Empire was always demanded so that peace should be se- 
cured, but when the great armies were created and equipped 
they were found marching over Europe, invading every country, 
occupying every city, levying plunder everywhere, only to be 
themselves defeated and destroyed in the end, with lasting ruin 
to their country. 

Mr. Chairman, if there be any lesson which all history incul- 
cates, it is the utter worthlessness of armaments. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. With great pleasure. 

Mr. BRICK. I do it in good faith. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. BRICK. Listening to what the gentleman has said, do | 
understand from his remarks that he does not believe in a navy 
at all? Does he believe we should go unarmed in this country ; 
that we could do so and maintain ourselves in the world? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I say we can 
do what we have done before with the greatest glory ever 
achieved by a nation. 

Mr. BRICK. And that means 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. To the extent that we were un- 
armed before I think we can be unarmed now. The greatest 
triumph ever won in the history of this nation, in my judgment, 
was won when the Secretary of State, Mr. Olney, wrote a dis- 
patch affecting the greatest sea power in the world. And though 








our inviolability with far less advantages and far narrower re- 
sources one hundred years ago. 

Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. With pleasure. 

Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS. Is it not true that during the 
Spanish war, when we were fearing the approach of this myste- 


Will the gentleman allow me to 


our Navy was not one-fifth of its present size, a controversy of 
sixty years was settled when he formulated a demand of justice 
in the name of the American people. 

Mr. BRICK. I think I have given my own opinion about the 
Navy fairly well. The question I wish to ask the gentleman 1s, 
Does he believe in having any army at all or any navy at all? 
Does he think we can get along without either? 
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Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I believe that While the galleons were moving across the sea laden with the 
the naval equipment which this country has maintained in the | spoils gathered by Pizarro and Cortez a few Spanish grandees 
past, which was merely the nucleus of a naval establishment, is | built palaces and maintained elaborate state. But Spain by 
all that we should ever need. I believe the maintenance of a | these conquests was not made prosperous, but destroyed herself. 
huge fleet of battle ships and cruisers and transports would be | The country which the Moors had made a garden of prosperity, 
an act of folly, if it were not an act almost of crime. [Applause | which had led the revival of sciences and the arts, which had 
on the Democratic side. } | supperted, the largest, finest, most prosperous cities of the 

I think the armament under which this country became great | world, while its own soil was cultivated by peaceful laborers, 

is the armament that we ought to sustain. That a certain | under the influence of successful conquest declined rapidly from 
amount ef preparation is necessary nobody ean deny; but the | the richest and most progressive to the poorest and most back- 
American rule of preparation was this (and my statement of it | ward of European nations. And that futility of conquest is the 
was anticipated by that of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. | lesson taught by the history of Rome and by her fall. 
Watson] a few minutes ago), that the true strencth of a coun- The soil of the Republic was frequently invaded, her fields 
try depends not upon its fortresses, whether afloat or ashore, | were laid waste, her towns burned, the torches of her foes kin- 
but upon the men who would rally to the defense of the flag | dled dwellings inside the city itself, but from every invasion she 
whenever the integrity of our soil was menaced or our national | rose stronger, richer, more powerful than before. But the mo- 
dignity imperiled. The armament which we maintained prior | ment that she began to exact plunder from the conquered na- 
to 1895 is the largest armament that I think this country would | tions, from the hour that Czesar used the plunder of Gaul to 
ever need in time of peace. I am now ready to answer the gen- | rebuild and beautify the city, her decline began. 


tleman’s question. | At the latter part of the eighteenth century the conquest of 
Mr. BRICK. You think that we can receive volunteers and | India very nearly effected the ruin of England. The demorali- 
depend upon the people at large for defense? zation of English public life through the tribute brought home 
Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I say, sir, not merely that we | by the employees of the East India Company was largely re- 
ean do it, but that we have done it. sponsible for the misgovernment which brought these colonies 
Mr. BRICK. Do you think we ean do it now, in view—— | to a revolution, and which, if it had not been arrested by that 
Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Yes; as we did it in 1812, and | significant lesson, must have ultimately ruined the country. 
with greater facility. There is absolutely no exception to the rule that aggression, 


Mr. BRICK. But they had a merchant marine then. Do you | however successful, is always most fatal to the aggressor. ‘The 
think there are sailors enough now to recruit a big enough navy | history of the world shows that while the victims of conquest 


in a crisis? | may recover from it, the perpetrators of conquest are always 
Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Yes; I think we will always | ruined by it. 

have an abundance of sailors and soldiers for the defense of the |___ Sir, the important contribution, the decisive, glorious contribu- 

country while we trust for them to the whole body of our | tion of this country, to the civilization of mankind is not the 


citizenship. of our population, not the extent of our resources, not the wealth 

Mr. TALBOTT. Will the gentleman from New York state to | of our cities, not the fertility of our fields, not the treasure of 
the House when the naval forces of the United States—that is, | our mines, but the fact that all our greatness has been achieve 
the war vessels that took part in the war of 1812—were author- | without bringing inside our borders a single article which is the 


ized by Congress? | fruit of plunder, of conquest, or of aggression. [Applause.] 
Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I can not state it at this mo- | We are the greatest nation in the world, the richest, the most 
ment. powerful, with the greatest possessions and the most beneficent 
Mr. TALBOTT. I will state that every one of them was | prospects, yet not a single monument that adorns our cities, not 
ordered and contracted for before the declaration of war. a treasure in our museums, not an article of furniture that ¢o7 


Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I am not able | tributes to the comfort and elegance of our homes, has been the 
to answer a question that involves a detail of administration | fruit of plunder. 


some ninety-three years ago. What I do say is this: That the Everything which we possess has been produced by the labor 
nation has risen to unprecedented power and unrivaled author- | of our own citizens, or it has been exchanged for something 
ity in the family of nations without an armament, and the pro- | created by the toil of American hands. [Loud applause 

posal now to create a navy of this size, second only to that of Sir, because I am greatly attached to the history of our « 


Great Britain, is practically to renounce the primacy that we | try, because I believe the lesson it has taught has been of incal- 
have won by our distinctive American policy of peaceful civi- | enlable value to the human race, I want to stand fast by its 
lization, and to adopt the policies of barbarism against which | traditions and remain loyal to its distinct principles. I protest 
our whole history is a protest and, I believe, a triumphant lesson. | against this attempt to divert all the exercise of our en 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bvt- | and our enterprises from the field of production, in whieh they 
LER] made a very significant declaration, to which I ask the | have won for us greatness and glory, into enterprises of 


ercies 


attention of the committee. He says that the instincts of human | destruction, which have injured or ruined all the nations that 
nature are always the same, that the cupidity of man remains | have undertaken them. 

intense, and while man remains avaricious he will seek to I do not believe this appropriation of itself would seriousl; 
gratify his avarice by force. | endanger the security of this country, but I do believe, sir, that 


Now, I do not dispute at all the correctness of the gentleman's | we are now at the parting of the ways, between the policy which 
statement that man will always seek profit. I do not object to | has made us great and the policy which, in my judgment, if it 
that element of human nature; on the contrary, I build my hope | does not destroy will certainly injure our greatness. Hither 
of continuous public improvement upon it. The whole history | we must go back to the policy which we have abandoned, or we 
of human progress is the attempt of poverty to better its condi- | must pursue unflinchingly the pathway which the gentle ! 
tion and the attempt of wealth to increase its possessions. | from Indiana has indicated. This appropriation will merely ca 

jut, sir, it is precisely because men will always seek profit that | us over the threshold, but all history tells us whither cur f 


I believe the peace of the world can be largely preserved | steps must inevitably lead. Our experience of the last eight years 
through the example of this country. Our experience has con- | shows that conclusively. We began by increasing appropr ons 
tributed one fact of incalculable value to the human race, and | for the Navy to thirty or forty millions a year. Now we are 
it is that the richest source of profit for every country is not | asked to appropriate one hundred millions. And the committee 
the conquest of other lands, but the cultivation of its own land. | boasts that this enormous appropriation is more by twenty il- 
[| Applause. ] | lions than the estimates prepared by the Navy Department. 
Until the marvelous success of this country proved that jus-| Once launched on this career, the very smallest estimate of 
tice was at once the rampart of a nation’s security and the most | annual expenditures for the Navy is eighty millions and the 
generous fountain of its prosperity, it was universally believed | largest $200,000,000. Do gentlemen realize what is meant by ex- 
that the quickest way for a country to attain prosperity was by | penditures of this character? What does it mean to all t! ! 
conquest. That demoralizing misapprehension is to-day visible | dustries in which this nation is engaged? What does it mean 
in the short-sighted policies pursued by other nations, and which | to all the laborers who must live by the sweat of their brows? 


this country is asked to adopt now. Periods of conquests have | What does it mean to all the farmers who are the backb 
often been periods of splendor, but they have never been periods | our citizenship? Two hundred millions of dollars a y: 


of prosperity. The prizes of war have been conspicuous be- | ten years, sir, would almost duplicate our entire system of t : 
cause they have gone to a few; the sacrifices of war are always | portation. Think of what that would add to the comforts of life 
distributed among many and are often overlooked. But every | and to the wages of labor; what it would save to the agricult 


dollar of plunder gained by conquest always cost the conquering | and other producers in getting their products to market, and how 
country hundreds and thousands and tens of thousands of dol- | largely it would therefore swell the profits of those industries. 

lars. No nation has ever prespered by conquest, but every Why, all the concessions that the Interstate Commerce Com- 
nation that bas pursued conquest has been ruined by it. mission could wrest from our railroad systems in a hundred 
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years would not amount to the waste of one year that you are | 
deliberately planning here. If the resources of the country are 
to be used for armaments they certainly will not be available to 
improve our rivers and harbors or for the construction of pub- 
lic buildings. While I do not believe expenditures for these pur- 
poses have always been prudent in the past, | would rather see 
$10,000 invested in any form of useful enterprise than $10 
diverted to enterprises which are necessarily wasteful, and 
which, if they become active at all, must become destructive. 

Appropriations for river and harbor improvements may be 
extravagant; you may put up public buildings before the neces- 
sity for them is urgent in western towns, but wherever you 
deepen a waterway to facilitate commerce, or raise a monu- 
ment of brick and stone to the prosperity of this Republic and 
its readiness to provide accommodations for its courts and public | 
servants, you are at least doing something which endangers 
nobody. Here you are trying to build engines of destruction 
which can only be useful as they destroy. The best you can | 
hope for them is that they will be useless. [Laughter and ap- | 
plause.] When we are urged to such an enterprise, Mr. Chair- | 
man, ought we not at least to ask that somebody will tell us the 
necessity for it? 

Listen to every speech that was made here to-day; listen to | 
every speech that was made here yesterday. Where do we find | 
a single intelligent reason to justify this policy of suicide, moral 
and material? We are told that we must be ready to fight all 
the world. We have prospered pretty fairly without fighting 
the world or any considerable part of it for a hundred years. 
We are told that we must be ready to face aggression from every 
quarter of the globe—I think that is the favorite phrase—but | 










































Mr. Chairman, there never yet has been a war that did not 






we possess that any other country covets? Why, I repeat, 
should any country attack the United States? There has not 







cause now happily removed. The war of 1812 was necessary 
to settle questions left open when the treaty of peace was made 
by which the independence of this Republic was recognized. 
The war with Mexico was necessary to fix a frontier that no- 
body now would disturb if he could. 

The war with Spain was unavoidable while Cuba lying at our 
deors was made a theater for the perpetration by a foreign 
government of the very outrages which civilized government is 
organized to prevent. but Cuba is now free. That open sore is 
finally healed. ‘There is no longer danger of any question grow- 
















dinary, almost incomprehensible, that now, when every cause 


diana seems to have anticipated this objection, for he tells us 
that unless a huge navy be established we might meet the fate 
of Russia. Well, sir, if his apprehensions were reasonable, I 
might answer that experience does not vindicate the remedy 
which he suggests. 

Russia certainly built her faith on a navy. She constructed 
great vessels, and many of them; yet I do not think they ever 
sunk a ship in open battle. Nor were great ships the forces 
that proved most destructive to her. Mines laid by rowboats 
were the forces that sent Russian war ships to the bottom. 
[Applause.| But, sir, the way to avoid the fate of Russia is to 
refrain from deserving it. Does not every word which the gen- 
tieman from Indiana |Mr. Brick] has uttered betray, though 
quite unconsciously, his own conviction that in adopting the 
armaments of the Old World we are insensibly but irresistibly 
drifting toward the policy that made these armaments neces- 
sary? He talks of Port Arthurs and Gibraltars, and the diffi- 
culty of maintaining fortresses far from home without the pos- 
session of a great sea power. 

What have we, sir, to do with Port Arthurs and Gibraltars? 
If we undertake to seize territory in different parts of the globe 
and establish fortresses there, we must be prepared for attack. 
But if we refrain from conquest we have no reason to fear 
molestation. How are we likely to become involved in schemes 
to establish a Port Arthur or a Gibraltar in some distant 
quarter of the globe but by building and maintaining a navy? 
If we create a great fighting machine, the desire becomes irre- 
sistible to employ it. When we establish a huge navy we 
confess that we no longer trust for safety to the moral forces 
which our Government represents. 

We acknowledge that our whole history of a hundred years 
is a record of inefficiency, of failure, or at least that it has been 
but a feeble and halting march on the pathway of progress. Sir, 
I am not prepared to make this confession. I still believe that 
the history of this country for the last century is the most glori- 
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nobody has defined the quarter that menaces our security. 
| moned to the telephone by an attendant and informed that an 


baye a definite object—a vengeance to be wreaked or an ap- | 
petite to be gratified. Whom have we injured? What do | 


been a war in a hundred years that we can not trace back to a | 


ing out of her relationship to foreign powers. Is it not extraor- 
| and it proved strong enough, without an army, without a navy, 
for war has been removed, we should be urged to new, extensive, | 
unprecedented preparations for war? The gentleman from In- | 
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ous page in human annals. I still believe that our policy of 
justice to all the world has been not only an exhaustless foun- 
tain of prosperity for ourselves, but that it is the pathway to 
prosperity for all the world. I do not believe that the extraor- 
dinary results achieved by fidelity to our fundamental principles 
mark the limit of our capacity. I firmly believe that great though 
our achievements have been they are but heights from which 
we can discern still greater heights that are attainable by stead- 
fast devotion to the principles which have made us great. 

Mr. Chairman, there died last night in New York a man who 
I believe was universally recognized as the leader of the Ameri- 
can bar, a great authority on jurisprudence, a profound philoso- 
pher, whose intimate friendship I enjoyed and valued above 
all other things, who was my ideal in professional life, my 
companion in recreation, my guide in all things. Mr. James C. 
Carter was an abolitionist and a Republican, but he was deeply 
imbued with the democratic spirit which ofttimes finds expres- 
sion on the other side of the Chamber, although the speakers 
themselves seem unconscious of it. [Applause.] 

I do not know that I can pay a better tribute to his memory 


| than by stating to this committee what he said in one of our 


latest conversations. He had been president of the Parker Con- 
stitution Club in the last campaign. As you know, the Parker 
Constitution Club did not exercise a very decisive influence upon 
the result of the contest in New York State. [Laughter.] 
Election night I spent in his company, and he discussed the po- 
liticnl situation of the country in terms which, by a singular 
coincidence, were almost identical with those employed yester- 
day by the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. LirrLerie.p]. 

To complete the circle of coincidences, I may add that it was 
while waiting to hear the gentleman from Maine I was sum- 


illness which nobody previously considered serious had taken 
such an aggravated form that Mr. Carter was not expected to 
live through the day. That night sitting by the fire—and I 
was vividly reminded of it as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
LITTLEFIELD] expounded his views—while the returns were 
still telling the crushing defeat of the Democratic cause, he 
stated that the Democratic principle could never be defeated. 
Ile was not quite sure that the Democratic organization, if it 
survived, would always be steadfast to it or that this country 
would remain always faithful to it, but that merely concerned 





| the party and the country. 


The democratic spirit and the democratic principle were in- 


' destructible. They were older than this Government or any of 


the parties that have contended for its control. They have 
been active in the world for nineteen centuries. The democratic 
principle was first preached to the slaves and outcasts of Rome, 


without a dollar of treasure, to overthrow the strongest political 
system that ever dominated the destinies of the world. That 
democratic principle is to be found, not in the platform of any 
party, not in the Constitution of the United States, not in the 
Declaration of Independence, not in the Bill of Rights, not in 
Magna Charta, not in any monument of human wisdom, but it 
is to be found in the divine injunction imposed on the first man 
when he was told by his Creator that in the sweat of his brow 
he must eat his bread. 

All the mischief in the world has been caused by disobedience 
to that injunction, by attempts of some men to eat their bread in 
the sweat of other men’s brows. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. } 

Mr. Chairman, for a long time human society was organized 
everywhere in violation of that injunction. Some men ate their 
bread in the sweat of the brows of other men whom they held in 
servitude. But all the political institutions based on human slav- 
ery have perished from the face of the earth. To-day, wherever 
Christian civilization prevails, the right of every man to enjoy 
the property created by his toil is recognized in theory at least. 

Nations have attempted to violate this injunction. Some- 
times they have succeeded; but if they persisted, always per- 
ished from their success. There is but one country whose 
government from its foundation has been built upon absolute 
obedience to that divine injunction, one country which has 
always attempted to conform its civil institutions to the reve- 
lation of the Christian gospel, and that is the Republic which 
had its birth when the Declaration of Independence was read 
in Philadelphia. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, by fidelity to that instrument and to the prin- 
ciples which it acknowledges we have reached the extraordinary 
eminence which to-day we occupy. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Brick] says that we are isolated and that we must 
eseape from this isolation now that we belong to the family ot 
nations. It is true that we are isolated; it is true that for a 
hundred and twenty-five years our position on the earth has 
been one of isolation. But far from complaining of it I rejoice 
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at it, for eminence is always isolation. [Loud applause on the S. 7117. An act establishing that portion of boundary line be- 
Democratic side.] We have been isolated, and I hope we shall | tween the State of South Dakota and the State of Nebraska 
remain isolated so long as the spirit which governs other coun- | south of Union County, 8S. Dak. 


tries is different from that which governs us. The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
We are ready to see our isolation ended where the rest of the | out amendment joint resolution and bills of the following titles: 
world rises to the heights of justice which we have always H. J. Res. 218. Joint resolution to provide for the removal of 


occupied. [Applause.] Pray God that we may never end our | snow and ice from the cross walks and gutters of the District 
isolation by abandoning that eminence of justice and peace to | of Columbia; 


engage in the barbaric rivalries of foreign nations. [Applause.] H. R. 12152. An act relating to the payment and disposition 
Sir, Mr. Carter, in the course of that conversation on election | of pension money due to inmates of the Government Hospital 
night, said: | for the Insane; 
It is quite evident that the American people are not to be deterred | H.R. 18126. An act to close and open an alley in square No. 
from the experiment on which they seem bent by any warning that we can | 806 in the city of Washington, D. C.; and 
give them, but the Democratic principle is none the less sound, and they H. R.17746. An act authorizing the Commissioners of the 


will soon learn by bitter experience the consequence of disregarding it. : , . . ; - ; 
The country seems to have pronounced in favor of both protection and | District of Columbia to furnish Potomac water without charge 
militecion, 29s necking, one e maee certain than that it will be impos- | to charitable institutions, etc., in the District of Columbia. 
sible to maintain both these policies. Tha wonmee alan s . ‘ - Caomate tas icant 
The expenses of militarism can not be met by existing revenues. The me ssage also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
Revenues can not be increased by increasing the rate of either tariff or | the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
internal ee There . ene oe ee wer 7 which — mente | votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
to support militarism can be found, an iat is by lowering the tari he > re ava > nse , vices cale . 
rates. ‘The beneficiaries of militarism and the beneficiaries of protection | the bill (EH. R. 15978) to prevent the Pa ns of a — 8 calculated 
must come into conflict. Their struggle will be vehement, bitter, and to convey the impression that the United States Government cer 
relentless. Then patriotism may find its opportunity and Democracy | tifies to the quality of gold or silver used in the arts. 
its revival. : . : ; a The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
Mr. Chairman, how prophetic these words have proved. The | sj report of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] told you yesterday that Houses on the amendments of the House of Representatives to 
you are face to face with a deficit, which if it be permitted to | pits of the following titles: 
grow must necessarily result in panic. , S. 6152. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie BE. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Perkins] pointed out to- | wijson: 
day in homely but eloquent phrase that if a nation spends more S. 5947. An act granting an increase of pension to Florence O. 





i 
than its revenues, like an individual who lives beyond his means, | whitman: 
it must fall into chaos and destruction. . S. 5732. An act granting a pension to Philip Lawotte; and 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. S. 4169. An act granting a pension to Galena Jouett. 
Mr, MEYER of Louisiana. I yield five minutes more to the The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
gentleman from New York. | . : the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bills of 
Mr. COCKRAN of New York. You are already in the throes | the following titles: 
of this deficit. By the concession of two conspicuous leaders S. 3044. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy Mc. 
of the majority it is now clear that we must either abandon | Andrews: ; 


* 
‘ 


the policy of huge armaments or we must have more revenue. S. 5718. An act granting a pension to Alma L’Hommedieu 
There is but one fountain of additional supply open to us, and | Ruggles; 

that is a reduction of tariff rates. Which will you sacrifice— S. 4208. An act granting an increase of pension to Bessy 
protection or armament? It may be, sir, as Mr. Carter pre- | Forsyth Bache: and . 
dicted, that a conflict between militarism and protection will S. 3372. An act granting a pension to Mary A. O’Brien. 


revive the tariff question in such a form as to establish beyond 
all doubt that attempts to make some industries prosperous by | the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
levying taxes upon others are but schemes to enable some men | yotes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
to eat their bread in the sweat of other men’s brows, and when | the pill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance of certain claims for 
that fact becomes obvious this system will fall. For when the 
American people know where justice lies there is never any 
doubt that justice will be done. [Applause.] 

And yet, sir, anxious as I am to see uprooted the system of 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 


stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the 
provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly 
known as the Bowman Act. 


protection, which I regard as the fountain of all the corruptions NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

which afflict the body politic, I should deplore its overthrow by | ‘The committee resumed its session. 

the adoption of a system more pernicious still. High protection Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- 
is a fiscal mistake, deeply affecting our own people, curtailing | tleman from Florida [Mr. LAMAR]. 


their production, restricting their wages, clouding their pros-| wr LAMAR of Florida. 
pects ; but it can always be fully remedied by an act of Congress | 
when the judgment of the people is convinced of its fallacy and 
the conscience of the people awakened to its enormity. 

But our traditional international policy of doing full justice 


Mr. Chairman, this is the first op- 
portunity I have bad to reply to a criticism made upon me by 
my friend from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn]. I do not know whether 
the distinguished gentleman is present or not. Now, Mr. Chair 


, ares | man, I have never felt and will never feel called upon on the 
to all nations and exacting justice from them has been of such | qoor of this House to answer any personal criticism, except it 


incalculable value to the human race that its abandonment by | pe of a nature to require a reply, unless it comes from some 
this country would not merely imperil our own prosperity, but | ember whom I personally respect, and whose personal good 
it would cast a cloud over all the prospects of civilization. The | wij] I care to preserve. Such a man upon the floor of this 
imminent duty of American patriotism, the supreme interest of | }youse is the honorable gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn}. 
humanity, is to defeat every proposal for basing our safety upon Mr. Chairman, I do not think he can maintain the charge that 
extensive armaments and restore throughout the country that | he brought against me, that I misquoted or misread the Presi- 
unswerving regard for the moral law by which we have grown | gent’s language in his message to Congress. 
great, glorious, invincible, and unassailable, that our own pros-| ‘The President, in my opinion, distinctly states in his message 
perity being made secure and splendid all the nations of the | to this House and the Congress of the United States that fur- 
world, profiting by our example, may share our blessings, as | ther corrective and remedial legislation is demanded upon two 
they become attached to the fountain from which these blessings | yjta] points of railroad abuses, namely, the private-car line and 
flow. [Loud and long-continued applause. ] | the terminal fees and side-track system. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. | Mr. Chairman, why should the President of the United States, 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. GARDNER of Massa- | an educated, intelligent man, iiimself an experienced legislator, 
chusetts having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a mes- | use a redundancy of speech or a mere superfluous expression in 
sage from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, it reading clerk, an- | order to call attention to those abuses if they are already cov 
nounced that the Senate had passed with amendments bill of | ered by corrective and remedial legislation. If any law ex- 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of | isting now covers these abuses, it must be the Elkins Act. 





Representatives was requested : Every man who has given the slightest study to that act knows 
H. R. 18329. An act making appropriations for the Depart-| the private-car question is not embraced under that act. Mr. 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906. | Chairman, the private-car line fees are merely an extension in 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill | an indirect way of the direct charges of excessive railway trais 
of the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of | portation fees. The fees charged for terminal and side-track sys- 
Representatives was requested : tem are approximately like discriminating charges and might 
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be met under the Elkins law. But even there you have to go 
through the difficulties of legal machinery now provided before 
you can reach this abuse. My object in reporting the Hearst bill 
was to place these two evils under the power of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, so that it could deal with them directly. 

That was the purpose of the President’s recommendation, no 
doubt, and that was my purpose in reporting the Hearst bill 
with those two amendments. 

So, Mr. Chairman, any man who can read this ianguage for 
himself will see at a glance, on the most casual reading, that in 
no sense could it be contended that I had misinterpreted or mis- 
quoted the President. I think I quoted him with perfect, legal 
exactness. Mr. Chairman, so nruch for that. 

One point further. My remarks may not be quite germane to 
the question at hand, but I think they are. I desire to say that 
with personal controversies on this side of the House, with un- 
amiable differences of opinion, I have nothing to do. I will not 
be bound by the personal quarrels of any gentlemen in this 
House so as to limit my right of speech as a Representative. 

Therefore I feel free to speak about the great services ren- 
dered to this country, and rendered to the discussions of this 
House, by the bill introduced into this House and filed before 
the Interstate Commerce Commission by the Hon. Wm11aM 
RANDOLPH HEARST, of New York. I say that that bill is a 
clear-cut, finished, legal document of proposed legislation to cure 
every-day practical railway abuses now existing. 

I say that this is the thought of the country, and the people of 
the land owe to Mr. Hearst a debt of gratitude for introducing 
that piece of legislation. I want to say further in behalf of 
that gentleman that I owe him no allegiance, that I have noth- 
ing in connection with him more than a mere personal acquaint- 
ance and a personal kindly feeling; but I want to say on his 
behalf on the floor of this House that the political party to 
which I belong owes that honorable gentleman a debt of grati- 
tude. I want to say that when a member and former leader of 
the Democratic party led 1,000,000 Democratic voters into the 
Republican camp in 1896 and broke down and wrecked the na- 
tional Democratic organization, Wmai1am R. Hearst, through 
his great newspapers, stood firm in behalf of the Democratic 
party and in behalf of William J. Bryan, and I will never for- 
get his great service in my party’s behalf. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Another thing. 


It is fashionable now not to speak of southern 
lynchings. It has grown fashionable to remain silent upon that 
point. Yet, sir, four or five years ago the heavens were filled 
with clamorous denunciation of the section from which I come 
for what was termed their “brutal and murderous lynchings.” 
I want to say that that denunciation has ceased over this coun- 
try and in the North ar:1 West for two or three reasons. In 
the first place, great public writers have written upon this sub- 
ject and disclosed the true situation of affairs in that section 
of the country to our northern friends, so that they understand 
it better than they did years ago. In the next place, lynchings 
have occurred west of the Mississippi River and also right in the 
shadow of the Dome of this Capitol—in the State of Delaware— 
and these things have taught the people of this country that one 
touch of outrage makes this whole Republic kin. Hence this 
North and West, deep as that of the Egyptian sphinx, 
upon this subject. 

[I want to say another thing, Mr. President, before I conclude: 
That the people of the South owe to Witt1AM RANDOLPH HEaRsT 
a debt of gratitude for placing his great newspapers at the com- 
mand of that section and in printing a great symposium of ar- 
ticles contributed to those papers by distinguished bishops of 
the church, divines, educators, and public men discussing that 
subject and enlightening this northern country upon our local 
and domestic trouble, giving the people of this country to un- 
derstand, to a great extent, that the trouble was purely a do- 
mestic one and that the South should be let alone. That, sir, 
has become the public thought of this country upon this great 
question—that we have a trouble there that nobody can under- 
stand so well as the people of the South, except the people of 
Indiana, Ohio, and illinois who lynch, and the people of Dela- 
ware who lynch. 

I say, sir, that I hope my State will disown and forget me if 
I ever disown and forget the services of Wimi1AM RANDOLPH 
Hearst in behalf of the South upon that question. 

I have nothing to do with the wrangles on this side of the 
Chamber or with personal differences. I disclaim them and 
refuse to be bound by them; but I desire to speak in behalf of 
a great Democrat, who was loyal when others failed, and who 
has greatly served the people of my State and of my section. I 
hope I will never be forgiven if I commit the black ingratitude 
of not paying my tribute on the floor of this House to that hon- 
orable gentleman when he has deseryed much at our hands. 
[Applause. ] 


silence, 
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Mr. FOSS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Dove.as]}. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, when the diplomatic and con- 
sular appropriation bill was before the House a short time since 
I was, unfortunately, unavoidably absent, as I had expected dur- 
ing the consideration of said measure to have been granted time 
to have spoken on the question of our consular service and the 
necessity for radical changes in the present system. I there- 
fore have asked fer a few minutes, to-day, wishing to give cer- 
tain information regarding this important question, and espe- 
cially desiring to call the attention of Congress to the fact that 
they have too long ignored this issue, as well as our merchant 
marine service, and I believe, with many others, that this neg- 
lect is operating to the decided detriment of the commercial 
welfare, advancement, and material interest of the country. 

In discussing the navy bill and the necessity of upholding 
the national dignity several of the speakers this morning have 
been—and perhaps naturally, considering the subject—some- 
what warlike and belligerent in their utterances, and it there- 
fore may not be remiss or out of order to remind the House that 
our own honor and progress likely benefits to other nations, 
through their intercourse with us, the general extension of the 
world’s progress, and the blessings of civilization to all can be 
accomplished and extended as well, and perhaps even better, 
along peaceful rather than warlike lines. 

I am one of those who strongly believe that close reciprocal 
trade connections, binding two nations, and resulting in a large 
yearly exchange of commodities, also bringing about mutual 
business obligations, is as great a factor for peace and good 
will between said countries as an armed truce, through the fear 
of great strength on sea or land at the command of either party. 
The theory so often advanced that undue warlike preparation, 
often -entailing, if carried too far, an unnecessary burden of 
taxation on the masses, tends to preserve peace, brings justice 
to others and prevents the countries holding such positions from 
being attacked, and also holds them back from attacking others, 
on the theory no one will care to offend them through fear of 
their power, is a very questionable argument. Nations in con- 
tinual readiness for warfare must be in continual danger of 
using their strength, and warrants my saying that they are the 
more likely, in an unguarded moment, to be carried away by the 
knowledge of said power, to attack. There is and should be a 
happy medium in all things, and particularly warlike tenden- 
cies, which ought not to be unduly encouraged. We are justified 
in creating armaments sufficient undoubtedly to protect our- 
selves according to geographical position and necessities, but 
self-protection and the standard of efficiency required to attack 
others are two entirely different matters. 

Wars, however, are now fortunately seldom declared offhand 
by dictators, but only after deliberate judgment on the part of 
rulers and their advisers, and when every effort has been made 
to maintain peace, and in our own country no President and 
Cabinet, or Congress would be likely to attempt the step up- 
less they were well satisfied that the people, who are the real 
holders of all power, were back of them, and public opinion 
justified the plunge. 

Our personal and business relations with England, for in- 
instance, are so strong that both people would unquestionably 
pause and hesitate a long time before being willing to allow 
any serious issue to arise, and we should still further extend 
these connections so as to insure the ec-rtainty of permanent 
peace with an arbitration treaty so complete and definite as 
to finally clinch the question for all time, and the same course 
should be pursued with all other of the dominant world powers. 
No one will seriously contend, for instance, that Europe to-day, 
with her millions of men in idleness under arms, is in a healthy 
condition, or that these nations would not be far better off if a 
general disarmament could take place, and it seems most 
unfortunate that apparently the only solution of the problem 
to bring about this desirable result is an extended war, with all 
its attending misfortunes and unhappiness. But to return to 
the discussion of my subject, I would say that it appears very 
few changes of any importance have been made for many 
years in our consular affairs, and yet the beneficent results of 
reasonable reform can hardly be measured, and all who have 
been interested in this subject and given it any study admit 
these facts to be correct. Bills innumerable for many years 
have been submitted and regularly died with each Congress, 
and some of those who have introduced them have passed away, 
and yet absolutely nothing is accomplished; but the prospects, 
I think, are gradually becoming brighter. Congress, I sincerely 
regret, seems no longer to be to any extent a creative body, but 
rather agreeable to follow the fallacious policy called “ Letting 
well enough alone,” which generally, however, really means not 
disturbing existing conditions, no matter how bad they may be, 
until public opinion is thoroughly aroused and becomes so 
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strong in its demands and so insistent, that new measures shall| There is no question whatever but that consular officials in 
be enacted, that the representatives of the people can not! every branch of the service should be citizens of the United 
resist the evident pronounced desire, and finally legislation is | States. 

the result. This condition has been reached in our consular They should be men acquainted, at least to some extent, with 
affairs, and it is to be hoped that what is now one of the weak- | general commercial usuages and who have bad some business 
est links in our chain of international intercourse shall be | experience. 


forged and made stronger, if not the strongest, so as to be of The language of the country to which these officials are sent 
the great benefit it can be made as the proper working branch | should be spoken by them in all cases, if possible. This is of 
of the Government to increase our business abroad. | the utmost importance, so as to enable the representative to be 


Since I last spoke on this subject—February 25, 1902—I have | of real service, and otherwise he can hardly appreciate his sur 
made researches along various lines, being greatly interested in | roundings and approach his work satisfactorily so as to secure 
the question, and realizing that nowhere could more accurate | the evidence which we reed for our manufacturers, and the dis- 
and valued information be secured, as it would rest on the solid | regard of this essential necessity in making appointments is 
foundation of actual experience, I have taken up this matter | undoubtedly detrimental to the country’s interest. 
with the manufacturers of our country, and some time ago issued We ean all appreciate how inconvenient it is, even when trav- 
a circular letter asking a series of questions so as to obtain their | eling for pleasure, not to speak the language of the country we 
views, said letter being sent to some thousand of our leading | are visiting, and if we are trying to collect facts and details to 
business men, and especially to firms who are doing an export | put before others the objection is almost insurmountable. 
and import business. It would, beyond question, surprise the Our consuls abroad should also beyond question be paid proper 
House, as it did myself, to find the evident sincere interest which | and adequate salaries, and the present inequalities in this par- 
these people take in the issue, as was clearly shown by their | ticular should no longer be allowed. It is well known that there 
replies, many not merely answering the inquiries made but writ- | are a few fat offices where, by reason of the fee system and per- 
ing me letters of several pages giving their personal views and | quisites, large amounts are received yearly by the incumbent, 
experience, and I regret sincerely I can not publish these com- | and yet dozens of consuls in places where almost as much busi 
munications, | ness is done, and of a kind that perhaps is more beneficial, or at 

They come from men who have often traveled extensively | least equally so to the country, are practically starving on the 
themselves, follow closely the development of our commerce | inadequate and wretched compensation which is paid to them by 
across the seas, and who have had occasion, if they did not go | the Government. 
personally, to send their travelers to foreign lands in the search The verdict appears unanimous that the fee system must be 
cf business, thus securing the reports of these men to add to | absolutely abolished, and all should be paid by salary on a fair 
their own stock of knowledge. I print herewith the form of | and reasonable basis. 
letter forwarded, and also give the questions asked: Permanency in the service so long as the conduct of the official 

DECEMBER 15, 1903. warrants is a desirable feature and may well be incorporated 

DesR Sir: The need of consular reform and the necessity of bringing | in any bill that is passed. 
this service, so important to our nation commercially, up to a standard Long tenure of service should be recognized and rewarded, and 
of greater efliciency appears to be admitted by most all who have studied , oh : ; - 2 : 
this question carefully, and the only point seems to be how far we should | there appears no good reason why an American consul should 
go at present. not be retired after such period as may be deemed proper, the 

To try to determine the issue in part and arrive at a fair knowledge | gqme as our army and navy officers, on a fair percentage of his 
of the views of our manufacturers and others interested I address you ; ed ace : 
this letter (a copy of which has been sent to our large business houses yearly remuneration. : 
throughout the United States), asking several questions, which kindly Favoritism should be forever done away with, and in the 
reply to on the postal card inclosed for this purpose or address me at | different grades established promotion should follow from « 
greater length by letter. Your name will not be used in any way with- 


2 . : or: . ; r. neeording vo ‘© Te! “@ 
out your consent, as all that is being sought for is information. grade to the other, according to service rendered. 


Respectfully, yours, Our consular officers ought not to be allowed to engage in 
W. H. DouGLas, business under any circumstances, as it is demoralizing to the 


Representative Fifteenth District, New York City. 
QUESTIONS. 
1. If you do an export business, have you ever received any aid from 


service, lowers the dignity of the position, and is a reflection on 
the country. 


our consuls or through their reports ? The merit system I strongly advocate and believe that all 
2. Do you consider we should employ foreigners to represent us | future appointments should be on such lines and Classification 
abroad, even in places of little importance? made accordingly. 
38. Are you in favor of an advance in the salaries paid our consuls, eae 


and the doing away wih part payment through fees? The advisability of establishing a consular college or a college 
4. Would you advocate the establishment of a consular college to | for the education of clerks, which was one of the questions 
Crete ee oe ee ee ee oe a eee asked, has been much discussed, and I must admit that I was 
wainaotate ana consuls, being edvaneed ae thule weeviess wore required surprised at the large number who replied _ the affirmat = 
and efficiency warranted ? | and apparently indorsed this method of securing appointe: 
Name. On giving the matter, however, careful study it does not ap- 
Address. pear that this is a necessary feature at present, and it is open 
I received in all some 1,500 replies, and to show the great | to several objections, although I think that ultimately a school 
extent of territory covered I would say that these answers came | of the kind may be started to advantage, but perhaps it would 
from Vermont, Maine, Wisconsin, Georgia, New York, Califor- | pe best to restrict it to clerkships and such appointees after a 
nia, Tennessee, Michigan, Colorado, Kansas, Louisiana, Pennsyl- | sufficient time of service to be then eligible for consular offices. 


vania, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, New Jersey, Missouri, Massachu We must not overlook the fact that a college of this character 
setts, Connecticut, Alabama, Maryland, North Carolina, Rho: would only offer free tuition to a limited number, and as we 
Island, New Hampshire, Delaware, South Carolina, Iowa, Ken- have a large population it might shut out many deserving young 
tucky, West Virginia, Virginia, and Minnesota. men who would, under a more elastic system, perhaps succeed 


In reply to question No. 1, 1,112 answered in the negative. | in their ambition to become consuls. 
'To question No. 2, 1,182 answered in the negative. To question In the act I have framed (and I would ask all who may 
No. 3, 1,286 answered in the affirmative and the majority of the | read these remarks to also carefully read the bill) I have en- 
other replies received were neutral. To question No. 4, 1,216 | deavored to accomplish practically the same result and safe- 
replied in the affirmative, and the majority of the balance were | guard the interest of the country in securing proper men to 
neutral. I take this occasion to express my appreciation to | represent us abroad, but have not gone so far as to adyocate 
those who have given me their views, and shall send a copy of | the opening of such a branch by the Government. 
these remarks to all who replied to my circular, and trust they The appointment to these offices through political influence, 
will keep up their interest and continue to agitate the necessity | and as a reward for political activity or to pay party debts, 
of action until our combined efforts bring about the fruition of | has been the rule, as we all know, for many years, and [ regret 
our hopes. [Applause.] to say that the system still prevails and appears to be as bad 

sased on the valuable data I have collected, and following as | to-day as it ever was. There is no question whatever but that 
far as practicable the views and judgment of those who have | this feature is condemned by the entire American people, and can 
studied the subject and the evident desire of the commercial | only be upheld by those who may be in some way beneficiaries 
bodies of the country as expressed in resolutions passed and | and desire, therefore, to perpetuate the system, but such a narrow- 
forwarded by them to Congress from time to time, I am intro- | minded policy should be swept aside by popular indignation, 


ducing a bill to cover at least in part necessary changes, a copy | the feelings of no one should be considered, and in any Dill 
of which act is printed with these remarks. The actual alter- | that becomes law this feature should be absolutely eliminated, 
ations essential to perfect the system have been, by various In framing the bill I have sent to the committee it will be 
writers, so fully pointed out that it does not appear necessary | noted that, while it has not been made an absolute regulation 


to refer to them at any length, but it may be desirable to again 
cnumerate a few of the leading features. 


that applicants for the consular service shall speak a foreign 
language, yet an extra compensation has been named as an in- 
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ducement toward this end, and as most of our young men now | 
include languages as a part of their education, and parents are } 
insisting upon it, the importance being so evident, I trust that | 
most of those who will apply may be able to pass an examina- | 
tion in one of the languages mentioned. 


The absolute shutting out of everyone who might not happen | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


to be versed in a foreign language appeared somewhat drastic, | 
. . . | 
especially as this necessary feature to our consular service has | 


been definitely provided for in agother section of the act. 


The object of giving extra compensation to such consuls or | 


clerks as would come under the regulation governing efficiency 
in other foreign languages selected by the Commissioner is 
obvious. 

It is most essential that the consul himself or his chief clerk 
should be versed in the language of the country to which they 
are accredited, and the idea is to so equip every consulate so 
soon as it can be done with at least one employee. 

It will be noted that the provision regarding clerks is different, 
and states positively that all must pass examination in one of 
the languages specified to entitle them to admission into the 
service. 

Consequently as these clerks when they reach the higher 
grade may also be named by the President as consuls, class 7, 
it will tend within a few years, as the consuls themselves 
will undoubtedly also see the necessity by reason of the bonus 
to learn a foreign language, to enable the President to quickly 
provide all of our offices abroad with men who are posted in one 
or more foreign languages. 

You will observe the bill so far as possible, without using 
extreme means on the start, regulates the various other abuses 
referred to by me, and they will be largely done away with and 
prevented for the future. 

It was naturally a difficult matter to know how to treat with- 
out injustice those already in the service, and therefore I have 
provided for their reassignment, according to grade and re- 
muneration held, into the new classification. It did not seem 


proper, however, in view of the fact that revision was being 
made, to retain indefinitely those who could not conform to 


regulations which have been laid down to govern the new ap- 
pointees in the service, and therefore the bill provides that con- 
suls who are reassigned shall pass an examination within four 
years, and this leeway should give them ample time in which to 


prepare themselves, and if they then fail to meet requirements | 


they can be dropped from the service. 

As the question of age, however, might without justification 
rule them out, this has been eliminated. 

Most of these men when appointed did not anticipate that 
they would remain in the service longer than four years, and 
therefore there is no special hardship in the rule as proposed, 
nor is there any injustice in not conceding them compensation 
in the way of a retiring pension, as they did not enter Govern- 
ment employ with such expectation, but of course if they 
serve sufficiently long after reassignment to meet the reamire- 
ments of the act they will benefit accordingly. Vi 

The proper trial of 


from the service will insure fair treatment to all. 

The inspection of consular offices is an important consid- 
eration, and has not been carried out efficiently in the past. 
There has been a considerable diversity of opinion as to whether 
it should be done hereafter by members of the consular sery- 
ice or by special inspectors appointed for the purpose. Per- 


consuls and clerks by a board of their | 
own associates for any infringement of rules before dismissal | 


| 








sonully I am in favor of the latter idea, but to fully cover this | 
point the bill provides by sections 14 and 15 that both methods | 


may be tried, and experience will enable the Department and 
the President to judge as to the best results, and the inspection 
can be carried out accordingly in the future. 

As I fully understand that the diplomatic department is 
entirely distinct and should not be confounded in any way with 
the consular service, the conditions surrounding the duties of 
our ambassadors and ministers being different and of a more 
confidential character, I have therefore not considered that 
department in this bill, although I believe it requires proper 
adjustment and changes as well as the service under discus- 
sion. There is, however, one feature which is as necessary and 
in many cases has proved as objectionable to the diplomatic as 
to the consular service, and that is the inability to secure proper 
clerks as interpreters who could be trusted instead of having 


to depend upon alien local employees, who naturally had no in- | 
terest in our Government and were not actuated by the same | 1 
| this department is placed on the high plane on which it should 


sentiments of faithfulness and fidelity as would be one of our 
own citizens. Therefore, I have inserted a provision in the bill 
which allows the President to temporarily appoint consular 
clerks as secretaries of embassies and legations when their 
service may be desired or can be availed of to advantage. 

It will be noted that in the nomination of consuls to class 





| educate and use our consular service. 


seven through the merit system by examination I have restricted 
applicants to citizens who were born in the United States or pos- 
sessions, but in arranging for clerkships, said parties also being 
eligible in course of time to consular positions, the requirements 
only call for United States citizenship. These regulations do 
justice and give a preference to the native-born American, which 
seems but fair, and yet does not prevent those who come to our 
shores, and later adopt America as their country, from taking 
advantage, if they are desirous of so doing, of the open-door pre- 
ferment in Government service. 

In making these remarks I have confined myself strictly to 
facts, and have purposely avoided going into general theories in 
the discussion of this question. I have also refrained from in- 
dulging in any comparison between our own and the consular 
systems of other countries, and shall merely content myself by 
saying that from evidence secured, both England and Ger- 
many, in my judgment, are immeasurably ahead of us, and 
Germany particularly has made great strides of late years in 
aiding her merchants through the energy of her consuls, and the 
intelligence with which they have studied details and reported 
on the ways and methods by which trade could be secured. 

As to the personality of our consuls, I would state that I have 
no desire to criticise them in any way, as I am attacking the 
system, not the man, and undoubtedly some have rendered excel- 
lent service and others, again, are not up to the standard that 
should be required, but in view of the small inducement offered 
to join the service we have every cause to congratulate ourselves 
upon its being as good as it is. It may be well to issue a warn- 
ing to our manufacturing industries that they are making a 
serious mistake in being overconfident and indifferent to what 
is being done by other countries, as great strides have been made 
elsewhere as well as in America, and we must not think that we 
can ignore the skill and energy of others and have nothing to 
learn ourselves, even if we can in some cases give points to the 
rest of the world. 

The best means to adopt to educate our people fully regard- 
ing requirements abroad will need careful study on the part 
of a commissioner of consuls, if a department of the kind is 
established, as undoubtedly our present methods are crude and 
need decided improvement. 

I have read for a long period the daily consular reports which 
are sent out and have often observed interesting articles and 
noted suggestions which might be of benefit, but regret to say 
that I have as frequently come across most misleading state- 
ments, which if carried out by our merchants or manufacturers 
could not but have led to disaster and loss, showing clearly that 
the party who wrote the article was an extreme amateur in his 
knowledge of commercial needs, and I think that before these 
suggestions of the consuls are printed they should be revised 
and passed upon by an expert in the Department who is con- 
versant with foreign business, 

Without entering into the many likely reasons which have 
held back in the past the consummation and hopes of reformers 
of the service, I would state that so far as the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs is in question that I have every confidence in 
its members, and believe that all are thoroughly in favor of 
proper measures of relief. 

The chairman [Mr. Hrrr] ranks as a splendid example of 
American citizenship. He has wise judgment, is liberal, and 
fully abreast of the times, also thoroughly versed on all public 
questions, with a personality so pleasing and charming as to 
gain the respect and confidence of all who know him. 

The committee duly reported the last bill, introduced by Mr. 
ApAMS of Pennsylvania, a gentleman who has given much care- 
ful thought and attention to the question, and who deserves the 
thanks of us all for his efforts. It is to be regretted he could 
not secure the consideration of his measure by the House dur- 
ing the present session. His bill is a long step forward and 
would do much to improve matters, although not going as far as 
I should personally like, or, I think, the necessities demand. 

New markets are continually being opened, new world wants 
created. Our nation should not be a laggard in seeking an 
opening for commerce, and we should make other nations de- 
pendent upon us for their supplies of all kinds as far as pos- 
sible. One of the best means toward this end is to properly 
To carry out these views 
we need trained men to guide us by their counsel in the right 
path to commercial prosperity, and as we are all solicitous for 
national advancement and success I sincerely hope that our 
patriotic citizens will renew and not cease their efforts until 


properly and justly stand. [Applause.] 

A bill (H. R. 19012) to create the office of commissioner of consuls, 
and to provide for the reorganization of the consular service of the 
United States. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the office of commissioner of consuls is 

hereby created. Said commissioner will serve under the Secretary of 
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State, and will have general supervision over all consular affairs. He 
will report yearly to Congress the result of the work in his department 
and make such recommendations as he deems will likely benefit and 
improve the service. The President of the United States is hereby 
authorized to appoint said commissioner, who will hold office at his 
pleasure. Salary to be $5,000 per annum. 

Sec. 2. That the commissioner of consuls shall reorganize the con- 
sular service of the United States as provided for by this act, such 
reorganization to become operative after having been passed upon by 
the Secretary of State and on receiving the approval of the President 
of the United States. 

Src. 3. That the places where consulates-general, consulates, and 
commercial agencies now exist, with such additions thereto as the com- 
missioner may make, or omitting place or places no longer considered 
necessary, shall be classified into seven divisions as nearly equal in 
number as possible, based on the importance of the post, and specially 
considering the volume and value of trade between the United States 
and said places. The yearly salary of incumbents in each class shall 
be as follows: First class, consuls-general, $9,000; second class, 
consuls-general, $8,000; third class, consuls-general, $7,000; fourth 
class, consuls, $6,000; fifth class, consuls, $5,000; sixth class, con- 
suls, $4,000; seventh class, consuls, $3,000. On classification becom- 
ing operative future appointments shall be made to class 7, as pro- 
vided hereafter, and all vacancies in higher grades shall be filled from 
the next lower grade. Appointments of consuls-general and consuls 
to be made by the President of the United States, as provided by this 
act. 

Sec. 4. That the office of vice-consuls-general, deputy cons.ls-general, 
vice-consuls, deputy consuls, and consular agents shall be divided into 
three classes by the commissioner of consuls, but shall not be deemed 
to be in the classified service, and said offices shall be filled by cones 
ment as heretofore. Vice-consuls-general, deputy consuls-general, vice- 
consuls, and deputy consuls shall not be Se gy ge from any portion 
of the salaries of consuls-general or consuls, but will receive such com- 
pensation for service rendered as may be decided upon by the Secretary 
of State, subject to the approval of the President. Consular agents 
shall be paid yearly as ibews: First class, $2,000; second class, 
$1,000 ; third class, $500. Citizens of the United States shall be 
named for positions specified in this section unless it is found impos- 
sible to properly carry out this provision, in which case citizens of 
other countries may be temporarily appointed. The President may 
designate consuls, class 7, section 3, to act temporarily in any of 
these places, and when so acting said consul or consuls shail be paid 
their usual compensation, and shall remain eligible for promotion with 
other consuls in class 7, as provided by section 3. 

Sec. 5. That so soon as is possible the commissioner of consuls shall 
organize a corps of consular clerks classified in three divisions: First 
class, or chief clerks, to be paid $2,000 yearly; second class, clerks, 
$1,500 yearly; third class, clerks, $1,250 yearly. Said clerks on enter- 
ing the service shall not be over 35 years of age or under 23 years of 
age and must be citizens of the United States or its possessions. ‘The 
commissioner of consuls is hereby authorized to hold examinations for 
said clerkships, at such times as he deems necessary, in the city of 
Washington or elsewhere, and to formulate such rules and regulations 
pertaining to said examinations as he considers necessary for the serv- 
ice, subject to the approval of the Secretary of State. Applicants shall 
be conversant with either the German, Spanish, French, or Italian lan- 
guage, and their efficiency to speak and write one of said languages shall 
be thoroughly tested when examinations are held. The board of ex- 
aminers shall consist of three members, two of whom will be named by 
the Secretary of State, and the commissioner of consuls shall be the 
third member and act as chairman. The commissioner of consuls shall 
assign to class 1 to 3 those who pass the examination as per standards 
fixed, taking into consideration age and previous experience, as well as 
percentage of proficiency. Applicants must furnish doctor's certificate 
as to physical condition which shall be satisfactory to the commissioner 
of consuls. Consular clerks now in the service who are citizens of the 
United States or its possessions may be brought under classification 
as provided by this section and placed in such class as the commis- 
sioner of consuls may decide upon. They must, however, within two 
years pass the examinations as provided for, and be able to fulfill all 
the conditions specified to secure retention im the service. The head 
clerk in all consular offices, classes 1 to 7, as provided by section 3 of 
this act, shall, so soon as organization of clerks as per this section has 
been effected, be named by the Secretary of State, subject to the ap- 
yroval of the President, and his title shall be “ chief clerk.”” Consu- 
ates-general, classes 1 to 3, section 3, shall be provided with clerks 
from class 1, and consulates, classes 4 to 7, section 3, from classes 
2 and 3. Promotions of clerks as vacancy or vacancies occur shall be 
made from the lower to the higher classes. Until such time as the 
Secretary of State is in position to submit to the President the names 
of sufficient United States citizens as provided by this section to fill the 
positions of chief clerks, the President is hereby authorized to suspend 
temporarily the carrying out of this provision in such place or places 
as may be necessary. Clerks in first class designated as chief clerks 
after three years of service shall be eligible to appointment by the 
President to class 7, section 3, as consuls of the United States, subject 
to their conforming to all regulations as provided by this act. Consu- 
lar clerks may also be assigned by the President temporarily as sec 
retaries of embassies or secretaries of legations, and if so named shall 
receive any extra compensation to which the position assigned may 
entitle them, but in no case shall their remuneration be reduced, and if 
taken from class 1 they shall remain eligible to appointment as con 
suls by the President, or if taken from class 2 or 3 shall remain eligi 
ble to promotion to the higher classes. 

Sec. 6. That applicants for admission to class 7, section 3, consular 
service, must have been born in the United States or its possessions 
and have remained a citizen of the United States, shall not be over 50 
years of age or under 25 agp of age, and shall apply, in writing, to 
the commissioner of consuls, who will furnish applicant with an appli 
cation paper, approved by the Secretary of State. This paper must be 
returned filled out, signed, and sworn to by the applicant, and verified 
by three attesting witnesses. A physician’s certificate must also be fur- 
nished and approved by the commissioner, showing that applicant is in 
good physical condition. Examination of applicants will be held as the 
needs of the service require, with precedence according to the date of 
filing of their papers. The form and scope of examination, excepting 
as specially provided by this act, shall be according to rules laid down 
by the commissioner of consuls approved by the Secretary of State. 
r he board of examiners will consist of five members appointed by the 
Secretary of State. Applicants who pass with a percentage of not 
less than 80 per cent out of 100 per cent maximum shall be placed 
on a waiting list according to percentages received, and when vacancy 
or vacancies occur in the service the commissioner of consuls shall fur- 
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nish the Secretary of State with the first five named on the list, from 
which selection will be made, subject to the approval of the President, 
unless the President should prefer to fill vacancy or vacancies as pro- 
vided for by section 5 of this act. 

Sec. 7. That immediately after the classification of places called for 
by_ section 3 of this act shall have been perfected consuls-general, con- 
suls, and commercial agents holding office shall be reassigned by the 
commissioner of consuls, and on being passed upon by the Secretary 
of State and approved by the President of the United States reassign- 
ments will become operative. Said assignments shall follow nearly 
as possible remuneration and grade of office held by present incumbent. 
Consuls-general, consuls, and commercial agents now in the service 
must, however, within four years after reassignment, conform to all 
regulations laid down by this act, excepting that age limit specified for 
admission to the service, as per section 6, shall not apply, or failir 
to do so shall no longer be eligible for service. If continued in the 
service, they will retain their existing rank. 

Sec. 8. That consuls-general and consuls, as per section 3, shall be 
paid a yearly extra compensation of $200 if they can speak and write 
either the German, Spanish, French, or Italian language. The com- 
missioner of consuls will also select such other languages as are most 
useful in the consular service, and consular officers as named who can 
speak and write either of said languages shall be paid a yearly extra 
compensation of $300. No official, however, shall be entitled to more 
than one of the extra payments provided for by this section. The 
commissioner of consuls must be satisfied of the efficiency of anyone 
claiming this extra payment, and shall establish such tests and exam- 
inations as may be, in his judgment, necessary. Chief clerks, as per 
section 5, shali be paid a yearly extra compensation of $200 if they pass 
examination as provided for by this section in languages other than 
German, Spanish, French, and Italian, as per selection made by the 
commissioner of consuls. 

Sec. 9. That consular officers in both the classified and unclassified 
service shall hereafter pay into the Treasury of the United States all 
fees of every kind collected by them, official or unofficial, also when 
acting as consular or notarial officer, and compensation shall be by 
salary as fixed by law unless otherwise provided. Any consular offi- 
cer charged with violating this provision shall be tried as provided for 
in section 17 of this act, and if found guilty dismissed from the perv- 
ice, and will not be eligible for reappointinent. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS. 

Sec. 10. That the Secretary of State, subject to the approval of the 
President, may transfer a consul-general or consul to act temporarily 
in a class not his own; but if it is to a higher class he shall receive 
the extra compertisation of said class, and if to a lower class there shall 
be no reduction of compensation. The President shall also have the 
same authority in connection with consular clerks of the first class, 
designated as “ chief clerks.” 

Sec. 11. That the classification of any place in either group, as per 
section 3 of this act, may be changed, place or places omitted, or new 
place or places created by yearly recommendation of the commissioner 
of consuls, if indorsed by the Secretary of State, but subject to the 
approval of the President and on his Executive order. 

Sec. 12. That consuls-general and consuls, as classified in section 
shall not engage in any cutside business or act as agent for any Anu 
can or foreign firm or corporation. 

Src. 13. That consuls-general and consuls, as per section 3, and con- 
sular clerks, as per section 5, shall be entitled to sixty days’ vacation 
at intervals of two years, and the actual necessary time occupied in 
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traveling to the United States from their posts and on returning shall 
not be counted, and traveling expenses going and coming shall be paid 


by the United States Government. 

Sec. 14. That all consular offices shall be inspected at intervals of 
not over three years by inspectors appointed by the Secretary of State 
and named from incumbents of classes 1 to 4, inclusive, section 3 of 
this act, or by the special inspectors the President is authorized to 
appoint by section 15. Consular officers shall receive extra compensa- 
tion at the rate of $500 yearly while so employed, also traveling ex- 
penses. Inspectors shall make a full and complete report In writing 
to the commissioner of consuls as to the conditions In said offices, effi- 
ciency of those serving therein, accuracy of accounts rendered, and 
system of keeping accounts. 

Sec. 15. That the President of the United States is hereby author- 
ized to name not over five inspectors to ser've yearly for the inspection 
of consular offices and for such other special requirements of the 
service as may be considered by him necessary, the salary of such in- 
spectors to be $4,000 yearly, and traveling expenses to be paid. 

Sec. 16. That consular officers, as per section 3, and chief clerks, as 
per section 5, of this act, who have served not less than twenty years 
shali be retired on one-third pay of the grade they are then serving in 
on reaching the age of 65 years. 


Sec. 17. That consular officers and chief clerks shall not be dismissed 


from the service except upon written charges, and on being declared 
guilty by a majority of a board of three members, to be named by the 
Secretary of State and chosen from classes 1 to 6, section 3 of this act. 
Sec. 18. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the pro- 
visions of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, a message in writing from the President of 
the United States was communicated to the Llouse of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. BARNEs, one of his secretaries. 

NAVAL BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield five 
utes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I for the purpose of 
again calling the attention of the House to the rapid and steady 
growth of the military expenses of the Government. 

In a period of profound peace, when, perhaps, our interna- 
tional relations are more amicable with all countries of the 


APPROPRIATION 


min- 
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world than they have been at any time in fifty years, we are 
still developing our military strength with a 
almost be called feverish. 

The Indian question no longer vexes us nor ¢: 
The Indians are dead, cowed, or civilized, 


haste that may 
uls for a display 


of military strength. 
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The aspiring liberty-loving Filipinos have been whipped into a 
sullen admission of our ability to control them. They do not 
admit our right to rule them, but they are so painfully aware 
of the number and accuracy of our guns that for the time being 
they are not disposed to discuss abstract questions of right and 
wrong. So we do not need much of an army in our Asiatic 
colony. 

We have about 60,000 regular troops and 12,000 of the so- 
ealled Philippine Seouts. The scouts are a part of the Regular 
Army of the United States, commanded by regular army 
officers, and supported by the same appropriations that care 
for other troops. In a word, sir, we have an army of more 
than 70,000 men, or about three times as many as we had 
seven years ago. 

We have reached a point in the growth of our Navy where, 
whether we strike out the two battle ships provided in this or 
not, we must go on spending a hundred million dollars a year 
for its maintenance. This is an ordinary appropriation bill, 
yet in a two or three line paragraph it provides for an increase 
of 3,000 seamen and 1,289 marines. Why, sir, mad aS we are 
about matters military, if the committee of which I am a mem- 
ber were to propose an increase of 4,000 men for the Army, it 


would excite the hostile criticism of the press of the country, | 


Democratic and Republican alike. 

Mr. Chairman, I came to Congress an advocate of an en- 
larged navy. I hoped to see a splendid defensive navy sail- 
ing under our flag. I wanted ships enough and guns enough 
to compel respect for American rights. I wanted enough naval 
strength to guarantee the safety of our ports and of our com- 
merce. But that was eight years ago. I think we have reached 
a stage of development when we can afford to stop. We cer- 
tainiy can prevent an invasion of our own country, and I hope 
we don’t want to invade any other. 

Our Navy is large enough now for all purposes of defense, 
and I am utterly opposed to one for conquest, which an in- 
crease may mean. I am opposed to spending these enormous 
sums for the purpose of a navy to traverse the seas and under- 
take the conquest of other people. I am tremendously appre- 


hensive, sir, that recent developments in the West Indies will | 


result in a further addition of a class of citizens which will 
not elevate the average of our own. 
of policeman in other countries and to compel the bankrupt 
republics of Central and South America to pay their debts 
will invite disaster. It means, I fear, the occupation of Santo 
Domingo. Proximity will provoke trouble 
trouble will make the occasion, and land lust will do the rest. 

All these things are being done, Mr. Chairman, for the alleged 
purpose of enforcing the Monroe doctrine. We hear a great 
deal about that doctrine, but not much appears to be known, 
and I shall append to my remarks an extract from the seventh 
annual message of President Monroe. I have been shocked in 
the last few days to see in the newspapers of this city extracts 
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phant is free who is tied to a stake with a 40-foot chain. The 
elephant is free to move about within the circle described by his 


-chain, and Cuba is free to play at sovereignty within the limit 





An effort to play the part | 


with Haiti, the | 


| against constitutional restraints. 


from leading journals representative of the dominant political | 


party which go so far as to advocate that constitutional re- 
straints be swept aside and the President given a free hand in 
working out his West Indian policy. The Journal, of Provi- 
dence, R. I., which I am told is an influential and important 
newspaper, seems to be really distressed that the Constitution 
forbids the exercise of autocratic powers by the President. It 
asks if he is to be “ hampered by the necessity of dilatory con- 
sultation, prolonged discussion, and the obtaining of specific 
and formal authority before taking any step toward the enforce- 
ment of order and honesty in the extraterritorial sphere of our 
responsibility?” 

Occasionally individual citizens of the United States have 


been frank enough and bold enough to avow their belief that | 


the American system of government was a failure; but this is 
the first time, to my knowledge, that any great newspaper has 
had the courage to say that when democratic government and 
constitutional limitations stand in the way of “ big-stick ” poli- 
cies we should abandon them. 

It says further that we are to have a test of whether the 
democratic form of government will prevent the United States 
from becoming a strong and efficient world power. It goes 
gaily to the test and seemingly indifferent to the fate of demo- 





cratie forms of government provided we can march around the | 
world on a career of conquest to the strains of martial music. | 


Mr. Chairman, the Washington Post is a newspaper which is 
always interesting because it is always clever. It is always 
entitled to respect because it never indulges in cant. The Past 
was never in sympathy with the Teller resolution which prom- 
ised absolute independence and sovereignty to Cuba and it has 
never tried to deceive its readers by telling lies about the Platt 
amendment which the might of our military arm forced into the 
Cuban constitution. We solemnly convenanted before the world 
ve the Cubans absolute independence, and our performance 
Cuba is no more free than the ele- 


to zg 


fell short of the promise. 


| our territory. 


permitted by the Platt amendment to her constitution. 

I am moved to these observations because of what has been 
done and what we are told is yet to be done in Santo Domingo. 

As showing what is in the minds of some American editors, 
and, of course, some American citizens whose views they express, 
I ask the House to consider this editorial from the Washington 
Post, which contains liberal extracts from the Providence 
Journal: 

ANOTHER PLUNGER. 


The Post has in the last few weeks called attention to a number of 
wild plunges by party newspapers. Democratic and Republican jour- 
nals of high standing, and presumably of wide influence, seem ta have 
been moved by a common impulse to cut loose from traditions and prec- 
edents and, in some instances, from recognized principles and policies 
of their respective parties, and taken flying leaps into heretofore forbid- 
den regions. One can see some excuse for this experimental recklessness 
on the Democratic side, for that party has had many bitter experi- 
ences in the last twelve years, and the culmination of its series of dis- 
asters in the calamity of November 8, 1904, is a sufficient explanation 
of queer antics in its organs. But no such excuse or apprehension is 
available for Republican plungers. Yet the plunging on that side is 
not a whit less wild than on the other. For example, the Providence 
Journal, usually a carefully conservative Republican paper, appears to 
think the time has come for dispensing with the constitutional limita- 
tions of Executive ay and giving the President a free hand, 
untrammeled by Senatorial interference. We clip from a column edi- 
torial in the Journal of the 6th instant, entitled “An old woman's 
alarm,” a few extracts that will require little comment: 

“Is the President to have a comparatively free hand to guide the 
Government’s discharge of its new duties as international policeman, or 
is he to be hampered by the necessity of dilatory consultation, prolonged 
discussion, and the obtaining of specific and formal authority before 
taking any step toward the enforcement of order and honesty in the 
extraterritorial sphere of our responsibility ? 

* * * t ” . 

“It has been said that a democratic form of government must always 
necessarily prevent a people from becoming a strong and efficient world 
power. The United States is now about to test the truth of that dic- 
tum. For better or worse we have assumed new responsibilities outside 
If in the discharge of them we find it necessary to 
modify some of our traditional conceptions of government we must be 
brave enough to do so. 

* iB * *~ . 7 o 

“Certainly we can not with honor withdraw from the position of 
wide authority in the world which has been assigned us by the common 
consent of the nations; and certainly we can not fully perform the 
duties of that position if each detail of the application of our foreign 
policy must be separately decided by the methods of a rural town meet- 
ing, or if the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy is to be held 
in leash by the timorous apprehension of old women of either sex, in 
Congress or out.” 

If we have assumed a position that can not be maintained, or re- 
sponsibilities that can not be discharged, without dislodging the Senate, 
by Executive usurpation, from its position as a coordinate branch of 
the executive department, we had better abandon that position and 
those responsibilities. 

But it is not in evidence that we are thus encumbered or that the 
President thinks we are. 

The Providence Journal, however, is not the only complainant 
Doctor Schurman, president of 
Cornell University, one time Commissioner to the Philippines, 
with a fluctuating opinion of the problem of those islands—an 
opinion, by the way, which seems to have been influenced by his 
official position—is out in an address in which he advocates an 
extension of the Platt amendment to the South and Central 
American republics. 

The quotation from his address which I have seen does not 
pretend to explain by what right we will do any such unheard- 
of thing. I am bound to suppose that, like the Providence Jour- 
nal, he wants Congress to waive its constitutional right to make 
war in favor of the President. He is reported to have said 
that he does not want wholesale annexation. He disclaims any 
desire for sovereignty over Santo Domingo and her multitude of 
turbulent blacks. But the very fact of his disclaimer shews 


that annexation was in his mind. Why, in heaven’s name, 


| should we want sovereignty over such an island and such peo- 


ple? The pestilence of its fevers is nothing in comparison with 
the pestilence of its people. 

Leave the island as it is, in the hands of its black inhabit- 
ants. Let it stay there as a horrible object lesson to those 
misguided people who think that certain parts of this country 
should be given over to the control of a class which is like 
them in color and character. 

In its issue of February 10 the Post commented on the posi- 
tion taken by Mr. Schurman. I will not ask the House to lis- 
ten to the reading of that editorial now, but under the leave to 
print I shall incorporate it with my remarks. I hope that 
Members who did not read it in the Post will not fail to read 
it in the Recorp, for, like everything which appears in that 
paper, it is both entertaining and instructive. 

MORE PLUNGING. 

President Schurman, of Cornell University, has a habit of saying 
things that attract attention. He is one of a considerable number of 
heads of great educational institutions who manifest a deep interest in 
national affairs not immediately connected with or related to their offi- 


cial duties in the sphere of education. It can not, however, be urged 
with any show of reason that such incursions—such occasional flights 
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into the domain of national or international politics—impair the use- 
fulness of these distinguished educators to the institutions under their 
charge, or constitute a departure from the proprieties of their positions. 

Any system of liberal education in these times that ignores or shuts 
out the chief subjects. of interest to our Government and the American 
people is too narrow. The country could not afford to have its young 
men so educated that when they had finished the prescribed course of 
study they would find themselves left far behind the procession of non- 
collegiates in caeeene of such practical affairs as pertain to the broad 
domain of politics. *rovided only that matters outside of the text- 
books and ignored by the curriculum are not permitted too much promi- 
nence, this habit of Doctor Schurman and other educators may well be 
encouraged. 

The latest deliverance of Cornell’s erent is marked by his custo- 
mary candor. Our New York Republican contemporary, the Evening 
Mail, credits him with looking straight in the face a national issue at 
which a good many Americans—too many, the Mail believes—are in- 
clined to blink. As our contemporary ye! construes President Schur- 
man, he holds that we should accept our full responsibility in the West- 
ern Hemisphere, and not only assure to the European powers some sort 
of decent conduct toward their interests on the part of the lesser Ameri- 
can Republics, but a degree of domestic peace to the people of those Re- 
publics. This, says the Mail, is the Monroe doctrine’s logical, its nec- 
essary, conclusion. And our contemporary continues in this wise: 

“Doctor Schurman does not want wholesale annexation, and neither 
does any other American. We should not want Santo Domingo or 
any other Latin-American republic, even in the status of a Territory. 
Porto Rico is quite enough. 

“He speaks for a Platt amendment to cover the case of each of 
these incapable republics. That undoubtedly is the best solution. It 
works well in Cuba. It keeps the people on their good behavior, and 
operates perfectly to prevent interference from Europe. 

* President Schurman, himself a native of Canada, says, moreover, 
that the time will come when we shall ‘have to clasp Canada’s hand 
as a sister State.’ Every American believes that, but nobody is in 
a hurry. 

“Canada is taking very good care of herself, but the problem of 
Latin-America’s irresponsibility and our responsibility grows, and can 
not be dodged much longer, even by a somnolent Senate, which seldom 
wakes up to anything but the sense of its own dignity and preroga- 
tives.” 

Some of those declarations would be astounding if previous plunges 
of Republican newspapers had not prepared the public for almost any 
wild and weird break in that quarter. It is seriously proposed to 
apply the Platt amendment not only to Santo Domingo, but to any or 
all of the Latin-American republics that get into disputes with foreign 
powers or behave in a reprehensible manner. It means that the United 
States should take charge of all the states south of the Rio Grande 
in such contingencies as have often occurred, and may be expected to 
happen again at any time. For the Platt amendment was and is an 
assertion of our sovereignty over Cuba, forced by this Republic, and 
very pooneey and wisely forced, into the constitution of the Cuban 
Republic. That sovereignty became ours when Spain abandoned it. 
In the interest of the American people, not less than of the Cubans, 
our Government wrote a full recognition of it into the Cuban constitu- 
tion in the shape of the Platt amendment. There it stands, and there 
it will remain. 

Is it our policy, our manifest destiny, to take, either by peaceful 
—- by conquest, the relation of sovereign to the Latin-American 
states 

And if so, will, or will not, the consent of “a somnolent Senate” 
be regarded as an indispensable condition precedent to the consumma- 
tion of that policy? 


The talk of newspapers like the Providence Journal and of 
men like Mr. Schurman is causing all the governments to the 
south of us to look on the United States with distrust and dis- 
like. No one of them knows when he may fall under the wrath 
of the “international policeman.” 

Is it any wonder, then, that under these circumstances they 
prefer to throw their trade to Europe? Believing as they do 
that we are a menace to their independence they are wise to 
prefer trade and social relations with Europe. The less inti- 
macy there is the less danger there is of political complications. 

Besides, they feel that the Monroe doctrine—that political 
anachronism which has survived from the perisd of our own 
national weakness—will protect them from European assaults 
upon their liberties. They are more concerned now to know 
who is to protect them from their protector. 

Under the guise of enforcing the Monroe doctrine we are in- 
terfering in the affairs of other governments in a way which 
has brought upon us the suspicion and dislike of all the repub- 
lies of Central and South America. Somewhat extended travel 
among the Spanish-American people has given me a degree of 
familiarity with their views. I have heard many frank expres- 
sions of their opinion on the political complications likely to 
come out of the modern interpretation and aggressive enforce- 
ment of the Monroe doctrine. They are duly grateful for pro- 
tection against European enemies in the past. 

Until a few years ago, notwithstanding the results that fol- 
lowed the war with Mexico, it was not generally thought, even 
by the Spanish-American people, that this Government lusted 
after the lands and sovereignty of its continental or insular 
neighbors. Now they feel differently. What we have done in 
Porto Rico and the Philippines, particularly the latter, has ex- 
cited lively apprehensions as to their own fate. They believe 


that the “ North American giant,” as our country is called, is 
land hungry and not overscrupulous as to the method by which 
the appetite is to be satisfied. 

I do not believe that the American people, as a whole or in 
large part, want the territory or political control of the West 
Indian or Central 


American countries. I don’t believe that 
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they wanted any sort of political alliance with the Filipinos, 
but by reason of our going there we have the alliance, and an 
embarrassing one it is. 

If we go to Santo Domingo to administer the fiscal affairs of 
that opera bouffe Republic, I fear we will remain to direct all 
its affairs. I prefer to stay away from Santo Domingo, and I 
think we should come away from the Philippines at the earliest 
possible date. 

It is gratifying to hear the Secretary of War, Mr. Taft, de- 
clare that he hopes that we will, in a generation or two, be able 
to leave the islands to be governed by the Filipinos themselves. 
Speed the day. The gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. But 
LER] says that he hopes that an honorable way will be found 
for getting out of the Philippine Islands. That indicates 
awakening of conscience, which is hopeful. 

The “honorable way” can be found. Let us renew alle- 
giance to the principles of the Declaration of Independence, 
which says that governments derive their just powers from the 
consent of the governed. Then admit the very patent fact that we 
are not ruling the Filipinos with their consent, freely given. Then 
fix a time—say, five years—when we will retire and leave them 
to manage their own affairs and to work out their own dk 

That is an “honorable way” which ought to command the 
respect and support of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. But 
if the gentleman objects that in doing so we would be avoiding 
obligations assumed by our occupation, I respectfully suggest 
that it might be arranged with other great powers to neutralize 
the islands and thus secure to them forever the blessings of 
peace. There is precedent for it. Without taking the time of 
the House to read the document, I will print as a part of my 


an 


stiny. 


speech an argument for the neutralization of the Philippines, 

which was made at the Thirteenth International Peace Con- 

gress, held in Boston last October. 

NEUTRALIZATION—A POLICY BY WHICH ANY RESPONSIBILITY INCURRED 
BY THE UNITED STATES IN THE PHILIPYINE ISLANDS MAY EE DIS- 


CHARGED. 
[By Erving Winslow.] 


[One of the principal and most plausible arguments advanced by the 


supporters of the Administration policy in the Philippines ha een 
that if the United States should let the islands go they would be seized 
by Germany or some other colonizing power. The following paper, ex- 


tracted, with some modifications, from an essay read at the Thirt 
International Peace Congress, offers a suggestion for meeting such s 
posed difficulty.] 

Many persons in the United States have considered the. possi} 
of the alienation sooner or later of the Philippine Islands. The su 
of neutralization has naturally suggested itself as a means of dis 
charging such responsibility as the United States may have incurred 
there, and the subject has therefore been examined and discussed in 


ip 


lity 
¢ 
Ll 





various quarters. It is interesting to note the fact that the United 
States, first admitted to the counsels of the great powers at Geneva, 
began to use her influence toward the neutralization of we r peoples 
at the Berlin West African Congress, where Mr. John A. Kasson,in behalf 


of the United States, strongly and impressively, although vainly, urced 
the neutralization of the territories comprised in the conventional basin 
of the Kongo, instancing the distress which had been caused in this con- 
tinent during the earlier period of its settlement by foreign wars 
Neutralization of nations by their own act and by treaty between the 
great powers means the establishment, not of methods to bring about 
may 


peace, but of peace itself. Arbitration assumes difficulties which 

lead to war. It may be sought or, in many cases, avoided at will. 
Neutralization implies the noble abandonment of that sovereign right 
which permits of war. Its authority is the pledge of the nations, 


guaranteed by enlightened public sentiment. 

A nation set apart and neutralized is bound, as the authorities assert, 
“to avoid in times of peace every engagement which might prevent 
its observing the duties of neutrality in time of war.” 

As an independent state it may lawfully exercise in its intercourse 
with other states all the other attributes of external sovereignty It 
may form treaties of amity, and even of alliance, with other states, pro- 
vided it does not thereby incur obligations which, though presun 
lawful in time of peace, would prevent its fulfilling the duties of 
trality in time of war. Under this distinction treaties of offer 
alliance applicable to a specific case of war between any two or mors 
powers, or guaranteeing their possessions, are of course interdicted to 
the neutral state; but this interdict does not extend to defensive 
alliances formed with other neutral states for the maintenance o 
neutrality of the contracting parties against any power by which it 
might be threatened with violation. 

What is the history of neutralization? As is so often the case, in 
this matter overruling Providence has used the wickedness of man as 
the means by which good came to pass, for we must not fear ack wl 






edge that good is often apparently thus promoted by evil, albeit y re 
so old fashioned as to believe that we may not do evil that good 
come. Heaven may make the drunken man more useful as a 





than he could have been sober as an example. Had th 
sanitary laws been less criminally careless many reforms might 1 
have been instituted. We acknowledge that such results do 1 

or commend drunkenness and dirt. Yet nowadays there are those who 
because benefits have providentially accrued to mankind from t 
horrors of war, actually invite them by expatiating on these 

From Napoleon Bonaparte’s career of ambition and bloodshed 1 
sprung the principle and the practice of neutralization The nat 

of the world, after the fall of the despot, fixed barriers, places f 
petual peace, set between them, which instead of being hig 
contending armies might be like walls of protection from aggr 


spoliation. 

Although the delimitations of territory as set out in the “i t 
produced June 9, 1815, which resulted from the treat f ] M 
80, 1814, have been mostly set aside and the map of Europe a t er 
tirely remade, the policy of neutralization, which was then est i 
has been adhered to by the other congresses 


The relations of Switzerland were determined by a declaration of the 
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powers forming a conference, dated March 20, 1815, by the act of ac- 
cession of the Cantons of the same date, and by the final act. Switzer- 
land, by these acts and declarations, was to take the relation of per- 
petual neutrality. This position of Switzerland, so constituted in 15815, 
has neyer been changed and the other powers have always respected it. 

Holland and Belgium, united by the congress, were disrupted in 1830, 
and by the treaty of London, April 19, 1839, between Holland and the 
five great powers, Great Britain, Russia, France, Austria, and Prussia, 
the Kingdom of Belgium was formed and the condition of perpetual 
neutrality imposed upon it. 

The Grand Duchy of Luxenburg, which had been added by the con- 
gress to the Kingdom of the Netherlands, was by the London treaty 
ot May 11, 1867, between the great powers, Great Britain, Austria, Bel- 
gium, France, Italy, the Netherlands, Prussia, and Russia, made an 
open city (Ville Ouvyerte) and perpetually neutral. 

‘hus peace is forever guaranteed to Switzerland, Belgium, and Lux- 

nourg 

‘he tendency to absorb the smaller and weaker nations and to colon- 
ize or to acquire spheres of influence by way of expansion is not in the 
line of progress toward the peace of the world. ‘The process is al- 
most invariably carried on through bloodshed and is followed by the de- 
terioration or the extinction of the native inhabitants, while the power 
and pride of the great nations are magnified by the acquisition, and 
their national and commercial rivalries are intensified. 

Neutralization is a reasonable and practical method of availing our- 
selves of existing conditions, unlike many peace movements which design 
plans for a beautiful machinery, whose working presupposes a converted 
world and a sublimely elevated public opinion. Reformers may be in 
the best sense opportunists. The peace movement need not scruple to 
avail itself of the jealousy of the nations concerning the territory which 
each anxiously covets, yet perhaps still more anxiously desires to keep 
from others, by persistently urging that they should agree to leave it 
to itself under the wgis of a joint guaranty. 

Iiow impressive would be the example of the prosperity and progress 
of the Philippines and their people, benefiting by the advantages which 
the civilization of the more advanced nations would offer in exchange 
for the opportunities freely furnished for the development of their re- 
sources by foreign capital and commercial exchanges—opportunities 
sought in generous competition by the world! Freed from the burdens 
of a military establishment and favored by the security of a guaranteed 
and lasting peace, the islands would be irresistible object lessons and 
effect in a generation more than the eloquence of the idealist is likely 
to effect in centuries of pleading for the general and voluntary abroga- 
tion of this element of sovereignty among the great powers. 

Why should not the United States in setting the Filipino people upon 
their feet, free and independent, use its goods ollices to negotiate a 
treaty with the other great powers, adding the islands to the list of 
fortunate countries that are forever freed from the peril of for- 
eign war and foreign conquest? 

THE MONROE 


those 


DOCTRINE. 
In his seventh annual message to Congress President Monroe 
said: 


In the wars of the European powers in matters relating to them- 
selves we have never taken any part, nor does it comport with our 
policy so to do. It is only when our rights are invaded or seriously 
menaced that we resent injuries or make preparation for our defense. 
With the movements in this hemisphere we are of necessity more im- 
mediately connected, and by causes which must be obvious to all 
enlightened and impartial observers. The political system of the 
allied powers is essentially different in this respect from that of 
America. This difference proceeds from that which exists in their 
espective governments; and to the defense of our own, which has 
‘en achieved by the loss of so much blood and treasure, and matured 

the wisdom of their most enlightened citizens, and under which we 

ve enjoyed unexampled felicity, this whole nation is devoted. We 

e it, therefore, to candor and to the amicable relations existing 

‘no the United States and those powers to declare that we 
id consider any attempt on their part to extend their system to 
rition of this hemisphere as dangerous to our peace and safety. 
FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the bill. 
CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
Clerk read as follows: 


PAY OF THE NAVY. 
and allowances prescribed by law of officers on sea duty; officers 
» and other duty; offieers on waiting orders; officers on the re- 
list; clerks to commandants of yards and stations; clerks to pay- 
at yards and stations, general storekeepers, receiving ships, 
other vessels ; commutation of quarters for officers on shore not oc- 
ng public quarters, including boatswains, gunners, carpenters, sail- 
's, Warrant machinists, pharmacists, and mates, and also naval 
constructors and assistant naval constructors; pay of enlisted men on 
the retired list; extra pay to men reenlisting under honorable discharge; 
~ interest on deposits by men; pay of petty officers, seamen, landsmen, 
d apprentices, including men in the engineers’ force, and men detailed 
for duty with Naval Militia, and for the Fish Commission, 34,500 men; 
(the 3,000 additional men herein authorized may be recruited upon 
the passage of this )}, and the number of enlisted men shall be ex- 
clusive of those undergoing imprisonment with sentence of dishonor 


i > 
» disc 


act 


iny warrant 
necessary to 


machinists as the President may 
appoint, not to exceed 20 in 
under training at training stations and on board 
raining the pay prescribed by law, $17,500,000: Provided, 
That the sum of $2,500,000 from the unexpended balances remaining 
in the Treasury under appropriations “ Pay of the Navy, 1902,” and 
‘Pay of the Navy, 1903,” is hereby reappropriated for the “ Pay of 
the Navy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906.” 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that portion of this paragraph that is included within 
the parentheses in lines 11 and 12, and in explanation will state 
that that part of the paragraph went out in the committee and I 
was not aware that it had been restored. 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman refers to making the 3,000 addi- 
tional men immediately available? 

Mr. RIXEY. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. No; that went in in the committee, I will state to 
the Gentleman. 


from time to time 
any one year; and 
apprentices 
ships, at 


harge from the service at expiration of such confinement; and | 


Mr. RIXEY. I understood it had gone out. 
make the point of order. 

Mr. FOSS. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon his 
point of order. He knows the reason why the Department de- 
sired to have the enlistment of these 3,000 additional men made 
immediately available. 

If he does not recall it, I can state the reason now. During 
the summer months, as the gentleman is aware, it is very diffi- 
cult to secure enlistments; but during the spring months it is 
done with great success, and the reason why the Department de- 
sired that these enlistments be made available at once is on 
account of this fact. From now right on until the 1st of July is 
the best period during the whole year to secure enlistments of 
men in the Navy. 

Mr. RIXEY. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois that 
I am familiar with the reasons advanced by the Department; 
but when he understands that I intend to make a motion to 
reduce the amount as carried in this bill and the number of men 
he will see that I intend to insist upon the point of order. As I 
understand, it was conceded and understood in the committee 
that this provision was not to be made operative until the ist of 
July. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, no; I am sure—— 

Mr. RIXEY. Anyhow I insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I now move an amendment to 
the bill, to strike out, in line 10, the words “ thirty-four thou- 
sand five hundred ” and insert in lieu thereof “ thirty-one thou- 
sand five hundred.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 10 strike out the word “four” and insert the word “ one;” 
so as to read “ thirty-one thousand five hundred.” 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, unfortunately the fact is as 
stated by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN] just now, 
that there is no limit placed in the law to the number of men for 
the Navy, as there is in the Army, and it is for that reason that 
here annually there is provided an increase in the Navy of 
about 3,000 men, which creates practically no discussion upon 
this floor, and it is impossible for any Member of this House 
not a member of the Naval Committee to know exactly what 
the increase is or how much it involves, 

Now, as I understand it, if we want to reduce the amount 
carried in this bill we must reduce it in two or three items. One 
of these items is for the 3,000 additional men provided in this 
paragraph. They will cost the Government probably $2,000,600. 
Another provision later on provides for 1,200 men in the Marine 
Corps, involying another large appropriation. If we will not 
increase the present force of the Navy we can reduce this bill to 
$100,000,000 without affecting the efficiency of the Navy. Mr. 
Chairman, I have a table in my hand which shows that of all 
the battle ships that we are now building not a single one will 
be completed during the present year. A paragraph at the foot 
of this table states: 


At any rate I 


While in the above table it appears that none of the battle ships are 
likely to be commissioned during the coming year, yet from the latest 
and most reliable authority it is now: believed some of them may be 
completed. 

Then the question, Mr. Chairman, is, If none of these battle 
ships are to be completed within the coming year, do we need 
these additional men? Have we not enough men now to man 
the ships which we already have? It seems that we have. 
In addition to this the Navy Department is authorized under 
the present law to enlist 3,900 men more than we had in the 
Navy December 10, 1904. If no more battle ships are to go 
into commission during the next year, and if the Navy De- 
partment has the power right now to enlist 3,900 men more, 
I ask why the necessity for providir; for 3,000 men by this 
bill, involving an additional cost of probably $2,000,000? On 
pages 104 and 105 of the hearings Admiral Converse was asked 
the question : 

Mr. RIxeEy. 
allowed ? 

Admiral Conversek. Yes, sir; to be exact, we were 3,900 men short 
on the 10th day of December. 

Now, if they need the men, why not go on and enlist these 
5,900? “No more battle ships to be added within the next 
twelve months,” says the chairman’s report, and surely the 3,900 
which they have the right to enlist will be sufficient to meet all 
new demands. 

Mr. Chairman, in looking over the report of the Bureau of 
Navigation I find there a detailed statement of what the ships 
of this country have been doing for the past twelve wonths. 
The present war ships seem to be divided into eight separate 
squadrons, 


You are now 3,000 men short of the number already 
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‘The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia has expired. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for two minutes more. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
the time of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrxey] be ex- 
tended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman may 
proceed for two minutes more. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, in this report of the Bureau of 
Navigation it is shown that the fleets of this country are divided 
into eight squadrons, employed as follows: 


On the North Atlantic Station the commander in chief, with the 
battle-ship squadron, returning from a cruise to the Azores, arrived 
on the New England coast July 23, where all available vessels of the 
‘aribbean, coast, and Atlantic training squadrons had been assembled. 
The squadrons combined and a search problem began soon afterwards. 

Following this the assembled fleet proceeded to Leong Island Sound, 
where they were reviewed on August 17 off Oyster Bay by the Presi- 
dent. The fleet then returned to the coast of Maine and was engaged 
in maneuvers with the Army from August 25 to 29. 

With the exception of the Atlantic Training Squadron, the fleet then 
proceeded to Menemsha Bight for preliminary target practice, after 
which they dispersed generally for repairs. 

+ ~ Be a” os * * 

After the completion of their repairs the battle ships assembled at 
Tompkinsville and sailed December 1 for Guantanamo to take formal 
possession of the naval reservation conceded by the Republic of Cuba. 
This ceremony took place December 10, 1903. | 

Thence the squadron proceeded to Culebra, and until the middle of 
February was engaged in exercises and maneuvers in that vicinity, 
most of the time under war conditions. In January they were joined 
by the South Atlantic Squadron. 

. a * * - me * a 


tecord target practice off Pensacola next occupied the various sauad- 
rons, except the Atlantic Training Squadron, which remained in the 
West Indies, making its base at Guantanamo and cruising in adjacent 
waters for the protection of American interests. 
w = a om = e 


Upon the conclusion of record traget practice the North Alantic Bat- 
tle Ship Squadron and the new European Squadron proceeded on a cruise 
to Europe, stopping for coal at Guantanamo and at St. Thomas, respec- 
tively, and coaling again at Fayal from naval colliers sent there for 
them. 

From Fayal the battle ships proceeded alone, the European Squadron 
having been diverted to Tangier. Lisbon, Gibraltar, and Piraeus were 
visited by the battle ships in accordance with a general plan pre- 
viously agreed upon with the State Department. This European cruise 
is to include visits to Austrian ports and return to the United States 
about September 1. 

The Caribbean Squadron continued at Colon and vicinity until the 
latter part of May, when the force was reduced to one ship and bat- 
talion of marines on shore. Meantime one vessel of this squadron had 
taken over naval affairs in Dominican waters previously lett in charge 
of the Atlantic Training Squadron, which proceeded north. During June 
the greater part of the Caribbean Squadron was on the coast of Santo 
Domingo, the insurrection in that country drawing to a close. 

The coast squadron of the North Atlantic Fleet, organized only a 
short time before the beginning of the fiscal year, took part in the 
search problem and joint maneuvers, and the review by the President. 

The South Atlantic Squadron cruised on the east coast of South 
America, between the river Plate and Bahia, Brazil, until December, 
when it joined the North Atlantic Fleet at Culebra. This squadron’s 
preliminary target practice was held at Ilha Grande. The good re- 
sults of continued cruising and being in company with the flagship 
were very noticeable in this squadron at the time of the visit of the 
Admiral of the Navy to the fleet in March. He was favorably im- 
pressed with the skillful handling of these vessels in squadron formation. 

The new South Atlantic Squadron after leaving Pensacola proceeded 
via San Juan on a cruise which would include visits at several African 
ports and bring the squadron on the coast of Brazil in early autumn. 
Upon reaching Teneriffe, the squadron was ordered immediately to 
‘Tangier, where it remained pending settlement of the Perdicaris affair 
until the end of June. 

The European Squadron, after a visit at Lisbon in July, 1903, pro- 
ceeded to the Mediterranean for drills and exercises. August 28 the 
Squadron was dispatched from Villefranche to Beirut for the protec- 
tion of American interests, remaining in that quarter until February, 

1904. During this period the vessels held preliminary target practice 
singly near Port Said, and one of them, the Machias, conveyed a diplo- 
matic expedition from Naples to Djibouti and returned to Port Said. 
An escort made up from the squadron, composed of seamen and ma- 
rines, all under command of Lieut. C. M. Hussey, United States Navy, 
accompanied this expedition into the interior, all arrangements for 
the trip having been made in advance by the same officer, who was de- 
tailed by the commander in chief of the squadron. 

The new European Squadron remained in company with the North 
Atlantic battle ships most of the distance from Pensacola to the Azores, 
where a stop was made for coal, but from that point was diverted to 
Tangier, arriving June 1, and remained through the month. 

The Pacific Squadron began the fiscal year with a six months’ cruise to 
Alaskan waters, with the especial purpose of visiting the Kiska Islands 
and other harbors near by. The squadron then returned to the coast 
and prepared for further cruising, which would include Honolulu and 
ports on the Mexican and Central American coasts; but a revolution 
on the Isthmus of Panama required the presence of all the vessels of 
the squadron there until March. ‘The flagship and three other vessels 
then made a short cruise to the southward as far as Callao. Return- 
ing to Panama in April, the flagship with three vessels began a 
cruise to Alaskan waters via Acapulco and Honolulu. Two of these 
vessels parted company at Acapulco to be docked and make urgent 
repairs at Mare Island, rejoining their commander in chief in Honolulu 
the end of May. This squadron sailed for Kiska June 4, and returned 
to the coast at Bremerton June 28. 

Of the vessels left at Panama the Wyoming and two destroyers were 
ordered north about the middle of April, visiting Acapulco, Pichilinqui, 
San Diego, and other ports to the northward as far as Portland. The 
Posies was held at Panama until May 25 and then proceeded to Mare 

sland. 

On the Asiatic Squadron the commander in chief assembled off Che- 
foo as many vessels as could be spared for exercises in squadron and 
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target practice, continuing until the latter part of September. The 
present organization of the Asiatic Fleet in squadrons was not per- 
fected until October, by which time the larger vessels were in Japan 
and the gunboats preparing for their winter stations. 

It had been intended to rendezvous in Manila Bay for squadron work 
in winter, as had been done during the previous winter, and at Chefoo 
during the summer; but instead of this the Department ordered the 
commander in chief to proceed, as soon as convenient, to the battle 
ship and cruiser squadrons on a cruise to Honolulu. The squadrons 
passed a few days at Honolulu, then returned to the station via 
Guam,-the cruiser squadron communicating also at Midway. The 
readiness with which all the instructions for this cruise were executed 
and the creditable performance of the vessels themselves evoked the 
hearty commendation of the Department. 

After the arrival of the two squadrons in the Philippines the latter 
part of January record target practice was held in Manila Bay. 

Since the outbreak of hostilities between Russia and Japan, in the 
northern part of the station, no large force has been near the theater 
of war, and the battle ships have cruised only as far north as the 
Yangtse River, being at Woosung at the close of the fiscal year. 

Here, Mr. Chairman, we have a detailed statement of what 
the entire fleet of this country has been doing. It is divided 
into eight squadrons, which seem pretty well to have covered 
the earth. ‘There is no suggestion here that we lack men for 
those squadrons. And in view of the fact that we can, under 
the existing law, increase the enlisted men thirty-nine hundred 
more than we have now, it seems to me unnecessary at this time 
to add 3,000 more to this number. 

Undoubtedly, Mr. Chairman, we will need more men when our 
new ships are ready to go into commission. My insistance now 
is that we have sufficient men autherized for all ships we will 
have in commission during the next fiscal year, and the ad- 
ditional men asked for are not necessary at this time. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, the motion of the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Rrxey] is to strike out the authorization for the 
3,000 additional men in this bill. He says that our enlistments 
were short on the 10th of December by 3,900 men. That only 
goes to show what I stated a moment ago, that the best time 
for enlistments has been found by the Navy Department to be 
in the spring months of the year. We were short on the 10th 
day of December by a considerable number, but since that time 
we have been filling up our quota, and we will have it filled, I 
hope, by the time that this bill is passed, so that more men will 
not be needed. Each year while we have been building up the 
Navy and authorizing new ships we have provided for an in- 
crease in the number of men. It is absolutely essential and nec- 
essary. This whole matter has been worked out by mathemat- 
ical calculation at the Department, and every year they have 
come before the committee and insisted upon at least 3,000 addi- 
tional men. 

Now, if the gentleman [Mr. Rrxey] desires to cut down the 
naval establishment he is beginning at the wrong end. Cut 
down the ships, but do not take away the men necessary to man 
the ships which Congress has already authorized to be con- 
structed. 

During the coming year some new ships will go into com- 
mission; a great many cruisers, and possibly five large battle 
ships. Each battle ship takes six or seven hundred men to man 
it. Now, it is ridiculous for the gentleman to insist upon cut- 
ting down the number of men necessary to man the ships which 
have already been authorized. I trust that he will not insist 
upon his motion. The Department and the Secretary of the 
Navy in the hearings before the committee insisted that this 
was the smallest additional force they could get along with 
| during the coming year. The gentleman, by his point of order, 
has already prevented the enlistment of these men until after the 
1st of July next. He has gone that far; and now he insists that 
from July 1, in the coming fiscal vear, we shall not enlist a sin 
| gle man to man our ships, and during that time there will go 

into commission these five great battle ships to which the gen- 
tleman has referred and a large number of smaller ships. 

What are you going to do with these ships when you will not 
furnish the Department with men enough to man them? 

Now, the gentleman from Virginia says: “ What do we need 
| them for now?” Why, does not the gentleman understand that 
we have to train the men? We give them a training as landsmen 

on land for a number of months,and then afterwards on our 
training ships out on the sea, and it takes a year almost to get 
properly trained to put upon these great structures, these 
I 





great battle ships, men who are capable enough to man them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word, so as to ask the gentleman a question. I se 
that there are 3.900 men deficient now. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. What is the cause of that? 

Mr. FOSS. That was last December. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But how does that stand now? 

Mr. FOSS. ‘To-day—I can not tell the gentleman without 
getting the information from the Department. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The only purpose of the inquiry 
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is to ask the gentleman’s opinion as to the cause of that de- 
ficiency—whether it is by reason of the fact that there were no 
enlistments. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, no; there were a large number of enlist- 
ments, but not enough to complete the quota. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Were they competent enlist- 
ments? Is it by reason of a deficiency of competent enlistments 
for the service? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. There were a great many deser- 
tions. Can the gentleman give what the annual number of de- 
sertions of the Navy now is? 

Mr. FOSS. I haven’t it right here. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman’s statement 
would do. The gentleman ought to have some idea of the cause 
of the deficiency. 

Mr. DAYTON. Here is a statement of 3,683 enlisted men, 
and 1,307 apprentices who have been discharged for various 
reasons, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. With the condition confronting 
us now, with the proven poor enlistments, with that being the 
condition that exists to-day, when these new ships are ready, 
and we can not under the present condition get enlistments com- 
petent, and we have run back 4,000 a year, is there any hope for 
the future? 

Mr. DAYTON. I want to say that this is not an unusual 
condition at the present time. It is always incident to the en- 
listment of a large body of men, 30,000 odd, that a large num- 
ber of them will drop out. Their terms will be expiring, be- 
cause they have enlisted for a period of time, and they will de- 
sert, and they will be discharged for sickness and for other 
reasons, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But 4,000 has been the measure 
of a year’s desertions of the Navy. 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, desertions. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But the gentleman from Illinois 
says that this is now 8,000 men. 

Mr. DAYTON. As the chairman has said, that was last De- 
cember. At the present time, during the recruiting period in the | 
winter, that has been largely filled out. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Now, it is desired to increase | 
the number by taking into the service 3,000 men, and the expe- 
rience of the past shows we are not able to get the men, so that 
the enlistments of the Navy will be retained. 

Mr. DAYTON. There is no trouble about that. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It seems to me there must be. 
It does not seem to be the number that you wanted to get. 

Mr. DAYTON. ‘The recruiting parties are occupied in the 
field, and by an improved system they are working all the time, 
and we are getting a better class of men in that way. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, since 1902 14,000 addi- 
tional men have been authorized for the Navy. Congress has 
authorized these additional men each year upon the plea of the | 
Navy Department that the men were necessary to man the ships 
that were then or were about to go into commission. 

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, 5,000 additional men | 
were authorized; for 1903, 3,000; for 1904, 3,000; for 1905, 
8,000; and it is now proposed to add 3,000 more. 

Whenever the Department actually requires men to man the 
ships either in commission or about to go into commission, I | 
favor the granting of the additional men. Under a provision 
of the section just read, in addition to the proposed increase of | 
3,000 men, over 300 additional men are provided by enabling | 
the Department to enlist men in the place of those serving 
sentences for various causes. 

So we have this remarkable condition, that, although in 1904 
the Department insisted that 3,000 additional men were then 
necessary, it has never enlisted more than two-thirds of the 
number then authorized. It has not enlisted any of the 3,000 
men authorized last year. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrxey] called attention to 
the fact that in November or December last the Department was 
3,900 men short of the number authorized by law. With this 
provision authorizing 300 men, it would make them 4,200 short, | 
and in the face of that fact the Department asks for 3,000 
additional men. It seems to me that if it was imperative dur- 
ing the past few years to authorize the additional men au- 
thorized, and if the Department really required men authorized | 
during the past few years, it would have obtained these men by | 
enlistment. The best proof that they are not required is the 
fact that they have never been enlisted. In 1905, 3,000 addi- 
tional men were authorized, and not a single one obtained. | 
In 1904, 3,000 additional men were authorized, and 33 per cent 
of that authorization were not obtained. It seems to me that | 
no great necessity for the additional men authorized in this 
bill can exist. 
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It would be well to emphasize and to impress upon the De- 
partment the conviction that when Congress is asked additional 
men for the service they should be imperatively required, so 
imperatively that they would speedily be enlisted. 

What is the result of authorizing these men? From year to 
year appropriations are made not only for their pay and suste- 
nance, but for their transportation. We have been appropriat- 
ing money for supplies for men asked for and never obtained. 
We have been increasing the appropriations for medical sup- 
plies in the belief that these men would be obtained. This 
House and the country have had an entirely erroneous idea of 
the amount necessary for the naval establishment, and I believe 
it a good thing to stop granting additional men until it is estab- 
lished beyond any question that they are required for the proper 
maintenance of the naval establishment. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, for the information of the 
committee, I want to state the exact figures. The enlistment of 
men in the Navy is going on all the time, more or less, and it 
must necessarily be so, because they are enlisted for a term of 
service, and when that term of service expires of course they 
are discharged. They are discharged for other purposes also, 
The discharges during the last year were 7,293; the desertions, 
4,488, and the deaths, 132, making nearly 12,000 vacancies by 
reason of changes in the service, which had to be filled. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. May I make an inquiry of the gentle- 
man? 

Mr. DAYTON. I will ask the gentleman to wait until I finish 
this statement. Then I shall be very glad to answer. 

This recruiting, of course, goes on during the year, to fill up 
these vacancies as they are occurring by reason of these changes. 
These men are necessary and are recruited and placed on the 
ships that are already in commission. 

A man may die on the Jllinois, for example; that ship has 
been in commission for years. His place has to be supplied. 
In short, this number of nearly 12,000 men has to be supplied 
in order to fill these vacancies. But this number does not in- 
clude the men necessary to supply the complement for the new 
ships that are being finished and placed in commission, and 
that is the purpose of this item. You can not go on and draw 
the argument from the number of men that are short now; that 
is simply a question that springs from the recruiting service, 
from the difficulty of getting men and the desire of the Depart- 
ment to get better men. I am very glad to say that in recent 
years we are not enlisting all classes of men in the Navy. The 
personnel of the enlisted force has been wonderfully improved, 
and it is the design and purpose of the Department to get the 
very best men. These vacancies in the present force will neces- 
sarily occur constantly, to the extent as shown in the last year 
of nearly 12,000, but their places are simply vacant temporarily. 
Their places are waiting for them on board the ships already 
in commission. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DAYTON. I will answer the question, if I can. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman read a statement of the 


| number of desertions. Does that mean that many men left the 


service on that account, or does that mean that so many men 
deserted? And is it not a fact that a great many of them came 
back into the service, either voluntarily or were apprehended 
and brought back and were not sentenced to dishonorable dis- 
charge from the service? 

Mr. DAYTON. I do not know how that may be. I will say 
to the gentleman that the Department encourages reenlistment. 

Mr. BITZGERALD. A great many men leave or are marked 
“ deserters.” A number come back and they are designated as 


| “ stragglers,” or “ absent without leave,” and then they go back 
| into active duty. What I want to inquire is whether that accu- 


rately states the number of men who have actually separated 
from the service? 


Mr. DAYTON. I understand so. This is a report of the De- 


| partment upon desertion, and a note at the bottom says that the 


percentage of desertion is one-tenth of 1 per cent in excess of 
last year, and is 15.6 per cent of the total. It is a sad commen- 
tary that we should have 15 per cent of the enlisted force de- 
serters. We are trying to diminish it. It was one-tenth of 1 
per cent more than the year previous. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I believe it is true that the Department 
is striving to get a better class of men, but my observation has 
been that the better the class of men the number of deserters have 
increased, and I think it is due to conditions in the service, 
which is lamentable. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say 
to the House that the majority of this commitee, in my judg- 
ment, have been guided during the preparation of this bill by 2 
spirit of economy in the preparation of this bill. In fact, it 
occurs to me that these gentlemen who usually prepare the bill, 
and who are responsible for most of its provisions, have shown 
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a greater spirit of economy in this Congress than I have hereto- | 
fore discovered in that committee. I am sure that as far as 

most of the items in this bill are concerned this House can not 

pare them wisely. If you cut down this particular item we can 

defer the enlistment of these men for another twelve months | 
and save between two and three million dollars, and in these 
days of economy that sum of money is worth saving. 

The committee will understand that this bill really appropri- | 
ates $102,570,000, although it is usually referred to as appro- 
priating $100,070,000. The reason of that is that there is a sum 
of two and one half million dollars reappropriated in this bill, | 
but it is none the less an appropriation of the people’s money 
toward the support of the Navy. 

It can not be doubted that all these men will some day be 
needed. In fact, at some time or other when the great ships 
that are now in the course of construction are completed, and 
perhaps before that, we will need many thousand more men than 
this bill carries. Wemust have them, but the question for you to 
decide here is whether we need these extra 3,000 men now or not. 
It is undisputed that when Congress met there was a deficiency 
in the number already authorized by law of 3,900 men. Through- 
out the great papers of this country, in various sections, there 
have been advertisements seeking young men to enlist. Every 
inducement that could be held out has been held out, and yet 
when Congress met the Department was 3,900 men short in this 
branch of the Government; and, so far as we know, it is largely 
short now. 

I take it that I would not miss the fact if I should say we 
are short now to the extent of 2,500 or 3,000 men, but I do not 
know about that. I do know, however, that if we were satis- | 
factorily conducting our Navy during the last year with a | 
shortage of 3,900 men, there can be no necessity for increasing 
now by 3,000 men those already authorized by law. 

According to the sanguine expectation of this committee 
there will be only five or six great ships, now in the course of | 
construction, to be commissioned during the coming year. And 
probably no battle ship will be commissioned; but if they were 
all battle ships, it would only take 3,600 men to man them. We 
had a deficiency of 3,900 men last year, and in my judgment 
there will not be that many men needed during the next twelve 
months. I believe we can safely omit this increase in this bill 
and certainly save to the people whatever amount of money 
will be necessary for their pay and subsistence during the com- 
ing year, and that will be a saving to the people. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word for the purpose of putting a question 
to the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayron], if he will 
permit me. 

Mr. DAYTON. Why, certainly, with great pleasure. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I understood that the deser- 
tions every year were 4,000. 

Mr. DAYTON. No; the gentleman misunderstood me. I 
said for the last year, and that the number was one-tenth of 
1 per cent more last year than the year before—fifteen and | 
six-tenths per cent of the whole. That is the statement of the 
Department. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. What is the average pay of 
a seaman? 

Mr. DAYTON. Of a landsman, $16 a month. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. What of an able seaman? 

Mr. DAYT’N. Twenty-four dollars per month. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Of an able seaman? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Well, what class of man would 
he be? Would he be a mechanic, or a skilled laborer, or an or- 
dinary laborer? 

Mr. DAYTON. Well, I would not say as to that. The best 
men we get in the Navy are from the Northwest, really the farm 
hands, the young men who have been reared on the farm. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. About what pay do they get in 
their ordinary occupations? 

Mr. DAYTON. Well, I am not able to state that with any 
definiteness. I suppose about the same pay. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. The same pay as they get in | 
the Navy? 

Mr. DAYTON. I do not know that they get so much as that 
on the farm. I am not able to say as to that. Some western | 
Member would answer that more definitely. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. How much would a farm hand | 
get? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. About $30 a month. 

Mr. DAYTON. And his board? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. That is what I thought. 

Mr. DAYTON. Well, then, I did not know. 
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Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man how he expects to get men, unless there is something wrong 
with them, who can earn $30 a month and their board, with 
their liberty, to serve in this branch of the service and surrender 
their liberty, at $16 a month? 

Mr. DAYTON. Well, my friend the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cockran], who can go on the seas and over the world 
and see it at his will, because he has the means, may regard that 
as an enigma, but to a young man on the farm who bas no 
other way to get out in the world, to see it and to travel, the 
opportunity to do so, I think, has something to do with it. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Then is it not rather in the 
nature of things that, the journey being completed, desertion 
might occur? 

Mr. DAYTON. That may be, unfortunately, but we have 
been trying to make this service so attractive that it may be 
adopted as a business and a profession by these men, who will 
become a permanant adjunct to the Navy. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. That is, it is made attractive 
by giving them half as much pay as they can earn elsewhere, 


| plus a journey. 


Mr. DAYTON. No; not that alone. But these enlisted men, 
if they remain in the Navy, have before them the prospect of 
retirement and the promotion to a better grade. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. And the result of these attract 
ive prospects is desertions steadily growing in number. 

Mr. DAYTON. Well, it has grown one-tenth of 1 per cent 
this last year—not anything to cause worry—and, may I say it 
ever so kindly, really not enough to scare the gentleman in that 
particular. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Oh, the gentleman misunder 
stands me. I do not think a really good man would enter the 


| service in time of peace, and I do not think any other kind of 


man would be very effective in time of war. 

Mr. DAYTON. Well, he can go up to the highest place in the 
service. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I merely want to remove the 
gentleman’s apprehension as to my being scared. 

Mr. DAYTON. Oh, I said that jokingly. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I am not afraid of anything 
except an abandonment of our own traditional time-honored and 
glorious principles. 

Mr. DAYTON. I believe, in view of the declaration that the 
gentleman made a while ago, that he would be ready to meet 
all the fleets of the world single handed at the port of New 
York, and I glory in his courage, though I might say, as did the 
Irishman who saw the bull knocked off the railroad track, that 
I have the highest admiration for his courage, but not so great 
an admiration for his judgment. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I do not think 
the analogy is good. The American nation never was in the 
attitude of a bull which had been knocked anywhere, nor have 
I stated anything which I was ready to do that Americans have 
not done in every generation since the birth of freedom on this 
continent. 

Mr. DAYTON. Well, now, if my friend will allow me to 
recall to his attention - 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DAYTON. May I have a moment or two more? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I hope the 
gentleman may be allowed more time. 

Mr. DAYTON. If I may be permitted, in the kindliest wa 
to call the gentleman’s attention to the record of this country’s 
history, he must remember that for years we suffered the dis 
honor and indignity of having our men hauled off our ships 
the English power, and he must further remember that 
paid tribute for years to the Barbary pirates, until at last the 
American spirit aroused itself and said, “ We pay millions for 
defense, but not one dollar for tribute,” and that is the spirit 
that actuates some of us now. We never want to return to that 
period of time when we shall pay tribute to any nation in 
world, but we want always to be able to hold up our heads 


and say we will do justice, because we are strong enough to be 


generous. [Applause. | 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I hope the 
gentleman will allow me to thank him for this proof of retur: 
ing good sense. It is to the indomitable spirit which he de- 
scribes that I trust for the security of this Republic forever 
and not to an abandonment of the tradition which bas 
that spirit irresistible and irrepressible on this continent. 

Mr. DAYTON. If the gentleman will permit me to say one 
other thing in that connection 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Delighted. 

Mr. DAYTON. It is a difference as to the best method of 
reaching the same state that the gentleman and I both earnestly 
desire to see the American statesmanship and the American 
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Republic stand upon, but my dear friend, if you will allow me to 
call your attention to the principle—— 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I consider myself honored. 

Mr. DAYTON. A man may sometimes secure safety by his 
lack of manhood in running away from an enemy, but the enemy 
will sometimes meet him when he can not run away. 

It is on that strong inherent power within the man himself 
that he has the security for his peace, because his enemy will 
realize that it is the better part of discretion not to attack him. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, again I desire 
to thank the gentleman for an illuminating contribution to this 
discussion. I agree that the strength and virtue of a man are 
the best defense of manhood always—not the size of the pistol 
in his pocket. [Applause.] 

Mr. DAYTON. If the gentleman will pardon me for a reply 
to that [laughter and applause], a nation’s law can only be en- 
forced by the power, not of the individual with a pistol in his 
pocket, but by the power and force of its government. Your 


analogy is not apropos, because you speak of the lawless indi- | 


vidual. 
We can not enforce arbitration treaties without the power of 


the nation behind it, and we can not expect those arbitration | 
treaties to be ratified unless there be not only a moral force but | 


a physical power behind it to make them effective, and I want to 
call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that the President of 
the United States, who strongly asked that the naval power of 
this Government may be reinforced and strengthened, has taken 
longer steps and done more to bring about arbitration treaties, 
agreements between the nations of the earth, and more of them 
have been negotiated by the same President than has been 
ever, if I mistake not, by all the other Presidents put together. 

What I insist on is that we shall never be in that position 
where this Government shall bow its head in humility as it has 


done once, at least, in the history of it; when it should have | 


its sitizenship sunk in dungeons to die and rot, its seamen taken 


from the decks of its vessels and be compelled to pay tribute | 
because of the paltry parsimony which said to us and said to | 


this world that we would not furnish the necessary moral and 
physical force to defend American honor, American citizenship, 
and American dignity both at home and abroad. [Applause.] 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I trust the gen- 
tleman will accept once more the expression of my profound and 
hearty gratitude, but I was not aware that this country ever yet 
was humiliated since it joined the family of nations. 

According to my recollection of history, this country broke up 
the nest of Barbary pirates long before it spent $100,000,000 on 
a naval appropriation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Not only that, but it did 
it at a time when both Great Britain and France were paying 
tribute to the Barbary nation, and they continued to pay it for 
some time thereafter. a 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. If the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr, Dayton] will allow me, I would like to add that 
if treaties of arbitration, as the gentleman seems to think, re- 
quire for their establishment powerful armaments and great 
ships, then it seems to me the place where the President must 


train his guns is not upon a foreign country, but upon the | 


United States Senate. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAYTON. I do not propose to stand as the defender of 
the President and the United States Senate, or to link them to- 
gether. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I have not undertaken to say, 
sir, that either needs defense, but I like to preserve the truth of 
history. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
RIxey |]. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RIXEY. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

Thereupon the committee divided; and there were—ayes 44, 
noes 70. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 

Transportation, recruiting, and contingent: Transportation: For the 
transportation of enlisted men and apprentices at home and abroad, 
with subsistence and transfers en route, or cash in lieu thereof, trans- 
portation to their homes, if residents of the United States, of enlisted 
men and apprentices discharged on medical survey, with subsistence and 
transfers en route or cash in lieu thereof; transportation to the places 
of enlistment, if residents of the United States, of enlisted men and ap- 
prentices discharged on account of expiration of enlistment, with sub- 
sistence and transfers en route or cash in lieu thereof; transportation 
of sick or insane enlisted persons to hospital, with subsistence and 
transfers en route or cash in lieu thereof; apprehension and delivery 
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of deserters and stragglers, and for railway guides and other expenses 
incident to transportation, $380,000. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve points of 
order against several provisions of that section that have not 
appeared in the bill heretofore. It is new legislation. I do not 
care, however, to make the point of order until I find out the 
necessity for the change. For instance, in lines 21 and 22, on 
page 4, “subsistence and transfers en route or cash in lieu 
thereof.” As I read it, it is a new provision. And the same 
thing occurs in lines 24 and 25, namely, “ subsistence and trans- 
fers en route or cash in lieu thereof.” The same thing occurs 
in line 6, page 5. I do not find any such provision in former 
bills, and I reserye the point of order to ascertain the necessity 
for furnishing subsistence en route or cash in lieu thereof. 

Mr. FOSS. I will say that that is due to the change which 
has been made by the Department, and this was made to con- 
form with that. The words “ cash in lieu thereof” can be ex- 
plained by the hearing of Admiral Converse, in which he states 
that the change in the phraseology of the act has been made to 
permit the issue of cash to enlisted men with which to purchase 
meals in cases where there is reason to believe the customary 
meal tickets which are furnished by the Department will not 
be allowed. On some of the railroads throughout the country 
they will not take the meal tickets which are furnished to the 
men by the Department, and the Department desires to have 
the right to give the men cash for their meals. Admiral Con- 


| verse says that meal tickets are frequently refused on the south- 


eastern lines, and the men are compelled to pay for their sub- 
sistence out of their own funds. 

If a man is entitled to transportation from San Francisco 
east, they know the number of hours he will be on the train, 
and furnish him with subsistence meal tickets at the rate of 
50 cents per meal, three meals a day, and those tickets are 
usually received by the railroad restaurants, which, upon receiv- 
ing the meal tickets, send them to the Navy Department and 
get the cash for them. Some of the railroads will not take the 
meal tickets, in which case the man has to put his hand in 
his own pocket. The Department asks to be authorized to give 
him cash in lieu of his meal tickets. It is all the same thing, 
and it will bring it all under one head instead of having two 
bureaus to deal with it. And he further states in his testi- 
mony that it would be a more economical arrangement to have 
it done by the Bureau of Navigation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw the point of order, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I move to strike out the last word. I 
wish to ask, for information, whether the gentleman from Illi- 
nois can state how much of this appropriation is used in the 
apprehension and return of deserters? 

Mr. FOSS. Just how much in dollars and cents I do not 
know and can not state without calling upon the Department. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not find it in the hearings. 

Mr. FOSS. It is not in the hearings. The gentleman will 
probably find it in the report of the Paymaster-General. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Can the gentleman from Illinois state 
why the appropriation for transportation, recruiting, and con- 
tingent for the Bureau of Navigation has increased so much in 
the last few years? 

In 1899 the appropriation for those three items was grouped, 
and amounted to $45,000. At that time the authorized number 
of men in the Navy was 13,750. To-day the number of men au- 
thorized for the Navy is 34,500, and yet the appropriation for 
transportation, recruiting, and contingent has increased, with 
the deficiency of $60,000 for this year, to $431,499. In other 
words, it has increased elevenfold in those years. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, now, take, for instance, the recruiting item. 
That has been reduced $7,000; contingent item, $5,000. The 
only inerease is in the matter of transportation—that is, in the 
first paragraph there is an increase from $254,000 to $380,000 ; 
in round numbers, $126,000. Well, now, that is accounted for in 
this way: 

In the first place, the subsistence item which I spoke of a mo- 
ment ago, that will be paid out of the Bureau of Navigation 
instead of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts. The amount 
which it will cost to pay for this subsistence will be $30,000; 
that is to say, we have cut down the appropriation in another 
part of the bill and transferred it to this Bureau of Navigation. 
There is $30,000 which is accounted for. Then there is a de- 
ficiency of $60,000 in this item, and we have increased this by 
$60,000, believing that if we did not there would be a deficiency 
of the same amount. In this bill we have increased the number 
of men by 3,000, so that we have provided an additional increase 
in the appropriation for transportation and subsistence, and that 
makes up the difference of $126,000 over that of last year. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I call the gentleman’s attention to this 
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fact, that in 1899 the appropriation for these three items was 
$45,000. For this present fiscal year, including a deficiency of 
$60,000, it is $431,000, I believe. What I desire to know is 
how that great increase in these items can be accounted for? 

Mr. FOSS. Well, we have more than doubled up the number 
of men in that time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And we have multiplied the appropria- 
tion by ten. 

Mr. FOSS. No; not that much, I do not recollect just what 
the appropriation was in 1899. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It was $45,000. The three items were 
grouped; now they are separated and with a deficit of $60,000 
in one item and a balance of $10,000 in the other two items 
the appropriations amount to $431,000 for the present fiscal 
year. 

; The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. The only reason I can give for that is that that 
has grown very largely during the last few years, because of the 
increased number of men and the necessity for these appropria- 
tions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Recruiting; Expenses of recruiting for the naval service; rent of 
rendezvous and expenses of maintaining the same; advertising for and 
obtaining men and apprentices, and all other expenses attending the 
recruiting of the naval service, including actual traveling expenses in 
lieu of mileage to officers on duty with traveling recruiting parties, 
$90,141. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the point 
of order against lines 14 and 16 in that paragraph. They seem 
to be new, and not to have been included in former bills. I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] why 
it is now necessary to appropriate for the traveling expenses 
in lieu of mileage of these special officers, and whether they 
receive mileage as well as their traveling expenses while de- 
tailed upon this duty? 

Mr. FOSS. As it is at the present time, they receive simply 
their mileage of 8 cents a mile. These recruiting parties are 
sent out, and under the arrangement of receiving simply mile- 
age they have to make long jumps in order to secure enough 


mileage to pay their expenses, and the Secretary of the Navy | 


asked especially that this might be changed, because he said 
that he believed it would work to the economy of the Adminis- 
tration. Instead of having to make long jumps from one city 
to another they could go to towns and cities nearer at hand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Are they not entitled to mileage, whether 
the jump be long or short? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; they are entitled to 8 cents a mile. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And is it the idea to eut out the 8 cents a 
mile and give actual traveling expenses? 

Mr. FOSS. Actual traveling expenses. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is it the gentleman’s idea that that will be 
@ saving? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In all cases, then, actual traveling expenses 
are to be paid in eases of this character, and mileage is to be 
eliminated. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; this is to bein lieu of mileage. The mileage is 
to be stricken out, and they are to be allowed simply their ac- 
tual expenses. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw the point of. order. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move to strike out the 
word “traveling,” so that it will include all actual expenses. 
The Comptroller of the Currency has decided, I believe, that 
the term “traveling expenses” would allow these recruiting 
parties simply for transportation, whereas we want to give them 
their actual expenses. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman contend, then, that it 
will be a saving to the Government to eliminate the mileage and 
give these officers in lieu thereof their hotel bills, their livery 
bills, and all sorts of expenses, without any limitation whatever 
upon them? It seems to me the gentleman must be in error. 

[ am satisfied with the provision now, in the words of the bill. 
If the gentleman strikes out the word “ traveling” it will then 
cover all expenses of subsistence of every kind, shape, and man- 
ner, in lieu of mileage, which it seems to me would not be a 
saving. 

Mr. FOSS. All of the subsistence to-day is paid out of the 
mileage, 8 cents a mile. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; I understand that. 

Mr. FOSS. And in order that they may have enough to do 
it with they have to make these long jumps. Now, what I ask 
here is that their actual expenses may be paid in cash by the 
Department. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Then, if I understand the gentleman—— 

Mr. FOSS. So far as my motion is concerned with reference 
to the word “ traveling,” I desire to state that I have a letter 
here from the Secretary of the Navy, which I will read: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 11, 1905. 

Sir: Referring to the pending bill making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, i906 (H. R. 18467), 
the Bureau has the honor to request that the word “ traveling,” in the 
fourteenth line of page 5 of the bill, be omitted. This action is desired 
in order that there may be no question as to hotel and other necessary 
expenses being allowed an officer while on duty with a traveling naval 
recruiting party. The insertion of this word was an error on the part 
of the Department. 

The Department understands that the Treasury Department has held 
that the words “ traveling expenses " do not include any expenses other 
than those directly incidental to transportation. In order that the 
plan it is proposed to adopt for conducting the traveling recruiting 
parties after the first of the next fiscal year may not be defeated, the 
Department is desirous that the appropriation for the expenses of re- 
cruiting shall be clearly worded. 

Very respectfully, Paux Morron, 
Secretary. 
CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFPAIRS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 


Mr. SHERMAN. If I understand the gentleman’s proposition 
it is this, then—that the officers, under the provision which 
governs mileage, would go, for instance, from the gentleman’s 
city of Chicago up to Milwaukee and back again in a hurry in 
order to get a man, and get mileage enough to cover his ex- 
penses ; whereas, if the provision were adopted as it is here pre- 
sented with the amendment, then the officer, feeling assured of 
his compensation, would run out to Evanston on the trolley 
line and get a man there who would answer all pu.poses. But 
without this provision it is necessary for the officer to travel to 
Milwaukee so as to get a sufficient mileage to cover his expenses. 
Is that about it? 

Mr. FOSS. That is about what he would have to do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that is so, I regret that I withdrew my 
point of order; but I think, under that statement, that at least 
we ought to defeat the proposition to strike out the word “ tray- 
eling.” 

Mr. FOSS. As it is now, these recruiting officers have to 
make long jumps; for instance, if in Chicago they will make a 
| jump to St. Louis, two or three hundred miles. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They do that simply for the mileage? 

| Mr. FOSS. They get 8 cents a mile. Out of that they have 
to pay not only their railroad fare, but they have to pay their 
| hotel bills. 

| Mr. SHERMAN. Their other expenses. 

Mr. FOSS. So it doesn’t make any difference whether you 
pay actual expenses or give him 8 cents a mile mileage, the 
Government has to pay it in the end, whether it pays it under 
the form of mileage or under the form of expenses. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He has to pay it if it is mileage. 

Mr. FOSS. The expenses should be paid. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very good. The gentleman’s proposition 
was that this would lessen the expenses, and yet, from the gen- 
tleman’s explanation, rather than lessen the expenses it would 

| inerease them. The gentleman’s explanation would seem to 

indicate that naval officers had been in the habit of traveling 
distances that were unnecessary, because the amount of mileuge 
procured for a short distance would not compensate them for 
the full expenses that they went to for the journey. 

| The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois offer an 
| amendment? 

| Mr. FOSS. Yes; on the recommendation of the Secretary of 

the Navy, I move to strike out the word “ traveling.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 5, line 14, strike out the word “ traveling 


Mr. FOSS. So that it will read ‘ penses.” 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amend- 
ment so that the expenses shall not exceed $10 a day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

: Insert, after the word “ expenses,” the words “not to exceed $10 a 
aay. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and the amendment to the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
Foss) there were—ayes 57, noes 9. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to suggest 
to the gentleman from Illinois the propriety of limiting the ex- 
penses by the term “ necessary ” or “ reasonable. The bill pro- 
vides for actual expenses without regard to whether they are 
necessary or reasonable; they may reach an unreasonable and 


66 ” 


| 
| 


unconscionable amount; whether or not it is expended, it is to | 


be repaid under the provisions of this law. I suggest to the 
gentleman to put in the word “ reasonable ” or “ necessary.” 

Mr. FOSS. I am glad to adopt the gentleman’s suggestion, 
and am content that he should offer the amendment. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by in- 
serting the word “ necessary ” after the word “ actual.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 5, line 14, after the word “ actual,’ insert the word “ neces- 
sary. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
the gentleman whether or not the word “ reasonable” 
not reach the end which we all desire to have reached. 
use the word “necessary” it might perhaps include expenses 
that would hardly be justified. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I presume it is the intention to cover 
actual necessary expenses? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If they were extravagant they would 
be unnecessary. I think the word “ necessary” will perhaps 
meet the situation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Gunnery exercises: Prizes, trophies, and badges for excellence in 
gunnery exercises and target practice, and for printing reports and 
instructions concerning same; for the establishment and mainte- 
nance of shooting galleries, target houses, targets, and ranges; for 
hiring established ranges, and for transportation of men and equip- 
ment to and from ranges, $120,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve a point of 
order against so much of line 5 as concludes with the word 
“same,” and also in line 8, where it provides for the transpor- 
tation of men and equipment. I find both provisions are new 
in this bill and I should like, if the gentleman from Illinois can 
inform us, as to the necessity for printing these reports in 
reference to target practice. 
all reasonable limits in our publications. We have done it in 


would 


Not extravagant ones. 


Mr. Chairman, I submit to | 


and gun-carrying instruments; and for fear that the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury Department would rule them out under 
that language which provides for hiring established ranges, 
and for transportation to and from ranges, we have inserted 
in here these words “ and equipment.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Has it been customary heretofore to pay 
the transportation of men to and from the ranges; and if so, 
to and from what point to the ranges? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; it has been customary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it has been customary and it has been 
paid for out of this appropriation, why the necessity for Jegis- 
lation with reference to it? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, I don’t know that there is any necessity 
for legislation. I simply raise the point as to the word “ equip- 
ment.” 


Mr. DAYTON. It is simply the question of meeting the re- 


| quirement of the Comptroller. 


If you | 


| 


Mr. SHERMAN. I understand that; but I understand the 
gentleman from Illinois to say that it always has been paid out 
of this appropriation. 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes; it has. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Has the Comptroller recently held that it 
can not be paid out of this, or is it simply a fear that he will so 
rule or hold? 

Mr. DAYTON. 
it, I think. 

Mr. FOSS. I do not understand the Comptroller has yet 
ruled. This would prevent any question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of 
order. I will not insist upon it. It has been the custom to do 
it heretofore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval training station, California: Maintenance of naval training 
station, Yerba Buena Island, California, namely: Labor and material; 


buildings and wharves; general care, repairs, and improvements of 
grounds, buildings, and wharves; wharfage, ferriage, and street-car 


Well, they include one or two other items in 


| fare; purchase and maintenance of live stock, and attendance on 


It seems to me that we exceed | 


various Departments, not particularly in the Navy Department, | 


but it is very easy in this practice to waste money in publish- 
ing reports that have no possible interest for anybody and are 
seldom read. I would like to know from the gentleman, the 
chairman of the committee, the particular necessity for print- 
ing these special reports. 

Mr. FOSS. 
very important. They are largely confidential reports, and are 
held by the Bureau itself. The target practice, shots, and hits 
that are made, are held in strict confidence by the Department; 
selves and hold them in the Department. It will not amount to 
very much. We have not increased the appropriation on ac- 
count of it. The appropriation last year was $120,000, and it 
is $120,000 this year. I do not suppose it will amount to very 
much on account of the confidential character of it. 
new system of gunnery exercises in vogue to-day they ought to 
be given this permission. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, is not this printed 
more for the purpose of disseminating some new information? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Yes; to the different crews. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. For new work done, from one crew 
to the other? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. So that they more readily improve 
themselves? 

Mr. FOSS. 
themselves. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


Oh, yes; it is for the distribution simply among 
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lanation it seems to me my point of order better be insisted 
pon. If it is essential that these reports should be secret and 
should be confidential, the best way to keep them so is to refrain 
from publishing them where anybody can get hold of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from New York to insist on his point of order? 

Mr. SUERMAN. I do upon line 5. I do not as to the point 
of order on line 8 until I hear what the occasion for this pro- 
posed change is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, in regard to the new lan- 
guage “and equipment,” I desire to say that in these target 
exercises it is necessary to transport rests and target frames 


Printing the reports of gunnery exercises are | 


| $50,000. 


same; wagons, carts, implements, and tools, and repairs to same; fire 
engines and extinguishers; boats and gymnastic implements; models 
and other articles needed in instruction of apprentices; printing outfit 
and materials, and maintenance of same; heating, lighting, and fur- 
niture; stationery, books, and periodicals; fresh water, ice, and wash- 
ing; expressage; packing boxes and materials; postage and tele- 
craphing; telephones, and all other contingent expenses, $50,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
word “fifty,” in line 9, and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ forty.” 

The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 

Page 7, line 9, strike out “ fifty’ and insert “ forty,” so that it will 
read, ** $40,000.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, from 1900 to 1903 the 
appropriation for this station was $30,000 annually. In 1904 
and 1905 it was $40,000. It is proposed here to increase it to 
The only explanation to be found for that increase is 


| the statement of Rear-Admiral Converse, Chief of the Bureau 
for that reason they want the right to print the reports them- | 


of Navigation, before the Committee on Naval Affairs. In that 
statement he says that the estimate from the commandant at 


| that station shows that it is necessary to increase the appro- 


With the | 


priation for maintenance $10,000; that he has no information 
about the conditions there except as reported by the comman- 
dant, but he believes this increase to be necessary. 

Upon such meager information this appropriation is in- 
creased 25 per cent. In the hearings before the Naval Commit- 


| tee it appears that after paying for labor, wharfage, mainte- 


nance of live stock, fuel, heat and light, water, and telephone, 
there remain $6,000 to cover other items of maintenance. This 
it is proposed now to increase to $16,000. It seems to me there 
is no possible excuse for this increase from the information that 
was submitted to the committee. I listened to the gentleman 
from Ilinois [Mr. Foss] state yesterday that the items in this 
bill had been scaled down to such an extent that it would be 
impossible to reduce them further without seriously crippling 


| the service. 


Well, Mr. Chairman, on the gentleman’s ex- | 


| 
| 
| 


I am frank to say that I am unable to agree with that state- 


ment. This station was carried on this year and last year for 
$40,000. There is no deficiency. This year none is contem- 


plated; what is expected to be done with this additional appro- 
priation the committee, as far as I can find, has had no infor- 
mation. The committee desires to be economical. It has 
refused, without regard to their necessity or propriety, to 
authorize any new construction in any of the naval stations 
of the country. 

There is one item which I recall which the Chief of the Bu- 
reau of Construction and Repair stated that he believed to be 


| one of the most urgent items in the entire bill, and yet—and 


I do not question at this moment the propriety of the commit- 
tee’s action because it had at the outset decided not to authorize 
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The SPEAKER. 
reading of the report. 
The conference report and statement are as follows: 





any new construction—the recommendation was never consid- 
The only information before the com- 
mittee for this proposed increase of 25 per cent fer the main- 
tenance at this station is this statement of Admiral Whiting, 
“T have no personal information about 
I have never visited the station,” is the statement of the 
Chief of the Bureau. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 


its merits. 


in charge of the station. 


Now, so far 


and 


GOLD AND SILVER USED IN THE ARTS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
which will take no time at all. 


-——— 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (11. R. 
15578) to prevent the use of devices calculated to convey the 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 

If this was accepted 
as a guide for the committee’s action upon all submitted esti- 
mates this bill would attain proportions that could not be meas- 
ured within reason by any man on the floor of the House. 

Mr. Chairman, Admiral Converse stated when he 
was before the committee that of the appropriation of $40,000 
last year $6,000 remained, and he asked for an increase of this 
appropriation of maintenance from $40,000 
seems to me that in itself the statement of the small balance 
remaining of appropriation of last year fairly indicates the 
necessity for an increase for the coming year in this appropria- 
regards the gentleman 
mandant at that station, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from New York what man in the naval service is better fitted 
to state the necessity for an increase of this appropriation than 
the commandant who is in charge of that naval station. 
course, Admiral Converse is here at the head of the Bureau-——- 
FITZGERALD. 
leagues are better fitted. 


Just a moment. 


gentleman 
I wish to call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to the statement, on page 119, that there will be no de- 
ficiency this year; that there never has been a deficiency at 
that station, and, in my opinion, there will not be next year, if 
the appropriation is kept at the same figure that it is made this 


Well, they are running very close to the wind. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Naval training station, Rhode Island: Maintenance of naval training 
station, Coasters Harbor Island, Rhode Island, namely: Labor and mate- 
rial; buildings and wharves; dredging channels; extending sea wall; re- 
pairs to causeway and sea wall; general care, repairs, and improvements 
of grounds, buildings, and wharves; wharfage, ferriage, and street-car 
; purchase and maintenace of live stock, and attendance on same; 
wagons, carts, implements, and tools, and repairs to same; 
gipes and extinguishers; boats and gymnastic implements; models and | 
other articles needed in instruction of apprentices; printing outfit and 
maintenance of same; 
ture; stationery, books, and periodicals ; fresh water, ice, and washing ; 
expressage; packing boxes and materials; postage and telegraphing ; 
and all other contingent expenses; 
entertainments for apprentices, $1,000; in all, $61,000. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
strike out the last word. 
Mr. FOSS. 


The question is on the amendment offered 


and suitable 
Mr. Chairman, I move to 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Datzetit, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 18467, 
the nayal appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution 


Mr. Speaker, I call up a conference report, 
It is the conference report on 
the bill (H. R. 15578) to prevent the use of devices calculated to 
convey the impression that the United States Government cer- 
tifies to the quality of gold or silver used in the arts, on which 
the Senate has receded from all its amendments. 
but two little, trifling amendments. 

The SPEAKER. 


There were 


The gentleman from New York calls up a 
conference report. Does the gentleman desire the statement 
read instead of the report? 

SHERMAN. Hither one; they are equally brief. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the readin 
of the report and statement, and let me state this is a bill pro- 
hibiting the use of the words “ United States assay” on gold 
or silver used in the arts, and the Senate amendment made it 
operative on the ist of January rather than the present, and 
the Senate receded from that amendment. That is all there is 
Is there objection to dispensing with the 


[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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recommend 


That the Senate recede from its amendments. 


Me 


Me 


a. SHERMAN, 
JAMES R. MANN, 
D. W. SHACKII 


magers on 


part of the 


JOHN KEAN, 
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E. W. CARMACK, 


ForAKER, 


and 
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impression that the United States Government certifies to th: 
quality of gold or silver used in the arts, having met, after ful 
and free conference have agreed to 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 


do recon 


FORD, 


Ho 


umagers on the part of the Senate. 


Statement of the managers on the part of the 
The managers on the part of the House at the conference o! 


R. 15578) 


to prevent 


the 


House. 


the disagreeing votes of the two Flouses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (fi. 
vices calculated to convey the impression that the United Stetes 
Government certifies to the quality of gold or silver used in the 
arts, submits the following statement of the action agreed upon 
and recommended in the following report: 


use of ce 


The Senate recedes from its amendments to the bill. 
Your managers therefore recommend the passage of the | 


in the same form as when it originally passed the House 


JAMES S. SHERMAN, 


JAMES R. 
LD). 
Manage rs on the part of the 


MANN, 
W. SHACKLEFORD, 


Hou 


The question was taken, and the conference report was agreed 


to. 


Mr. MAHON. 
report on the bill (H. R. 9548) known as the “ 
bill.” 


OMNIBU 


138 CLAIMS 


BILL. 


Mr. Speaker, 1 want to submit a conference 


claims omnibus 
I would ask that the publishing of the conference report 
and statement be dispensed with, because it was reported in the 


Senate yesterday and it was published in the Recorp to-day, 


exactly the same report and statement. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman 


ference report and statement. 


from 


Pennsylvania 
|} unanimous consent to dispense with the printing of the con 
Under the rule it requires the 
report to be printed a day in advance, but the gentleman states 


it has been printed in this morning’s Recorp in the Senate pr 


ceedings. 
Mr. PAYNDE. 
ment of the House managers is the same as the Senate? 
Yes ; exactly the same. 
is there in the 


Mr. MAHON. 
Mr. PAYNE. 
| to know if it is the same thing. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 


Is there objection? 


I would like to ask the gentleman 


I know it 


LEA 


VE TO PRINT. 


Mr. Speaker, 


I would 


4 


ask lea 


to print, if the Chair will recognize me for that purpose, on t 

naval appropriation bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gen 

asks leave to print on the naval appropriation | 


objection? 


There was no objection. 


MARTIN T. CROSS. 


Mr. CALDERHEAD. M 


present consideration conference report on bill (S. 3651) 


tleman from Connecticu 


r. Speaker, 


ing an increase of pension to Marfin 'T. Cross. 
The conference report and statement were read. 


(or conference report and statement, see page 


Recorp of February 13, 1905.) 


The question was on agreeing 


The report was agreed to. 


BEET-SUGAR INDI 
The SPEAKER laid before the House 
from the President of the United 


to the Committee on Printing, and \ 
To the Senate and House of Repre t 


I transmit 


herewith for the 
the progress of the beet-cugar 
Your attention 
the Secretary of Agriculture, recommending t 


respectfully 


informati« 


industry 
invited 


to the « 


States ; 


to 


nilerence 


STRY. 


the followin 


which 





y } 


was relerr 


as ordered te be printed 
n of the Congress a rt 
the United States in 1 
accompanying letter i 
hat 10,000 copies of the 


report be printed for the use of the Department of Agriculture, in 
be desired for the use of the Senate a! 


dition to such number as may 
Tlouse of Representatives. 


Tue WHITE Howse, Februar 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature 


the following titles: 
S. 54. An act for the relief of William Barnes; 


y 15, 1905. 


THEODORE 


to enrolled bills 










asks 
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57. An act for the relief of Laura §. Gillingwaters; 

60. An act for the relief of Gottlieb C. Ross; 

. 2433. An act to amend the military record of John H. 
Skinner ; 

S. 2654. An act to amend chapter 55 of an act entitled “An 
act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia; ” 

S$. 4096. An act for the relief of Louis J. Souer, collector of 
internal revenue for the collection district of Louisiana; 

S$. 4079. An act for the relief of James Denton; 

S. 4503. An act to provide for sittings of the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the southern district of Florida in the city of 
Fernandina, in said district. 

S. 5972. An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River between the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton 
County, Minn., and the city of St. Cloud, Stearns County, Minn. ; 

S. 6088. An act authorizing the closing of part of an alley in 


Lh 


» 
square No. 733, in the city of Washington, D. C.; 

S. 6244. An act to change the lunacy proceedings in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia where the Commissioners of said District are 
the petitioners, and for other purposes ; 

S. 6425. An act to amend section 4472 of the Revised Statutes 
so as to remove certain restrictions upon the transportation by 
steam vessels of gasoline and other products of petroleum when 
carried by motor vehicles (commonly known as “ automobiles’), 
using the same as a source of motive power ; 

S. 6270. An act directing the issue of a check in lieu of a lost 
check drawn in favor of W. W. Montague & Co., of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal. : 

S. 6422. An act to amend an act approved February 12, 1901, 
entitled “An act to provide for eliminating certain grade cross- 
ings on the line of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Com- 
pany, in the city of Washington, D. C., and requiring said com- 
pany to depress and elevate its tracks, and to enable it to relo- 
cate parts of its railroad therein, and for other purposes ;” 

S. 7008. An act permitting the Washington Market Company to 
lay conduit across Seventh street west ; 

S$. 7081. An act to mark the grave of Maj. Pierre Charles 
L’Enfant; and 

S. 6446. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
McGowan. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
$y unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as 
follows: 

To Mr. Garner, for ten days, on account of death of his 
brother. 

To Mr. Linpsay, until further notice, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. CANpbLER, for the balance of the week, on account of 
sickness. 


VALIDATING CERTAIN CONVEYANCES OF THE NORTHERN PACIFIC RAIL- 
ROAD COMPANY AND THE NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know the temper of the 
House as to whether certain matters shall be submitted for 
unanimous consent, but in order to ascertain the same the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Washington [Mr. JoNEs]. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker I ask unanimous 
consent for present consideration of the bill H. R. 17580. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
JONES] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the bill H. R. 17580, of which the Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 17580) validatJig certain conveyances of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company and “he Northern Pacific Railway Company. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, we can not gather from the 
reading of the title what the bill contains. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all conveyances heretofore made by the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, or by the Northern Pacific Rail- 
way Compauy, of land forming a part of the right of way of the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad, within the limits of the city of Spokane, State of 


Washington, granted by any act of Congress, are hereby legalized, vali- 
dated, and confirmed. 


The following committee amendment was read: 


Amend said bill by striking out all after the word “ of,” in line 5, and | 
insert in lieu thereof the following: “ Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7 in | 


block 6, and lots 18 and 19 in block 5, in the first addition to the third 
addition to railroad addition in the city of Spokane, State of Washing- 


ton, are hereby legalized, validated, and confirmed, said lands forming a | 


part of the right of way heretofore granted by act of Congress to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, in accordance 
with the notice that I gaye to the House some time ago, that I 
would object to unanimous consents after 5 o’clock, I object now. 





On motion of Mr. Foss (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.), in 
accordance with the order heretofore made, the House adjourned 
until 11 o’clock a. m. to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the president of the Board of 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia submitting an esti- 
mate of supplemental appropriations for the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for collecting 
statistics—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
a response to inquiries of the House in relation to the reported 
refusal of certain officials in the Indian Territory to take the 
required oath—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with a letter from the secretary of Porto Rico, certified copies 
of franchises granted by the executive council of Porto Rico — 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5166) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the Ordnance Department, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4612); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18891) confirm- 
ing the title of the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Rail- 
way Company to certain lands in the State of Montana, and for 
other purposes, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 4613); which said bill and report were 


| referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 


the Union. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17019) grant- 
ing certain lands to the city of Tacoma, in the State of Wash- 
ington, for use as a public park, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 4615) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 


| 18785) to promote the security of travel upon railroads engaged 


in interstate commerce and to encourage the saving of life, re- 


yorted the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
| y 


4616) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on Agriculture, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18754) to prohibit 
interstate transportation of insect pests, and the use of the 
United States mails for that purpose, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4617); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15586) extend- 
ing the provisions of section 2301 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States to homestead settlers on lands in the State of 
Minnesota ceded under the act of Congress entitled “An act for 
the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State 
of Minnesota,” approved January 14, 1889, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4618) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRANTLEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
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(S. 3479) making provision for conveying in fee certain public 
grounds in the city of St. Augustine, Fla., for school purposes, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4619) ; which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SPALDING, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7065) to 
amend section 5146 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
in relation to the qualifications of directors of national banking 
associations, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 4620) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
of the following titles were severally reported from commit- 
tees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5771) 
to reinstate Francis S. Nash as a surgeon in the Navy, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
4611) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6872) for the re- 
lief of Madison County, Ky., reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 4614) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A BILL. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
18985) granting an increase of pension to Sanders M. Ingram; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 18989) providing for the erec- | 
tion of a public building in the town of Cliftonforge, Va.—to | 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 18990) authorizing the | 
Secretary of War to convey the Kennebec Arsenal property, sit- | 
uated in Augusta, Me., to the State of Maine for public pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 18991) providing for the erec- | 
tion of a United States land-office and post-office building at Dar- 
danelle, Ark.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Ly Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 18992) to pension bridge 
builders and railroad repairers who were in actual service of 
the United States during the late war of the rebellion—to the | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 18993) to regulate the construc- 
tion of bridges over navigable waters—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A resolution (H. Res. 500) request- | 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to furnish certain information | 
concerning public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. | 

By Mr. CROFT: A resolution (H. Res. 501) directing the 
Clerk of the House to pay to Butler B. Hare $223.33—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 592) 
asking the Secretary of the Interior for certain information 
concerning appropriations during the fiscal years 1904 and 
1905 concerning expenses of the Indian Department—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
pe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 18994) granting an increase of 
pension to William Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 18995) for the relief of Wil- 
liam B. Kimmel—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18996) for the relief of Albinus E. K:m- 
mell—to the Committee on Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 18997) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18998) granting an increase of pension to 
John Redding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 18999) granting an increase 
of pension to James W. Lankford—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 19000) granting a pension to 
Catharine A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 19001) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John B. Miller—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 19002) for the relief ef John 
BE. McDowell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (TH. R. 19003) granting 
a pension to James I. Willoughby—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19004) for the relief of Adam D. Shriner— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A PETITION. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of a paper (offered 
by Mr. JAcKsSoN of Ohio) to accompany bill for relief of Samuel 
Zellner, and the same was referred to the Committee on Nayal 
Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of citizens of Perry, Okla., 
against the prohibitory clause in the statehood bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, resolution of the house of representatives of the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, favoring passage by the House of the Sen- 
ate statehood bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of citizens of Socorro County, N. Mex., favoring 
concurrence of the House in the Senate amendment to state- 
hood bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of Philadelphia 
Board of Trade, favoring extension of the pneumatic-tube serv- 
ice in Philadelphia—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange, 
Philadelphia Bourse, favoring extension of the pneumatic-tube 
post-office system for the city of Philadelphia—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the American Hardware Manufacturers’ 


| Association, relative to public lands and forestry—to the Com- 


mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of the National Business League, favoring re- 
peal of the desert-land law and the commutation clause of the 
homestead law—to the Committee on the Public.Lands. 

Also, petition of board of directors of the Philadelphia Bourse, 
favoring ten years’ term of contract for the post-office pneu- 
matic-tube service—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW : Petition of citizens of Edgefield, Tenn., 
against religious legislation for the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of the Granite Cutters’ Na- 
| tional Union, against use of soft.stone in Government buildings 


to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the National 
Business League of Chicago, favoring repeal of the desert-land 
law and the commutation clause of the homestead act—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the National Board of Trade, 
favoring bill S. 5054—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the National Business League of Chicago, 
favoring repeal of the desert-land law and the commutation 
clause of the homestead law—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the National Business 
League, favoring repeal of the desert-land law and the com- 
mutation clause of the homestead act—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, favoring re- 


| peal of the desert-land law and the commutation clause of the 


homestead law—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

ty Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the Ohio Millers’ State As- 
sociation, relative to regulation of freight rates—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, resolution of the American Hardware Manufacturers’ 
Association, relative to public lands and forestry—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

$y Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of New 
Jersey, favoring bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUNT: Resolution of the National Business League 
of Chicago, Ill., favoring early repeal of the desert-land law 
and the commutation clause of the homestead law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of National Board of Trade, favoring bill 
S. 5054—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Resolution of the Clothiers’ Association 
of Boston, against repeal of the bankruptcy act—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the National Business League, favoring 
repeal of the desert-land law and the commutation of the 
ae law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the Business Men’s Com- 
mittee of Washington, D. C., asking favorable action of the 
liouse on the Senate bill relative to the present smoke law—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolution of the National Business League, of Chicago, 
Ill, favoring repeal of the desert-land law and the commutation 
clause of the homestead law—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

3y Mr. LUCKING: Petition of citizens of the State of 
Michigan, First Congressional district, favoring an amend- 
ment to the Constitution abolishing polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MANN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Orrin 
L. Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of John B. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of the National Board of 
Trade, favoring bill S. 5054 and repeal of the desert-land law 
and the commutation clause of the homestead law—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

ty Mr. STERLING: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Eliza J. Roland—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Resolution of the | 


Clothiers’ Association of Boston, against repeal of the bank- 
ruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of Raisinville (Mich.) Grange, | 
No. 910, against repeal of the Grout Act—to the Committee on | 


Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 16, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. Hate. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Kran, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

BEQUEST BY GEORGE WASHINGTON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
in response to a resolution of the 14th instant, certain informa- 
tion as to the amount of the bequest made by George Washing- 
ton to the United States for the foundation of a university; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

LEWIS AND CLARK CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following letter from the president of the Lewis and Clark Cen- 
tennial Exposition; which was read, and ordered to lie on the 
table 

LEWIS AND CLARK CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION, 
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
Portiand, Oreg., February 9, 1905. 


To the Presiden id the Senate of the United States, 
Washington, D. C.: 
The honor of the presence of the President and the Senate of the 
Tnited States is requested at the celebration of the one hundredth anni- 


sith yn of the Oregon country, to be commemorated 
of the Lewis and Clark Centennial E xposition 
State of Oregon, on Thursday, the Ist day of 


versary of the acqu 
by the form il oper 
at the city of Porth 








June, 1905. 

The acceptance of this invitation, and the attendance of the Presi- 
dent and the Senate upon the ceremony of the formal opening will be 
mos t gratifying to the president and the directors of the exposition, 
and to all through whose agency the centennial has been made worthy 
of the cause it represents and to which many important events in the 
history of the United States are so closely related. 


Respectfully, . 
[ SEAL. ] H. W. Goopr, President. 


| 
| 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browninea, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
House to the bill (8. 6351) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin T. Cross. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the following bills: 

H. R. 9548. An act for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies, reported by the Court of Claims under the 
provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly 
known as the “ Bowman Act;” and 

H. R. 15578. An act to prevent the use of devices calculated to 
convey the impression that the United States Government cer- 
tifies to the quality of gold and silver used in the arts. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 4609) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to appoint a deputy collector of customs at Manteo, N. C., with 
amendments; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 18200. An act to amend section 4414 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; 

H. R. 18514. An act to amend an act to prohibit the passage 
of special or local laws in the Territories, to limit Territorial 
indebtedness, and to legalize the indebtedness of school dis- 
trict No. 1, in Pawnee County, Okla.; and 

H. J. Res. 216. Joint resolution providing for the publication 
of the annual reports and bulletins of the hygienic laboratory 
and of the yellow-fever institute of the Public Health and Ma- 
rine-Hospital Service. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
IIlouse had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
er. signed by the President pro tempore: 

. An act for the relief of William Barnes; 
57. An act for the relief of Laura 8S. Gillingw aters ; 
60. An act for the relief of Gottlieb C. Ross; 
. 2433. An act to amend the military record of John H. 
Skinner ; 

S. 2654. An act to amend chapter 55 of an act entitled “An 
act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia; ” 

§S. 4079. An act for the relief of James Denton; 

S. 4096. An act for the relief of Louis J. Souer, collector of 
internal revenue for the collection district of Louisiana; 

§. 4503. An act to provide for sittings of the circuit and dis- 


RRR 


| trict courts of the southern district of Florida in the city of 
| Fernandina, in said distrct. 


| 





$. 5972. An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River between the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton 
County, Minn., and the city of St. Cloud, Stearns County, Minn. ; 

8. 6088. An act authorizing the closing of part of an alley in 
square No. 733 in the city of Washington, D. C.; 

S. 6244. An act to change the lunacy proceedings in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia where the Commissioners of said District are 
the petitioners, and for other purposes; 

S. 6270. An act directing the issue of a check in lieu of a lost 
check drawn in favor of W. W. Montague & Co., of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal. ; 

S. 6422. An act to amend an act approved February 12, 1901, 
entitled “An act to provide for eliminating certain grade cross- 
ings on the line of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Com- 
pany in the city of Washington, D. C., and requiring said 
company to.depress and elevate its tracks, and to enable it to 
| relocate parts of its railroad therein, and for other purposes ;” 

8. 6425. An act to amend section 4472 of the Revised Statutes 
so as to remove certain restrictions upon the transportation by 
steam vessels of gasoline and other products of petroleum wheu 
carried by motor vehicles (commonly known as “ automobiles ’’), 
using the same as a source of motive power; 

S. 6446. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


| McGowan; 


| 








S. 7008. An act permitting the Washington Market Company 
to lay conduit across Seventh street west; and 
S. 7081. An act to mark the grave of Maj. Pierre Charles 
L’Enfant. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Troy, N. Y., remonstrating against the 
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enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of the United 
States and a memorial of sundry citizens of Fruitland, Wash., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation requiring the 
closing on Sunday of certain places of business in the District 
of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Congress 
of the Knights of Labor of the State of New York, praying for 
the passage of the so-called “ pure-food bill;” which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of George C. Dowsland, of 
Troy, N. Y., and the memorial of John R. Watts, of Elmira 
N. Y., remonstrating against any appropriation being made for 
the support of sectarian schools among the Indians; which 
were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the Hoosick Valley Drug Asso- 
ciation, of Hoosick Falls; of the Erie County Pharmaceutical 
Association, of Buffalo; of James L. Countant, of New Rochelle, 
and of E. Villars & Co., of Carthage, all in the State of New 
York, praying for the enactment of legislation to amend the 
patent laws relating to medicinal preparations; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

Ife also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Tioga County, of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Syracuse, of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Greenwich, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Saratoga County, and of the congregation of the Wash- 
ington Heights North Presbyterian Church, of New York City, 
all in the State of New York, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. KEAN. I present a memorial of Enterprise Harbor, No. 
2, American Association of Master Pilots of Steam Vessels, of 


Camden, N. J., remonstrating against the enactment oz legisla- | enactment of legislation requiring certain places of business in 


tion to remove discriminations of American coasting vessels. 
I ask that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and that it be printed in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the 
ReEcoRD, as follows: 

[Enterprise Harbor, No. 2, American Association of Masters and Pilots 


of Steam Vessels, meets second and fourth Wednesday nights, Fourth 
and Federal streets, at 8 o’clock.] 


CAMDEN, N. J., 2—11—05. 
Hon. Joun Kean, Senator. 

Sir: We, the members of this harbor of the American Association of 
Masters, Mates, and Pilots of the United States, do most earnestly en- 
treat you to oppose the Littlefield bill, No. 7298, a bill to remove dis- 
criminations against American sailing vessels in the coasting trade. 
This title is misleading, and similar bills have been in Congress for the 


beth, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to amend 
the patent laws relating to medicinal preparations; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 399, Musi- 
cians’ Protective Union, of Lakewood, N. J., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to increase the salaries of members of 
the Marine Band, and also to prohibit the unfair competition 
of that organization with professional civilian musicians; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the congregation of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Rahway, N. J., remonstrating 
against the repeal of the present anticanteen law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a memorial of sundry citi- 
zens of Townsend, Mont., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation requiring certain places of business in the District 
of Columbia to be closed on Sundays; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ANKENY presented memorials of sundry citizens of Lin 
den and Cedar Home, Wash., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation requiring certain places of business in the 
District of Columbia to be closed on Sundays; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Sherman County and Fillmore County, Nebr., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation requiring certain places of 
business in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sundays; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Winston-Salem, N. C., and a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Winston, N. C., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the closing on Sunday of certain places of 
business in the District of Columbia; which were referred to 


| the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. McCUMBER presented the memorial of F. E. Ward and 
43 other citizens of Stanley, N. Dak., remonstrating against the 


the District of Columbia to be closed on Sundays; which was 


referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


past thirty years and have always been defeated for the reasons that | 
they, as well as this bill, were unjust and deprived a most worthy class | 


of mariners of employment who had given years of service to safely 
pilot vessels to their destination and secure safety to both life and 
property. 


The States have been permitted for over a century to make laws to 


' 


regulate the pilotage in their waters, and whenever the respective pilot | 


systems of the different States where it is compulsory on American ves- 
sels find sufficient commerce to maintain their systems they will abol- 
ish it of their own accord, for the reason that they are the most 
interested. 


This bill, if it became a law, would not only deprive this most worthy | 


class of men of employment, but cause them a very serious loss of their 
savings for years, which has been invested in sailing vessels and steam- 
ers built for the purpose of going to sea and searching for incoming 
vessels in all kinds of weather. 

The — business is similar to the school tax, fire-department tax, 
and police-protection tax, as they are taxed to keep up the system of 
pilotage, for the reason that they save life and property on the sea- 


coast and inland waters, and their lives are constantly in danger, as | 


they pilot infected vessels into port. : 

The bill has many very bad features, and every organization of sea- 
faring men, as well as the organizations of laboring men in the United 
States, also the underwriters and boards of trade, are very much op- 
posed to this bill. 

We trust that you will oppose this bill, and it will be appreciated 
by all the people above mentioned, and we are sure that you would 
strenuously oppose it if it was more thoroughly understood by you. 

Very respectfully, 
N. L. CULuin, 
Captain of Enterprise Harbor, No. 2, 
307 Chestnut Street, Camden, N. J. 

Attest : 

H. 8S. Benper, Captain’s Clerk. 

[SEAL.] 


Mr. KEAN presented a memorial of Local Union No. 427, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Rahway, N. J., remon- 
strating against any reduction of the duty on tobacco and cigars 
imported from the Philippine Islands; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented the petition of Henry Schmidt, of Eliza- 


Mr. DOLLIVER presented a memorial of Local Union No. 
490, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Fairfield, Iowa, 
remonstrating against any reduction of the duty on cigars and 
tobacco imported from the Philippines; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Iowa 
City, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Commercial Club of Iowa 
City, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
“parcels-post bill;” which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Druggists’ Associa- 
tion of Washington County, Iowa, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to amend the patent laws relating to medicinal prepa- 
rations; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented petitions of the Corn Belt Meat Producers’ 
Association of Henry County; of the Marshall County Branch 
of the Corn Belt Meat Producers’ Association, of Green Moun- 
tain; of the Corn Belt Meat Producers’ Association of Calhoun 
County; of the Farmers’ Institute of Scott County, and of the 
Farmers’ Institute of Page County, all in the State of Iowa, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE presented-a memorial of sundry citizens of Rich- 
mond, Me., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
requiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia 
to be closed on Sundays; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Ohio Shippers’ Associa- 
tion, praying for the passage of the so-called “ Townsend 
freight-rate bill;’ which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

PAPERS TO ACCOMPANY CLAIMS BILLS. 

Mr. WARREN. I have in my hand papers relating to a dozen 
or more bills now pending before the Committee on Claims. 
They are proofs, etc., of attorneys, and in order that the Secre- 
tary of the Senate may make a proper record I present them and 
ask that they be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The papers were referred to the Committee on Claims, as fol- 
lows : 

Papers to accompany the bill (S. 4999) for the relief of Presi- 
dent Walraven, of Gordon County, Ga. ; 
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Papers to accompany the bill (S. 4961) for the relief of the 
estate of Louis Baron, of East Baton Rouge Parish, La.; 

Papers to accompany the bill (S. 4995) for the relief of the | 
heirs of James Stewart and John Lee McMichael, of Jasper 
County, Ga.; 

Papers to accompany the bill (S. 6961) for the relief of the 
estate of William A. Coffman, of Shenandoah County, Va.; 

Papers to accompany the bill (S. 7033) for the relief of the 
estate of John M. Nace, of Fulton County, Ga. ; 

Papers to accompany the bill (S. 6962) for the relief of the 
estate of Susan Richards, of Orange County, Va.; 

Papers to accompany the bill (S. 6963) for the relief of the | 
estate of Joseph Blosser, deceased, of Shenandoah County, Va. ; 

Papers to accompany the bill (S. 6960) for the relief of the 
estate of William D. Wright, of Shenandoah County, Va.; 

Papers to accompany the bill (S. 7029) for the relief of Ben- 
nett Robertson, of Calhoun County, Ga. ; 

Pupers to accompany the bill (S. 7060) for the relief of the 
estate of A. Underwood, of Brazoria County, Tex. ; 

Papers to accompany the bill (S. 7030) for the relief of the | 
estate of William Fenn, of Cherokee County, Ga. ; 

Papers to accompany the bill (S. 7031) for the relief of the | 
estate of James Johnson, of Whitfield County, Ga. ; 

Papers to accompany the bill (S. 7032) for the relief of Mrs. | 
Nancy Griggs and estate of A. P. Griggs, of Cobb County, Ga. ; 

Papers to accompany the bill (S. 4565) for the relief of the 
estate of Nathan P. English, of Washington County, Ark. ; 

Papers to accompany the bill (S. 4940) for the relief of the 
estate of D. U. Ford, of Lauderdale County, Miss.; and 

Papers to accompany the bill (S. 5016) for the relief of the 
estate of C. H. Medlin, of Crockett County, Tenn. 





STATE MILITARY ORGANIZATIONS. 


Mr. McCUMBER. The Committee on Pensions have had 
under consideration the bill (S. 5100) to fix the status of the 
Fifth and Sixth regiments of Delaware Volunteers. They have | 
had filed with the committee a brief covering the subject of 
legislation relative to State military organizations formed dur- 
ing the civil war, used in part in defense of the State wherein 
organized and in part in defense of the interests of the Federal 
Government. I move that the brief be printed as a document, 
and that 150 additional copies be printed for the use of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 706) for the relief of David H. 
Moffat, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report | 
thereon. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6821) to remove the record of dishonorable dis- 
charges from the military records of John Shamburger, Louis 
Smith, George Heppel, and Henry Metzger, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | 
bill (S. 6149) to remove the record of dishonorable discharge | 
from the military records of John Shamburger, Louis Smith, | 
George Heppel, and Henry Metzger, reported adversely thereon ; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which were 
agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely : 

A bill (S. 949) to remove the charge of desertion from the | 
record of William W. Kerby; 

A bill (S. 256) for the relief of Joseph Orton Kerbey ; 

A bill (S. 6033) for the relief of Joseph Orton Kerbey ; 

A bill (S. 2089) for the removal of the charge of desertion 
from the military record of George Abbott, alias Andrew C. 
Adams; 

A bill (S. 5565) for the relief of Hector A. Robichon; and 

A bill (S. 257) to correct the military record of Engleberth 
Benzinger. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
McComas on the 10th instant proposing to appropriate $30,000 | 
to acquire a suitable site in the State of Maryland upon which to | 
establish a depot for the Revenue-Cutter Service, intended to be 
proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported favor- 
ably thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations ; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A few days ago I was directed by the | 
Comittee on Commerce to report favorably the bill (S. 6051) to 
provide for the use of vessels ef the United States for public | 
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purposes. I filed a written report, but find that an important 
mistake was made in it either by myself or at the Printing 
Office. I ask that that report may be withdrawn, and that 
the report I now submit may be printed as the report of the com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Privileges and Dlec- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4407) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to defray the expenses of con- 
testant in the contest entitled “ Koonce against Grady,” reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6980) granting an increase of pension to Helen S. 
Wright; and 

A bill (S. 194) granting an increase of pension to Chester E. 
Dimick. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 568) granting an increase of pension 
to Lyman H. Lamprey, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KITTREDGE, from the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals, to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 


| 7207) to provide for the government of the Canal Zone at Pan- 


ama, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. FRYD, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 


| amendment: 


A bill (H. R. 18196) to amend section 4405 of the Revised 


| Statutes of the United States; and 


A bill (H. R. 18201) to amend sections 4418, 4480, and 4483 
of the Revised Statutes, and to repeal sections 4435, 4436, and 
4459 of the Revised Statutes, all relating to the Steambeat- 


| Inspection Service. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments: 

A bill (H. R. 18202) to amend sections 4415, 4416, 4423, 4426, 
4449, 4452, 4470, 4472, 4498, and 4233 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to steamboat inspection; and 

A bill (H. R. 18198) to amend sections 4417, 4453, 4488, and 
4499 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the Steamboat-Inspec- 


| tion Service, and section 5344 of the Revised Statutes, relating 
to misconduct by officers or owners of vessels. 


RAINY RIVER DAM, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. NELSON. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17331) relating to a dam 
across Rainy River, to report it favorably, with an amendment, 
and the committee recommend that the bill pass with the amend- 
ment. I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in sec- 
tion 1, on page 2, line 8, after the word “ therein,” to insert “ at 
such height as the Secretary of War may approve;” so as to 
make the section read: 

That the Rainy River Improvement Company, a corporation organ- 
ized under the laws of the State of Minnesota for the improvement of 
the navigation of Rainy River and Rainy Lake, and its successors and 
assigns, upon filing with the Secretary of War proof satisfactory to 
him of its suecession to the rights and privileges granted to the 
Koochiching Company by the following acts of Congress, namely: Chap- 
ter 238 of volume 30 of the Statutes at Large, “An act permitting the 
building of a dam across Rainy Lake River,’ approved May 4, 1898; 
chapter 346 of volume 31 of the Statutes at Large, “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act permitting the building of a dam across Rainy 
Lake River,” approved May 4, 1900; chapter 1305, volume 32, of the 
Statutes at Large, “An act relating to the construction of a dam across 
Rainy River,” approved June 28, 1902, shall have the right, subject to 
the restrictions, conditions, and terms of said several acts, to construct 
and maintain the dam provided for therein, at such height as the Sec- 
retary of War may see: Provided, That such dam shall be coim- 
pleted on or before July 1, 1908. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION, SOUTH KINGSTON, R. L 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7173) to provide a life- 
saving station at or near Greenhill, on the coast of South 


| Kingston, State of Rhode Island, to report it favorably without 


amendment, and in behalf of the junior Senator from Raode 
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Island [Mr. Wetmore] I ask that the bill be considered at the 
present time. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PROPOSED PRINTING INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, on the 11th instant I reported back 
from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, with amendments, the concurrent resolu- 
tion reported by the Senator from New York [Mr. Priatrr] from 
the Committee on Printing providing for an investigation of the 
matter of public printing. The coneurrent resolution and the 
amendments were read, but the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CuLLOM] wished to have an executive session at that time and 
the resolution went over. I ask for the present consideration 
of the concurrent resolution. It has been read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the concurrent resolution? 

Mr. CULLOM. I was unable to hear the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He simply asked that the 
resolution proposing a printing investigation, which was inter- 
rupted on a former day by the Senator from Illinois moving an 
executive session, be now considered. 

Mr. CULLOM. I heard the word “ Illinois,” and I did not 
know to what the Senator referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion and the concurrent resolution is before the Senate. The 
amendments reported by the committee will be stated: 

The amendments of the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate were, in line 1, page 1, after 
the words “‘ Committee on Printing,” to insert “ of the Senate; ” 
and on page 2, line 8, after the word “therefor,” to strike out 
the remainder of the concurrent resolution, in the following 
words: 

And said committee is further authorized to make any other investi- 
gation calculated, in their opinion, to reduce the cost of the public 


printing, and report the result thereof; and the said committee is hereby 
authorized to employ a stenographer to examine experts and witnesses, 


and to call wpon the heads of Executive Departments and the Public | 


Printer for such information regarding the preceding matters as they 
may desire, and any expenses incurred in making the investigations 


aforesaid shall be defrayed from the contingent fund of the Senate upon | 


youchers approved by the chairman of the Committee on Printing. 
And in lieu thereof to insert the following: 


And in making the inquiries required by this resolution said com- 
mittee shall have power to send for persons and papers, to administer 
oaths, to employ a stenographer to report its hearings, to call on the 
heads of Executive Departments and the Public Printer for such infor- 
mation in regard to the preceding matters as they may desire, to do 
whatever is necessary for a thorough investigation of the subject, and 


to sit during the recess of Congress. Any subcommittee may exercise | 


the powers hereby granted to said committee, and the expenses of said 
investigation shall be paid one-half from the contingent expenses of the 
Senate, upon vouchers duly approved by the chairman of the Committee 
on Printing, and one-half from the contingent fund of the House of 
Representatives. 


So as to make the concurrent resolution read: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), | 


That the Committee on Printing of the Senate, with two Members of 
the present House of Representatives who are reelected to the next Con- 
gress, to be appointed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


or any subcommittee of suid special joint committee, are hereby au- | 


thorized to examine into the numbers printed of the various docu- 
ments, reports, bills, and other papers published by order of Congress, 
or of either House thereof, and of the CoNGRESSIONAL ReEcorp, and if, 
in their judgment, the conditions as they find them warrant remedial 
legislation to report a bill at the next session of Congress making such 
reductions In the numbers and cost of printing and such changes and 
reduction in the distribution of said publications as they may deem 
expedient, with a report giving their reasons therefor; and that the 
said committee is also authorized to Investigate the printing and bind- 


ing for the Executive Departments executed at the Government Printing | 


Office and at the branch printing offices and binderies in the various 
Departments, and if, in their judgment, the conditions as they find 
them warrant remedial legislation, to report a bill at the next session 


of Congress, making such reductions in expenses and imposing such | 


ehecks as they may deem expedient, with a report giving their reasons 


therefor; and said committee is further authorized to make any other | 


investigation calculated, in their opinion, to reduce the cost of the pub 


lic printing, and report the result thereof; and in making the in- | 


guiries required by this resolution said committee shall have power to 


send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, to employ a stenog- | 


rapher te report its hearings, to eall on the heads of Executive Depart- 
ments and the Publie Printer for such information in regard to the 


preceding matters as they may desire, to do whatever is necessary for | 


a throrough investigation of the subject, and to sit during the recess 


of Congress. Any subcommittee may exercise the powers hereby granted | 


to said committee, and the expenses of said investigation shall be paid 
one-half from the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers duly 
approved by the chairman of the Committee on Printing and one-half 
from the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 


‘The amendments were agreed to. 
The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 
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LANDS IN MONTANA, 

Mr. NELSON. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7103) confirming the 
title of the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Com 
pany to certain lands in the State of Montana, and for other 
purposes, to report it back favorably without amendment, and I 
ask for its present consideration. It is a small bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I rose to move an executive session, but I 
will wait until the bill is disposed of. 

Mr. ALLISON. If this bill gives rise to no debate [ shall 
not object. 

Mr. NELSON. I think it will not give rise to any debate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business—— 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President 

Mr. CULLOM. For five minutes. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator will let us introduce bills 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to have an executive session for a 
few minutes to get a treaty made public. 

Mr. BERRY. Morning business is not over. 

Mr. CULLOM. We shall come right back into legislative 
session for the transaction of morning business. I insist on 
my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 





CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC WORKS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports of committees are 
in order. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I am directed by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
| 18626) to amend an act approved August 13, 1894, entitled “An 


| act for the protection of persons furnishing materials and labor 
| for the construction of public works,” to report it favorably 
| without amendment, and I ask unanimous consent for its imme- 
diate consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 

mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS RITCHIE. 

Mr. ALGER. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 6015) granting an incre: 
of pension to Thomas Ritchie, to report it favorably with an 
amendment, and I ask that it may be considered now. 

There being no objection the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 
| The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, in line 8, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “fifty” and 
“thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ! 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thon 
Ritchie, late of Company H, Sixteenth Regiment New York Vo 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 1 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY C. LEEFE. 


Mr. ALGER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen 
to whom was referred the bili (S. 6804) granting a pensi 


Mary C. Leefe, to report it favorably with an amendment, and 
I ask for its present consideration. 
There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 
| The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was to strike 
| out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary C. Leefe, widow of 
John G. Leefe, late —— Company B, One hundred and sixty-second 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and lieutenant-colonel Thir- 
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tieth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $9 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an 
increase of pension to Mary C. Leefe.” 

JOSEPH H. RICHARDSON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Accidentally one pension bill 
was omitted yesterday. It will now be considered. 

The bill (H. R. 8834) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Richardson was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Joseph H. Richardson, late of Company I, Eleventh Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH HOWE. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6492) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Howe, to report it favorably without 
amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 
the name of Joseph Howe, late of Company E, 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


AMANDA D. PENICK, 


Mr. 


S1ONS, 


McCUMBER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3406) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Amanda D. Penick, to report it favorably 
with an amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
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It proposes to place on the pension roll | 


Sixtieth Regi- | described lands is in the United States and not in the said 


| quarter of section 3, township 6 south, range 3 east, 80 acres; the east 


| quarter of section 10, township 6 south, range 3 east, 160 acres; 
| northeast quarter of section 11, township 6 south, range 3 east, 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amanda D. Penick, widow 

of William R. Penick, late colonel Fifth Regiment Missouri State Mili- 

tin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $42 per | 

month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event 

of the death of William R. Penick, helpless and dependent child of said 
ile 








sold William R. Penick, the additional pension herein granted shall 
( e and determine: And provided further, That in the event of the 
‘ Amanda D. Penick, the name of William R. Penick, helpless 


nd dependent child of said soldier, shall be placed on the pension roll, 


s t e provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the 
I $12. per month from and after the death of said Amanda D. 
Penicl 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. ; 
Che bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 
Mr. WARREN. I am instructed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 


102) authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish a condemned 
cannon to the board of regents of the University of South Da- 
kota, at Vermilion, S. Dak., to be placed on the campus of said 
institution as a memorial to students of said university who 
served in the Spanish-American war, to report it favorably with 
an amendment, and I submit a report thereon. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of that joint resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I shall be obliged to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will go 
to the Calendar, objection being made to its present considera- 
tion. 


TITLE TO LANDS IN MERCER COUNTY, OHIO. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am directed by the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7148) to 


grant certain lands to the State of Ohio, to report it favorably 
without amendment. 

I will state that this bill passed both Houses of Congress 
at the last session, but it did not reach the President in time 
to receive his signature. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill. 


| and referred to the Committee cn Public Buildings and Grounds. 





Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from North Dakota will | tion of public buildings, and for other purposes; which were re- 
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not press that request at this time. I am very anxious to finish 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. This is an exceptional case, I will say to 
the Senator from Iowa. As has just been stated by the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. HAaNnssrovueu], this bill passed the 
House of Representatives and passed the Senate, but got to 
the President a moment too late for him to sign it. I hope, 
therefore, the Senator from Iowa will allow the bill to be con- 
sidered and passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall not object to the consideration of 
this bill, but I shall object to the consideration of all other 
bills this morning, in order that the District of Columbia ap- 
propriation bill may be considered and concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill reported by the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. HANsBRouGH]? 

There being no cbjection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. The preamble recites 
that whereas the State of Ohio in the years 1828 to 1844, in- 
clusive, constructed the Miami and Erie Canal; and whereas the 
State of Ohio for the purpose of supplying the said canal with 
water built and constructed certain artificial lakes or reser- 
voirs known as the Mercer County reservoir, in Mercer and 
Auglaize counties, and the Loramie reservoir, in Auglaize and 
Shelby counties, the former being completed and flooded with 
water about the year 1842, and the latter about the year 1844; 
and whereas it has recently come to the knowledge of the au- 
thorities of the State of Ohio that the title to the following- 


































State of Ohio, therefore the bill provides that the following- 
described lands in township 6 south, range 3 east, in Mercer 
County, Ohio, be granted to the State of Ohio, to wit: 


Thé southeast quarter of the southeast quarter of section town- 
ship 6 south, range 3 east, 40 acres; the south half of the southwest 
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half of the northeast quarter of section 8, township 6 south, range 3 
east, SO acres; the southwest quarter of the northeast quarter of sec- 
tion 8, township 6 south, range 3 east, 40 acres; the northwest quarter 
of section &, township 6 south, range 3 east, 160 acres; the southwest 
quarter of section 8, township 6 south, range 3 east, 160 acres; the 
northeast quarter of section 9, township 6 south, range 3 east, 160 
acres; the southeast quarter of section 9, township 6 south, range 3 
east, 160 acres; the northwest quarter of section 9, township 6 south, 
range 3 east, 160 acres; the east half of the southwest quarter of 
section 9, township 6 south, range 3 east, 80 acres; the southwest 
the 
160 
acres; the southeast quarter of section 11, township 6 south, range 3 
east, 160 acres; the east half of the southwest quarter of section 11, 
township 6 south, range 3 east, 80 acres; the northwest quarter of sec- 
tion 17, township 6 south, range 3 east, 160 acres; the east half of the 
southwest quarter of section 17, township 6 south, range 3 east, 80 
acres; also the whole of section 7, township 6 south, range 4 east, in 
Auglaize County, Ohio, 694 acres; also the north half of the southwest 
quarter of section 27, township 7 south, range 5 east, in Shelby County, 
Ohio, 80 acres; and containing in all 2,694 acres, more or less. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 7201) to define “ options” 
and “ futures,” to make such contracts illegal, and to provide 
penalties for violation of the provisions of this act; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 7202) for the pur- 
chase of a site for a Federal building for the United States post- 
office at San Marcos, Tex.; which was read twice by its title, 
























Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 7203) granting an increase of 
pension to B. D. Bogia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DICK introduced a bill (S. 7204) for the relief of Carl F. 
Kolbe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 7205) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of William B. McCloy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McCUMBER (by request) introduced a bill (8S. 7206) 
granting a pension to Jane Hollis; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO PUBLIC BUILDINGS BILL. 

Mr. BEVERIDGBDE submitted two amendments intended to be a 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 18973) to increase the limit 
of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of j 
sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection and comple- 
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ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NELSON submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 18973) to increase the limit of 
cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of 
sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection and comple- 
tion of public buildings, and for other purposes; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—GEORGE RUSHBERGER. 

On motion of Mr. WARREN, it was 

Ordered, That on the application of George Rushberger he is author- 
ized to withdraw from the files of the Senate all papers accompanying 


Senate bill 967, for the relief of George Rushberger, first session Fifty- 
eighth Congress. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

IT. R. 18514. An act to amend an act to prohibit the passage 
of special or local laws in the Territories, to limit Territorial 
indebtedness, and to legalize the indebtedness of school district 
No. 1, in Pawnee County, Okla., was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

H. J. Res. 216. Joint resolution providing for the publication 
of the annual reports and bulletins of the hygienic laboratory 
and of the yellow fever institute of the Public Health and Ma- 
rine-Hospital Service was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

The bill (H. R. 18200) to amend section 4414 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States was read twice by its title. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on | “ 


DEPUTY COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS AT MANTEO, N. C. 


the Calendar. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore ‘laid before the Senate the | 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
4609) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint a 
deputy collector of customs at Manteo, N. C., which were, in 
line 9, to strike out all after the word “and” down to and in- | 
cluding the word “annum” in line 10, and insert “ be paid such | 
compensation as he may deem proper;” after line 10, to insert: 


Sec. 2. That the compensation and emoluments of the collector of 
customs for the district of Albemarle, in the State of North Carolina, 
shall be continued to be paid on the same basis as heretofore. 

Change “ Sec. 2” to “Sec. 3;” and in line 12, to strike out 
“four” and insert “ five.” 

Mr. OVERMAN. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning 
business? If not, the morning business is closed. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- | 
ceed to the consideration of the District of Columbia appropria- 
tion bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 18123) mak- 
ing appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government 
of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1906, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be resumed at line 23, on page 76. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the reading of the bill is resumed 
at that point I desire to return to page 9. After the word | 
“dollars,” in line 1, on page 9, I move to insert what I send to | 
the Secretary’s desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. On page 9, line 1, after the word “ dollars,” 
it is proposed to insert “and $500 additional as assistant engi- 
neer in Rock Creek Park.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 10, lines 1 and 2, I move to change 
the total of the appropriation from $65,872 to 66,372. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 39, line 4, before the word “ hun- | 
dred,” I move to strike out “ eight” and insert “ three.” 
The Srecrerary. On page 39, line 4, before the word “ hun- 
dred,” it is proposed to strike out “ eight” and insert “ three; ” 

so as to make the appropriation for Rock Creek Park $13,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 23, on page 76. | 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was 
under the head of “ Water department,” on page 78, line 20, to 
increase the appropriation for the salary of the superintendent 
of the distribution branch from $2,750 to $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill will 
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The next amendment was, on page 79, line 1, to increase th« 


total appropriation for the operations of the water department 


from $29,906 to $30,156. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for employees now 
authorized and being paid from general appropriations for the 
water department, on page 80, line 8, to increase the appro 
priations for the employment of eight inspectors from $750 each 
to $800 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 80, line 15, to increase the 
total appropriation for the employment of persons now author- 
ized and being paid from general appropriations for the water 
department from $54,260 to $54,660. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 81, after line 20, to insert: 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized 
to cause all water rents erroneously paid hereafter in the District of 
Columbia to be refunded in the manner prescribed by law for the 1 
funding of erroneously paid taxes: Provided, That application for re 
fund shall be made within two years after such erroneous payment 
And hereafter the said Commissioners are authorized to cause to be 
refunded in the same manner and subject to the same limitations 
money paid for water for any special purpose where the project is 
abandoned and the water not used and for tapping water mains and 
for furnishing stopcock where the service is not rendered and the ma 
terial is not furnished; and all money refunded under this provision 
of this act shall be paid from and charged to the water fund. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, on page S4, line 2, be- 
fore the word “thousand,” to strike out “fifty” and insert 
seventy-five ;”’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 3. That the services of draftsmen, assistant engineers, levelers, 
transitmen, rodmen, chainmen, computers, copyists, overseers, and in 
spectors temporarily required in connection with sewer, street, or road 
work, or the construction and repair of buildings and bridges, or any 
general or special engineering or construction work authorized by ap 
propriations may be employed exclusively to carry into effect said 
appropriations when specifically and in writing ordered by the Com 
missioners of the District; and all such necessary expenditures for the 


| proper execution of said work shall be paid from and equitably charged 
| { 1 


against the sums appropriated for said work; and the Commissioner 
of the District in their annual estimates shall report the number of 
such employees performing such services, and their work and the sums 
Provided, That the ex 
penditures hereunder shall not exceed $75,000 during the fiscal year 
1906, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, line 5, after the word 
“ skilled,” to strike out “ mechanics” and insert “ laborers; ” 
so as to read: 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are further author- 
ized to employ temporarily such laborers, skilled laborers, and me n 
ics as may be required exclusively in connection with sewer, stre 
road work, or the construction and repair of buildings and 


| any general or special engineering or construction work, « 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 4, on page 85, line 9, 
after the word “ District,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That such horses, wagons, and carts as may be tempo 
rarily needed for hauling and excavating material in connection with 
works authorized by appropriations may be temporarily employed 
such purposes under the conditions named in section 3 of thi in 
relation to the employment of laborers, skilled laborers, and me 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of section 6, on page 86. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 86, after the word “ laborers” whe 
it last occurs in line 21, I move to insert what I send to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated. 

The SEcRETARY. On page 86, line 21, after the word “lal 
ers,” at the end of the line, it is proposed to insert: 


The amendment will 


Special policemen stationed at strect-railway crossings, one Insp: . 
of gas fitting, two janitors for laboratories of the Washington I 
Georgetown Gaslight Company, market master, assistant 1 ket 1 
ter, watchman, and one laborer for the wholesale produce: mat 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 8&7, after | 
7, to insert as a new section the following: 





Sec. 8. That until and including June 30, 1906, Se 
Treasury is authorized and dire: to advance, 1e i 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, in the manne 
now prescribed by law, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United 
States not otherwise appropriated, such sums as may be necessary from 
time to time to meet the general expenses of said Distri the 
ized by Congress, and to reimburse the Treasury for the portion of said 
advances payable by the District of Columbia out of the taxes and ! 


nues collected for the support of the government thereof: J’ d, 
That all advances made under this act and under the acts ’ 








11, 1901; June 1, 1902; March 3, 1903, and April 2 1904, not in 

bursed to the Treasury of the United States on or before June 30, 1906, 
shall be reimbursed to said Treasury out of the revenues of the District 
of Columbia from time to time, within five years, beginning Jul e 


1906, together with interest thereon at the rate of 2 per cent per an- 
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num until so reimbursed: Provided further, That the Auditor for the 
State and other Departments and the auditor of the District of Colum- 
bia shall each annually report the amount of such advances, stating 
the account for each fiscal year separately, and also the reimburse- 
ments made under this section, together with the balances remaining, 
if any, due to the United States: And provided further, That nothing 
contained herein shall be so construed as to require the United States 
to bear any part of the cost of street extensions, and all advances here- 
tofore or hereafter made for this purpose by the Secretary of the 
ee shall be repaid in full from the revenues of the District of 
oOlumbia, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 88, line 16, to change the 
number of the section from 8 to 9. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, if in order at this time, I 
should like to offer an amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is one other committee amendment yet 
to be acted on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment which was passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. When that is disposed of, the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio will be in order. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
passed over will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 19, line 16, after the word “ dol- 
lars,” the committee reported to insert: 

And the limit of cost of said building, including cost of site, is here- 
by increased from $2,000,000 to $2,500,000. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For continuing work on the municipal building for the District of 
Columbia, $300,000; and the limit of cost of said building, including 
cost of site, is hereby increased from $2,000,000 to $2,500,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, a point of order is pending 
against that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not under- 
stand that it was pending. A point of order should be offered 
when the matter to which it relates is pending. 


There is one committee 


The amendment which was 


. 


of acts inconsistent with that act were thereby repealed. So I 
doubt whether the Senator’s amendment is in order to appro- 
priate at this time the sum of $3,500. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was not aware that it was contended that 
the general statute had been repealed or in any way affected. 
It may be that, in connection with the appropriation, there was 
a provision of the kind the Senator from Iowa suggests which 
I have not had my attention called to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The appropriation act for the District of 
Columbia for last year provided: 

Sec. 5. That all laws and parts of laws to the extent that they are 
inconsistent with this act are repealed. 

Of course the salary of $3,500 would be inconsistent with the 
act of last year. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
open to debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
open to debate. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am sure that is my privilege, and I ought 
not to be complained of, having so much merit on the side of 
my proposition, if I do debate it. 

But the view I take of the matter is this: Here is a general 
statute creating an office and attaching a salary; an officer is 
appointed to hold that office; he takes the office supposing that 
Congress will make the appropriation for his salary, $3,500, as 
the law provides, but Congress fails to do so, and appropriates 
only $3,000. He comes the next year and asks to have the ap- 
propriation increased to $3,500, as the law provides, and 1 think 
this is the third year now that the committee has allowed 
only $3,000. 

Now, it is not inconsistent with the law giving him a salary 


Mr. President, I think that proposition is 


I am sure the Senator will debate it if it is 


| of thirty-five hundred dollars that the Congress should appropri- 
| ate only $3,000, for I do not understand that this appropriation 


The Chair will | 


ask the Senator from Iowa if there is an estimate for this item? | 


Mr. ALLISON. There is an estimate for it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there a report from the 


Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds in favor of the | 


amendment? 
Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds considered the matter and reported an amendment, | 


which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then, the Chair overrules 
the point of order. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I simply desire to say that 


| and inserting “ extra clerks and appraisers.” 


says it shall be in full of his salary. It is simply an appropria- 
tion of $3,000 on account, or, as it says here: 

For superintendent of insurance, $3,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it will gratify the Senator from Ohio, who 
has made a very concrete and satisfactory argument, I will 
withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am very much gratified. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is with- 
drawn. The question is on agreeing to the amendment submit- 
ted by the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. I make a further motion to amend by strik- 
ing out, in line 24, on page 13, the words “ clerk and appraiser ” 
I have in my desk 


' a letter from the superintendent of insurance explaining the ad- 


yesterday when the point of order was made I appealed to the | 
Senator not to make it, but I was not then aware that an esti- | 


mate had been made and that the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds had made a favorable report on the amend- 
ment. Under those circumstances, of course, the point of order 
would not lie. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the 


adoption of the amendment of the committee, which has been | 


read. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FORAKER. I move to amend by inserting, in line 22, 


on page 13, after the word “ thousand,” the words “ five hun- | 


dred;” so as to make the salary of the superintendent of in- 
surance $3,500 instead of $3,000, as appropriated by this bill. 
I hope the chairman of the committee having the bill in charge 
will accept that amendment. 

I will only say in support of the amendment that the law 
under which this insurance commissioner was appointed pro- 
vided that his salary should be $3,500, but there has never been 
any appropriation since he has held the office of more than 
$3,000, although he has been each year petitioning the com- 
inittee to report the full salary for him. He is a very eflicient 
official and earns the full salary provided for him by law. I 
hope the amendment may be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 13, in line 22, after the word 
“thousand,” it is proposed to insert “ five hundred;” so as to 
read: 

For superintendent of insurance, $3,500. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the statutory salary of this 
officer is $3,500, as stated by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
ForAKER], and he is a very competent, efficient, and valuable 
officer. But after the statutory salary was fixed his salary was 
placed at $3,000 in an appropriation act, and all acts or parts 





vantage of the proposed change. It does not increase the ap- 
propriation any, but enables him more satisfactorily to utilize 
the help. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the committee 
amendment already agreed to on page 13, line 24, by striking 
out the words “clerk and appraiser” and inserting in lieu 
thereof “ extra clerks and appraisers.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. That will not do, Mr. President. 

Mr. FORAKER. It adds nothing to the appropriation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to ask some advice about the pro- 
posed amendment. The amendment reads: 

Extra clerks and appraisers, $1,000. 

It seems to me the superintendent can not employ clerks and 
appraisers for $1,000 unless he employs them for only a few 
days at a time. 

Mr. FORAKER. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
as it is. 

Mr. FORAKER. The superintendent says it will give him a 
great advantage, and it does not increase the appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have already relieved him of a great 
deal of his embarrassment in this regard, and while he may be 
somewhat embarrassed next year, I hope the amendment will 
not be agreed to, and that the Senator from Ohio will not in- 
sist upon it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Does the Senator understand that I do not 
ask for any increase of the appropriation? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do understand, but here is a clerk and ap- 
praiser at $1,000. It is expected that this clerk will not only 
perform clerical service, but will also be an appraiser. If you 
insert the plural “ appraisers,” you leave a lump sum to be dis- 
tributed in any way that the commissioner of insurance sees 
proper. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will not, under the circumstances, in view 
of the kindly way in which I have been treated by the Senator 


That is just what he wants to do. 
I think we had better let that provision stand 
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from Iowa, insist upon the amendment; but I have another 
amendment to which I hope he will not make objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will not now undertake 
to change this whole scheme. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not think there is anything unreason- 
able about this proposition. This man has a difficult office to 
fill, and he ought to have suitable help. 

On page 14, line 1, I move to strike out the words “ temporary 
clerk hire, six” and insert “for one stenographer and clerk, 
nine;” so that it will read: 

For one stenographer and clerk, $900— 

Instead of— 

Temporary clerk hire, $600. 

It is an increase of $300. 
nographer. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. The other amendment I have noted here 
will be made, of course, involving merely a change in the total. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The change in the total will 
be made. The bill is still in the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole, and open to amendment. If there be no further 
amendments, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to ask about the amendment re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. HorK1ns] yesterday. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will state to the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia that the presiding officer took an entirely different view 


The superintendent needs a ste- 


That is estimated for, and I shall not object 
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of the point of order than I entertained when I made it. At | 


the time I made it I did not know that estimates had been made, 
as provided for in Rule XVI, but the Senator in charge of the 
bill said the estimates had been made; hence the point of order 
was not well taken. However, that does not interfere with the 
Senator from West Virginia opposing the amendment. 

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to say a few words about the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to a long while since. 

Mr. ELKINS. I did not understand that. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That was in the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole, and not in the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has the bill been reported to the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was undertaking 
to get the bill into the Senate. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I rise for information. As I understand, 
this amendment was agreed to in Committee of the Whole, but 
has not been agreed to in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It will be there open for discussion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. ELKINS. I can not speak to this amendment here? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
the Senate, immediately after the bill is reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further 
amendments, the bill will be reported to the Senate as amended. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the question of concurring in any amendment made as in Com- 
inittee of the Whole? 

Mr. HOPKINS. In order to give the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia an opportunity to be heard, I ask for a separate vote on 
the amendment on page 19. 

Mr. ALLISON. Relating to what? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The amendment commencing in line 16, 
after the word “ dollars,’ and including lines 17, 18, and 19, 
as follows: 


The amendment was agreed 


And the limit of cost of said building, including cost of site, is 
hereby increased from $2,000,000 to $2,500,000. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concur- 


ring in the other amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole. 


Mr. ELKINS. 
amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understands. 


The question is on concurring in the other amendments made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 


The amendments were concurred in. 


Mr. ALLISON. All the other amendments have been con- 
curred in? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


I ask for a separate vote on the Piney Branch 


All the other amendments 


The Senator can speak to the amendment in| Piney Branch bridge I think I spoke for 90 per cent of the 


| people of the District, perhaps 95 per cent. I do not think 


| and making it—which it will in time be 
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have been concurred in. The question is on concurring in the 
first amendment, on which a separate vote is demanded. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I have not had time to read 
what was done as to this amendment before the House Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. The objection to my motion yesterday 
was that the item of $50,000 was insignificant, because it did not 
involve a large amount. It was claimed that it was too small a 
beginning; that $50,000 was nothing—a mere bagatelle—with a 
Government with a $20,000,000 deficit. I now have another 
item to bring to the attention of the Senate which I hope is 
respectable enough to command the attention of the committee 
and of the Senate. It is the amendment increasing the amount 
for the municipal building $500,000. Here is $500,000. This 
item is large enough, I think, to command attention. 

Mr. President, the House considered this amendment. I 
understand that two millions was appropriated at a former ses- 
sion of Congress to construct this building, and the House com- 
mittee considered most carefully this item and turned it down, 
as I understand; and the reason for the action of the House 
committee is contained in the House hearings, on page 19, under 
the head of “ Municipal building.” 

I know it is claimed that this building is not ornamental 
enough, although it will be substantial. Some Senators want 
only substantial buildings, others ornamental buildings. This 
item involves a difference of $500,000. Between the building 
that the House committee desire and the building the Senate 
committee desire there is a difference of $500,000. It is claimed, 
as I understand, that it should be made a stone building instead 
of a granite building, or partly of brick and partly of stone. 

I would not raise objections to some of these appropriations 
were it good business at this time to make them, but it is nof, 
when we are so much in debt, or with such a deficit hanging over 
us, and when it increases the debt to do these things. Instantly 
when a Senator rises in his place and opposes an appropriation 
for the District of Columbia he is charged with being against 
the District of Columbia, against beautifying the capital city 
the model capital city 





of the world. 

I wish now to state my position on this question of improv- 
ing and beautifying Washington. I am in favor of a modern 
city and a model capital here, and I want, with the people’s 
money to be as generous in that direction as the chairman of the 


Conmunittee on Appropriations and his able colleagues. I do 


| provement. 


Is a separate vote desired on | 


not want to stand under the charge that I take any other view 
because I happen at this time to insist that there should be 
some regard paid to the condition of our finances and of the 
Treasury, and that many projects which are pressed and im- 
provements asked now could go over and be made and acted 
on in the future. I expect improvements on our capital city 
will go on a hundred years hence—yes, I hope a thousand years 
hence. But, Mr. President, I do not want to try to do it with 
haste, or to do any considerable part of it at once, particularly 
when we have a deficit of $20,000,000 in the Treasury. 

Then, again, Mr. President, speaking in regard to these im 
provements on the boundaries of the city, when I opposed the 


per cent of the people of the District are interested in that im- 
The other 97 or 98 per cent have to pay the taxes 
and have no particular interest in this improvement. 

If you are going to beautify the city, if you are going to im 


y 
hiil 


| prove it and make it the great capital that we al! want it to be, 


| improve all parts of it. 


|} part of the city has attention. 


Let those in the northeast who have 
not power and influence enough to come here and make their 
wants known, but who have to pay taxes, have fair and just 
consideration. I am told there are great sections of the city, 
in the way of improvements, and especially in the northeast, 
entirely neglected. But this great movement in the northwest 
Vast areas of property have 
been bought up, and, of course, if the people who buy them 

the speculators—can get the Government to appropriate for 


| their improvement and thus enhance the value of their real 


peer 


estate, it is carrying out their business plans and purposes; 
and, not improperly, these real estate owners will get all the 
money they can from the Government. 

But we, as Senators, as. trustees of the people, it does seem 
to me, in beautifying the city in providing these great public 
buildings, which will be substantial as well as ornamental, 
should have regard to the Government’s ability to pay. 

I might, as an individual, desire to build a beautiful house 
for my family, but if I owed twenty-five or thirty or fifty thou 
sand dollars I would not do it this year. I would put it off until 
I had paid my debts, and then I would build my house, if I had 
the money with which to build it. This is the condition of the 
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Government. Bring this question home to yourselves as busi- 
ness men. Shall we go on increasing these expenditures? 
Pretty nearly every amendment is to increase and none to de- 
crease. 

As I said before, the striking out of this item, which the 
House omitted wisely, will reduce the bill $500,000. If the 
Anacostia Bridge were to wait one year, it would reduce the 
appropriation $300,000 more. If the Connecticut Avenue Bridge 
were to wait one year, it would reduce this bill $1,100,000 more. 
I am not against these great improvements; not at all; but 
there is a time to do them and a time not to do them, and all I 
ask is that when we are in the condition we are, we should re- 
frain from entering upon these expenditures, and postpone them 
until we are financially able and when we are able to pay for 
them. It does not argue that a Senator is opposed to im- 
provements in the District because he says we can wait a 
while; that we had better wait a while; that we should legis- 
late, always having due regard to the financial condition of the 
Treasury. 

As I said yesterday, where is this economy, where is this re- 
duction of expenses to begin if we do not begin here? This is 
a great appropriation bill, carrying eight or nine million dollars, 
I believe. Now, can not we begin on it; reduce it a little, and 
in the next appropriation bill reduce it some? I think we can 
afford to trust the House on a great bill like this, especially 
when its action is in the interest and in the direction of econ- 
omy and a reduction of expenses. I think the House was wise 
in the treatment of this question; perhaps too liberal. Some 
of these improvements could have been delayed without doing 
any detriment. These bridges which I have mentioned could 
wait. Other items could wait. That is what good business 
men do. The administration of the Government is in a large 
degree a business matter, and should be conducted upon busi- 
ness principles. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Anacostia Bridge has been con- 
demned. 

Mr. ELKINS. I know, but it will last three or four years 
more, and engineers say so. The Connecticut Avenue Bridge 
only furnishes a highway for driving; only a few people use it 
for any other purpose. The people of the city in the northeast 
and the southeast must pay their share of that improvement. 
There are plenty of other ways, and good ways, to get over 
Rock Creek on Connecticut avenue. There are a number of 
ways to get to Chevy Chase. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I call the attention of the Senator from 
West Virginia to the fact that the Connecticut Avenue Bridge 
was authorized to be constructed several years ago, and a con- 
tract was authorized to be made for its completion, and the ap- 
propriation here is simply in execution of a contract made two 
years ago? The Senator from West Virginia would be in favor | 
of paying his own debts, if he made a contract. So far as the 
Connecticut Avenue Bridge is concerned, this appropriation is in 
pursuance of a contract, and not in the discretion of the Senate, | 
as I understand. 

Mr. ELKINS. I am quite aware of that. In the first place, I 
think it was a wasting of perhaps of a million dollars to author- 
ize the bridge, but I can not question that now. I do not see 
the necessity, nor did I at the time, of building the bridge and 
extending the avenue. There were not 3,000 people living on the 
other side; not 2,000. Yet it was ordered built. 

I have thought that under continuing contracts and with a 
Government with this tremendous deficit hanging over it (and 
you are going to increase it at this session of Congress) an ar- 
rangement might be made with the contractors to wait a year, 
in order to help out the Government. They will be glad enough | 
to get the money if they have to wait a year. I believe in pay- 
ing our bills, but when you are hard up as you are, and as the 
country knows, try to make some arrangement with your cred- 
itors ~ 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not want to interrupt the Senator from 
West Virginia, but—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from West 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have made continuing contracts for rivers | 
and harbors, with which the Senatof is very familiar; and we | 
have appropriated from year to year under those contracts, and 
this year we will be obliged to appropriate. Would the Senator 
be in favor of having a receiver appointed or an extension of | 
time on the contracts granted? 

Mr. ELKINS. Somehow or other Senators seem to think I 
am unalterably attached to the river and harbor bill. 1 do not 
know how that impression gets out. I want the rivers and the | 
harbors on both coasts and on the Gulf improved. That is a | 
wise expenditure of money. But we are delaying. You will cut | 





| 
| 
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us down. You will pare it. You will reduce it. The very ar- 
gument is made here that we can not improve these ports and 
these highways of commerce because we have not the money, 
and instead of $60,000,000, I take it the bill will come to the 
Senate containing $30,000,000. There is a reduction and an un- 
just one, perhaps. 

I am favorable to a reasonable, wise, and conservative appro- 
priation to improve the rivers and harbors of the United States. 
If we are going to compete in the commerce of the world we 
must have deep-water ports. Otherwise great ships can not 
enter. I do not think it is pertinent, I do not think it impairs 
my argument, when I say I am for reasonable appropriations for 
rivers and harbors, as well as I am for reasonable appropria- 
tions for the District of Columbia. 

Now, coming to these continuing contracts, the Government 
does not go into the hands of a receiver when it can not pay its 
debts. If it were the method or custom to go into the hands of 
a receiver, it would be in the hands of a receiver to-morrow, on 
account of the present deficit, and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions is not keeping it out either. By increasing the appropria- 
tions they are adding to the twenty millions of deficit right 
along. 

Now, I will come to the pertinent question of the Senator 
from Iowa. Would I be willing—whether I am willing or not 
I think I shall have to consent to $30,000,000 reduction in the 
river and harbor bill; I do not know how the Senator will vote 
when it comes up, but I know what the House committee has 
done and what has been agreed upon—I am asked would I be 
willing to delay one of these contracts continuing in the river 
and harbor bill. If we delay one of these contracts a year, 
what difference does it make? The Senator knows very well 
that the Government can not go into the hands of a receiver. 
We would have been there long ago and on a number of occa- 
sions if it could. But that is not the question. 

As to this question, I took the text from a wise interview 
with the Senator from Iowa when he was asked, “ How are you 
going to meet the deficit?” He promptly said: “ You can not 
increase taxes. No, no; you can not do that.” He was pressed 
a little further, and he said just what I admire him for, as I 
admire him for his long, very useful, illustrious, and distin- 
guished service in the Senate. He said: “The only way to do 
it is to reduce expenses.” But I can not get the Senator up 
to that point in this bill. I have been unable to put these wise 
words into practice. I have been unable to get the com- 
mittee to begin anywhere. I suppose it is to be on the next 
bill. When that is up, of course the Appropriations Committee 
will not want to cut down on it. And so we will go on during 
this Congress, I suppose. When we reach the great naval ap- 
propriation bill, we will sustain the appropriations and put the 
Government more in debt. I would rather do what the Senator 
from Iowa has taught me by his interview. I would rather 


| reduce expenses now somewhere, at some point. Let us find 


something in this bill that may be cut down. 

I can not be charged with being an enemy to the District and 
against plans for beautifying the city of Washington. I will go 
as far as any Senator in that direction, and I want to be as 
liberal and broad and as generous as possible. When we have 
the money, and even when we have not the money, I would do 
something; but I would not do all that is asked at this time. | 
would not pile up and add to the deficit. If the House, in these 
times of financial distress for this Government, sends us a bill— 
a reasonable bill—and those Representatives, having regard, as 
I understand, for the interests of the whole country and the tax- 
payers as well, have found that they can not appropriate all this 
money, let us agree with them. They have tried to initiate econ- 
omy by a reduction of expenses. They have tried to meet this 


| deficit. Let us, giving it a helping hand, meet it somehow or 
other. As to every item in this bill, I know Senators who vote 
| for it can bring forward the best kind of arguments and the 


strongest kind of reason; and it is hard to overcome them; it is 
hard to answer them ; it is hard to oppose them. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, with emphasis I desire to repeat that the time is at hand 


| when we ought to do something toward reducing these expenses, 


and for my part I would rather this amendment would not pre- 
vail. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, it is with much reluctance 


| that I differ from the recommendations of the Committee on 
_ Appropriations. I recognize the fact that the committee have 


exercised great ability and judgment and discretion in the prep- 
aration of this bill. But this amendment is one which I think 
should be called to the attention of Senators who are not me!i- 
bers of that committee, in order that they may know a little 
something of its history. 

The question of constructing a municipal building for the 
city of Washington is one that has been agitated for several 
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years in the city between the Commissioners, representing the 
city, and Congress, and it is a subject which has been consid- 
ered by another committee than the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The Commissioners originally wanted $2,500,000 to construct 
a building which should be ornamental as well as useful. The 
matter was considered by the appropriate committee both of 
the Senate and the House, and after listening to all the argu- 
ments that were advanced by the Commissioners and to every- 
thing else that could be said in favor of such a large appropria- 
tion, both Houses of Congress determined that $1,500,000 was 
sufficient to construct a municipal building which would be ade- 
quate in every respect to the needs of the city, great as it is and 
beautiful as it is. 

Now, after that appropriation was made, the District Commis- 
sioners went on with their work, and they came back to Con- 
gress and asked for an increase of the appropriation. ‘They 
made the same argument that has been advanced here, that 
$1,500,000 was not enough. Congress then, after mature delib- 
eration, increased the appropriation $500,000, making the 
amount of the appropriation for the construction and comple- 
tion of the building $2,000,000. 

I submit that that sum is sufficient to construct a building 
which will meet the necessities not only of the city of Washing- 
ton to-day, but fifty years from now; and if the District Com- 
missioners had gone to the Government architect, who provides 
plans and specifications for all of the great buildings that are 
constructed in different sections of the country, they could have 
there received plans and specifications which would have given 


them a building within the limits of the appropriation made by | 


Congress and a building that would be an ornament to the city. 
They did not see fit to do that, but they have gone on and made 
contracts under some of their plans, and now come back here 
and ask for an additional sum of $500,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
nois yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do, with pleasure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish simply to correct the Senator in 
the matter of going to the Architect of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 


outside of that office. We are now constructing a little $90,000 


building in the State of New Hampshire, and the plans were 
made by a Boston architect under the existing law; and none | 
of these plans are now being made by the Supervising Architect | 


of the Treasury Department. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I am compelled to differ with my learned 
friend the Senator from New Hampshire. We have a statute 


that permits going outside of the Government architect in the | 


construction of some of these buildings, but I undertake to say 


that the great majority of the public buildings which are being | 


constructed in the different States to-day are upon plans and 
specifications prepared in the office of the Architect of the 
Treasury Department. Where buildings are constructed cut- 
side of that office it is the exception and not the rule. 

I repeat my statement that if the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia had seen fit to go to the Treasury Department 


and invoke the aid of the Government architect, plans for a | 
building in every respect adequate to the needs of the city and | 


to its growing importance could have been prepared there 
within the limit of $2,000,000. ; 

Mr. President, I think it is due to Senators that they should 
know that this qnestion was presented to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the House of Representatives this very Con- 
gress when this bill was prepared, the bill we are now consid- 
ering and upon which we are about to vote. It was not pre- 
pared by the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate. It 
is a bill which was prepared in the House of Representatives ; 
and there is the place where the Commissioners went to get an 
increase beyond $2,000,000. A full hearing was had, and the 
members of that committee and of the House declined to in- 
crease the appropriation over the $2,000,000, and they declined 
to do it because, in the judgment of the other branch of Con- 
gress, the amount of money already appropriated was entirely 
sufficient. 

It is not my purpose, Mr. President, to delay the Senate in 
voting upon the bill, but I think after this matter has been ma- 
turely considered by Congress, as it has been in previous years, 
and after Congress upon two previous occasions has determined 
that the limit for the construction of the building shall not 
exceed $2,000,000, those facts should have some weight with the 
members of the Senate at the present time. 

I state again, Mr. President, that these increases in appro- 
priations that are allowed for the construction of public build- 
ings ought not to be ingrafted upon an appropriation Dill. 


Does the Senator from Illi- | 
| made? 


The plans for all our great public buildings are made | 
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These bills are prepared not for the purpose of new legislation, 
but for the purpose of appropriating money under the laws that 
exist to-day; but these Commissioners have gone before the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate and have procured 
an amendment here, not for the appropriation of a 
money, but to change existing law. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator from Illinois permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I heard only a part of his statement. 
Does the Senator object to $2,500,000 being appropriated for a 
proper municipal building upon a proper site, a worthy, com- 
modious, and ample building, or would the Senator from Illinois 
be content to save half a million dollars and have the municipal 
building of the District of Columbia built of brick on that site? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am very sorry that the Senator has not 
been in the Senate during the course of my remarks or that 
if he has been he did not listen to what I was saying. I am as 
desirous as the Senator from Maryland of having a municipal 
building here that will be an ornament to the city. My con- 
tention has been that if proper care had been exercised by the 
Commissioners in procuring plans and specifications the ap- 
propriation of $2,000,000 would have been adequate. 

Mr. McCOMAS. A building of what kind? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Stone or granite. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I claim that there has 
there, and there should be a check called. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
nois yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On the matter of plans and specifications 
the Senator is misinformed when he says that the Supervising 
Architect of the Treasury Department makes the plans for 
public buildings. They are constructing a building in the city 
of Chitago. Does the Senator know where those plans were 


| aD 


sum of 


been extravagance 


Ili- 


Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They were not made in that office. We 
are building two great buildings here—one for the Smithsonian 
Institution and the other for the Agricultural Department. 
Does the Senator know where those plans were made? 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me a word? In refer- 
ence to the Chicago building. there was a special act authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint an architect for the 
purpose of making plans and overseeing the building during its 
progress. It is now, however, in the hands of the Government 
architects. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly; the Government architects do 
the detailed work, but the original plans are made outside, 
as the plan for a little $90,000 public building in New 
shire was made in Boston. 

Mr. PERKINS. The same way in San Francisco. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And the way in San Francisco; 
and the same way all over the country. So the Senator ought 
not to condemn the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
who, of their own volition, did not have these plans made. The 
matter went to the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De- 
partment, and he asked for bids from outside architects. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I thank the Senator from New Hampshire 
for calling my attention to the fact that the plans and specifica- 
tions for the Chicago building were not made in the Architect's 
Office of the Treasury Department. It is true that when pro- 
vision was made for a public building there a special architect 
outside of the Government service was selected, much to the 
misfortune of the city of Chicago. There has been a wonderful 
deal of trouble that has been caused to the Government by rea- 
son of that fact. So scandalous was the work upon that build- 
ing under the direction of the architect who was selected out 
side that the Government has been compelled to discharge the 
architect and take control of it, and to-day the Government 
architect is the one who has charge of the completion of that 
building. 

Much trouble has been experienced with the contractors un- 
der the control and supervision of the special architect who was 
selected. It is a most unfortunate occurrence, the most unfor- 
tunate occurrence that could have taken place, so far as re- 
spects the interests of the Government and the interests of the 
great city of Chicago. We have no such building as we would 
have had had the Government had control of it from the start 
and the Government architect had furnished the and 
specifications. 

Mr. President, when I was interrupted I was calling at- 
tention to the fact that this kind of an amendment ought vot to 
be ingrafted upon an appropriation bill. It is new legislation. 


just 


Hamp- 
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It relates to a subject-matter that other committees than the 
Committee on Appropriations have control of. I submit that in 
this instance this appropriation ought not to have been increased, 
and that the Commissioners ought to have been told that the 
amount of $2,000,000, which has been granted by the House, 
is the limit for this building. 

Mr. ELKINS. Now, Mr. President, I want the attention of 
Senators to see just what is the status of this case. The House 
provided “for continuing work on municipal building for the 
District of Columbia, $300,000,” and there they left the ques- 
tion. ‘Three hundred thousand was as much, I suppose, as they 
thought the Government could stand. There was no limitation 
put upon the cost of the building beyond the estimate of $2,000,- 
000. This is included in that, and after the $300,000 is ex- 
pended there is nothing to hinder the Government from going 
on and spending more, if that should be the judgment of Con- 
gress. 

Sut what is the Senate asked to do? The House appropri- 
ated $300,000 in the spirit of economy, with a desire to reduce 
expenses; but what does a majority of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the Senate do? I say the majority; I do not 
speak for all. 

This is what the Senate committee has added: 

And the limit of cost of said building, including cost of site, is hereby 
increased from $2,000,000 to $2,500,000. 

That is not a decrease. That is not reducing expenses. It is 
an increase from $2,000,000 to $2,500,000. This is big enough, 
I think, for the attention of Senators who think that $50,000 


is a mere bagatelle. 


Now, it is a question whether we are going to increase this | 
appropriation to $2,500,000. Let me draw the attention of the | 


Senate to something that I think is yet more significant. Col- 


onel Biddle said in the hearing before the House—it is as fol- | ; . 
| to ask him a question? 


lows: 

Mr. BourKxetr. When will you have the building completed? 

Colonel Bippie. If we get the money at once the building can be com- 
pleted two years from now. 

Mr. BuRKETT. What money—the $400,006? 


Colonel Birppue. Yes, sir. 


Mr. BurKkerr. You have had a million one hundred and fifty thou- | $2,000,000 would complete the building provided it was built of 
| pa, UU0, : 


sand dollars. How much of that have you on hand? 








Colonel BrppLe. There was a balance of $374,000 available the first 


of the year. Since then I think we have spent about a hundred thou- it is to be located, they recommended that it be built of marble 


sand dollars. 

Now we add $274,000 to the expenditure. The House was 
willing to give them $300,000, and yet we are called on now to 
put up the amount to $2,500,000. I do not believe they can 


Colonel Bipptx. We had up to the beginning of the fiscal year. We 
have not so much now. 

Mr. Benton. How near is the foundation completed? 

Colonel Bippie. The foundation will be completed within a couple 
of months. 

Mr. BenTON. What material is it made of? 

Colonel BippiE. Mostly of concrete. 

Mr. Benton. Has that proven to be as strong as stone? 

Colonel Brppie. Yes, sir; the foundation is all on piles. 

Mr. Burkert. When will you have the building completed? 

Colonel Brppie. If we get the money at once the building can be 
completed two years from now. 

Mr. BuRKETT. What money—the $400,000? 

Colonel Bippue. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Burkert. You have had a million one hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars. How much of that have you on hand? 

Colonel Brppie. There was a balance of $374,000 available the first 
of the year. Since then I think we have spent about a hundred thou- 


| sand dollars. 


Mr. ELKINS. I think with this testimony before the Senate 
we can afford to abide the judgment of the House and not in- 
crease this tremendous appropriation of $2,000,000 to $2,500,000. 
There is no such showing there that warrants the increase. It 
is mere extravagance to say: “ Well, we will have a building 
costing $2,500,000 instead of a $2,000,000 building.” According 


| to the statement made by the distinguished Senator here, the 
| building costing $2,000,000 will last for fifty years and be 


adequate. I hope it will be in good taste, architecturally and oth- 


| erwise, so as not to offend the esthetic taste of some Senators here 


who want to have a beautiful building—one which, when viewed 
by the Washington visitor, will impress him and he will feel as 
he scans its beautiful proportions that architecture is frozen 
music. 

But the point I make now, Mr. President, most seriously, is 
this: With the $274,000 on hand—and I do not see how the 
Commissioners can expend more than that during the coming 
year—why should we give this additional $500,000? 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow me 


Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. Is it not true that originally the act appropriated 
$2,000,000 for this building, and that the Commissioners came 
before the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and then 
went to the Committee on Appropriations, and insisted that the 


brick; but, taking into consideration its importance and where 


| or granite instead of brick, and the $500,000 additional is to 


spend the $274,000 in the present fiscal year. They have | 


$274,000 on hand. Why so liberal with Government money, 
money we must borrow, or money we must sell bonds for, if 
sve do not reduce the expenses and do not levy more taxes on the 
people? 

I do not know what was before the Senate committee to war- 
rant this, but you may be sure the Commissioners put before 
the committee the best showing they could to get us to appro- 
priate this money, and they are about doing it. I am afraid 
the Senate is going to do it. I do not see why we could not 
take the judgment of the House, who are nearer the people 
han we are. Here is $274,000 that I understand is yet to be 
ex pended. 

Why ask for more than can be expended? For the informa- 
tion of the Senate, and in order to make it clear, I ask the Sec- 
retary to read from the hearings before the House Committee. It 
will be instructive to the Senate, and I hope the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will listen to it. I ask the Secretary 
to read from page 20, where it is marked. I want this to go 
into the REcorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. Burkett. You could if you did not build so large a building. 
‘olonel BrppLe. The plans were accepted by Congress. 

{r. Benton. Did you make the plans for a $2,500,000 building? 
‘olonel BippLe. No, sir; we made the plans for a building of suffi- 
cient size to accommodate the District government. 


~ tot 


Mr. Benton. And that came to $2,500,000? 
Colonel BiIppLE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Benton. You did not plan it according to this appropriation? 


Colonel BipDLeE. No, sir. 


Mr. McCLeary. If we were to attempt to increase the limit of cost, | trial of the impeachment February 15 was read. 


that of course would be beyond question subject to a point of order. 

Mr. MACFARLAND. We reakize that, but would the point of order be 
made? 

Mr. Burkett. I think it would. 

Mr. MACFARLAND. Is not this an exceptional case —-na municipal build 
ing, not a Federal building, and for which we pay half the cost? 

Mr. McCieary. The question is how much money you imperatively 
need on the theory that the $2,000,000 is fixed. 

Colonel Bippie. I think $400,000 for the next year instead of 
$600,000 would be ample. 

Mr. Benton. You have $300,000 available? 


make it a granite or marble building instead of a brick building? 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, as I understand it, the first ap- 
propriation was $1,500,000, and that was considered ample for 
the needs of the District government. Afterwards, on a further 
showing, and at the request of the Commissioners, as I under- 
stand it, that amount was increased to $2,000,000. That is 


| always the case. They were not satisfied, and having been un- 





able to get $2,000,000 from the House, they come here to this 
liberal, but, I hope, not extravagant, body for the additional 
$500,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Vir- 


ginia will suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock has arrived, to which 


the Senate sitting as a court of impeachment adjourned. The 
Senator from Connecticut will please take the chair. 


IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE CHARLES SWAYNE. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut assumed the chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut). 
The Senate is now sitting for the trial of the impeachment of 
Charles Swayne, judge of the United States in and for the 
northern district of Florida. The Sergeant-at-Arms will make 
proclamation. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms made the usual proclamation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will see 
if the managers on the part of the House are in attendance. 

The managers on the part of the House (with the exception 
of Mr. SMITH) appeared and were conducted to the seats as- 
signed them. 

The respondent, Judge Charles Swayne, accompanied by his 
counsel, Mr. Higgins and Mr. Thurston, entered the Chamber, 
and took the seats assigned them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
Journal of the last trial day. 

The Journal of the proceedings of the Senate sitting for the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are the managers ready to 
proceed? 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. I call Mr. Coston. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, before that is done, we have 
a request to make. I ask to have the witness Donald MclLel- 
lan recalled, to cross-examine him for a moment, for the purpose 
of laying the foundation for impeachment by contradiction. 
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Our memorandum on that subject was not at hand yesterday 
afternoon, and that is the reason why we did not lay the founda- 
tion then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The foundation for what? 

Mr. THURSTON. ‘The foundation for impeachment by con- 
tradiction. We wish to ask him as to whether or not on two 
certain occasions he made certain statements which are incon- 
sistent with the testimony he gave on the witness stand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will 
call the witness. 


Donald McLellan recalled. 
Reexamined by Mr. THURSTON: 


Question. Do you know F. W. Marsh, clerk of the United 
States court? 

Answer. Yes, sir. 

Q. At Pensacola, Fla.? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with him at his office in the 
United States court building, city of Pensacola, Fla., on or 
about the 27th day of January last? 

A. I think so, sir. 

Q. Did you or did you not at that time state to him, in sub- 


stance and effect, as follows: That on the trial of Davis and | 
Selden for contempt you took down the judge’s remarks just as | 


given? 

A. No, sir; I did not. 

Q. Did you not, on that occasion, further say that you after- 
wards took the manuscript to Judge Swayne, and he looked it 
over, but made no corrections? 

A. I told him—— 

Q. Did you, or did you not, state that? 

A. Not clear. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, what is the answer of the 
witness? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The witness is not heard. The 
Reporter will read the last question and answer. 

The Reporter read as follows: 

Q. Did you or did you not state that? 

A. Not clear. 

@. (By Mr. THurston.) Did you or did you not state at that 
time and place that you afterwards took the manuscript to 
Judge Swayne and that he looked it over, but made no correc- 
tions? 

A. No, sir; I did not. 

©. Did you not further state that Judge Swayne said to you 
that your statement was about right, or words to that effect? 

A. I do not recollect it that way, sir. 

@. Then you are unable to say whether you said it or not, 
are you? 

A. I ean say just about what I told Mr. Marsh. 

Q. No; I am not asking you that. Did you or did you not 
Btate that? 

A. I do not think I did, sir. 

Q. Did you, or did you not, at that time and place, state to 
Mr. Marsh that there was no abusive language used by Judge 
Swayne at the time of the sentence? 

A. That is not so. 

Q. You did not state that? 

A. No, sir; I did not. 

Q. Did you, or did you not, then and there state to Mr. Marsh 
that Judge Swayne did not use the expression that Mr. Davis 
and General Belden were a stench in the nostrils of the people, 
and that he did not state that their conduct was a stench in the 
nostrils of the people, or words to that effect? 

A. I said at that time—— 

Q. I am asking you, did or did you not state that? 

A. I do not think so, sir. 

Q. Did you, or did you not, at that time state to Mr. Marsh 
that Judge Swayne’s conduct at the trial of Davis and Belden 
for contempt was dignified, and that it was what you thought a 
judge’s conduct should be? 

A. I did not, sir. 

Q. You did not? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you not further state at that time that Judge Swayne’s 
appearance was that of sadness and not anger? 

A. When sentencing Judge Belden. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am listening intently, but I | 


can not hear the witness. 
Mr. THURSTON. He says 
Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the answer be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The last question and answer 
will be read by the Reporter. 





| the Chamber; 
tions and answers. 
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The Reporter read as follows: 


Q. Did you not further state at that time that Judge Swayne's ap- 
pearance was that of sadness and not anger? 
A. When sentencing Judge Belden. 


Q. (By Mr. THuurston.) Did you meet Mr. Marsh on the 
street the day following that conversation in Pensacola, Fla.? 

A. I think so. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I have not heard the answer 
of the witness. I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The answer will be read. 

The Reporter read as follows: 

A. I think so. 

Q. (By Mr. Tuurston.) At that time and place I have stated 
on the street of Pensacola in front of the Parlor Market, did or 
did you not state to Mr. Marsh that you had been up to the Es- 


| cambia Hotel to see Judge Liddon, and he had asked you about 


that article; that you expected you would be summoned to 
Washington, but you did not want to go for fear you would say 
something you ought not to say? 

A. I did not say that, sir. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I should like to inquire 


| where this alleged conversation with Marsh is said to have 


taken place. 

Mr. THURSTON. In the beginning, on or about the 27th day 
of January last, at the office of the clerk of the United States 
court, in Pensacola, Fla. The last question relates to a con- 
versation on the street the following day, in Pensacola, in front 
of the Parlor Market. [To Mr. Manager De ArMonp.] ‘That 
is all. 

Reexamined by Mr. Manager De ARMOND: 

Q. Mr. McLellan, state to the court what your conversation 
with Mr. Marsh was on the oceasion to which your attention 
has been directed. 

A. On the street? 

Q. Well, the street conversation. 

A. I told him I had met Judge Liddon and he had questioned 


| me on the case, and he had said something about going to Wash- 


ington. That is as far as I recollect it. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I should like to have the 
answer of the witness read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The answer will be read by 
the Official Reporter. 

The Reporter read as follows: 

A. I told him I had met Judge Liddon and he had questioned me on 


the case, and he had said something about going to Washington. ‘That 
is as far as I recollect it. 

(). (By Mr. Manager De ARMOND.) How did that conversa- 
tion come up? 

A. I saw him previously that day in his office. He asked 
me about this sentencing business of Mr. Davis and General 
Belden. 

Q. That was at his office? 

A. Yes, sir; the same day. 

Q. What was that conversation? 

A. I toid him I had not given the matter a thought; it was 
four years ago; that my mind was not clear on it. 

() Who brought up that conversation? 

\. Mr. Marsh. 

(). Who brought up the conversation on the street? 

A. Well, he was waiting for a street car and I passed him—I 
met him, rather. 

). Did he speak to you about the matter or did you speak to 
him about it first? 

A. I spoke to him. 
(). What further conversation did you have at his office? 

A. He asked me about this newspaper article. 

(). What did he ask you about it? 

A. He asked me if I remembered it. I told him I had not 
given it much consideration; that I did not expect to be sum- 
moned. That is as I recollect it. And he asked me about Judge 
Swayne’s conduct on the stand in sentencing these attorneys. 

©. Well, what was said about that? 

A. I told him at the time that I thought Judge Swayne used 
language in keeping with the occasion. I believe those are my 
words to him. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, it is impossibie for us here to 
hear a word the witness says. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer knows of 
no way by which a witness can be heard if he can not speak 
loud enough to have his voice carried to the farthest extent of 
but the Reporters can, if desired, repeat the ques- 


Mr. SPOONER. Let them be repeated, Mr. President. 
Mr. CARMACK. I suggest, if the examination of this wit- 
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! 
ness is to continue, that the Reporter read the answers of the | 
witness. Some of us here can not hear any of his answers; I 
can not. Let all the witness’s answers be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Reporter will read 

Mr. QUARLES. I would suggest, instead of annoying the 
Reporter and interrupting his proceeding, that we resort to the 
same course we did the other day, which worked very well. 
Let the Secretary repeat each answer of the witness, and then 
we will hear it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will that be agreeable to 
Senators? The Reporter who took the last few questions has re- 
tired to his room, and if it is entirely agreeable to Senators 

Mr. CARMACK. I think the suggestion of the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLES] would be the better way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If it is entirely agreeable to 
Senators, the Secretary will repeat the answers of the witness 
as they are given. 

The subsequent answers of the witness were repeated to the 
Senate by the Chief Clerk. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Then I will refer again to that 
question. (To the witness.) Mr. McLellan, state what your 
conversation with Mr. Marsh was at his office about the manner 
of Judge Swayne. Repeat the answer to the question asked 
you last. 

A. Just what I have stated? I told him that I thought Judge 
Swayne’s manner was in keeping with the occasion. 

@. Then what else’ did you tell him? 

A. I do not recollect the conversation at all. 

Q. Did you not say a moment ago that you told him that 
Judge Swayne’s manner, you thought, was unnecessarily harsh, 
or severe, or something to that effect? 

A. I told him at one time, but I do not think it was on this 
occasion. 

Q. When was it? 

Mr. THURSTON. I object, Mr. President, to going outside 
of the one occasion. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager DE ARMOND.) Was it in one of these 
conversations about which you have been asked? 

A. I do not think so. 

Q. Do you recall anything else that you told Mr. Marsh in 
that conversation at his office? 

A. No, sir; my mind is not clear on it. 

©. What did you mean when you said to Mr. Marsh that you 
thought his language was in keeping with the occasion? 

A. Well, at that time I thought that Judge Swayne did just 
what was right. 

Q. Was that before you referred to the newspaper article to | 
refresh your recollection? 

A. Yes, sir. He showed me the articles reproduced in the 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of January 13, I believe. 

(). Who did? 

A. Mr. Marsh. 

Q. When? 

\. At his office during one conversation. I do not remember 
what date. 
©. Do you mean to be understood as saying that you told Mr. 
Marsh that Judge Swayne’s language was not harsh or abusive? 

A. I told him I thought it was not. 

(). Well, you stated yesterday that you thought it was? 

A. After refreshing my memory 

Q. And that is the explanation of the matter? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. That is all. 


Reexamined by Mr. THURSTON: 














Q. When did you refresh your memory? 
A. After reading the article. 
Q. And your memory is now refreshed? 

A. I think so. 

Mr. THURSTON. That is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there any further ques- 
tions? 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Not of this witness, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Have the managers further 
witnesses to produce? 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. We wish to recall Charles M. 
Coston. 


Charles M. Coston recalled. 


By Mr. Manager DE ARMOND: 


Question. You stated when you were on the stand before that | 
you lived in Pensacola and that you are by profession a lawyer? 
Answer. I did, sir. 


Q. State to the court whether you were present in Judge 
Swayne’s court on the morning of the 12th of November, 1901, 
when contempt proceedings against Davis and Belden were 
heard and disposed of. 

A. I was. 

Q. State to the court, as well as you recall, what took place 
in connection with that matter at that time? 

A. As near as I can now remember, I think that I can de- 
scribe what took place in the following language: The court con- 
vened, I believe, at 10 o’clock. Immediately upon the conven- 
ing of the court the Belden and Davis contempt proceeding 
was called up. The case, after the evidence was heard, which 
was brief in nature, was presented by Mr. W. A. Blount for the 
prosecution and E. T. Davis for the defense. 

Judge Belden at the time was in a very decrepit condition 
physically. His face was paralyzed, which interfered very 
materially with his speech. He was also apparently very fee- 
ble. He therefore had nothing to say in the case. Immediately 
after the arguments pro and con were concluded, the judge pro- 
ceeded to sentence the parties defendant. I can not recall the 
exact language employed by the judge. I will, however, try to 
state the substance, as I remember it. He spoke in connection 
with a case that had been pending in his court, in which these 


| attorneys were interested. He did not mention the case by 


name; but his statements, taken in connection with other facts, 
thoroughly convinced me that he had reference to the case of 
Florida McGuire v. W. A. Blount and others. He stated that 
the lawyers in this case, meaning Belden and Davis and Paquet, 
they being the parties appearing for the plaintiff, had been 
guilty of conduct that was a stench in the nostrils of the people, 
as hear as I could remember his language. He also stated 
that the sentencing of Judge Belden was one of the saddest 
duties that he had had to perform during his time upon the 


| bench; but he stated in this connection, however, that his duty 
| had to be performed; that the conduct of Judge Belden was 


very reprehensible; that his experience as an attorney should 
have taught him that he was guilty of a violation of duty when 
he brought the proceeding in the circuit court. He said nothing 
in reference to Davis. 

I noticed in this proceeding, it being a novel one to me, that 
the Judge, in rendering his decision, showed a great deal of 
personal feeling in the matter—in fact, it may be aptly described 
as personal feeling. His sarcasm was biting; his censure of 
these two attorneys was severe in the extreme. In fact, he 
seemed to me to display more personal feeling in this case 


| against them than I have ever seen him display in any case 


before his court. 

Q. Do you recall anything else that he said? 

A. In what connection. 

(). In disposing of this case—in passing sentence. 

A. I can recall the sentence, if that is what you have refer- 
ence to. 

@. No; as to his manner and his expressions, if you recall 
anything further. 

A. No, sir; I think I have described them, except, as I have 


| said, that he was sarcastic. 


Q. Do you recollect what sentence he pronounced? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was it? 

A. A hundred dollars fine or ten days in jail, and to be sus- 


pended or disbarred for a period of two years. 


q. You say “or ten days in jail?” 

A. That is the way I understood the sentence. 

@. How speedily was the sentence executed? 

A. Immediately after the sentence was pronounced Mr. Davis 
and Judge Belden left, accompanied by an officer of the court. 
I do not remember whether it was the United States marshal or 
deputy. 

Q. Where were they taken? 

A. I presume to the county jail. 

Q. Did you see them there? 

A. I did. 

(. Tow soon after this? 

A. I suppose about two hours afterwards. 

@. Well. where were they in the county jail? 

A. They were in a room next to what they call “ the prisoner 
department of the jail.” This jail is a brick building, two stories 
in height. There is an entrance 


= 


« 





Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, is Judge Swayne, this re- 
| spondent, to be answerable for the manner in which the im- 
prisonment was conducted in the absence of any testimony 
| tending to show that he gave any directions with respect to it? 
If not, we object to this feature of the testimony. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Mr. President, the object of the 
inquiry was to ascertain where they were confined and how 
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they were confined—something about the jail and the accommo- 
dations, or the lack of accommodations, that they had in the 
jail, in a general way, and the punishment that they endured 
under this sentence of the court. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. One moment. 
ager think that is material to the issue? 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. I did not understand the re- 
mark. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the manager claim that 
that is material to the issue—the jail accommodations? 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Not “the jail accommoda- 
tions,” used just exactly in that way, but we think it is mate- 
rial to the issue to show what the punishment inflicted upon 
them was, and to leave the court, in passing upon the matter 
with all the testimony upon the subject before the court, to de- 
termine how far the judge knew that such accommodations or 
lack of accommodations would be their lot in sentencing them, 
whether it was a proper sentence as to the amount of punish- 
ment, or whether it was excessive. We are getting at the ani- 
mus of the judge. 

Mr. THURSTON. I simply wish to suggest that it passes the 
bounds of responsibility that could be placed upon this respond- 
ent to charge him with improper performance of duty because 
of the fact that the people of Pensacola may have provided in- 
ferior jail accommodations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer does not 
see that the question as to the character of the jail or the way 
in which the persons sentenced for contempt were confined there 
is proper. It can not be said that Judge Swayne is responsible 


Does the man- 


for that without some evidence is adduced showing that the | 


Judge directed something to be done which was improper. 
Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. I wish to ask another question 


of the witness upon that line; but if the President will indulge | 


me a moment, I think upon the question whether the sentences 


were excessive or not—as to that branch of it—it would be | 


competent for the respondent to show, if he could show, that 
the imprisonment was not for an unusually long time; that 
the punishment was not excessive, if, as a matter of fact, the 
persons sentenced to the jail were taken to quarters which were 


commodious and clean and if there were no especially contam- | 


inating influences from the low class of criminals confined in 
the same jail at the same time; if they were the only occupants, 
for instance, and were in the rooms or apartments of the sheriff 
or keeper of the jail, instead of being in with the common crim- 
inals—I believe that would be competent for the respondent to 
offer in the case. It seems to me it is competent for those 
prosecuting the case to show the kind of confinement, the kind 
of place to which he sentenced them, bearing upon the question 
whether he had the right to send them there at all, and whether 
the punishment was excessive in sending them there for that 
length of time. ‘That is all I wish to say about that. 

For information, I ask the President whether I am to under- 
stand the ruling to be that all questions in regard to the jail 
are to be excluded? I do not wish to ask questions simply for 
the sake of asking them, of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer thinks 
that it is not material to this issue to prove the condition of the 
jail. If any Senator so desires the Presiding Officer will submit 
the question to the, Senate. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND (to counsel for the respondent). 
Cross-examine, 


Cross-examined by Mr. THURSTON: 


Q. You were present during the entire hearing of that con- 
tempt proceeding? 

A. I was, sir. 

Q. Did you hear read the information or petition, or what- 
ever it may be called, that was filed by Mr. Blount? 

A. I am of the opinion that I did. That is my recollection. 

Q. And the defendants, Belden and Davis, put in their an- 
swer ? 

A. That is the way I remember it. 

Q. And that was also read, was it? 

A. It was. 

Q. Was it sworn to? 

A. That I can not say, not having read it. 

Q. You can not say that? 

A, I did not read it. 

Did the attorneys on both sides have all the opportunity 

they asked for in the way of argument? 

A. Well, you ask me for my opinion? 

Q. No; I ask you if they were deprived by any ruling of the 
court. Were they cut off from any argument? 
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A. Not to my Knowledge. 

Q. Were they refused the right to call witnesses? 

A. Not to my knowledge. 

Q. Did either of them, Belden or Davis, offer to take the stand 
in their own behalf? 

A. That I can not say. 

Q. Were they both sworn as witnesses? 

A. Not that I recall. 

Q. Was any attempt made there, so far as you remember, by 
either of them to purge themselves under oath of the charge 
made against them? 

A. I think there was. 

Q. What was it? 

A. Their answer. 

Q. Was that under oath? 

A. I can not recall. 

Q. I say to you “under oath?’ 

A. You mean was the answer under oath? 

Q. No, sir; I say was any attempt made by either Belden 01 
Davis in that court to purge themselves of the charge und 
their oath? 

A. Not that I can recall. 

Q. And if it is the fact that the answer they submitted was 
not under oath, they did not make any attempt to purge t 
selves under oath, did they? 

A. That is a fair conclusion, I believe. 

Mr. THURSTON. That is all. 

Reexamined by Mr. Manager DE ARMOND: 

Q. You state that these gentlemen were taken off to jail im- 
mediately after the pronouncing of the sentence? 

A. That is as I remember it. They were. 

Q. Do you know anything about any delay in maki 
| commitment? 

A. None whatever. 

Q. Do you know whether there was any commitment? 

A. I can not say of my own knowledge that there was. I did 
not see the original. 
Mr. SPOONER. 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
| propounds a question, which will be read by the Secretary. 


” 
i 


hem- 


ng up the 


Mr. President, I submit the question which 


The Secretary read as follows: 
Q. About how much time was consumed by Judge Swayne In his ob- 
servations in the case, including the judgment? 
A. I do not know that I clearly understand the question. 
| The Secretary again read the question. 


A. At this time it is almost impossible to say positively the 

xact time, this trial having taken place in November, 1901, as 
I remember it; but, relying upon my judgment and approxi- 
mating the time, I would say that he spoke, I imagine, about 
twenty or twenty-five minutes. That, however, is merely a 
guess, 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, Mr. President, my question was “ about 
how much time.” 

A. Then I will answer the question in this way: About 
twenty or twenty-five minutes, as I recollect it. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager De Armonp.) There were witnesses 
examined in that proceeding? 

A. There were. 

Q. Can you tell what the testimony was? 

A. I can not recall all the testimony, but the substance of the 
| testimony, as I remember it, had reference to a newspaper ar- 
ticle and the summons that was served in the case brou 

against Judge Swayne in the circuit court of Escambia Cou 
F la. 

Q. You stated that there was first pronounced the sentence 
of imprisonment. Did anybody make any suggestion to the 
judge in regard to the disbarment? 

A. Immediately after the decision, when judgment was ren- 
dered, Mr. W. A. Blount, of counsel for the Laem cution, walked 
up to the judge. What he said to him I do not know; I could 
not hear it; but immediately upon Mr. Blount concluding what 
he was saying to the judge, the judge then struck out that part 
of the sentence in relation to disbarment. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. That is all 

Mr. THURSTON. That is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there further witnesses? 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Mr. President, the witness Bel- 
den, of New Orleans, has not yet arrived, and with the exception 
of that one witness, so far as we know now, our case is com- 
plete, and we are willing that the respondent may go on with his 
testimony, with the privilege to us of calling General Belfen 
when he arrives. 

Mr. THURSTON. 


Mr. President, this suggestion was roade 
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to me this morning by the managers, and we have no objection 
to their proposed arrangement, it being, as I understand, that 
they have closed their case in chief, except as to the testimony of 
Judge Belden, who is to be produced by them and examined 
upon his arrival. We make no objection to that request. We 
should like, however, that they place Judge Belden upon the 
stand as soon as he does arrive, in order that, as far as possible 
we may have their entire case in before we present our own 
witnesses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will that be agreeable to the 
managers? 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Mr. President, I wish to say 
just one other thing. But for the ruling of the court the other 
day we would now formally offer to introduce the declarations 
and statements of Judge Swayne bearing upon these matters of 
contempt and bearing also upon the residence question; but not 
wishing to ask the court to make another ruling upon that 
proposition—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I hope the managers on the 
part of the House will offer that testimony again, because I 
should like to see the Senate determine it after due deliberation. 
If the managers have any delicacy about asking the Senate to 
reconsider its opinion, I myself will seek an opportunity of ob- 


taining what I believe to be a more correct decision upon that | 


point. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Mr. President, I would say 
that what I have just remarked is in entire good faith; that it 
was the intention of the managers to offer the declarations and 
statements of Judge Swayne both with regard to these matters 


of contempt and the question of nonresidence. We have not | 


these things in the exact form now that we should like to offer 
them, but we can assure the court if given the opportunity we 
shall present them, and also, as suggested by my associate, 
upon the matter of the use of the private car. 

Mr. THURSTON. Do I understand the manager in his offer 
to include anything more than the testimony given by Judge 
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Swayne before the committee of the House of Representatives? | 


Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Testimony and statements, as 
I understand. I was not a member of that committee 

Mr. THURSTON. No. Call it what you please, we do not 
object, because we could not, to their introducing any state- 
ments made by Judge Swayne, except while he was a witness 
before the committee of the House. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. 





statements of Judge Swayne was made by him when not under 
oath; made voluntarily, with a view of checking or preventing 
the progress of the impeachment proceedings; that other state- 
ments were made by him after he had been sworn, sworn yol- 
untarily, and at his own suggestion and in his own behalf, with 
a view of endeavoring to influence that committee by the state- 
ments and the testimony to report against the preferring of ar- 
ticles of impeachment, and with a view of influencing the House 
of Representatives against voting those articles of impeachment. 
Both classes we offer. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, if it can be shown, and it 
ippears of record, so that the showing is not difficult if it ex- 
ists, that Judge Swayne made any statement before the House 
committee before the oath was administered to him by that com- 

iittee as a witness, we shall interpose no objection to such 
tatement. 
fore that committee after he was sworn as a witness. 

Mr. BAILEY. 

: deliberation, if that is the proper proceeding. If not, I ask 
that the Senate retire to deliberate upon this question. 

Mr. THURSTON. I ask the indulgence of the court for just 
one moment. 

' do not desire to add anything to the argument I made the 


other day on this same question, except to call the attention of | 


the Senate to one provision of the Constitution of the United 
It was urged here the other day that this is not a 
criminal proceeding, and that Judge Swayne is not charged 
witb or being tried for a crime. I wish simply to call attention 
to a section of the Constitution, it being the last portion of sec- 
tion 2 of Article III. I read: 


The trial of all crimes, except in cases of impeachment, shall be by 


States. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer under- 
stands that the Senator from Texas moves that the Senate retire 
to its conference chamber. Is that the motion of the Senator 
from Texas? 

Mr. BAILEY. That was my request, but it has been sug- 
gested to me that, to save the inconvenience and delay of clear- 
ing the galleries, the Senate itself retire to the Marble Room. 
But from all around me comes the suggestion that there is not 


But we do object to any statement that he made be- | 


Mr. President, I ask that the doors be closed | 


| whole section. 


I was not a member of the ex- | 


amining committee, but I understand that a portion of the} ) yanimous consent that Rule XXIII may be suspended in so far 
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room in the Marble Room for it, and consequently there is noth- 
ing left except to clear the galleries and close the doors. 

Mr. SCOTT. On that I ask for a yea and nay vote. 

Mr. BAILEY. In response to the call for a yea and nay 
vote, I will say that I think any Senator probably is entitled, 
upon his own suggestion, to a session with closed doors. I am 
not familiar with the rule, but I am inclined to think that is 
true. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer thinks 
sufficient accommodations for the Senate have been provided 
or can be provided in the Marble Room. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, to obviate the difficulty, if it is compe- 
tent and permissible, I will ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed, as if in executive session, to consider the ques- 
tion here, without closing the doors or clearing the galleries. 
If that is permissible, I prefer that request. 

Mr. BACON. Rule XXIII provides for that, with the con- 
sent of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer did not 
lear the suggestion of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. I say Rule XXIII provides for the consent of 
the Senate under such circumstances. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Consent to what? 

Mr. BACON. As to the competency of the Senate to deter- 
mine by unanimous consent to proceed without having the doors 
closed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule is as follows: 

All the orders and decisions shall be made and had by yeas and nays, 
which shall be entered on the record, and without debate, subject, how- 
ever, to the operation of Rule VII, except when the doors shall be closed 
for deliberation, and in that case no Member shall speak more than 
once on one question, and for not more than ten minutes on an inter- 


locutory question, and for not more than fifteen minutes on the final 
question, unless by consent of the Senate, to be had without debate. 


The Presiding Officer is of opinion that the consent of the 


| Senate applies to the time during which a Senator may speak 


upon a question, and not to the question whether the Senate 
may proceed in the Senate Chamber as a court without closing 
the doors. 

Mr. BACON. I may be in error, but I thought it qualified the 
But if not, there is no doubt that unanimous 
consent will control. 

Mr. BAILEY. Unanimous consent controls all rules, includ- 
ing that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas asks 


that debate upon this question may take place in the Senate 
Chamber. 

Mr. SCOTT. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I ask that the Senate retire for the pur- 
pose of deliberating upon this question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas asks 
that the Senate retire to its conference chamber for the purpose 
of deliberating on this question. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understood, when I asked that the Senate 
retire, that that meant to close the doors of the Senate. That 
is my request, because Senators all agree that it would be incon- 


| yenient to consider the question in the Marble Room. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer will sub- 
mit the motion to the Senate. Will the Senate order the doors 
to be closed for the purpose of deliberating upon the question? 
[Putting the question.] In the opinion of the Presiding Officer 
the “noes” have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand the rule just read, the de- 
liberations are to be secret; they are not to be in the open 
Senate. I suggest that it will be greatly to the convenience of 
Senators and hasten the final conclusion of this trial that the 
deliberations shall be with closed and not with open doors. 


| But I have no motion to make about it. 


Mr. BAILEY. I have made a motion that the doors of the 
Senate be closed, so that the Senate may proceed to the con- 
sideration of this question. That motion was submitted to the 
Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand. 

Mr. BAILEY. And on it I have asked for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas asks 
for the yeas and nays. Is there a second? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to say that under the rules all these 


decisions must be made by yeas and nays. They can not be 
made by a viva voce vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Texas, on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 
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The question having been taken by yeas and nays, resulted— 
yeas 53, nays 18, as follows: 


YEAS—-53. 
Allison Culberson Kean Patterson 
Ankeny Cullom Kearns Pettus 
Bacon Daniel Kittredge Platt, N. Y. 
Bailey Dillingham Latimer Quarles 
Bard Dryden Long Simmons 
Bate Dubois McCreary Smoot 
Berry Fairbanks McEnery Spooner 
Blackburn Foraker McLaurin Stone 
Iturrows Foster, La. Mallory Taliaferro 
Carmack Foster, Wash. Martin Teller 
Clark, Mont. Fulton Money Wetmore 
Clark, Wyo. Gibson Morgan 
Clarke, Ark. Hale Nelson 
Clay Heyburn Overman - 
NAYS—18. 4 
Alger Dick Hansbrough Perkins 
Allee Dolliver Hopkins Scott 
Ball Frye McComas Warren 
Beveridge Gallinger McCumber 
Burnham Gamble Millard 
NOT VOTING—14. 
Clapp Dietrich Lodge Proctor 
Cockrell Elkins Newlands Stewart 
Crane Gorman Penrose 
Depew Knox Platt, Conn. 


‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. On the motion of the Senator 
from Texas that the doors be closed the yeas are 53 and the 
nays 18. The Sergeant-at-Arms will clear the galleries and 
close the doors. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Before that order is carried out, I desire 
to ask that the managers on the part of the House state the 
proposition as submitted by them. The manager who conducted 
the examination of the last witness stated that he was not then 
prepared to submit the matter in proper form. We would like 
to have it; at least I would. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose the offer of the managers upon 
which this question arises is in writing. The stenographer’s 
notes will show precisely what the offer is. 

Mr. BAILBY. It is in the record. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that it be read. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest that several days ago the managers 
of the House submitted their offer, and I think in writing. The 
record of that day’s proceedings will show exactly what it is 
they want to introduce. 

Mr. SPOONER. That proposition—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. My colleague—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is irregular at this 
time. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not a debate. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is not a debate. It is a request to 
know what the question is. Mr. Manager De ArMonp stated 
distinctly that he was not prepared to present in due form at 
that time the proposition on the part of the managers. What 
we desire—what I desire, at least, as one of the persons to pass 
upon this question—is to know what the proposition is. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Counsel for respondent stated distinctly to 
the court that they made no objection to any statement made by 
Judge Swayne relating to his residence or any other subject. 


The point they made was that whatever statements he made | 


before the investigating committee of the House after the oath 
was administered to him were subject to be excluded under the 
statute of the United States; and that is the proposition before us. 

Mr. TELLER. I rise to a point of order. It is that no busi- 
ness can be done in open Senate after the vote the result of 
which has been announced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will 
clear the galleries and close the doors. 

The managers on the part of the House and the respondent 
and his counsel retired from the Chamber. 

The Senate sitting as a court of impeachment thereupon 
proceeded to deliberate with closed doors; and after two hours 
and twenty-five minutes (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
took a recess until to-morrow, February 17, at 11 o’clock a. m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore resumed the chair. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 31 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned its legislative session until to- 
morrow, Friday, February 17, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





CUSTOMS REVENUES OF THE DOMINICAN REPUBLIC. 
The injunction of secrecy was removed February 16, 1905, 
from a protocol of an agreement between the United States 


and the Dominican Republic, providing for the collection and | 


disbursement by the United States of the customs revenues of 
the Dominican Republic, signed on February 4, 1905, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, February 16, 1905. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m., and was called to order 
by Hon. ALEXANDER McDowe Lt, Clerk of the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL] act as Speaker pro tempore. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DALZELL assumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

Rabbi Apram Simon offered the following prayer: 

“Wherever My name is called upon in prayer there will I 
come and bless thee.” In this spirit and hope of Thy divine 
promise have we come to invoke Thy benediction as Thy serv- 
ants begin their daily tasks. Not reliant upon the strong arm 
of flesh, nor upon the flash of mental brilliance, nor upon the 
fervor of eloquent tongue, but upon Thy encompassing love and 
the majesty of Thy divine assurance have we assembled. 
Without it they that build labor in vain. 

Our history is a Bible wherein Thou dost reveal Thy law 
of righteousness which alone exalteth a people. Thy name is 
written in letters of flaming justice across the heart of our 
nation. Give Thy servants, we pray Thee, the spirit of wis- 
dom and of understanding, the spirit of knowledge and of the 
fear of the Lord, to interpret its letters in characters of free- 
dom and truth, in lines of enduring peace and secure pros- 
perity. Include ever in Thy benign favor the President of 
our country, his Cabinet, and all to whom Thou givest power 
in trust for Thy children’s happiness. To the institutions of 
learning and the blessed homes of mercy that dot our land as 
beautifully as the stars bedeck the firmament above, to the 
church and the state in their fortunate separation, and to all help- 
ful impulses and interests grant Thou strength and wise direc- 
tion. Wherever Thy name is invoked in sincerity, in every 
land and in every clime, drop Thy rich crown of blessing, of 
peace, prosperity, and happiness. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the bill H. R. 9848, known as the “omnibus claims Dill.” 
The report and statement, which is lengthy, were published a 
couple of days ago in the RrEcorp. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that either the state- 

ment or the report ought to be read. 

Mr. MAHON. I ask unanimous consent for the reading of the 
statement in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 

| unanimous consent that the statement be read instead of the 
| report. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
| the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
| (H. R. 9548) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and 
| supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions 

of the Act approved March third, eighteen hundred and eighty- 

| three, and commonly known as the Bowman Act, having met 
| after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 


4, 5, 6, 11, 18, 19, 23, 27, 32, 37, 41, 42, 45, 46, 50, 52, 56, 58, 
é 


62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 


ae 
73, 79, 84, 86, 87, 92, 93, 95, 96, 98, 105, 107, and 108. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 16, 17, 18, 20 
21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 28, 30, 31, 33, 34, 35, 36, 40, 44, 47, 49, 51, 
53, 55, 57, 81, 82, 83, 88, 89, 90, 91, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 
106, 109, 110, and 111, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 20 
of said amendment strike out lines 12, 13, and 14: on page 26, 
line 22, strike out “twenty ”, and insert in lieu thereof “ten”; 
on page 77, line 17, strike out “ McCause”, li 

| 


and insert in lieu 
thereof “ McCance” : 


and on page 78, line 14, strike out “ Hos- 
kins”, and insert in lieu thereof “ 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: That the Senate recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the House to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment, as follows: On page 89, strike out line 10; and in lieu of 


Haskins”; and the Senate 
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the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment of the 
House, insert the following: 


“MISCELLANEOUS CLAIMS AND COURT OF CLAIMS FINDINGS. 
“To the trustees of the Memphis Conference Female Insti- 
tute, Jackson, Tennessee, twelve thousand dollars, as compensa- 
tion for occupancy and damages to said institute by the Army 
of the United States during the war for the suppression of the 
rebellion. 
“To Elizabeth A. Ballew, of Kerrville, Texas, one hundred 


the year eighteen hundred and sixty-five. 

“To Eliza E. Hebert, of Iberville Parish, Louisiana, twenty- 
one thousand and ninety dollars, for stores and supplies fur- 
nished the Army of the United States during the civil war. 

“To N. N. Lowry, of Carroll County, Georgia, the sum of one 
hundred and twenty-five dollars, being for the value of a mule 
sold to United States military authorities during the war for the 
suppression of the rebellion. 

“To the members of the band of the Second Regiment Wiscon- 
sin Volunteer Infantry, for the hire, use, and unavoidable 
damage to certain band instruments, their private property, 
while in the service of the United States during the recent war 
with Spain, and to pay to each of said men, or to the heirs, ad- 
ministrators, and assigns of such of them as shall have in the 
meantime deceased, the sums which appear opposite their 
names, as follows, to wit: 


ninety-one cents; Frank Novotny, seventeen dollars and thirty- 
three cents; Robert Brand, junior, deceased, fifty-five dollars; 
Louis Simmet, five dollars; Fred W. Kohl, twelve dollars and 
sixteen cents; Eugene R. Billett, eight dollars and eighty-three 


Henry Johnson, thirty-seven dollars | 
and sixteen cents; Charles B. Collar, twenty-one dollars and | 





cents; Frank A. Kroeff, eighteen dollars and thirty-three cents; | 


Albert Boehm, seven dollars and eighty-three cents; Frank H. 
Kempt, twenty-two dollars and sixteen cents; Herman F. 
Discher, six dollars and sixty-six cents; Joseph J. Nussbaumer, 
twenty-two dollars and sixteen cents; Henry Ebeling, junior, 
three dollars and fifty cents; Herman Nagel, twenty-two dollars 
and eighty-three cents; Ferdinand Weitzel, forty dollars and 


in the Army, and who was rejected upon examination by sur- 
geons. 

“To the legal representatives of John Schlipf, or Stipp, de- 
ceased, late of Crawford County, Pennsylvania, the sum of 
three hundred dollars, being the sum unlawfully collected from 
him by the board of enrollment when drafted for service in the 
Army in eighteen hundred and sixty-four. 

“To Michael Kries, of Atlanta, Georgia, seven thousand four 
hundred and four dollars, being for tobacco furnished the 


| Army during the civil war. 
dollars, being for beef cattle furnished United States troops in 


“To the First Presbyterian Church of Knoxville, Tennessee, 
three thousand dollars, being for use, occupation, and damage to 
their church during the civil war by United States troops. 

“To the Vestry of Christ Episcopal Church, of Holly Springs, 
Mississippi, six hundred dollars, being for the use and occupa- 
tion of their building by United States troops during the war for 
the suppression of the rebellion. 

“To the Methodist Episcopal Church (colored), of Rome, 
Georgia, two thousand five hundred dollars, being for brick and 
other building materials taken and used by the military forces 
of the United States for their use during the war for the sup- 
pression of the rebellion. 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to resettle and readjust, all claims of the States of 
New York, Pennsylvania, and Delaware, for and on account of 
advances and expenditures made by said States in the war of 
eighteen hundred and twelve to eighteen hundred and fifteen 
with Great Britain; and in computing interest on said advances 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall apply the same rule as that 
which was applied in the settlement of the like claim of the 
State of Maryland, under the provisions of the Act of Con- 
gress ‘approved the third day of March, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-seven.’ 

“For the allowance of claims of certain citizens of Virginia 


| for damages to their property incident to the encampment at 
| Manassas and march from Camp Alger to Thoroughfare Gap, 
| Virginia, as recommended by a board of officers appointed for the 


fifty cents; Charles Neumann, eleven dollars and sixteen cents; | 


George Johnson, twenty-five dollars; Ambrosius Jachinski, 
twenty-two dollars and sixteen — Oscar Hensel, seven dol- 
lars and eight cents; William J. Trier, deceased, thirty-six dol- 
lars and fifty cents; Adolph G. Markworth, thirteen dollars and 
sixteen cents; total, four hundred and sixteen dollars and forty- 
two cents. 

“To Edwin P. Brewer, captain, Seventh Regiment United 
States Cavalry, United States Army, the sum of one hundred 
and ninety dollars and twenty-six cents, said sum of money 
having been deducted and stopped against his pay for a loss of 


certain commissary stores and supplies which occurred by rea- 
son of the defalcations and peculations of Post Commissary- 
Sers ant Maltby, at Fort Huschuca, Arizona, during the summer 
of eighteen hundred and ninety-six, as shown by official reports 


filed in ae mar e of the Auditor for the War Department. 

“lo Margaret Dalton, widow of George Dalton, deceased, 
late of Pe atovilbe. Schuylkill County, Pennsylvania, the sum of 
three hundred dollars, being the sum unlawfully collected from the 
said George Dalton by the board of enrollment when drafted for 
service in the Army, he not being a citizen of the United States 
at the time. 

“To Erick Haugen, of Spring Valley Township, 
Wisconsin, the sum of three hundred dollars, being 
lawfully collected from him by the board of enrollment, namely, 
three hundred dollars to furnish a substitute when drafted for 
service in the Army, he not being a citizen of the United State 

‘To the heirs or assigns of George T. Howard, late of San 
Antonio, Texas, the sum of two thousand and seventy-seven dol- 
lars and eighty cents, out of any money not otherwise appro- 
priated, in _— settlement of the amount found to be due the 
said George T. Howard by a board of survey appointed for the 
purpose of assessing damages done to his property by troops of 
the United States. 

“To M. A. Gantt and Son, of Conecuh County, Alabama, the 
sum of one hundred dollars and fifty cents, for board and lodg- 
ing furnished by them to volunteer soldiers who enlisted in the 
Second Regiment Alabama Volunteer Infantry during the Span- 
ish-American war. 

To Elliott K. Pennebaker, administrator of Warren Mitchell, 
deceased, late 


tock County, 


consideration of claims for damages to property by volunteer 
soldiers during the war with Spain. 


VIRGINIA, 


“To B. F. Adams, of Prince William County, one hundred and 
fifty-seven dollars. 
“To David J. Arrington, of Prince William County, eighty- 


| four dollars. 


“To Albert G. Beckwith, of Fairfax County, thirty-eight dol- 
lars. 

“To A. M. Brady, of Prince William County, eighteen dollars 
and thirty cents. 

“To Joseph Brent, of Fairfax County, thirty-eight dollars and 
fifty cents. 

‘To A. H. Buckner, two hundred and twenty-seven dollars 
and fifty cents. 

“To G. H. Burke, of Fairfax County, forty-six dollars and 
seventeen cents. 

“To R. A. Burke, of Fairfax County, sixty-four dollars and 
fifty cents. 

“To William Chloe, of Fairfax County, nine dollars. 

“To S. W. Cooksey, of Prince William County, nine dollars. 

“To Mrs. J. W. Cooksey, of Fairfax County, thirty-nine dollars 


| and fifty cents. 


the sum un- | 


“'To Doctor A. G. Coumbe, of Fairfax County, six dollars. 

“To R. R. Crosen, of Fairfax County, thirty-eight dollars and 
seventy-five cents. 

“To William A. Crouch, of Fairfax County, twenty-three dol- 
lars and fifty-five cents. 

“To Robert H. Davis, of Prince William County, fifteen dol- 
lars. 

“To John L. Ditweiler, of Fairfax County, thirty-three dollars 
and thirty-seven cents. 

“To S. H. Ditweiler, of Fairfax County, eighty dollars. 

“To Albert A. Dewey, of Fairfax County, thirty dollars. 

“To T. E. H. Dickens, of Prince William County, forty-nine 
dollars and fifty cents. 

“To C. C. Dulaney, of Prince William County, fifty dollars. 

“To Robert Dulaney, of Prince William County, fifty dollars. 

“To B. F. Fairfax, of Fairfax County, twenty-seven dollars 


| and fifty cents. 


of Louisville, Kentucky, the sum of one hundred | 


and twenty-eight thousand six hundred and ninety-two dollars | 


and twenty-two cents. 
“To Benjamin Burrows, of Orleans County, Vermont, the sum 
of three hundred dollars, being the sum unlawfully collected | 


from him by the board of enrollment when drafted for service 


“To Elvira C. Finn, of Fairfax County, three dollars. 

“To Mrs. Margaret M. Fitzhugh, of Fairfax County, thirty- 
seven dollars and seventy-five cents. 

“To J. T. Flaherty, of Prince William County, nineteen dol- 
| lars and fifty cents. 

“To Thomas Fletcher, of Fairfax County, forty-two dollars 
and forty-five cents. 
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“To Mrs. Jane R. Foley, of Prince William County, thirty- 
three dollars. 

“To Mary Gaskins, of Fairfax County, nine dollars. 

“To Peter Grigsby, of Prince William County, four dollars. 

“To John B. Hart, of Fairfax County, fifty-four dollars and 
sixty-five cents. 

“To Spencer Hoskins, of Prince William County, six dollars 
and twenty-five cents. 

“To Miss Ollie Hinson, of Prince William County, thirty-one 
dollars. 

“To Mrs. B. J. Holden, of Fairfax County, fourteen dollars 
and ninety-five cents. 

“To David J. Hottenstein, of Prince William County, thirty- 
one dollars. 

“To Henry James, of Prince William County, three dollars. 

“To Peyton Johnson, of Prince William County, forty dollars. 

“To J. A. Kinchloe, of Fairfax County, fifty dollars. 

“To W. S. Kinchloe, of Fairfax County, twenty-four dollars. 

“To J. P. Leachman, of Prince William County, eleven dol- 
lars. 

“To Mack Lewis, of Prince William County, forty dollars. 

“To Charles Lions, of Prince William County, thirty-two dol- 
lars. 

“To Samuel Lloyd, senior, of Prince William County, twenty- 
two dollars and forty-nine cents. 

“To Joseph Long, of Prince William County, three dollars 
and seventy-five cents. 

“To Miss Dollie Lynch, of Prince William County, eight 
dollars. 

“To Charles L. Marshall, of Fairfax County, sixteen dollars | 
and fifty cents. 

“To Joseph Mayhugh, of Prince William County, nine dollars 
and seventy-five cents. 

“To James J. McGahey, of Fairfax County, eighty-two dol- 
lars and ten cents. 

“To Andrew Nelson, of Fairfax County, forty-one dollars and 
ninety-five cents. 

“To Charles Parker, of Fairfax County, twenty-one dollars | 
and seventy-five cents. 

“To C. B. Parker, of Fairfax County, nine dollars. 

“To R. T. Payne, of Prince William County, twenty-five dol- 
lars and forty cents. 

“To Bell Phillips, of Fairfax County, ten dollars. 

“To Miss C. Pullin, of Prince William County, seven dollars. | 

“To F. P. Rittenour, of Fairfax County, sixty dollars. 

“To Milton A. Rollins, of Prince William County, eighteen 
dollars. 

“To Alvin H. Rouse, of Prince William County, fifty-six dol- 
lars and seventy-five cents. 

“To James Shirley, of Prince William County, nine dollars. 

“To Joseph L. Speakes, of Prince William County, eighty-five 
dollars and sixty-five cents. 

“To Henry E. Spittle, of Prince William County, twenty-five | 
dollars and ten cents. 

“To John Sutfin, of Prince William County, eleven dollars. | 

“To C. F. Swetnam, of Fairfax County, thirty-eight dollars | 
and five cents. 

“To David Williams, of Fairfax County, one hundred and | 
three dollars and fifty cents. 

“To E. N. Woodyard, of Prince William County, seven dollars. 

“To G. B. Wright, of Fairfax County, six dollars. 

“To Saint John’s Lodge, Numbered Three, Ancient Free and | 
Accepted Masons, of Newbern, North Carolina, five thousand 
dollars, being for use and occupation of their lodge building for 
three years during the civil war. 

“For payment of amounts certified by the Court of Claims in | 
HIlouse Document Numbered One hundred and forty-seven, third 
session Fifty-eighth Congress, as follows: 

“ To Lawrence H. Rousseau, of Pulaski County, Kentucky, late 
colonel Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, the 
sum of four hundred and thirty-five dollars and eighty-two cents. | 

“To Carrie M. Boone, of Jefferson County, Kentucky, widow 
of John Rowan Boone, late colonel Twenty-eighth Regiment of 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, the sum of five hundred and | 
twenty-eight dollars and sixteen cents. 

“To Oliver P. Anderson, of Floyd County, Indiana, late colonel 
Kighty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, the sum of | 
one hundred and seventy-nine dollars and seventy-three cents. 

- To Jacob Bedtelyou, of Lapeer County, Michigan, late cap- 
tain Fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, the sum of 
twenty dollars and fifty-nine cents. 

“To William B. Britton, of Rock County, Wisconsin, late 
colonel Highth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, the 
— of three hundred and ninety-two dollars and ninety-two 
cents. 


“To Alfred A. Garlock, of Ionia County, Michigan, late sec- 








_ 


| Grand Rapids and Indiana Railway Company, for transporting 


ond lieutenant, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, 
the sum of sixty-four dollars and eighty-six cents. 

“To Samuel E. Hill, of Fayette County, Kentucky, late cap- 
tain Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, the sum 
of two hundred and ninety-two dollars and nineteen cents. 

“To Maria Kerby, of Garrard County, Kentucky, widow of 
William M. Kerby, late captain Seventh Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Cavalry, the sum of seventy-six dollars and fifty- 
three cents. 

“To Elizabeth B. Walker, of Hardin County, Kentucky, widow 
of Thomas B. Waller, late colonel Twentieth Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Cavalry, the sum of fifty-four dollars and forty 
cents. 

“To John H. Ward, of Jefferson County, Kentucky, late colo- 
nel Twenty-seventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, 
the sum of two hundred and sixty-five dollars and forty-one 
cents. 

“To John S. White, of Lafayette County, Missouri, late colo- 
nel Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, the sum 
of one hundred and twenty dollars and thirty-six cents. 

“To Thomas C. Sweeney, of Wheeling, West Virginia, ten 
thousand and forty dollars. 

“To William B. Horner, of Lawrence County, Pennsylvania, 


| one thousand two hundred and fifty dollars. 


“To the rector, warden, and vestrymen of Saint Philip's Epis- 
copal Church, of Atlanta, Georgia, three thousand seven hundred 
and sixty dollars. 

“To Fredrick 8S. Corbett and Henry C. Corbett, administrators 
of Sewell B. Corbett, deceased, of Alexandria County, Virginia, 
five thousand seven hundred and ninety-one dollars. 

“To Elza W. Harper, administrator of Thomas J. Whitman, 
deceased, of Hart County, Kentucky, three thousand four hun- 
dred and sixty-five dollars. 

“To The Washington Loan and Trust Company, administra- 
tor of Louisa Summers, deceased, late of Fairfax County, Vir- 


ginia, one thousand eight hundred and sixty-four dollars. 


“To Jennie E. Haller, administratrix of Samuel M. Haller, de- 
ceased, of Cumberland, Maryland, six hundred dollars. 

“To S. S. Bradford, administrator of Maria Gibson, deceased, 
of Culpeper County, Virginia, three thousand two hundred and 
seventy-six dollars. 

“To Carrie Yancey, administratrix of A. W. McCauley, de- 
ceased, of Benton County, Mississippi, four thousand five hun- 
dred and twenty-five dollars. 

“To the heirs at law of Alice Hardaway, deceased. of Benton 
County, Mississippi, two thousand eight hundred and twenty-five 
dollars ;” 

And the House agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and 


| agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 151, 
| lines 21 and 22, strike out “twelve thousand two hundred and 


ninety-one,” and insert in lieu thereof “seven thousand five 
hundred; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 
152, lines 3 and 4, strike out “ seven thousand nine hundred and 
eighty-seven,” and insert in lieu thereof “ five thousand;” and 


| the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 
157, strike out the whole of lines 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 
and 22, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to examine and settle the claim of the 
the United States mail under its present corporate name and 
under its former corporate name, the Grand Rapids and In- 
diana Railroad Company, over postal routes numbered twenty- 
four thousand and eighteen and one hundred and _ thirty- 
seven thousand and eighteen, during the period between July 
first, eighteen hundred and seventy-six, and June twenty 
seventh, eighteen hundred and ninety-six, both inclusive, allow- 
ing said company whatever sum may be found due, not exceed- 
ing twenty-five thousand and thirty-nine dollars and seventy 
five cents: Provided, That the sum found due shall be accepted 
by the said company as full satisfaction of all of its claims 
against the United States arising from such services. And the 
said sum -found due is hereby appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated ” ; 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 161, 
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line 7, strike out “ eight,” and insert in lieu thereof “ five;” and } father, sister, or other relatives of said Mosby, shall be held in 
the Senate agree to the same. - trust by him accordingly ;” 
Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its And the Senate agree to the same. 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and Amendment numbered 97: That the House recede from its 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 97, and 
161, line 17, strike out “ fifteen thousand” and insert in lieu | agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 198, 
thereof “ ten thousand five hundred ;” and in line 20 strike out | line 1, strike out “damage or;” and in line 6 strike out “ or,” 
“ five thousand,” and insert in lieu thereof “ three thousand five | and insert in lieu thereof “and;’” and in line 12, strike out 
hundred ;” and the Senate agree to the same. “damage or;” and at the end of line 12 insert “ not exceeding 
Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its | the sum of fifty thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and | same, 





agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 163, THap. M. MAHON, 

lines 6 and 7, strike out “seven thousand and forty-six dollars THEO. OTJEN, 

and twenty cents,” and insert in lieu thereof “live thousand T. W. Sims, 

dollars ;” and the Senate agree to the same. Managers on the part of the House. 
Amendment numbered 48: That the House recede from its F. BE. Warren, 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 48, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On THoMAS S$. MARTIN, 
page 165, line 8, strike out “ devisees ”, and insert in lieu thereof Managers on the part of the Senate. 
“representatives ”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its| The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and Statement of managers on part of the House. 


agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
167, line 24, strike out “ fifteen thousand”, and insert in lieu | tpe disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 9548) 
thereof “seven thousand five hundred”; and the Senate agree | ¢or the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies re- 
to the same. Z ; ported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act 
Amendment numbered 59: That the House recede from its approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the “ Bow- 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 59, | man Act,” submit ‘the following written statement in explana- 
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: ON | tion of the effect of the action agreed upon and submitted in 
page 170, line 11, strike out “allowed”, and insert in lieu | the accompanying conference report on the amendments of the 
thereof “ certified’; and the Senate agree to the same. Senate, namely : 
Amendment numbered 60: That the House recede from its The bill as it left the House carried amounts as follows: 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 60, and a inn 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 172, >: SEEN, 
line 12, strike out “ allowed”, and insert in lieu thereof “ certi- | 


Wma. M. STEWART, 





. i : | Number 
fied ;’ and the Senate agree to the same. ‘of claim- Amount. 
Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its | ants. 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and | rr wal =a 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 178, | powmes ont Zucker Sat Ne ric acecmwante + upiehee = ea. = 
ina 17 otviba « “ Fo anes 29 . ; ‘ Box te 660. 2 
lin ; 1%, om out the different counties = and insert in lieu M'sce’laneous Court of Claims findings ........-....... 4 79, 367. 22 
thereof “Gila County”; and in line 19 strike out “counties”, | Miscellaneous slaims ..............------.-.------------« 125 875, 206.00 
and insert in lieu thereof “county”; and on page 179, line 3, | For invectig. tion and report (to Congress) -...-....-.. & Citetierieecson 
strike out “counties”, and insert in lieu thereof “county”; | a mene eee Departments) -. 1 woneeeeeeeeees 
. as 8 strik t “amounts”, and insert in li th ¢ | Rorz erence to the Court of Claims........-....+-----|  - 14 |---.---------- 
and in line 3 strike out “ amounts”, ins in lieu thereof | For reference to Court of Admiralty. ....--_.-...------ ees re 
“amount”; and the Senate agree to the same. | For Pamiel RGN TN cncaeediddcskecdccchesccsewcince ee es er 
Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its Re co ee a na 7,612 | 2,566,051. 67 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 85, and | 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 181 | ‘ 
strike out the whole of lines 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24;| (2) During consideration of bill by the Senate, the following 
and on page 182 strike out the whole of lines 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, | amounts were added: 

9, 10, 11, and 12, and insert in lieu thereof the following: | Bowman and Tucker Acts claims: 


“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, | tee te enn ann aeeeiaen wae co 
directed to pay to Walter H. Taylor, administrator of Richard | Maryland—Blackistone _..___.----.----.--.--.---... 6, 326. 00 
Taylor, deceased, of Norfolk, Virginia, the sum of eleven thou- Re cu ieeeaeiecesnl 2, 370. 00 
sand nine hundred and forty-six dollars and eighty-one cents, | Mississippi— Worthington ~------------------------- _ 18, $35. 00 
remaining unpaid, of the amount appropriated to be paid to | pia ko oR Rd aici, Gok, BE eae i eae 34, 489. 00 





John A. Brimmer, junior, administrator of John Gilliat, de- | —<—— 
ceased, of the firm of Gilliat and Taylor, in the Act entitled | Miscellaneous claims (direct appropriation) : 





“An Act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap- | po ence ag EEE oa ee Bike eo ee a +g o3 
propriation for the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, eighteen Major Halford — a 165. 44 
hundred and ninety-one, and for prior years, and for other pur- a -------- - 2, by os 
poses ;”’ the same not being an assigned claim within the limita- Waal & duanbdans eee eee eee ~. «8, 524. 10 
tions of this Act, but an asset conveyed by deed in the dissolu- OG nip ciaecncintecnaaniiniens artes daneasne nition tale biialapiniidaaaartabiaaiaal 356. 10 
tion of the partnership of Gilliat and Taylor, said deed of con- Total “Ts, 983. 98 
veyance of this claim from Jom ead Themes Gilat oc ax: ..”- ©... ©. | ee ee oo 


firm to Richard Taylor being dated May twelfth, eighteen hun- Making total Bowman and Tucker Act claims $1,393,306.52. 
dred, and prior to the ratification of the Treaty of September, Making total miscellaneous claims for direct appropriation 
thirtieth, eighteen hundred. And so much of the Act of June | $394,189.98. 

thirtieth, eighteen hundred and ninety-one, as authorized the (3) These additions would make the above summary, cor- 
payment of the said sum of eleven thousand nine hundred and | rected, as follows: 

forty-six dollars and eighty-one cents to the administrator of | SUMMARY. 


John Gilliat, deceased, is hereby repealed ; ” 











And the Senate agree to the same. | Aanenath. 

Amendment numbered 94: That the House recede from its ants. 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 94, and | —------ A _ | ———————"_ 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On page 194. | Rowman and Tucker acts claims ...............-------- 926 | $1,393,306. 52 
strike out the whole of lines 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24; | French spoliation claims ........... cannacsieneer baba otis 529 | 752, 660. 3 
and on page 195 strike out the whole of lines 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, | ee em —— Claims findings. --...........- -- im oa 180 oa 
9, 10, 11, and 12, and in lieu of the matter stricken out, insert | Por investig.tion and report (to Congress) ............ . , eect 
the following: | For investigation and settlement (by Departments) -. 67 |aneeee ones e--- 

“To John S. Mosby, of Virginia, the sum of three thousand | he oo - iad 14 el 
nine hundred and fifty dollars, being for the value of seven thou- | For relief from liability ........... Cea. A nee . | aaa 
sand nine hundred pounds, more or less, of tobacco taken and ne 
used by United States military forces in the year eighteen Total .......-.-.-.---- weno nseeee weceee ec seeeeeseeee 1,085 | 2,619,524. 


hundred and sixty-five. But it is provided that any portion of 





such sums representing tobacco beneficially belonging to the Total amount carried by bill as it passed Senate, $2,619,524.60. 
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(4) Amounts in bill as it passed Senate, afterwards dropped in con- 





























ference. 

Bowman and Tucker Act claims: 

Louisiana—Citizens’ Bank ~~---.-~~..~-~-.~~-.~.-~. $215, 820. 89 

Maryland—Targurona (cut from $20,000 to $10,000) — 10, 000. 00 

OGRA) ore ee rr we etrene earner enatmrmante mena 225, 820. 89 
iscellaneous Court of Claims findings : 

: Sabin Te, TG cc rin ee tr meme mens 8, 664. 19 
EeO Ts SOMO cnc serene iw eemmn dene 87, 351. 49 
Sarah J.. MemtQomes 0 tte tne anere 18, 769. 50 
Michael B. By@n on... 22 mee coe ewe 14, 582. 04 

OUR cereceitne cette merase rernittratwnbadimesimmnsanninenenie 79, 367. 22 
iseellaneous claims (for direct appropriation) : 

™ Febien Det Ha: Wee Ta css ett nntedicenl 10, 519. 20 
Bern He TD ane esi iti ween 5, 000. 00 
A. G. Boone (cut from $12,201 to $7,500)__.---.... 4, 791. 00 
Priscilla R. Burns (cut from $7,987 to $5,000)_.____ 2, 987. 00 
Mary A. Coulson...............--~.--~....--~--- 3, 950. 00 
James Eh. TOs aki cee ct emit nttbimanwe 26, 538. 00 
Eleonora G. -Goldsborough............-.-.....-... 7, 200. 00 
Grand Rapids and Indiana Railway Company (de- 

ducted cause change from direct appropriation 

to “ For investigation and settlement") _....--.- 25, 039. 75 
Charies B. Hooper... —.... enna cone neceenna—a 3, 000. 00 
A SS ee 12, 487. 14 
Jean Louis Legare (cut from $8,000 to $5,000) --_-- 3, 000. 00 
Newport disaster (cut from $15,000 to $10,500)---~- 4, 500. 00 
ye ee,” le! ear 2, 062. 06 
a | eS ap 097. 83 
Edward H. Murrell (cut from $7,046.20 to $5,000) _ 2, 046. 20 
Postal Telegraph-Cable Company.---~..----~..-.-. 2, 155. 19 
Potomaé Btesmpeat COmpahy......<c<naccncsccnennnna 5, 090. 00 
FOR BOG | ccc ec wa ewodamme 2, 000. 00 
Themas C. Bey «occ nese tee emmaecmnes 5, 000. 00 
Lincoln W. Tibbetts (cut from $15,000 to $7,500) - 7, 500. 00 
Van Senden & Kay (W. R. Austin & Co.) _-_/_------ 35, 000. 00 
Ramon O. Williams and Joseph A. Springer___.-~---.~ 2, 422. 62 
Henry QO. Bassett... ne ee ee 142. 59 
7: Se 427. 17 
Be NE aoencisinv nscherchamebeitcscapesigninnapniottepiivensnsigiades antmmeaiy once 95. 21 
Henry Paleewihe? on. eee ween ene 10, 892. 86 
Georgia Railroad and Banking Company—__--.--~--~~ 4, 880. 68 
Peter — FO a ices seri eth tsi iagmaianiani 1, 859. 91 
Alabama and Tennessee River Railroad Company-—-_. 11. 00 
Charlotte and South Carolina Railroad Company---~- 4, 589. 01 
BD. i: TRC COR he cttw cee omenee 63. 52 
Greenville and Columbia Railroad Company-----~--~--~-~ 3, 273. 97 
Taurens Rafiread Compass ......................-.— 375. 00 
Manassas Gap Railroad Company__.---~-~--- Ramseneceet 89. 12 
Memphis and Charleston Railroad Company...----- 20, 947. 93 
Richmond and Danville Railroad Company._~-.---- 15. 95 
Richmond and York River Railroad Company-—-----~-~ 270. 35 
South Carolina Railroad Company .-~.......~----. 46. 70 
Western North Carolina Railroad Company—.-.---- 122. 69 
Malinda: ©. Gas qntcmnceemessintittee emai meena 356. 10 

I ia i ceil leae 222, 845. 75 

(5) Summary of amounts of Senate amendments dropped in conference. 

Bowman and Tucker acts claims._................... $225, 820. 89 

Miscellaneous Court of Claims findings_........-..-.-- 79, 367. 22 

Miscellaneous claims (for direct appropriation) —.----~-~- 222, 845. 75 

II i cesses sist nga acces laanlaleii aapaletiomindaia 528, 033. 86 
(6) Summary of amounts of Senate amendments retained in bill in conference 
| Number | 
of claim-| Amounts. 
ants. | 

Bowman and Tucker acts claims -.................-...- 925 | $1, 167,485. 63 

te aa 529 752, 660. 93 

Miscellaneous claims (for direct appropriation). ...... 96 | 171,344.23 

For investigation and report................---... ese ae eee 

For investigation and settlement ..........--.- on -| EE edi cconiinineins 

For reference to Court of Claims -.................-.-..-] ye ae 

For reference to Court of Admiralty. ..............-...- Dina niennysibinn 

For retie® Giuten TARGIGy «os - scscawccewcuscihdewwnseewen iia diledeainsitisi 
NNN ake dikes aden tke teedaneacenint 1,682 | 2,001,490. 79 

(7) Proof. 
Amount of bill as it passed Senate (see paragraph 3)... $2, 619, 524. 65 
Amount of Senate amendments dropped in conference 
(30S PRURGCEE Go nei etic teas 528, 033. 86 
Amount of Senate amendments retained in conference 
(sve paragraph 6)... 8 cece ncitewns wee sco 


2, 091, 490. 79 
(8) Total amount of amendments proposed by the ame 5 

House to Senate amendment numbered 2, $293,580.98. 

Amount of that amendment dropped in conference 

Amount of that amendment retained in conference 


67, 211. 88 
226, 869. 60 


Proof (see above total amount of amendment pro- 
posed) 293, 580. 98 
(9) Total of all Senate and House amendments retained in dill in con- 
ference. 
amendments retained 


Total of Senate 
graph 6) ae taille alt eatcilatnitasins ey OOEG ae Oe 
Total of House amendments to Senate amendment 2, 
wetetned Case mammerah Bcc tk chant ad 226, 369. 60 
Add claim of John 8S. Mosby (changed from “for refer- 
ence to Court of Claims " to “ direct appropriation ”).. 


Grand total 


{see para- 


3, 950. 00 





sbicibinibihdasels latdctupidiiie tadihd, ae’ ek, ae. 
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(10) FINAL SUMMARY. 











Number 
of claim-| Amount. 
ants. | 
i ' 
Bowman and Tucker acts claims ..-.....................| 946 | $1,197 
French spoliation claims ...................-----.-...- -| 529; 52 
Miscellaneous claims (for direct appropriation) isan well 199 | 371, 876. 86 
For investigation and report (to Congress ........- ===] asks ; 
For investigation and settlement (by Departments) ---| 68 ‘ 
For reference to the Court of Claims _.................. | i tac cael cata 
For reference to Court of Admiralty _.... .............. ON indecent 
SE ne ON II creer cs cecmnncin we dieciectinee menine Gomera Senne | aus 
Ne aaa ceg eth ctendeileenatshsncaencipacabiisie aartnieabssceistintshescotempahent | 1,769] 2,821,810.39 





THap. M. Manon, 

THEO. OTIJEN, 

T. W. Sirus, 
Managers on the part of the Houce. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the con- 
ference report, and yield to the gentleman from New York such 
time as he wants. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say in regard to this 
bill that I have given it such examination as I have been ablé 
to give it during the brief time that has been afforded. The 
particular objection to the thing is that the bill comes in during 
the late days of the session. I want to say for the conferees 
that I know personally that they have given great care to the 
examination of these claims, and I want to compliment them on 
the number of bad claims that they have gotten out of the bill. 
I should have been better satisfied with the report if half a 
dozen other claims had gone out, but the most of these are for 
small amounts, and none of them, so far as I am able to sscer- 
tain, set any bad precedents for future action in regard to claims. 
I would like to express a hope, also, that hereafter these claims 
may be considered individually rather than in an omnibus bill, 
in order that they may be more fully examined than we can 
examine all the claims that are contained in a bill of this kind. 
I think that the report shows a diminution of $600,000 from the 
amount reported by the Senate. From further examination I 
see that there are other claims for indefinite amounts which 
would swell the amount stricken out to nearly or quite a million 
of dollars. 

Mr. MAHON. I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken, and the conference report 
agreed to. 


was 


GOVERNMENT OF THE CANAL ZONE. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the unfinished 
business, House bill 16986. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up the 
unfinished business, and the Clerk will report the title of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 16986) to provide for the government of the Can: 
Zone, the construction of the Panama Canal, and for other purpose 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WaANcrEr] and the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Harrison], if they so desire, shall 
have leave to print remarks on this bill in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from LUllinois? [After a pause.}] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. MANN. 
five-minute rule. 

The SPEAKDER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The sections were read; and the amendments recommended 
by the committee separately read, considered, and agreed to, 


I ask that the Clerk read the bill under the 


as 
follows: 

Line 9, page 1, after the word “ mark,” insert “ excluding therefrom 
the cities of Panama and Colon and the harbors adjacent to said cities, 
but.” 

Line 15, pase 2, strike out the word “ laws.” 

Page 3, line 1, strike out comma after the word “ government” and 


insert comma after the word “ him;” 
the word “ affairs,” insert 

Page 3, line 16, after the word “ harbors,” insert, following a sem!- 
colon, the following: ‘‘and he shall also, whenever the right to do so 
has been acquired, cause the Panama Railroad and the property and 
rights appertaining thereto to be managed and operated fn such man 
ner as may be deemed desirable.” 

Page 3, line 19, after the word 
time, end to dismiss the same." 

Pago 4, line 5, insert comma after the word “ Zone” 
the word “ and.” 

Page 4, line 6, after the word “canal,” insert 
of said Panama Railroad.” 

Page 4, line 6, after the word “an,” insert “ itemized.” 

Page 4, line 11, after the word “ construction,” insert “or opera- 
tion.” 


and in line 2, same page, after 
“in his discretion.” 


“necessary,” insert “from time to 
and strike out 


“and the operation 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 16, 





Page 5, line 3, after the word “Congress,” strike out the period 

and insert the following: 
“except that the moneys received, in the ordinary course of busi- 
ness, from the operation of the Panama Railroad and the property and 
rights appertaining thereto, may be expended, so far as necessary, in 
defraying the expenses of such operation, including maintenance, with- 
out being covered into the Treasury of the United States, and such 
moneys are hereby appropriated for such purpose, and monthly _re- 
porte of such receipts and onpenditgren shall be made to the President 
xy the person or persons in charge.” 

Insert after section 5 as new sections the following: 

“Sec. 6. That whereas the Panama Railroad Company Is a do- 
mestic corporation of the State of New York, organized and existin 
under and by virtue of the laws of said State, with principal place o 
business in the city of New York in said State; and whereas the cor- 
porate stock of said Panama Railroad Company is divided into 70,000 
shares of the face value of $100 each, and the United States now owns 
68,964 shares thereof, of the face value of $6,896,400, on a bal- 
ance of 1,036 shares of the face value of $103,600 still subject to 
private ownership; and whereas the public use requires for the ac- 
complishment of the public work and national endeavor entered upon 
pursuant to the act of Congress, approved June 28, 1902, entitled ‘An 
act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters 
of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,’ that the United States should own 
and control all of the shares of the corporate stock of the Panama 
Railroad Company: Now, therefore, 

“Be it further enacted, That the President of the United States is 
hereby authorized to cause to be instituted in the name and for and 
on behalf of the United States, and as an exercise of the right of emi- 
nent domain, judicial proceedings to condemn for public use the share 
or shares of the corporate stock of the Panama Railroad Company 
owned by any person, corporation, association, or concern other than 
the United States of America. 

“Sec. 7. That exclusive jurisdiction to maintain, conduct, hear, and 
determine said proceedings, effect the sale, transfer, and conveyance of 
said property, and enter and enforce final judgment and decree therein, 
is hereby conferred upon the United States district court for the south- 
ern district of the State of New York. 

“Sec. 8 That the condemnation proceedings herein provided for 
shall be instituted and conducted in the name of the United States of 
America. Said condemnation proceedings shall be against the person 
or persons, corporation, association, firm, or other concern owning said 
stock or having an interest therein, if such owner or party in interest 
is known, and also the person or persons, corporation, association, firm, | 
or other concern in whose name or names the share or shares of stock 
sought to be condemned stand on the stock register of the Panama 
Railroad Company, all of whom may be joined in one proceeding. The 
proceedings may be instituted by filing in said court a petition setting 
forth the general purpose of the action, a description of the property | 
sought to be condemned for the public use, the serial number of the 
stock certificates issued by the Panama Railroad Company for the stock 
sought to be subjected to the proceedings, and prayer for judgment and 
decree of condemnation of the property and transfer of right and title 
thereto to the United States. 

“Sec. 9. That notice of the commencement and pendency of said pro- 
ceedings shall be given the owner or owners of said corporate stock by 
service, as follows: The clerk of the court shall issue a notice under his 
seal setting forth the character of the proceedings, the court in which 
the proceedings are instituted and pending, the serial number of the 
stock certificate and the number of shares of stock sought to be affected ; 
said notice shall fix and set forth a date not less than sixty days from 
the date on which said notice is issued, on which date the United States | 
will apply to the court for the appointment of appraisers of said steck, | 
and deliver said notice to the marshal of the court, who shall serve the 








same, as follows: If a stockholder named as a defendant is found in 
said judicial district, there shal! be delivered to and left with him a 
copy of said notice with a copy of the petition attached; if a stock- 
holder named as a defendant has his usual place of residence in said 
judicial district, service of said notice may be had by leaving a copy of 
the notice, with copy of the petition attached, at such place of residence. 
A copy of said notice with copy of the petition attached shall be deliv- 
ered to and left with the president of said Panama Railroad Company | 
or other managing officer in charge of the general office of said railroad 









company in the city and State of New York. Said notice shall also be | 
published in one issue of each week for four consecutive weeks in two | 
daily newspapers of general circulation in said judicial district. The | 
marshal shall make due return within thirty days of his action respect- | 
ing said notice. If it shall appear from the marshal’s return that he 
was unable to secure service on the defendants, or any of them, within 
said judicial district, by delivering a copy of said notice to such defend- 
ant or defendants, or by leaving such copy at their usual place of resi- 
dence, then it shall be sufficient for the jurisdiction of the court to 
atts if it shall appear that a copy of said notice with copy of the 
petit attached has been delivered to and left with the president of the 
Panama Railroad Company or other managing officer in charge of the 
gen | office of said railroad company in the city and State of New | 


York. and also that publication of said notice has been made as herein 
provided. On the date set forth in said notice for that purpose, if the | 
court be in session, and if not, then on the first day of the next sub- | 
sequent convening of the court, the court shall appoint three appraisers, 
who, before entering upon the performance of their duties, shall take 
and subscribe an oath before the clerk of the court wherein the pro- 
ceedings are instituted that they will each support the Constitution of | 
the United States and will faithfully perform their duties as appraisers, 
which oath shall be filed in-the court. Evidence of the value of the 
property sought to be condemned may be presented by either party be- | 
fore the appraisers upon reasonable notice to the opposite party, and for 
this purpose the appraisers may subpeena witnesses and compel their 
attendance and compel the production of books and papers. The ap- 
praisers shall assess the value of said stock and shall forthwith make 
full and accurate report to the court, in writing, of all proceedings 
under said appointment, but none of their proceedings shall be effectual 
to bind the property or transfer the title until the court shall have | 
accepted said report and rendered judgment thereon. Upon the filing | 











of such report in court the court shall, upon hearing, at a time and place 
to be fixed by the court, accept the same and render judgment in accord- | 
ance therewith; or for cause shown, the court may recommit the report 
to the appraisers for further report of facts; or it may accept the re- 
port in part and reject or recommit in part, and may make such order 
d igment as shall secure to the United States the title to the cor- | 
pora stock and to the defendant or defendants just compensation for | 
the yperty so taken and the title transferred, and the judgment shall | 


require payment to the defendant or defendants or into court of the | 


amount fixed as ae before the United States can peetepriate 
said stock to the public use. Upon payment by the plaintiff to the de- 
fendant or defendants, or deposit in court, of the amount of compensa- 
tion as fixed by the judgment of the court and the deposit of a sufficient 
amount to be fixed by the court for the oe of the costs of the pro- 
ings, the court shall enter final judgment and decree transferring 
the title of said stock to which the proceedings relate from the prior 
owner or owners to the United States, and further ordering and decree- 
ing the proper officers of the Panama Railroad Company to issue to the 
United States new certificates for the stock so transferred to the United 
States, and said court is hereby authorized to enforce such order by 
[weeny as for contempt. When the amount of such appraisal so 
etermined shall have been paid or deposited, as provided in this sec- 
tion, the stockholder or stockholders whose stock shall have been so 
appraised shall cease to have any interest therein and shall surrender 
all certificates for such stock, with duly executed powers of attorney for 
transfer thereon, to the United States. In case the compensation is 
deposited in court, the payment shall be made to the clerk of the court 
and shall be retained by him subject to the order of the parties entitled 
thereto upon the delivery to said clerk of the original stock certificates 
for the stock to which the proceeding relates. And the clerk of the 
court shall be compelled to receive such deposit of money and shall be 
responsible on his bond therefor. If the judgment of condemnation 
shall be given as to stock which is subject to a mortgage, annuity, or 
other lawful lien, the amount of compensation shall be apportioned be- 
tween the owner and the lien holder, as the court shall determine their 
several interests require. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Mann, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

SHOSHONE INDIAN RESERVATION, WYOMING. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 17994) to ratify and 
amend an agreement with the Indians residing on the Shoshone 
or Wind River Indian Reservation in the State of Wyoming and 
to make appropriations for carrying the same into effect. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. MonpELL], who asks unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a bill the title of which will be re- 
potted by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentle- 
man from Wyoming will give an opportunity to move to strike 
out the only feature of this bill over which there is any dispute. 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I want to reserve the right to 
object, until we hear something about this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has already been reported to the 
House twice. 

Mr. MONDELL. The bill has been very carefully discussed 
in the House. There is only one feature to which there is any 
objection, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firzcrra.p] 
proposes to move to amend by striking that out. There is no 
objection to any other feature of the bill. 

Mr. MADDOX. Is this the one we had under consideration 
here before? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; and there is one feature to which the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrzceratp] objects. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the bill having been read once 
in the House, I ask that the reading at this time be dispensed 
with. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been read. It is not neces- 
sary to have it read. Does the gentleman from New York de- 
sire to offer an amendment? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out of 
the bill that provision on page 11, commencing in line 6 with 
the words “And provided,” and ending on line 16 with the word 
“ canceled.” 

I wish to say to the House that this is the provision which 
gives to a person who had a lease of land on this reservatior 
a preferential right to purchase 640 acres. It was put in the bil: 
without the approval of the gentleman from Wyoming, but ir 
the belief that it might facilitate the passage of the bill. Tl 
lease ceases upon the passage of this bill. It has been canceled 
by the Department. The Secretary of the Interior is violevt!: 
opposed to this provision, and in my judgment, after a mos? 
exhaustive examination, there is no equitable or legal right ') 
this man to any such concession, and I hope that the House 
will eliminate the provision from the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York, which will be reported by the 


| Clerk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 11, in line 6, after the word “interior,” strike out 4!! 
down to and including the word “canceled,” in line 16, the wores 


| proposed to be stricken out being as follows: 


“And provided, That nothing herein contained shall impair the rights 
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under the lease to Asmus Boysen, which has been approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior; but said lessee shall have for thirty days 
from the date of the approval of the surveys of said land a preferential 
right to locate, following the Government surveys, not to exceed 640 
acres of contiguous mineral or coal lands in said reservation; that 
said Boysen at the time of entry of such land shall pay cash therefor 


at the rate of $10 per acre and surrender said lease, and the same shall | 


be canceled.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I hope this amendment will 
not prevail. I will say, as I said on a former occasion, that 
this bill, including this amendment, was very carefully consid- 
ered by the subcommittee and by the full committee; and with- 
out taking up the time of the House I will say briefly that it is 
entirely worthy of the support of this House. I should be very 
sorry to see the amendment prevail. 

Mr. LIND. 
a question before he sits down. 

Mr. MARSHALL. All right; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LIND. 
ficiary a blanket right to select 640 acres of land anywhere on 
this reservation after it is opened by paying $10 an acre for it? 

Mr. MARSHALL. It does. 

Mr. LIND. Do you, as a Member of this House, think it is 
good policy and good legislation to give anyone such a bonus 


and such a privilege, especially where the land is of so peculiar | 


a character as that on this vast reservation? 
Mr. MARSHALL. 


wise legislation to give it to a man who has an equity. This is 
in lieu of the equity that he has. 

Mr. LIND. If he has any equity why do you not confine it to 
the land that he claims to have an equity in? 

Mr. MARSHALL. He has an equity in a lease of 178,000 
acres of coal land, and we now propose to confine it to 640 acres 
of any kind of land. 

Mr. LIND. But why, if he took a coal-land lease, do you not 
confine him to his coal-land leAse? 

Mr. MARSHALL. Because he had a coal-land lease of a 
tract of 180,000 acres, and in lieu of that we give him the privi- 
lege of selecting 640 acres of any kind of land by paying the 
highest price anybody would pay for it. 

Mr. LIND. Do I understand the gentleman to say that this 
individual had a coal-land lease of 170,000 acres of land? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I do. 

Mr. LIND. Who made that lease? 

Mr. MARSHALL. It was made by the Indians under the au- 
thority of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. LIND. I think that is news to the membership of this 
House—that the Administration has sanctioned a lease of 
170,000 acres of coal land to one individual. It is ridiculous on 
its face. 

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman will pardon me, that is 
not exactly the situation. The lease was a prospect lease of 
176,000 acres, and then he was to designate the particular lo- 
cality within that Territory. 

Mr. LIND. I will ask the gentleman from Wyoming if it is 
not a fact that the South Pass is situated on this reservation? 

Mr. MONDELL. No; that is not the fact. 

Mr. LIND. ‘There are passes in the mountain ranges on this 
reservation. : 

Mr. MONDELL. No; on the land we are opening there are 
no passes and no place where anybody can block the way to any 
road or railway. 

Mr. LIND. I will ask the gentleman from Wyoming, who is 
the Representative from that district, to state whether he thinks 
this is wise legislation—to give anybody a blanket right to se- 
lect 640 acres of land by paying $10 an acre for it. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
very frank about this bill. 


is true that there is a question among attorneys whether the 
lease was legally canceled. If it was not legally canceled, then 
— is a simple way of disposing of any rights that the man may 
lave, > 

Mr. LIND. Would it not be wiser to send it to the Court of 
Claims? 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman from Minnesota will under- 


stand that I am not asking to have this stricken out or re- 
tained. 


Mr. BURKE. 
ming a question. Is it not true that $10 an acre is as much as 
can be obtained for mineral land if this bill becomes a law? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE. And all this bill does is to give this individual 
a right to take 640 acres, for which he must pay $10 an acre? 
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Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman | 


Does not this provision of the bill give the bene- | 


I certainly would not think it wise legis- | 
lation to give it to anyone indiscriminately, but I do think it is | 


| and in order to adjust 


The “ gentleman from Wyoming” has been | 
I was not desirous of this provision.| 
being placed in the bill, as is well known; at the same time it | 


I would like to ask the gentleman from Wryo- | 
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Mr. MONDELL. So far as the Indians are concerned, this 
provision of the bill does not affect their rights at all. If it has 


any effect different from what would occur under the ordinary 
provisions of the bill it is to give them more than they would 
otherwise get. 
Mr. BURKE. 
for the land? 
Mr. MONDELL. 
Mr. BURKE. The 640 acres must be land contiguous. 
Mr. LIND. Is it not the general law now that no coal land 
can be entered for less than $10 an acre? 


Does it not require the company to pay cash 


Yes. 


Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 
Mr. LIND. Then the minimum price is fixed by law? 
Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 


Mr. LIND. Then there is nothing in the argument suggested 
by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Burks], for this man 
is only to pay the minimum price for coal lands. 

Mr. MONDELL. If he took mineral lands for 
pay the legal price. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But he wants mineral land. I will 
Mr. Speaker, that the Clerk read a short letter which I will 


it, he would 


ask, 


| send to the desk. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTBRIOR 
Washington, January 26, 1905 
Hon. JOHN J. FITZGERALD, 
House of Representatives. 


Dear Srer: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 


of the 21st instant, in which you ask for an expression from me con- 
cerning the provision relative to what is called the Boysen coa: lease, 
contained in the bill for opening Shoshone Reservation. 

In reply I transmit herewith copies of correspondence which shows 


the status of the lease and expresses the views of the Department 

This lease was executed after unavailing efforts on the part of Mr. 
Boysen to secure a lease covering all minerals and after verbal as- 
surances of his purpose to secure the construction of a railroad to the 
leased lands should he discover coal in ample quantity suitable for com- 
mercial purposes. Without such means of transportation the 
coal would be profitiess, since markets would be inaccessible. The road 
has not been built, and I am not advised that Mr. Boysen ever made 
any attempt in that direction. He continued, however, to appeal to the 
Department from time to time for a change or modification of his coal 
lease that would authorize him to prospect for all minerals and mine 
the same. 

While Mr. Boysen's persistency from the first to obtain a lease cover 
ing all minerals and his seeming indifference to his obligations under 
his coal lease are somewhat suggestive, I shall not impute to } 
bad faith of having taken his coal lease solely as a shelter to prospect 


lease for 


for other minerals, in the hope of making valuable discoveri« nd 
thereby secure the advantage that would enable him to acquire title to 
the land when it should become subject to the mineral laws the 
United States. It is sufficient to say that, in view of all the relative 
facts in this case, the Department is of the opinion that the Boysen coal 


lease has no legal existence and that Mr. Boysen is without any equity 
whatever that merits legislative consideration 


It is needless for me to add that I am opposed to the amendment re- 
ferred to in your letter. 
Respectfully, E. A. Hircucock, Secretary 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be heard briefiy on 
this proposition. A somewhat similar situation arose in rela- 
tion to the Raven Mining Company upon another reservation, 
the matter they were given the prior 
right on a section of land. Now, the proposition here is to allow 


Mr. Boysen, who had a floating lease on 178,000 acres, and who 
after prospecting had narrowed it down to perhaps one-half that 
amount by filing a plat, to have this prior right of selection in 


this amount of land on condition that all cloud of his lease over 
any of the lands should be released at the same time. That is 
a very fair and reasonable adjustment, because the only 
of striking this amendment out would be to allow somebody else, 
who is not there, and some man or set of men possibly to take 
the same amount at some other price, if it is coal land, at $10 
an acre, and if it is ordinary mineral land at $2.50 or $5 an acre. 
Mr. FITZGERALI ). But nob “ly else could take 640 acres 
here 


Mr, LACEY. Oh, yes; anybody could take that. gs no 
limit on ordinary mineral lands. At least, there is no national 
statute on the subject. Unless there are local regulations, ap- 


plied by the legislature of Wyoming, there is no national limita- 
tion on the amount of mineral land a man could take. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. fe could not take the absolute title to 
an acre of mineral land, and if he ta these 640 acres, 
could control pretty nearly the water rights on that reservati: 
That is a well-known fact. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, no; there is a very large tract of land, and 
here is one section which it is proposed he shall have, in \ f 


es 


the expenditure of $25,000 or $26,000 in prospecting all over this 
territory. He is not given any land; he is given a prior right to 
the selection of this land and compelled to pay for it at once. 


Mr. FINLEY. Coal or mineral land? 
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Mr. LACEY. Either coal or gold or silver or whatever it 
may be, just the same as any other man in the territory. 

Mr. FINLEY. His floating-lease covers only coal lands? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. This compromise or adjustment with him 
by which he would cancel all of this lease, whatever there might 
be remaining of it, would, however, give him the same rights as 
anybody else would have that got the land. There is no reason 
why he shall have less rights in the land after paying for it than 
anybody else would get. 

Mr. HINSHAW. He pays the highest price. 

Mr. LACEY. He pays the highest price that anybody would 
be compelled to pay for any portion of the land. That being the 
case, and nobody being hurt, and the Indians being directly 
benefited, it seems to me, as a member of the subcommittee, 
that that was a very fair adjustment, and I think my friend, 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Linp], who is very familiar 
with these land matters, if he had had the opportunity to go to 
the bottom of the details of this matter, would agree with me 
that that was_a very reasonable adjustment under all the cir- 
cumstances of the case. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, if my colleague will permit me, I 
do not know anything about the merits of this man’s claim. 

Mr. LACEY. That is what we are discussing. 

Mr. LIND. And I do not care to discuss the merits of his 
claim. I think, however, it is bad legislation—a bad precedent 
to establish in this House—that any individual shall have a 
blanket right to select 640 acres of land. 

Mr. LACEY. We are past all that. He has a lease of the 
land, made by the Indians and approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

Mr. LIND. 
not. 

Mr. LACEY. He says it has been canceled. The Secretary 
does not deny that such a lease was made, but he says that cir- 
cumstances arose under which he saw fit to exercise what he 
claims to be the right of cancellation. Now, I will submit to my 
friend, as a lawyer, whether under the facts, as stated under 
oath before the committee, there is not really a valid lease there, 
or, at least, such a reasonable and apparently valid claim that 
it would be recognized and possibly interfere with the disposi- 
tion of the land to other settlers. Let me suggest the proposi- 
tion just as it is. We want to get at the facts, and they are 
simply these: He applied first for leave to go and negotiate with 
the Indians. That leave was granted. 








But the Secretary of the Interior says he has 


TP 


Then he presented his | 


lease after making it, on 178,000 acres of land for coal purposes, | 


and that was approved by the Secretary. 
over in connection with this lease. 
Subsequently he was required to file a plat of the land se- 
lected. 
consequently the plat was somewhat defective in its form, 
there was some lack of absolute accuracy as to the boundaries, 
and the Secretary sent him notice requiring him, under the 


He spent $25,000 and | 


He filed it, but the land had not all been surveyed, and | 


this land belongs to the Indians ;” but he said, “I do not want 
any land given to me; I will pay for it.” They said, “At what 
price—a dollar and twenty-five cents an acre?” He replied, 
“No; I am willing to pay, if you will allow me to select the sec- 
tion of land, the highest possible price that under any circum- 
stances the Indians could get.” We asked the question then, “ If 
this is done, will you release all of your claim on all the bal- 
ance of the land, so that when the Land Department puts this 
land up for sale they can say the Indians have a clear title, so 
that in the future no controversy could arise over it?” He pro- 
posed to do that, and this amendment was drawn to meet ex- 
actly that state of facts. Now, it seems to me, in view of the 
fact that the Indians are not asked to lose anything, that the 
only controversy that could arise would be between him and 
some outsider who may, after opening, file on the land, that it 
was better to extinguish this floating claim of his over all the 
land, especially as he was willing to pay this price for it. Now, 
that is the ground on which the subcommittee reported to the 
full committee. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman permit me a 
question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact—— 

Mr. LACEY. I yield first to the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. LiInp]. 

Mr. LIND. I would ask the gentleman from Iowa whether or 
not, if Boysen’s lease had been a valid existing lease and no 
question raised by the Secretary about it, wowd not that lease 
have terminated by the passage of this bill? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. That is the point made by my 
friend from New York, who unquestionably is mistaken about 
that, because the lease provides when the title vests in trust in 
the Government 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; it does not—— 

Mr. LACEY. Rather when the Indian title is extinguished 
then the lease shall cease; but then it is not proposed to ex- 
tinguish the Indian title. This proposes to allow parties to make 
entry there—and the Indian title is not extinguished for five 
years—and ceding to the United States only in trust, and con- 
sequently the trust would be burdened by this lease if the lease 
is not canceled. 

Mr. Boysen has spent $26,000, including the prospecting, upon 
that land. He thinks he has a valid claim upon it, and he is 
willing to accept this arrangement in full extinguishment of all 
his original claim. Why should not he be permitted to have 
that privilege? 

Mr. LIND. He got this lease under the plea that he was to 
develop a coal mine, did he not? 

Mr. LACEY. There is no plea about it. We have a law au- 





| thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to grant leases on Indian 


| lands. 


terms of the lease, within sixty days to amend his plat and | 


have it comply literally with the terms of the lease with ac- 
curacy as to boundaries. Mr. Boysen could not do that, so he 
came down to Washington and saw the Secretary in person, 
and the Secretary waived the making of that plat on account 
of the fact - 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not believe anybody but the gen- 
tleman from Iowa agrees on that statement of facts. 

Mr. LACEY. It was so proved under oath before the com- 
mittee ; my friend was not there. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Secretary himself sent correspond- 
ence here which contradicts absolutely that statement of facts. 

Mr. LACEY, 


dict the statement sworn to before the committee. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
brought a representative of the Department there to be heard, 
which the committee did not do. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, if I may be permitted to state the facts 
in this case to the gentleman, who says that the facts ought not 
to be accepted after being sworn to, Mr. Boysen then stated 
that he went back and that long subsequently a notice of cancel- 
lation was sent to him, not giving him the sixty days’ notice 
under the lease. The lease provides it shall not be cancelled 
except after sixty days’ notice of failure to comply with the re- 
quirements of the Department. They gave him no further no- 
tice, but subsequently some clerk, who no doubt had overlooked 
or had not known of the fact that there was an oral arrange- 
ment between Boysen and the Secretary, sent him notice of the 
cancellation of the lease. Now, that is the status of the situa- 
tion. He came to this committee and stated his version of the 
facts, and wanted permission to take a section of the land. 
Some one suggested, “ We can not give you any Indian land; 


He and twenty-five or thirty other men applied for 
leases on that land. 

Mr. LIND. For what purpose? 

Mr. LACEY. For mining coal. He prospected and discovered 
the coal. One word further, so that my friend from Minnesota 


| [Mr. Linp] may understand this. 


I am telling what was sworn to before the com- | 
mittee, and my friend, who was not there, ought not to contra-~ 


Mr. LIND. I desire to ask a question. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Lrnp] de- 
sires to be just about this, and the gentlemen want to know 
what the facts are. He had gotten a proposition to build a rail- 
road so that he could utilize this coal, and owing to financial 
conditions arising afterwards there was delay in the building of 
the railroad. 

The Secretary knew and Mr. Boysen knew that his lease 
without a railway would be worthless, because there was nobody 
to buy coal. The Indians would not buy it, and he could not 


| afford to haul the coal 175 miles to the Union Pacific Railroad by 


I suggest the committee should have ! 


wagon. That of necessity involved the construction of a rail- 


|.road in there, so he sent his prospectors and he sent his geo- 


logical experts to examine this land. 
_view to the construction of a railroad. 
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They prospected with a 

Subsequently the road 
was not built, and it has not yet been built. I do not think the 
lease has yet been legally canceled. I think it is valid; but, 
conceding, for the sake of aygument, that this bill would cancel, 
and terminate it, he has just equities in this land that ought to 
give him at least the preferential right to get some of the land by 
paying the highest price that anybody would have to pay for 
any of it. 

Mr. LIND. Why do you not limit him to coal land, if he has 
equities, as the gentleman claims? 

Mr. LACEY. If he locates land not coal land that somebody 
else could get for $5 an acre he could not take such Iand for 
less than $10. 

Mr. LIND. Not an acre of coal land could be sold under our 
land laws for less than $10 an acre. 
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Mr. LACEY. I am speaking of other minerals. If it was 
gold bearing, worth thousands of dollars to the ton, you could 
not make a locator pay over $5 an acre. 

Mr. LIND. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] will 
permit—I assume that he wants to be fair—if a man files a 
claim he is compelled to expend at least $100 per annum on that 
claim until he has expended $500 in this development, and that 
claim can not exceed 20 acres. 

Mr. LACEY. We have changed that law in this bill. This 
bill provides that he shall pay for it and patent it inside of three 
years. In other words, he must make this expenditure within 
three years. 

Mr. LIND. He must expend $500, must he not? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. If that is good law for the average citizen, why 
is it not good law for this claimant? Upon the gentleman’s 
own statement he has an equity in coal land, and not to mineral 
rights. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well; but this bill requires he shall pay 
this in advance. The average man that goes in and takes a 
claim of 20 acres of land there, or 600 acres, or whatever it may 
be, has, first, to make his discovery, and, second, he must make 
his expenditure, and then he gets his title. But is it not true 
also that the average citizen is required to make his improve- 
ment in advance of payment? 

Mr. LIND. There are no improvements required. It is sim- 
ply digging a hole, so far as the mineral law is concerned. 

Mr. LACEY. I beg to differ with the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Linp]. It is $500 upon every claim. 

Mr. LIND. That can all be done by prospect work. 

Mr. TALBOTT. What has the Secretary of the Interior to 
say about the statement that Mr. Boysen had an oral under- 
standing with him? 

Mr. LACEY. He has never said anything about it one way 
or the other. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I had a letter read that he was opposed 
to this provision and that the lease did not exist. 





Mr. LACEY. But he does not deny the statements of Boysen? | 


Mr. TALBOTT. Now, what I want to know is whether the 
Secretary of the Interior said that he had this oral understand- 
ing with this man? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why, the Secretary of the Interior sent 
to the House letters in which he stated what occurred between 
him and Mr. Boysen. 

Mr. LACEY. He does not deny that in any of those letters. 
The gentleman from New York was not present at the hearing 
before the committee. 

Mr. TALBOTT. That is what I want to know. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. He notified Boysen that he had not filed 
plats required by the laws. Mr. Boysen came down here again 
and tried to get him to modify it and give him the right to mine 
other minerals, and he refused to do that; and again he came 
down and tried to get him to modify the lease; and so far as I 


have been able to ascertain, no such arrangement was ever made | 


with the Interior Department. 
Mr. TALBOTT. I want to know whether the Secretary de- 
nied that he had made this oral arrangement with Mr. Boysen. 
Mr. LACEY. My friend from New York was not present. I 
will ask my colleague on the subcommittee, the gentleman from 


Texas, if he does not regard it as fair and just under all the cir- 


cumstances? 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I did not understand the gentle- 
man. 


Mr. LACEY. I say would not this be fair and just, under all 
the circumstances, and clear up the cloud that this was under? 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I think that the whole claim was 
under a cloud. I think the better way would be to strike it all 


out from the bill. 
Mr. MONDELL. I sk for a few moments. 
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where he places it; the law of riparian rights does not prevail 
in Wyoming. No man has any right to water by reason of loca- 
tion. The right to allow the use of water vests with the people. 
No man can get a right to water simply because he lives on the 
banks of a stream. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. What is the shape of the 
land of this lease that he is to acquire? 

Mr. MONDELL. Compact, I think. 

Mr. REID. It is simply contiguous. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Will the gentleman yield to 
me a moment? In answer to my request for information as to 
what shape this reservation was to be in, the gentleman said 
that it should be compact. I understand that he was corrected 
and accepts the correction as to its having to be compact, and 
I would like to know what shape it will be in? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I can answer the gentleman's 
question. That is one of the objections I have to this amend 
ment. Under the amendment it is possible that a lease of 640 
acres may be strung out 8 or 9 miles by following—— 

Mr. LIND. Four miles. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. By following the United States 
land laws, which permits a claim to be made of 600 feet wide 
and 1,500 feet long, and 20 acres make the claim. Run th 
through 640 acres and you will see that it will run several 
miles along a mineral vein. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a mo- 
ment? I think that is not an exact statement. This is not a 
provision for taking land under the mineral-land laws. It is 
a provision for the entry of land under the land laws, and not 
less than 40 acres can be taken under the land laws, and there- 
fore the most that can be done in this case would be to string 
it out 4 miles. 

Mr. LIND. I said 4 miles. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But your bill states that the only 
limitation is that the land shall be contiguous. The term “ con- 
tiguous ” under the mineral laws would permit the land to be 
taken either under the placer law or the lode-claim law, which 
would allow him to take a strip only 600 feet wide. 

I believe the bill should pass, but I believe the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Firzcerarp] should 
be adopted. I think the Boysen claim should not be respected. 
I believe that when the Secretary of the Interior refused to 
validate the Boysen lease that it no longer had any legal value, 
for two reasons: First, the whole matter was to terminate 
when the Indian title to this land should be extinguished. That 
will be extinguished by the passage of this bill. Consequently 
his lease could not be extended beyond the passage of this bill, 
for, in my judgment, this would undoubtedly be the legal effect 
of its passage. The other point is this: Boysen did not comply 
with the terms of his lease, which required a strict compliance; 
and not having complied~with it, and the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior being the judge on the part of this Government as to 
whether or not he had complied with the lease, and the Secre- 
tary having acted adversely as he did upon the part of the 
Government, such action legally and justly terminated and in- 
validated this lease. There is certainly no outstanding equi- 
table or legal obligation in Boysen’s favor against this Govern- 
ment. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, the bill, in my judgment, 
should be amended as suggested by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Firzeeratp], thus striking this Boysen claim out of 
the bill. When this is done this bill should pass, but I have 
already and would again vote for the bill if this amendment 
is rejected and the Boysen lease validated. But this lease 
should be repudiated by Congress, as it already has been 
jected by the Interior Department. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. ZENOR. I desire to call attention to a matter 

The SPEAKER. To which gentleman does the gentleman 











Mr. REID. It was stated a while ago that if this amendment | from Wyoming yield? 
which has been read was made that this man could control the Mr. MONDELL. I yield to the gentleman from New York 


water on that lease. Now, I have some information in regard 
to that question, and I would like to ask the gentleman about 


that. 


Mr. MONDELL. No; that would be impossible. He can not 
control the water on the reservation; nobody can control any 
water except such as may be needed for the land he actually 
owns. A mining water right would be for water enough to 
carry on mining operations on a particular tract, and an agri- 


cultural water right water enough for the land irrigated. 
Mr. REID. Of his own? 
Mr. MONDELL. Of his own. 


[Mr. Baker]. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. What time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. To answer a question. 

Mr. BAKER. Only a minute, or I will put it in the form of 
a question. 

Mr. Speaker, the facts as set forth here apparently are briefly 
these: This man Boysen claims to have expended some $25,000, 
and he claims to have a lease. Waiving the question whether 
this is a just claim or not, he makes the claim. He asks to be 
given the right to preempt 640 acres which he shall select, and 


Mr. REID. Now, so far as this location is concerned, suppose | to pay $10 an acre for that 640 acres. le asks that in eancella- 
he should place this 160 acres on the waters of that reservation? | tion of his claim and in cancellation of his outlay of $25,000. 
Mr. MONDELL. It does not make a particle of difference | Now, does not that of itself prove that land there in that reserya- 
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tion must be worth infinitely more than $10 an acre? And if it 
is true, as the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] says, that Mr. 
Boysen agrees to pay the limit that can be paid to the Indians, 
then that of itself proves that the law is wrong. If a man will 
come in and pay the Government $25,000, plus $6,400, for 640 
acres, does not that prove that the land is worth a great deal 
more than $10 an acre? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say to the gentleman that I do not 
think that conclusion follows. I think Mr. Boysen is willing 
to take anything he can get, and that he believes this is all he 
ean secure for his outlay. I do not think Mr. Boysen would 
profit very much by his investment. That is my opinion, from 
my knowledge of the reservation. 

Mr. BAKER. It seems to me that not only this proviso, but 
the whole transaction is wrong under which it is possible for 
a man to get hold of a piece of property that has in it such 
great potential value. There may be millions in it. 

Mr. MONDELL. That is true anywhere on the public land. 

Mr. BAKIOR. Oh, no; it would not be true under the princi- 
ple for which I contend, which is the single tax. If that were 
adopted, the holder of land would pay in rent each year the 
annual value (i. e., the rental value) of the land that he monopo- 
lizes and would not be permitted to pay down a lump sum of 
a few dollars an acre, when the land may subsequently be 
proved to be worth thousands of dollars an acre. We must ex- 
pect this disgraceful scrambling for land so long as we, in ef- 
fect, offer these tremendous prizes in the shape of potentially 
enormously valuable land. You can stop it by the application of 
the single-tax principle and in no other way that will secure 
justice to everybody. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know when 
this debate is to be concluded. I wish somebody would call the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. No one until now has expressed any wish 
for the previous question. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

Mr. ZENOR, I hope the gentleman will not eut off debate 
on the matter yet. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. MONDELL. 

Mr. ZENOR. 
for a couple of minutes, simply to make a suggestion upon 
this. I ask my colleague on the committee [Mr. Monverr] if 
he will not yield to me just a minute or two? 

Mr. MONDELL. I yield two minutes to my colleague on the 
committee. 

Mr. ZENOR. 


Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield? 
I yield for a question. 


letter which he addressed to the committee and which is a part 
of the report of the minority committee’s views, he says that this 
lessee went on without any map being filed. He said the lessee 
filed an abstract of a claim which in no sense complied with the 
requirements of the lease. It was not sworn to and had no 
designation of any monument with reference to the surveys of 
the Government, and it was excluded by the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

He had notice of it. It went on until 1901, and yet there was 
no map filed and no designation made, and then on January 
22, 1901, the Secretary of the Interior notified him of the fact 
that he had failed to comply with the terms of the lease. He 
paid no attention to the Secretary of the Interior and it went on 
until 1904, and under the provisions of this lease which gave 
the Secretary the right to set aside and cancel the lease, he did 
so. That is the condition of the matter. He has no equitable 
right to have this lease renewed. 

Now, this bill I am in favor of. It is a meritorious one. The 
reservation should be opened up, but this provision should be 
stricken out, and I hope the amendment offered by my colleague 
from the State of New York will prevail. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous ques- 
tion. 

The question was taken; and the previous question was or- 
dered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD |. . 

The question was taken; and on a divison (demanded by Mr. 
Lacey) there were—ayes 129, noes 47. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MoONDELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


FIXING STATUS OF MERCHANDISE AND PERSONS COMING INTO THE 
UNITED STATES FROM THE CANAL ZONE. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration 


the bill (H. R. 18285) fixing the status of merchandise coming 


Mr. Speaker, I understood the gentleman from | 


Iowa [Mr. Lacey] to say there was some equity in this lease | 


held by Mr. Boysen on this reservation. I want to say that I 
think the matter has been thoroughly investigated. This lease 
was a blanket lease for 178,000 acres, granted in 1899. The 
provisions of the lease confined this lessee to the right te pros- 
pect for two years, and at any time within three months after 
the discovery of any coal he was to file, under the provisions 
of the lease, a map sworn to before the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and thereafter he was to be confined to the special loca- 
tion that was described in the map filed with the Secretary 
of the Interior. He went on for two years, and there was no 
map filed. Apparently there was no discovery made of coal 
or coal lands as far as any map filed with the Secretary of the 
Interior was concerned. At the expiration of the two years 
the provisions of this lease required that if there was no map 
filed by the lessee designating a particular locality or a par- 
ticular discovery of coal lands it should become invalid. That 
is to say, that the Secretary of the Interior might treat such 
failure as sufficient grounds to abrogate the lease. Now, after 
the expiration of two years, his right ceased because he only 
had a right to prospect when he filed a map, sworn to before 
the Secretary of the Interior, in which he would describe the 
particular location and the particular coal land upon which 
he sought to obtain his rights under the lease. When that map 
was filed, then it confined him or circumscribed the effect and 
operation of the lease to the particular coal land located by 
him and described in the map. Now, it is said that he does not 
believe the lease was properly canceled. 

Mr. LACEY. I want to correct the gentleman. He did file 
a map sworn to, but the complaint, or the suggestion, is made 
that it did not comply with the technical requirements of maps 
filed in the Land Office. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. ZENOR. The gentleman from Iowa says the map was 
filed with the Secretary of the Interior. Now, the Secretary of 


the Interior differs with the gentleman from Iowa, for in a 


I should like to be recognized in my own right | into the United States from the Canal Zone, Isthmus of Panama. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all laws affecting imports of merchandise 
and entry of persons into the United States from foreign countries shall 
apply to merchandise and persons coming from the Canal Zone, Isthmus 
of Panama, and seeking entry into any State or Territory of the United 
States or the District of Columbia. 

The following amendments recommended by the committee 
were read: 

Insert, in line 8, after the sixth word fn said line, the words “ arti- 
cles, goods, wares, and;” and by adding, after the word “to,” in line 
5, the words “ articles, goods, wares, and.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman, Mr. Speaker, if this is a bill requiring unanimous con- 
sent? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No. This is a bill reported unanimously 
from the Committee on Ways and Means and fixes the status 
of goods, wares, and merchandize coming into the United States 
from the Canali Zone, Panama. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not remember the Dill; 
it is possible that I was not there when it was considered. 

Mr. PAYNE. My recollection is that my friend was present. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will state what the purpose of the bill 
is, and I think the gentleman from Mississippi will recall the 
discussion that we had on it. As the law now stands, goods 
may come into the Canal Zone without any interference of the 
tariff from Panama and the remaining territory. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, well, I understand now. 
This does not apply to goods the product of the Canal Zone, but 
goods coming into the Canal Zone in transit. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Grosvenor, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

CONSTITUTIONAL PREROGATIVE OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a quest‘on of privilege 
and send the following resolution to the Clerk’s desk to be re- 
ported to the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the amendment No. 208, added by the Senate to the 
House bill H. R. 18329, in the opinion of this House, contravenes the 
first clause of the seventh’ section of the first article of the Constitution 
of the United States, and is an infringement of the privileges of this 
House, and that the said bill, with the amendments, be respectfully 
returned to the Senate with a message communicating this resolution. 


[Applause.] 
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Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the bill in question is the annual 
agricultural appropriation bill. The amendment is in these 
words: 

That paragraph 234 of the act of July 24, 1897, entitled “An act to 
provide revenue for the Government and encourage the industries of 
the United States,’ shall not be held to be affected by the provisions 
of section 30 of said act. 


Paragraph 234 of the tariff bill referred to provides for a 
duty of 25 cents a bushel on wheat imported into the United 
States. Section 30 provides for a drawback of 99 per cent of the 
tariff paid on imported articles which enter into the manu- 
facture of articles afterwards exported from the United States. 
In other words, the amendment abolishes the drawback clause 
in the Dingley bill on wheat imported into the United States and 
afterwards manufactured into flour and exported. 


Now, I do not intend to discuss at all the merits of this amend- 


ment. Whether it is wise or otherwise is a question not to be 
considered. The important question is whether that clause of 


the Constitution of the United States which declares that all bills 
for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representa- 
tives shall be cherished as one of the privileges handed down 
to us by the Constitution of the United States, and whether we 
will resent any infringement from any source of that clause of 
the Constitution of the United States. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, as the Members know, this is no new question In 
the House of Representatives, and the House has uniformly 
insisted on its right guaranteed to it by this clause of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and the Senate has frequenly con- 
ceded it. In 1831, February 11, in the Senate, Mr. Thomas H. 
Benton asked leave to introduce a bill for the gradual abolition 
of the duty on alum salt. This bill was opposed on two grounds, 
the latter ground because it belonged to a class of revenue bills 
which the Senate did not have the right to originate. After de- 
bate, leave to introduce the bill was refused—yeas 17, nays ?7— 
and in that case the Senate affirmed the right of the House. 

On June 30, 1864, Mr. Thaddeus Stevens introduced a resolu- 
tion, and the resolution which I have offered to-day is substan- 
tially a copy of the one introduced by Mr. Stevens, in regard 
to the bill to regulate and provide for enrolling and calling out 
of the national forces, which had been returned from the Senate 
with amendments, one of which provided for a 5 per cent duty 
on all incomes to meet the cost of paying bounties and enforcing 
the draft. Mr. Stevens said: 

It is so clearly a violation of the privilege of the House that I think 
it ought not for a moment to be acquiesced in. 

Without further debate, the House agreed to the resolution. 
The same day a message from the Senate announced that the 
Senate, on reconsideration, had again passed the bill with all 
amendments previously concurred in except the amendment ob- 
jected to by the House of Representatives. 

In April, 1872, Mr. Dawes, of Massachusetts, reported a reso- 
lution in substance as follows: 

Resolved, That the substitution by the Senate, under the form of an 
amendment, for the bill of the House (H. R. 1537) entitled “An act to 
repeal existing duties on tea and coffee” of a bill entitled “An act to re- 
duce existing taxes,’ containing a general revision, reduction, and 
repeal of laws imposing 4mport duties and internal taxes, is in conflict 
with the true intent and purpose of that clause of the Constitution 
which requires that all bills for raising revenue shall originate in the 
House of Representatives, and that therefore said substitute for House 
bill No. 1537 do Hie upon the table— 
and also directing the Clerk to notify the Senate of the passage 
of the resolution. ‘ 

The House will notice that the original bill sent from the 
House of Representatives provided for the abolition of the duty 
on tea and coffee. It was a bill in relation to the revenue; but 
the House believed that it was not a bill raising revenue in the 
Sense expressed by the Constitution of the United States, and 
therefore that the Senate, under their general power of amend- 
ment to bills raising revenues, could not incorporate a general 
tariff bill as a substitute for this bill of the House. This reso- 
lution gave rise to an important debate, in which many gentle- 
men indulged, some of whom have since become Senators and 
now are in the Senate of the United States, and all of whom 
took grounds that this bill was an infringement of the constitu- 
tional right of the House. Mr. James A. Garfield reviewed the 
English usage, the circumstances attending the adoption of the 
clause in the Constitution of the United States, and cited many 
precedents of Congress. For instance, in the House on June 25, 
1789 (1st Cong., Annals, vol. 1, pp. 592, 593, 597, 603, 605, 607), 
the First Congress, Madison, Livermore, Gerry, Lawrence, and 
Tucker contended that the sole right of originating money bills 
belonged in the House—this was on an appropriation bill—but 
that this clause covered also all appropriation bills, because an 
appropriation bill was an appropriation of the moneys raised by 
the revenue powers of the Government, and therefore was in- 
cluded; and s*‘nce that time, as we all know, the appropriation 
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bills of the Government—the supply bills—have originated uni- 
formly in the House of Representatives, with perhaps a single 
exception, which I will note later, and which failed to become 
law. 

Also in the Senate in 1833 (Twenty-second Congress, De- 
bates, vol. 9, pt. 1, pp. 462, 473, 477, 478, 722), where the tariff 
bill introduced by Mr. Clay was discussed and tabled, Messrs. 
Webster, Clay, Dickerson, and Forsythe denied the'right of the 





Senate to originate a revenue bill. In the House in 1837 
(Twenty-seventh Congress, Debates, vol. 14, pt. 1, pp. 1152, 


1153, 522), where a Senate bill authorizing the issue of Treas- 
ury notes was, on September 30, discussed in Committee of the 
Whole and considered an invasion of the prerogatives of the 
House. As a result of the discussion, the Senate bill was laid 
aside and a House bill on the same subject passed. This latter 
bill passed the Senate. In the Senate in 1842-483 (Twenty- 
eighth Congress) where, on January 19 to May 31, 1843, Mr. 
McDuiffie’s bill to revise the compromise tariff of 1833 was de- 
bated and by a vote of yeas 33, nays 4, was decided to be such 
a bill as could not originate in the Senate. In the Senate in 
1855 (Thirty-fourth Congress, Globe, January, 1856, pp. 160, 
161, 162, 375, 376), where the Senate, in opposition to the in- 
fluence of Messrs. Seward and Sumner, originated two general 
appropriation bills, which were afterwards tabled by the House. 

The resolution was agreed to by a vote of yeas 163, nays 9 
The resolution was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, and an exhaustive report was made by Mr. Matthew 
H. Carpenter, of Wisconsin. The following is the concluding 
ciause of the report: 

Your committee are therefore of opinion that the House bill under 
consideration was not a bill for raising revenue within the meaning 
Senate might hav 
amended it so as to abolish duties altogether upon other articles; the 
Senate had no right to engraft upon it, as it did in substance, an 
amendment providing that revenue should be collected upon other 
articles, though at a less rate than previously fixed by law. That 
amendment would have become a provision in the act for raising 
revenue, because revenue at a certain rate would have been collected 
by the operation of the act. 





On June 14, 1878, Mr. JosepH G. CANNON, of Illinois, as a 
question of privilege, offered a resolution returning a bill to 
establish post routes, originating in the House of Representa- 
tives, reciting: 

That the amendments thereto be returned to the Senate, as a por 
tion of said amendments are in the nature of and constitute a revenue 
bill. 

The amendments complained of gave the franking privilege 
to Members of Congress, reduced the rate on second-class mail 
from 3 to 2 cents a pound, adding a provision for a tax of $1 
upon the publisher of a foreign newspaper before he should be 
permitted to use the mails to send his paper at the 2-cent rate, 
ete. Another provision relieved the railroads of certain duties 
in regard to delivering the mails. The resolution was agreed 
to—yeas 169, nays 68. The Senate appointed a committee of 
conference to confer with a like committee on the part of the 
House touching the matters of difference between the two 
IIouses indicated by said House resolution. The House ap- 
pointed a like committee and each committee reported to their 
respective Houses that they were unable to agree. The attempt 
to reconcile the two Houses failed and the bill failed. The 
House subsequently passed a bill without the objectionable 
amendments, and that was not passed in the Senate. 

On March 3, 1859, Mr. Galusha A. Grow introduced a similar 
resolution in regard to the post-office appropriation bill, that the 
same be returned to the Senate, as section 13 of said amend- 
ments is in the nature of a revenue measure. That resoiution 
was agreed to in the House and the bill finally failed. Similar 
action was taken January 27, 1871, in the House, on motion of 
Mr. Samuel Hooper, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will my colleague allow me to suggest that 
the Hooper report, one of the ablest on that subject, was written 
by Mr. ALLISON, now Senator ALLISON? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. ALLIson was then a Member of the House. 
On February 23, 1830, in the Senate, Mr. Thomas H. Benton pro 
posed a bill to provide for the abolition of unnecessary duties, 
ete. One section of this bill proposed to increase the duties on 
certain articles, and the question arose as to the constitutional 
power of the Senate to originate such a measure. After discus- 
sion, Mr. Benton withdrew the bill. 

There was also a report made in the Forty-eighth Congress 
by Mr. Randolph Tucker, of Virginia, on the question of chang 
ing revenues under the treaty-making power of the Constitution. 
It was a lengthy, able, and exhaustive report, written by on 
of the ablest lawyers whom it has been my privilege to meet 
during my service in this House. And it showed most con- 
clusively the exclusive power of the House of Representatives 
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to originate revenue bills. I believe that in all the history of 
the treaty-making of the United States, a question in respect to 
or touching upon the question of revenue, or where appropria- 
tion has been required to carry out the effect of the treaty, it 
has, been the uniform practice, with a single exception, to sub- 
mit those treaties and those matters to the House of Representa- 
tives; and the treaties have not gone into effect until the House 
of Representatives have joined in the proper legislation to 
change the revenue or to make the appropriation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I might cite other precedents. They are 
numerous, and they are all to the same effect. Our predecessors 
have held inviolate the right of the House of Representatives 
to originate revenue bills. It is guaranteed to us by the Con- 
stitution. It is higher than any question that can arise in re- 
gard to tariff or to tariff change. It is higher than a question 
of duty on wheat or duty on any other of the four thousand 
articles that are covered by a revenue measure. It is the sacred 
right left us by the framers of the Constitution as representing 
the people, as coming from the body of the people, and as being 
nearer to the people than the other body, to originate these bills, 
and none of them can be originated and none should be origi- 
nated, and none will be originated in the other body if the 
House of Representatives stand by their right and by their 
privileges as guaranteed by the Constitution of the United 
States. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not care to discuss this question fur- 
ther. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I agree fully with 
what the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] has said, but 
if I understand this amendment I can not see how it affects the 
question of revenue. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, the law now provides that where wheat 
is imported and a duty paid, and it is manufactured into flour 
and the flour exported, there shall be a drawback of 99 per cent 
of the duty. The amendment abolishes the drawback clause 
and exacts 25 cents a bushel upon the wheat. There is no draw- 
back upon it, but it increases the revenue by precisely 24}? cents 
a bushel upon all that wheat which was imported and after- 
wards exported in the way of flour. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. We collect the revenue just the 


same, after this amendment is adopted, just the same as we do | 


now. When this amendment shall be adopted we shall simply 
keep money in the Treasury and not pay it out; and I do not 
see how it affects the raising of revenue. 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not make it any clearer to the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. Jones]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a 
question before he sits down? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Has not the Senate itself, when it refused 
to approve the Cuban reciprocity treaty in regard to sugar in the 
last Congress, recognized that the House had this right 99. 

Mr. PAYNE. They did put in such an amendment, and we 
originated the bill here, reducing the rate of duty, and ratifled 
the treaty, which afterwards went through the Senate. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It was in line with the Constitution, which 
allows the bills to be originated in this House. 

Mr. PAYNE. They recognized the fact that we were neces- 
sary in the making of a treaty, and that it was necessary to 
have such a bill passed. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That was the proposition that I submitted. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] permit me just a moment to make reply to the gentle- 
man from Washington [Mr. JoNngs]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. How much time does the gentleman 
desire? 

Mr. TAWNEY. About two minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. TAWNEY]. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, further replying to the gentle- 
min from Washington [Mr. Jones], who asks a very pertinent 
question as to whether this paragraph affects revenue, or how it 
affects revenue legislation 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I am simply asking for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Washington [Mr. Jongs] to the amendment of the 
Senate to the agricultural appropriation bill, to which the reso- 
lution offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
relates, and also to call his attention to those provisions of the 
present tariff law which will be affected by this amendment. 
The amendment is as follows: 

That paragraph 234 of the act of July 24, 1897, entitled ‘“‘An act to 
provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of 


the United States,” shall not be held to be affected by the provisions of 
section 30 of said act. 








That is the amendment now in the agricultural bill as it 
comes to us from the Senate. The paragraph of the Dingley 
tariff law to which it refers is paragraph 234, which reads as 
follows: 

Wheat, 25 cents per bushel. 

The effect of this amendment of the Senate will be to entirely 
eliminate the article of wheat from the operation of section 30 
of the present revenue law. That section provides: 


That where imported materials on which duties have been paid are 
used in the manufacture of articles manufactured or produced in the 
United States there shall be allowed on the exportation of such arti- 
cles a drawback equal in amount to the duties paid on the material 
used, less 1 per cent of such duties: Provided, That when the articles 
exported are made in part from domestic materials the imported ma- 
terials, or the parts of the articles made from such materials, shall so 
appear in the completed articles that the quantity or measure thereof 
may be ascertained, 


Then follow several other provisions not material to the 
question at issue. 

It will be observed that section 30 embraces all imported ma- 
terials on which duty is paid, including wheat, or all the arti- 
cles mentioned in the 463 paragraphs of the present revenue 
law, which articles, if manufactured after importation and 
again exported, are now entitled to a drawback to the extent of 
99 per cent of the duty paid. It will be seen, therefore, that 
the Senate amendment takes away the right to recover back 99 
per cent of the duty paid on foreign wheat when such wheat 
is manufactured and again exported, and imposes in effect a 
duty on the wheat thus exported of 25 cents per bushel. To 
come within the provision of the Constitution it is not necessary, 
that the proposed legislation provide for the raising or the low- 
ering of the revenue. It has been held by Mr. Speaker Reed 
and Mr. Speaker Carlisle that to come within this provision of 
the Constitution bills need not necessarily provide for the rais- 
ing or lowering of revenue, but bills affecting the revenue or the 
revente laws, whether such laws relate directly to raising or 
lowering revenue, or to the laws relating to the administration 
of the revenue laws, are within this provision of the Constitu- 
tion. That has been the uniform ruling and construction placed 
upon this provision of the Constitution by the House of Repre- 
sentatives and by its Speakers. 

Mr. DALZELL. If the gentleman will permit me. The same 
construction has been placed upon the law by a Senate report, 
written by Mr. Matt. H. Carpenter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. My colleague, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, calls my attention to the report made by Senator Car- 
penter on this very question as to whether or not a bill, in order 
to come within the provision of the Constitution, ought to be a 
bill raising revenue or a bill reducing revenue, but that it may 
be a bill affecting revenue. This House has repeatedly held 
that bills relating to the administration of the revenue laws are 
bills affecting the revenue within the meaning of the Constitu- 
tion, referring to the origin of revenue measures. 

Now, one word more. If the other branch of Congress, by 
an amendment on the agricultural appropriation bill, can so 
amend our present revenue law as to except paragraph 234 
from the operations of the drawback provisions of that law, 
then the Senate can propose legislation amending that law in 
any particular and except all of the 463 paragraphs of our reve- 
nue law, and thus entirely destroy the drawback system, one of 
the most important parts of that system. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Affecting the revenue? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is an amendment of the tariff law; it is 
originating revenue law incidentally, and the danger is in the 
precedent that would be established by the House acquiescing 
in the Senate originating legislation affecting revenues in an 
instance of this kind, and thereby establish a precedent to be 
followed by the Senate in the future. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I am in favor of holding every 
prerogative we have. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. This is the only one we have left 
now. 

Mr. PAYNE. At least let us get this one back now. I yield 
to the gentleman from Mississippi for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the Senate of 
the United States is now engaged in a strenuous effort to prevent 
a real or supposed attack upon its prerogatives—a usurpation by 
the Executive, in the opinion of the Senate—an attack upon 
the dignity of that body. It is therefore a very peculiarly in- 
appropriate moment for the Senate of the United States to 
attempt to make a plain, palpable, obvious, and aggressive attack 
upon the dignity of the House of Representatives. [Loud ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, our theory is that we are a “ separate, coordinate, 
and equal” branch of the National Legislature. That theory 
held by us in matters of action or nonaction has long ceased to 
correspond to fact in American history in connection with all 
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classes of legislation except legislation affecting revenue. This 
House of Representatives stands to-day as a body composed of 
a great many subordinate House committees and one great com- 
mittee—the House itself—which is quo ad the Senate another 
subordinate committee; and all we do is to prepare trial 
bills in some shape or other for the Senate, as we undoubtedly 
did the other day in the matter of the railroad rate Dill, 
to be whipped into the shape that the majority of the House 
desire. [Applause.] We have got to the point that the House 
itself, outside of the committees dealing with each class of 
legislation and the Committee on Rules, has nothing to do with 
the character of the bills which pass the House. We have got 
to the point where the membership of the House is nearly always 
brought up to the proposition that a particular bill brought in 
by a committee is to be rejected or accepted, as it is without the 
power of amendment. When complaint is made we are told 
that the Senate of the United States will remedy all the ills. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as regards even bills affecting the revenue, 
the Senate has already, under the guise and pretext of amend- 
ment, taken away from the House very largely its constitutional 
power. In at least one instance the Senate of the United 
States, under the guise of amendment, took out everything in 
a House bill raising revenue except the enacting clause, and 
inserted an entirely new bill, sent it back to this House, and 
this House passed it. 

Mr. Speaker, there are many who believe—and among those 
who believed it were fathers of the country, framers of the Con- 
stitution—that when the revenue clause was put in the Consti- 
tution it was intended to affect appropriations, or expenditures 
of revenue, as well as the raising of revenue. There is to my 
mind no clearer instance of an attack upon the constitutional 
power of this House than this Senate amendment on this agri- 
cultural appropriation bill. We have already gotten into the 
condition, I said a moment ago, where the Senate, under the 
guise of amendment, when a revenue measure has been sent to 
it, can change it totally. Now, we are faced with the proposi- 
tion whether under an appropriation bill, not even sounding in 
the name of revenue in the sense of raising revenue, the Senate 
of the United States can append to it a provision raising, re- 
ducing, or otherwise affecting the revenue. There is no pre- 
text even, no pretense even, that the House has in any manner 
“ originated ” a measure upon the particular revenue subject, 
or a measure upon the general subject of revenues, to which the 
particular subject might be germane as an amendment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this all grows out of the condition of 
things in which we find ourselves. 
great part of the Republican party, has grown thoroughly dis- 


satisfied with the present revenue law, known as the “ Dingley | 


bill: ” and, while that is the case, you gentlemen on that side 
of the Chamber are afraid to touch it so much as with the 
weizat of your little finger. You are afraid to remove an 
exccescence; you are afraid to prune away any abnormality of 
any sort in connection with it; you are afraid that if you 
touch one brick in your structure the whole edifice will tumble. 
You are afraid of the beginning of the end. 
You go about then to change existing law by executive con- 
struction. There is not a Member upon this floor who believes 
for one minute that when the Congress of the United States put 
a tax of so much upon hides—however much it was I have 
forgotten now—it was intended that under the rebate clause 
that tax should be virtually done away with entirely. And 
yet Attorney-General Moody has given an opinion, and that 
opinion will be acted upon by the Treasury Department, which 


The country, as well as a | 
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things, in the shape of raw produce, that cost him something 
in producing the finished product. 


Free traders may properly hail it as a kind of payment on account, 
a belated and forced recognition of one of their principles; but It is a 
blow at the very vitals of protection. 


If drawbacks may nullify pro 
tection duties on wool and hides, what becomes of the grand log 


rolling game of grab for and grab for each? Who will weep for the 
Ohio shepherds? ‘They will not like free trade by judicial interpreta- 
tion any better that at the hands of President Roosevelt's wicked 
counselors of the closet. Besides, how long can the smartest nation 
on earth be expected to submit to the howling absurdity of what is now 
proposed? We are going to strain every nerve to supply the good 
things of life chea to foreigners. We are to rack the Dingley law 
in order to intensify the existing feeling against protective tariffs, on 
aecount of their enabling manufacturers to make their fellow-citizens 
pay them more than Englishmen or Frenchmen or Germans for the 
same goods. That the foreigner should get American flour at lower 
rates than Americans can; that American shoes should be sold abroad 
much cheaper than at home; that American woolens should be put 
within reach of foreign workingmen, while our own are forced to wear 
cotton or shoddy—this is trumpeted as the latest glory of protection! 


Mr. Speaker, I accord most heartily with the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne]. I indorse most heartily this resolu 
tion now pending before the House. Every Member of this 
body, Republican or Democrat, ought to be in absolute unison 
with every other Member of this body upon one question at 
least—that is, that we shall save so much as is left, at any rate 
of the dignity and coordinate equality of this body. ‘This body 
is the direct representative of the people, cons:sting of Members 
elected by the people for a short term, close to the people, know 
ing their will and generally attempting to do it, in so far as 
the exigencies of the rules will permit. There is no reason for 
us now to surrender one jot or one tittle of what is left to us 
of power or of dignity, either to the Executive or to the other 
branch of the National Legislature. [Applause. ] 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I would like to in- 
quire of the gentleman from Mississippi if I understood him 
correctly in saying that the protective-tariff laws passed by the 
Republican party—the McNinley bill and the Dingley Act—were 
designed solely to protect the manufacturing interests of this 
country and not the agricultural interests? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I said that the effect of all 
these tariff laws was to discriminate against the agricultural in- 
terests as a body in favor of the manufacturing interests in the 
aggregate and as a body, and I stand by that. [App!ause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Mississippi if the duty upon wheat is not a material pro- 


| tection to the farmers of the Northwest? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Suppose it is; does the gen- 
tleman contend that that petty participation in the general 
scheme would pay the farmer of the Northwest for all the 
money he must pay for the tin for his roof, for agricultural im- 
plements, for his structural iron, for the woolen shirt, and 
everything he puts on his body, from his hat to the shoes on his 


| feet? 





What happens? | 


amounts virtually to a repeal of several clauses of the existing | 
law as intended by its framers to operate—a repeal by con- | 


struction. Now, the Senate of the United States, seeing that 
the House is afraid to move, and that the Executive is “ con- 
struing,” is tempted to move in an unconstitutional manner, in 
order to try to restore the law to what, in its opinion, the law 
was intended by the legislative body to be—the law, in its 
opinion, wrenched from its purpose by the Attorney-General. 

Mr. Speaker, in this connection I want to read something 
from the New York Post: 


Attorney-General Moody's opinion that such an extension of the 
drawback system is lawfully possible as will give American manufac- 
turers free hides and free wool, as well as free wheat—purely for the 
export trade—is a strange thing for protectionists to be Eailesing it. 


Ah, it is “a strange thing” in one sense, because it is an ap- 
proach to less tariff; but it is not strange in another sense, 
when you remember that the effect of all these protective-tariff 
laws is the fostering of the manufacturing interests, as a body, 
at the expense of the agricultural interests, as a body; and 
whether by law or by executive construction, the idea is to give 
the manufacturer all the special-class benefits possible, and to 
make him pay to the agriculturist as little as possible for the 





Mr. PAYNE. Mr. 
cussion. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that I 
will answer the gentieman from Mississippi when I have the 
time to do so. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from North Dakota [Mr. SpaLprne}. 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Speaker, this is the fifth session of this 
body in which I have had the honor, in a very small degree, to 
participate and it remains until the very last days of this 
fifth session for the distinguished chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee to make a discovery; a discovery on a subject 
which the farming and agricultural interests of this country 
maintain is of vital importance to them. If my recollection 
serves me correctly, during the time I have been a member of 
this body I have seen many bills go from this House to the 
other end of the Capitol and come back with amendments tacked 
onto them which in every sense violated the section of the Con- 
stitution of the United States referred to quite as fully and 
emphatically as does the amendment complained of in this in- 
stance. But, as I say, it has gone up to this time before any 
such discovery was made, and it is now made on the amendment 
which it is claimed affects materially the agricuJtural industry. 

I have the honor in part to represent a State whose nor 
mal crop of wheat is something like 60,000,000 bushels. The 
county in which I reside produces four to six million bushels. 
There are two industries involved in this question. I have in 
my pocket a protest signed by sixty-five millers of my State 
against this amendment and asking me to vote against it. I 
have likewise received resolutions passed by the legislature 
and by different organizations of the State, among them the 
grain growers of North and South Dakota and Minnesota, ask- 


Speaker, I did not yield for a tariff dis- 
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ing that the drawback feature of the tariff law be annulled as to 
wheat. 

To my own mind in ordinary years it matters little whether 
the drawback feature on wheat is retained or not, because in 
the average year the price of wheat on the two sides of the 
line differs but little. But conditions have been peculiar dur- 
ing the past season. The crop on the American side of the line 
was seriously injured by rust and other blights. The result is 
that there is not a sufficient quantity of that crop to keep the 
mills constantly running, and the milling industry wants the 
drawback feature retained so the mills can be kept running with 
Canadian wheat. The farming industry contends that by using 
Canadian wheat the mills are lowering or preventing the rise 
in price of American wheat, and there is where the divergence 
of opinion arises. 

Doubtless in the average year it makes but little difference, 
and I am not certain but, on my own judgment, I should favor 
the drawback. But this is only a matter of policy; there is no 
question of principle, of right or wrong, involved in it. I have 
therefore yielded to the solicitation of the great, overwhelming 
industry of my State to oppose the drawback feature if it comes 
into this House in such shape that I could oppose it, or favor 
its repeal. It is not here in such shape, but comes here in a 
manner contrary to the letter and the spirit of the Constitution, 
which I am sworn to maintain, and involving a practice which is 
fraught with great danger to legislation and rights which are 
superior to any industry or any locality. For that reason, and 
because no effort on my part could possibly prevent the passage 
of the pending resolution, and hoping that the gentleman from 
New York will in the future maintain with at least equal zeal 
the rights and dignity of this House on other measures which 
may affect other than the agricultural industry, I shall vote in 
favor of the resolution before us. [Applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. VoLsTEaApD]. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I realize that in speaking at 
this time I can not serve any purpose except, possibly, to enter 
my protest against this resolution, and that is the purpose for 
which I rise. I yield to no man in my zeal for the dignity of 
this House, but I feel that question is not involved at all. It 
seems to me that anyone who will take this law and read it, take 
this amendment and apply it, will see in a minute that this 
does not have anything to do with raising revenues in any sense. 
Now, the first section that is referred to in the amendment 
simply prescribes the rate of duty that shall be collected upon 
wheat. That money is paid into the Treasury. It becomes a 
part of the funds of the United States. 

The other section, the one that is declared shall not have any 
bearing upon this first section, is the one authorizing the re- 
bate upon exports. I want to call the attention of this House 
to this fact, that rebates are granted, no matter whether there 
was any intention to have the materials exported at the time 
they were imported or not. The money then is the money of 
the United States. The rebate provision is this, that if you 
do export any article imported you shall get back a certain 
amount of money measured by the amount of tariff duty that 
you have paid thereon, less 1 per cent. Let us see how it oper- 
ates. What does it all amount to? This amendment prevents 
the United States Government from paying out this bonus or 
bounty that is being given to the exporter; nothing more. The 
amendment does not tend to raise revenue. 

Mr. LIND rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. No; I can not yield at this time; I am only 
allowed five minutes. Before 1890 these drawback provisions 
were not, as I understand, contained in the tariff bills at all. 
They were separate and distinct measures, different ones allow- 
ing different rates upon different articles. For all practical 
purposes, this is the situation: Suppose this bill had gone to 
the Senate and, instead of striking out a provision allowing the 
repayment of duty to parties exporting foreign goods, they had 


struck out one of the provisions authorizing the payment of a 
It would have | 


certain salary to anyone named in this bill. 
affected the revenues of the Government just exactly the same 
as this amendment would, and still I do not believe there is a 
man on this floor who would for a moment contend that the 
Senate would not have the power to do that. In this bill there 
are any number of allowances for salaries that could have been 
stricken out just as they struck out in this case the provision 
giving a bounty to exporters of imported material. Now, what 
is this constitutional provision. The Constitution simply says 
that all measures for raising revenues shall orginate in the 
House. This amendment does not, as I say, raise any revenue. 
This keeps the revenues in the Treasury. It simply prohibits 
it from being paid out of the Treasury. 





Mr. PAYND. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Love«tne]. 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this reso- 
lution and hope it will be adopted. I shall not in the short 
time yielded to me attempt to debate the customs-drawback 
law; nor do I think it is appropriate to discuss the tariff in 
any of its features at this time. But as the recent decision of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, allowing a rebate of duty on 
Canadian wheat imported to be ground into flour and exported 
has been attacked, I will ask unanimous consent to insert in 
the REcorpD, as a part of my remarks, the following letters 
bearing upon the subject: : 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 17, 190}. 

My Dear Sir: Senator McCuMBeEr is in the office and tells me that 
you have investigated the wheat question with some care and have 
reached the conclusion that it will be very harmful to the agricultural 
interests of the country to allow a drawback on flour produced in 
part from home-grown wheat and in part from Canadian wheat. I 
wish I could see you and get your views on the subject. Of course, I 
have no authority to legislate, directly or by construction. Beyond 
all question, mills have the right to manufacture flour from Canadian 
wheat in bond. Beyond all question they have the right to manufac- 
ture flour wholly from Canadian wheat and get a drawback upon the 
exportation of the flour. The only question of doubt is whether they 
have the right under the law to produce flour in part from home-grown 
and in part from Canadian wheat and get a drawback on the exporta- 
tion of the flour. I think you will agree with me that as between the 
two there is no disadvantage to the American farmer to allow the mill 
to use a portion of American wheat and get a drawback only on the 
portion of Canadian wheat used. In other words, the American 
farmer would prefer that the mill be allowed a drawback of 25 cents 
on each barrel of flour exported when produced in part from American 
and in part from Canadian wheat, rather than to allow a drawback 
of 50 cents per barrel on flour produced wholly from Canadian wheat. 

The latter privilege has been accorded for years. The former is 
under consideration, and will perhaps be decided before I see you. 
It will all depend upon the opinion of the Attorney-General. In this 
connection I want to say that no grain or flour produced from Canadian 
wheat will enter the American market for consumption without the 
payment of duty. If any drawback is allowed on the product of 
blended wheat, it will be based — the relative value of the exported 
flour and the by-product consum in our market. The suggestion that 
duty will be charged against the by-product on an ad valorem basis is 
unfounded. ‘The regulation will charge against the mill the maximum 
of by-product obtainable from the poorest wheat consumed. In other 
words, every doubt will be solved against the mill. 

One other phase of the question I wish to suggest. It is this. The 
dominant party promises the American consumer, artisan, and farmer 
protection in the American market. It has never promised protection 
in the foreign market. If you will observe the logic of the principle, 
you will find it about as follows: We say to every American producer. 
“You shall be protected in the American market. Canadian wheat 
shall not compete with yours without the payment of duty. South 
American hides shall not compete with yours without the payment of 
duty. You shall be protected against South American wool.” And we 
say to the artisan: “The product of foreign labor shall not compete 
with the product of your hands in the American market.” When it 
comes to producing for the export trade, we say to the producer: “ You 
shall have every possible advantage, except in the employment of 
labor. You can not employ cooly labor even in the production of goods 
for export, but if you will employ American labor and allow the Amer- 
ican farmer to feed him and the American lumberman to furnish the 
material for his house, and the American artisan to supply the utensils 
of his home, then you may have the cheapest possible material and 
every consistent assistance in your competition in.the foreign market. 

I will be very glad if you can come to Washington and talk these 
matters over. They are of great importance in more ways than one 
I am confident that I can get some helpful suggestions from you, and I 
will be glad to submit to your consideration any facts available at the 
Treasury Department which may be of interest to you. 

Very truly, yours, 
L. M. Suaw. 

To Hon. Grorcr M. Youna, 

Valley City, N. Dak. 





[Young & Wright, attorneys and counselors at law.] 


VALLEY City, N. DAK., December 27, 190}. 
Iion. LESLIE M. SHaw, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Str: Your esteemed favor of date December 17 is at hand in 
relation to the importation of Canadian wheat. 

I have observed during my residence in North Dakota, extending over 
a period of fourteen years, that when there are large receipts of wheat 
at Minneapolis as a general rule the price has been below an export basis, 
and when the receipts have been short the price has been above an export 
basis. In other words, the local demand for wheat at Minneapolis has 
an important bearing upon the market. In normal years the market 
goes frequently as much as 8 or 10 cents above an export basis or 8 or 
10 cents below the export basis, apparently from the cause indicated. 
This is an abnormal year. With the scarcity of wheat the pee is 
very much in excess of the export basis—that is, the Liverpool quota- 
tions less freight, insurance, and other charges. ‘This accounts in & 
general way for the anxiety upon the part of the farmers of North 


Dakota to keep out the Canadian wheat. They fear the competition, 


and believe that every bushel imported, whether used to manufacture 
flour for the export trade or not, helps to supply the requirements of 
the Minneapolis and other northwestern millers, and therefore has @ 
bear influence upon the market. In addition to this they believe that 
the sale of large quantities of bran and shorts will affect the price of 
oats, barley, peas, and corn. 


What I have given is the view of the average farmer As a rule 


they are disposed to count the cost rather than measure the benefits. 
You will find inclosed letter of Oliver Dalrymple, the largest wheat 
grower in North Dakota. I think that the farmers have been greatly 
benefited by the flour industry, ‘The large mills at Minneapolis and 
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the smaller eountry mils throughout the Northwest have stimulated 
the demand for and increased the price of wheat over a period of nine 
years. While the farmers sometimes have taken less than their wheat 
was actually worth, I am satisfied that it has not been due to the influ- 
ence of the millers. The demand for wheat by the flour mills is a bull 
factor. 

I do not think that there can be any valid objection made to the 
importation and mixing of Canadian with American wheat, provided 
the millers are permitted to have the drawback only upon that per- 
centage of the product which ts exported. Im other words, if a duty 
is imposed upon the by-products consumed in this country no grain 
grower should object, even if he thinks it is to his disadvantage, be- 
cause the preposition is ma .ifestly a fair one. 

In my opinion, the mixing of Canadian and American wheat will re- 
sult in a stimulated demand for our lower grades of wheat, for which 
there is now a limited demand. The low-grade wheat can not be used 
excepting as it is blended with good or contract wheat, and no doubt 
the greater portion of wheat in the Northwest is below contract grade. 
My belief is, therefore, that the relative price of the low-grade wheat 
will be inereased by the importation of Canadian wheat under the con- 
ditions named, ool that the contract wheat may, and probably will, 
drop off slightly in value. 
price will be in favor of the wheat grower. 

When I considered this question at the beginning of this crop year 
I did not appreciate the influence which the shortage of our wheat 
crop would have upon the export trade in flour, and I was disposed to 
keep the Canadian wheat out. This was a natural view for one inter- 
ested in North Dakota land. It is now quite apparent that the millers 
can not hold their foreign trade under existing conditions, and, as you 
will gather from what I have already said, my views have changed. 
The millers have been our best wheat customers for many years and 
will continue to be such. They will want our wheat in proportion as 
they are able to extend their trade. If it were not for establishing a 
precedent which might be followed to our disadvantage in normal 
years I would favor the admission of Canadian wheat for export dur- 
ing this crop year with absolutely no duty of any kind—that is, permit 
a drawback which would impose no financial obligation whatsoever 
upon the millers. I certainly have no objection to the mixing of the 
wheat, and if a reasonable duty is imposed 
not think that the farmers of the Northwest can or 
serious objection. 

I was greatly pleased to receive your letter and am impressed with 
your breadth of view. You discuss the question from the national 
standpoint, which is proper. I do not believe that the farmer gets the 
worst end of the Dingley tariff law, and I am in sympathy with your idea 
of encouraging the manufacture of everything that can be sold in the 
foreign market. The indirect benefits whieh the farmers receive are 
of great consequence, indeed it is my belief that the present shortage 
in wheat, the present splendid demand for wheat, is caused more by 
the increased consumption per capita by the American people during 
the past few years than by reason of the short or damaued erop this 
year. Our consumption of flour per capita during the past ten years 
has almost doubled. 

I thank you for your kind invitation to discuss this subject with 
you at Washington, and regret that it will be impossible for me to 
leave the State at this time. I am satisfied that you have given this 
subject very careful consideration and that you have studied the 
question from every side. The people of the Northwest have confi- 
dence in you, and while an over-zealous farmer may occasionally ques- 
tion the correctness of your rulings. I believe that the people generally 
wii! give you credit for statesmanlike and patriotic action. 

Yours, most respectfully, 
Grorce M. Youns. 


The general assembly of North Dakota recently passed a reso- 
lution expressing the opinion that granting of drawback on 
flour manufactured in part from Canadian wheat and in part 
from home-grown wheat would practically nullify the 25 cents 
per bushel duty on wheat, and ordered an engrossed copy of the 
resolution forwarded to the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Members of Congress from that State. Secretary Shaw has re- 
plied to the resolution with the following letter: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., January 23, 1905. 

Str: I am in receipt of a concurrent resolution introduced and 
passed in the North Dakota legislature relative to the application of 
certain millers for a drawback on wheat produced in* part from Can 
adian and in part from American wheat. 

Section 15 of the Dingley tariff act relates to manufactures in bond. 
Material used in bonded factories pays no duty whatever, and the ques 
tion of drawback does not apply. Section 30 of the Dingley tariff 
act uneguivocally permits a drawback on the exportation of artic! 
produced wholly from imported material. This, of course, applies to 
flour as well as to other manufactures. 

Thus far there is no conflict of opinion. 
reference to a drawback on 


r 


The only ambiguity is in 
the exportation of articles produced in 
part from imported and in part from domestic material when the 
amount of imported material does not so appear to the eye in the 
completed article that the quantity or measure thereof can be ascer- 
tained. -You will see that it is important to understand the issue 
involved in order to understand either the argument in support of 
the request or the effect of granting the same. 

It is conceded, of course, that the amount of imported wheat used 
in the manufacture of a barrel of flour does not appear to the eye. 
In an analogous case Attorney-General Olney held that the amount or 
quantity of imported material used must augeer to the eye In the com- 
— article to entitle it to a drawback. his opinion was overruled, 
however, by Attorney-General Griggs, who, in an analogous case, held 
that if the amount of imported material was ascertainable in any other 
way — by the exercise of the sense of sight the drawback could be 
allowed, 
imported material used was made to appear to the knowledge and 
understanding of the person charged with the responsibility of deciding. 

This opinion, I repeat, overruled the opinion of Attorney-General! 
Olney and is as binding upon the Secretary of the Treasury as though 
the Olney opinion had never been rendered. It does not leave the Sec 
retary of 
discretion as to which one he shall follow. 

But antagonistic opinion having been rendered, and there being some 
Opposition to the request, I have taken occasion again to submit the 


Upon the whole, I think that the average | 
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against the by-product I do | 
will make any | 


In his opinion the requirement was met if the amount of | 


the Treasury in the position of having two opinions, with a | 


| own argument. That is all I desire to say 
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question to the Attorney-General. I doubt not your body will approve 
this course. The Treasury Department in the execution of the law 
controlled by the opinion of the Attorney-General, and his opinion is 
the Department's court of last resort. 

Having explained what has been done, I would be authorized to dis- 
miss the subject, but I notice in the resolution the expressed opinion 
that “the granting of the application will practically nullify para 
graph 234 of the Dingley law.” Evidently Mr. Dingley was not of 
this opinion, for the two provisions are in the same bill. But if you 
are correct, and if section 30 nulllifies any portion of the act of which 
it is a part, then the remedy is with the Congress and not with the 
administrative branch of the Government. 

The provisions of law under consideration 
Kinley tariff act of 1890. 


) 





first appear in the M 
In his speech explaining what was intended, 


after referring to the right of drawback previously granted on articles 


produced wholly of foreign material, Mr. MeKinley used this language 

“ We have extended this provision, and in every way possible liberal 
ized it so that the domestic and foreign product can be combined and 
still allow the exporter 99 per cent upon the duty he pays upon his 
foreign material intended for export, which is in effect what free 
traders and our political opponents are clamoring for, namely, free raw 
material for the foreign trade.” 

During the speech Mr. Springer interrupted: “ Will the gentleman 
permit me to ask if that applies also to wool?” To this Mr. MeKin!ey 
answered: “ Yes; it applies to anything they choose to import for pi 
poses of manufacture.” 

It therefore occurs to me that possibly you may have slightly 1 
understood the intent of the Ding! 


ey tariff act and the preceding M 


Kinley tariff act. Tariff schedules were enacted for the purpose of 
protecting the American producer within the American market, and 
sections 15 and 30 of the same law were enacted to aid the American 


producer in his efforts to successfully compete in foreign mark: 
You will readily understand that Congress could not protect the Am¢ 
can producer in foreign markets, however it might try. Taking this 
view of the case, you will recognize that the two provision prot 
tion for the encouragement of American producers for the Ameri I 
market, and drawbacks for the encouragement of America 
are consistent. 

If I understand the Dingley law correctly, it In ef says to the 
American producer, artisan, and farmer, You shall have | 1 
within the American market. Whoever invades the American market 
must pay duty upon the articles with which he makes invasion. But 
the same law says to the American exporter, If you will en yy Ame 
ican labor, pay American wages, you shall have every possible ad 
tage in your effort to reach foreign markets. You shail have fre 
free lead, free wool, free hides, free wheat, free everything 
There must be neither contract labor nor cooly labor empl ry . 
the manufacture of goods for export. American wages must be paid 


that the American berer shall be able to put a roof over 


n exporters— 
ffect 


protect 














































unpatched clothes ris « and have meat upon e at 
least once each day. I an rect, the Dingley law |i t 
with itseif does 1 ylence to the principle of pr tion to and 
the encour nt of an industries. 
From w! I have iid it will appear that the real i 
volved is quite unimy he Amer n manufact i 
the unquestioned right to gri imported wheat in bond, export s 
product, and pay no duty. He also has the unquestioned right to grind 
Canadian wheat out of bond and, if he export all t et a 
drawback equal to 99 per cent of the d ie has p also has 
the unquestioned right to export a portion of his product and get a 
proportionate share of the 99 per cent « the duty he has paid, based 
ipon the relative market value of the portion exported and the portion 
ntering the American market for co mption. This ! been | 
upon and approved by the Supreme ( t of the United States. 
Worked out in an actual example we have this proposition The 
American miller can import, say, 4 | if eat, paying $1 duty 
thereon, and when he exports a bi the | luct f this 
wheat, get in drawback such poi ) as the irk v 
of barrel of flour bears to the market of the entire f t 
of orted wheat. The « 1 submitted to the Attor1 Gen 
‘ther the Amer ! 5 ! ( I n 
wheat, paying 50 cents in dnt nd th ith els of A n 
wheat, export a barrel of flo d 1 any portion of the dut : 
has paid It has from the beginr ia lit trar t > t t 
there should be so much objecti the consumption of a moiety of 
American wheat. 
selfeving the question has fairly presented to your body, I 
have taken the liberty of reply in detail to 3 r very co 
teous resolution. I have caref i the legal questio nv ] 
My aim has been rather to invite careful investigation of all pl ; 
the question than to support a conclusion. 
Yours, very truly, L. M. § 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the g 
man from Minnesota [Mr. Lrnp]. 
Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I only desire one minute. I 
time yielded to me I do not care to enter upon a « 
the merits of this amendment. I simply wish to » t stat 
ment in reply to the argument of my colleagu 
| from Minnesota [Mr. Vorsteap]. As the law 1 s and 
has been interpreted by the Treasury, as well as by 1 Attorney 
| General, it permits the manufacturers of flour t rt wheat 
| to be manufactured into flour for export by p: f tax 
| proximating one-quarter of 1 cent per bushel. That is tl 
| as it is now enforced. The Senate 0 
| manufacturers of flour, “If you d rt ¢ 
| wheat to be manufactured in connect ! 
| to produce a quality of flour to m é of 
| paying one-quarter of a cent per bushel as now, 
| 25 cents a bushel.” That is the whole thing in a nuts 90 
| vs . : 
| lieu of the present tax of a quarter of a cent per bi 
ate amendment imposes a new tax of 25 cents a! 
Is it not, I ask my colleague, an ®xplicit direct 1 t f th 
seventh section of the first article of the Const ; oR n 
| be answered “Yes” and “No.” The bare stat ( ies its 
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Mr. VOLSTEAD. Will you repeat that question, please? 

Mr. LIND. I yield for an answer. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. It does not represent the tax upon it at all, 
because, in the first place 

Mr. LIND. Let me ask the general question and we can get 
at it very quickly. The present tax on the importation of wheat 
for manufacture is practically one-fourth of a cent a bushel, is 
it not? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. That is whatever the Department makes—— 

Mr. LIND. That is what it is. Now, the Senate proposes to 
substitute 25 cents a bushel. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. It does not change the rate of duty, but 
prohibits giving any rebate. The duty has been paid into the 
Treasury and belongs to the United States—— 

Mr. LIND. Oh, that is juggling—— 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. When you talk of getting a rebate—— 

Mr. LIND. There is an existing tax, and it is proposed to 
increase that 7,500 per cent. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. It does not affect the section requiring the 
payment of duty. The amendment only prevents paying that 
duty out of the Treasury to persons exporting goods made of 
foreign material. The one exporting the article may not have 
paid any duty on the material from which it is made. It may 
have been imported by some one else. The question you present 
is the practical effect upon the importer, and not the legal ques- 
tion involved here. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I regret that this discussion 
should have gone at all to the point of the merits of the prop- 
osition, and I regret that any tariff discussion has entered into it. 
I think the question is too big a question to indulge in any use- 
less discussion in reference to it. [Applause.] The gentleman 
from South Dakota stated that there had been a great many 
violations and infringements by the Senate during the time I 
have had the honor to be chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and this is the first time it seems to have attracted 
my attention. Mr. Speaker, there has been no violation and 
no infringement that I have been able to discover on this right 
of the House during the past six years that I have been chair- 
man of that committee. The gentleman from Mississippi in- 
stances the case of the repeal of the war taxes, one of those 
bills where the Senate sent back a bill striking out all after 
the enacting clause and inserting an amendment of their own. 
That is true that they did so, but what was that amendment? 
Why, it contained in substance what we had put in the House 
bill. 





All the amendments were germane to the proposition that | purkett 


went over from the House, and I believed then as I believe now | 


that the Senate had the right thus to amend our bill, and that 
they did not invade our constitutional prerogatives. If I 
thought they had, I should have brought in a similar resolution 
at that time. This is the first case I have discovered. This is 
a plain violation, a plain invasion, and therefore I am swift to 


( 
( 
( 
. ( 
bring it to the attention of the House, and I hope that every | ‘ 
Cooper, Tex. 
( 
( 
{ 
( 


Member of the House, regardless of what his views may be upon 


the merits of the amendment, will stand by the prerogatives of | 


the House. [Prolonged applause.] 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the yeas and nays on the 
adoption of the resolution. [Great applause. ] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 263, nays 5, 
answered “ present” 3, not voting 113, as follows: 


YEAS—263. 


Mr. Speaker, I move the | 


Acheson Breazeale Darragh Gibson 
Adamson Brick Davey, La. Gilbert 
Aiken Broussard Davis, Fla. Gillespie 
Allen Brownlow Dayton (rillet, N. Y. 
Babcock Burgess De Armond Gillett, Cal. 
baker Burke Denny Gillett, Mass. 
Bankhead Burnett Dickerman Goebel 
Bartholdt Burton Dixon Goldfogle 
Bartlett sutler, Pa Dougherty Gooch 
Bassett Byrd Dovener Graff 

Bates Calderhead Draper Greene 
Beall, Tex. Caldwell Dresser Gregg 

Bede Campbell Driscoll Griggs 
Reidler Capron Esch Grosvenor 
Bell, Cal. Cassel Evans Gudger 
Renny Cassingham Field Hamilton 
Benton Clayton Finley Hamlin 
Bishop Cochran, Mo. Fitzgerald Harrison 
Bonynge Cockran, N. Y. Flood Haskins 
Boutell Cowherd Foss Hay 
Bowers Croft Foster, Vt. Hedge 
Rowersoeck Cromer French Heflin 
Bowie Crumpacker Faller Hemenway 
Bradley Currier Gaines, W. Va. Henry, Conn. 
Brandegece Curtis Garber Henry, Tex. 
Brantley Dalzell Gardner, Mass. Hill, Conn. 


Hinshaw 

Hitt 

Hogg 

Holliday 
Hopkins 
Houston 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Huff 

Hughes, N. J. 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull 
Humphrey, Wash. 
Hunt 

Hunter 

James 

Jones, Va. 
Kennedy 
Ketcham 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kline 

Kluttz 

Knapp 

Knopf 
Knowland 
Kyle 

Lacey 

Lafean 

Lamar, Fla. 
Lamb 


Littauer 
Little 
Littlefield 
Livernash 
Livingston 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 


Lucking 


MecMorran 
McNary 
Macon 
Maddox 


Mahon 


Mann 


Martin 
Maynard 
Meyer, La. 
Miers, Ind. 
Miller 
Minor 
Mondell 
Moon, Tenn. 
Morgan 
Morrell 
Mudd 
Needham 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Page 


Landis, Frederick Nr ae 


Lawrence 
Lester 
Lever 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Lind 


Adams, Wis. 
Davis, Minn. 


Brundidge 


Adams, Pa. 
Alexander 
Ames 
sadger 
tingham 
Birdsall 
Lrooks 
Brown, Pa. 
Brown, Wis. 
Buckman 


surleigh 
Burleson 
Butler, Mo. 
Candler 
‘astor 
ark 
‘onnell 
‘onner 


‘ooper, Pa. 


‘ooper, Wis. 

‘ousins 

"re »wley 

‘ushman 
Daniels 
Davidson 
Deemer 
Dinsmore 


*arker 
Patterson, N. C. 
Patterson, Pa. 


Robertson, La. 


Robinson, Ark. 


Smith, Wm. Alden 
Smith, N. Y. 


Payne Smith, Pa. 
Perkins Smith, Tex. 
Pierce Snapp 
NAYS—5. 
Jones, Wash. Marshall 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—3. 
Steenerson Woodyard 
NOT VOTING—113. 
Douglas Johnson 
Dunwell Kehoe 
Dwight Keliher 


Emerich 
Fitzpatrick 
Flack 
Fordney 
Foster, Ill. 
Fowler 
Caines, Tenn. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner 

Glass 
Goulden 
Granger 
Griffith 
Hardwick 
Haugen 
Hearst 
Hepburn 
Hermann 
Hildebrant 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Jackson, Md. 
Jackson, Ohio 
Jenkins 


Lamar, Mo. 
Landis, Chas. B. 
Legare 

Lindsay 
Lorimer 
McAndrews 
McCall 
McCarthy 
McCleary, Minn. 
McCreary, Pa. 
McDermott 
McLachlan 
McLain 

Marsh 

Moon, Pa. 
Murdock 

Nevin 

Norris 

Otis 

Otjen 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pearre 
Ransdell, La. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ruppert 

Ryan 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
For the session: 
Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. Harpwick. 
Mr. SHERMAN With Mr. RUPPERT. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. DAvipson with Mr. RANspELL of Louisiana. 
Mr. Dwieut with Mr. CrowLey. 
Mr. Orts with Mr. RYAN. 
Mr. Bates with Mr. CANDLER. 
Mr. Cousins with Mr. WaApDE. 
Mr. ALEXANDER With Mr. Sutiivan of New York. 
Mr. Marsu with Mr. Patrerson of Tennessee. 
Mr. LoRIMER with Mr. MCANDREWS. 
Mr. Sperry with Mr. Kenor. 
Mr. Smiru of Iowa with Mr. BRuNDIDGE. 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 
Mr. PatMer with Mr. SmirH of Kentucky. 
Mr. PearRE with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 
Mr. VAN VooruIs with Mr. CASSINGHAM. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SmitH with Mr. ScarBorouGH. 
Until February 18: 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANpIs with Mr. CLARK. 


For the day: 


Pinckney Snook 

Porter Southall 

Pou Southard 
Powers, Me. Southwick 
Powers, Mass. Spalding 
Prince Sparkman 
ae Spight 

Rainey Stafford 
Randell, Tex. Stanley 
Reeder Stephens, Tex. 
Reid Stevens, Minn. 
Rhea Sulloway 
Richardson, Ala. Sulzer 

Rider Talbott 
Rixey Tate 

Robb Tawney 
Roberts Thayer 


Thomas, N. C. 
Thomas, Ohio 


Robinson, Ind. Townsend 
Rodenberg Trimble 
Rucker Underwood 
Russell Wade 

Seott Wadsworth 
Scudder Wallace 
Shackleford Wanger 
Sheppard Warner 
Sherley Warnock 
Shiras Webb 

Shull Webber 
Sibley Weems 

Sims Wiley, Ala. 
Slayden Williams, II. 
Slem Williams, Miss. 
Smal Wilson, Ill, 


Wood 
Wynn 
Young 
Zenor 


Volstead 


Scarborough 
Sherman 
Shober 
Smith, Jl. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Ky. 


Smith, Samuel W. 


Sperry 
Sterling 
Sullivan, Mass. 
Sullivan, N. Y. 
Swanson 
‘Taylor 
‘Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell 
Vandiver 

Van Duzer 
Van Voorhis 
Vreeland 
Wachter 
Watson 
Weisse 

Wiley, N. J. 
Williamson 
Wilson, N. Y¥. 
Wright 


Mr. McCreary of Minnesota with Mr. SuLiivan of Massa- 


chusetts. 


Tahoe 
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Mr. Brooks with Mr. VAN Duzer. 

Mr. TIRRELL with Mr. Garnes of Tennessee. 

Mr. STERLING with Mr. Witson of New York. 

Mr. BurKett with Mr. GRANGER. 

Mr. Castor with Mr. SwWANson. 

Mr. STEENERSON with Mr. KetLiner. 

Mr. Wricut with Mr. WEISSE. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. BrrpsaLt with Mr. BapceEr. 

Mr. Brown of Pennsylvania with Mr. Burleson. 

Mr. Brown of Wisconsin with Mr. Emericu. 

Mr. BurRLEIGH with Mr. Butter of Missouri. 

Mr. Coorer of Wisconsin with Mr. GARNER. 

Mr. CUSHMAN with Mr. FirzpaTrick. 

Mr. Dovetas with Mr. GLAss. 

Mr. ApAMS of Pennsylvania with Mr. GouLpEN. 

Mr. DUNWELL with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. ForpNEey with Mr. Hitt of Mississippi. 

Mr. HauGen with Mr. HitcHcock. 

Mr. Heppurn with Mr. LINDSAY. 

Mr. McCartHy with Mr. HumMeureys of Mississippi. 

Mr. McCreary of Pennsylvania with Mr. McDermorrt. 

Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. JoHNSON. 

Mr. Nevin with Mr. LAMAR of Missouri. 

Mr. Smiru of Llinois with Mr. McLatrn. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. SHOBER. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. LEGARE. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. RicHarpson of Tennessee. 

Mr. BrIncHAM with Mr. Coorrr of Texas. 

Mr. CoNNER with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my yote re- | 
corded. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present while the roll 
was being called? 

Mr. BADGER. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that, under the rule, | 
the gentleman can not be recorded. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I notice the name of Mr. 
VAN VoorRHIS as paired with Mr. CASSINGHAM, and also that 
Mr. CASSINGHAM has yoted. Mr. CASSINGHAM voted upon my 
statement to him that the pair would not hold so far as this 
vote was concerned. Therefore, the vote was proper. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


# 
« 
4 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was requested : 





S. 1299. An act granting a pension to John M. Remier; 

a S. 5382. An act granting a pension to Sarah -A. Morris; 

_ S. 6467. An act granting a pension to Jonathan Story ; 

3 S. 2456. An act granting a pension to William G. Bradley ; 

a S. 107.-An act granting an increase of pension to Joel H. 
| Warren; 
a S. G8. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha M. 
ss Bolton: 

S. 3075. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma J. 
on Kanady : “ 

4 S$. 4918. An act granting an increase of pension to Merida P. 

Tate; 
S. 6357. An act granting an increase of pension to Alvan P. 
Granger; 
4 S. 6466. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
a Kennedy ; 
Fe S. 101. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. | 
Shippee; 
4 S. 6354. An act granting an increase of pension to Pierce 
McKeogh. 
: . = 1946. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward J. 
q almer ; 


oa 3864. An act granting an inerease of pension to Dean W. 
AINng > 
wane 2304. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. 
Merrill; 
‘ 8. 5160. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriett P. 
Tay ; 

S. 1660. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Wilkinson ; 
‘ S. 6571. An act granting an increase of pension to John Van 
AE ; 


a oe An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
rable; 


XXXIX——172 


8.5636. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


Nowell ; 


S. 6562. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 


Moyer ; 


S. 6482. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


Campbell ; 


S$. 4588. An 
S. 6938. An 


act granting a pension to Hannah B. Nyce; 
act granting an increase of pension to Patrick W. 


Kennedy ; 


8. 6441. An 
S. 3898. An 


act granting an increase of pension to John Sebry; 
act granting an increase of pension to Noah C. 


Standiford ; 


8. 6675. An act granting an increase of pension to Halsey S. 


Curry ; 


S. 6897. An 
Flanagan ; 
S. 6896. An 


act granting an increase of pension to James 


act granting an increase of pension to William 


Gleason; 


S. 6898. An act granting 
Wood, alias Joseph Rule; 

S. 6185. An act granting 
Read; 

S. 6415. 
3olen ; 


an increase of pension to Joseph 


an increase of pension to Thomas 


An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


S. 6676. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert S. 
Hopson ; 

S. 6762. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Wertz ; 

S. 6580. An act granting an increase of pension to Melissa E. 


Nelson ; 


S. 6442. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


| Southwick ; 


S. 5890. An act granting 


an increase of pension to Andrew 


| Magnuson ; 


S. 6099. An act granting an increase of pension to Dempsey 
Ferguson ; 

S. 6096. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Grass: 

S. 46388. An act granting an increase of penslon to Edwin F. 
Barrett; 

S. 6045. An act granting an increase of pension to Almon W. 
Bennett : ; 

S. 6661. An act granting a pension to Edwin R. Kennedy; 

S. 6443. An act granting an increase of pension to Terence J. 
Tully ; 

S. 6440. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Wallace; 

S. 6578. An act granting an increase of pension to Josiah 
Pearson: 

S. 6579. An act granting an increase of pension to J. W. 
Foley ; 

S. 5505. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Chapman ; 


S. 5824. An 
P. Thompson ; 


act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 


S. 6388. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Hadlock ; 
S. 6698. An act granting an increase of pension to Charlotte 


Johnson: 
S. 899. An act granting an increase of pension to John Moul- 


ton; 
S. 6374. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 


Secor ; 
6701. An act granting a pension to Charles B. Spencer; 
6556. An act granting a pension to Amanda B. Mack ; 
6727. An act granting an increase of pension to Simeon 
y 
621. An act for the relief of Fernando J. Moreno; 
54938. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 8. 
Kerns; 

S. 6943. 
Little; 

S. 6859. 
Wise: 

S. 4684. 
Ewing; 

S. 3442. An 
S. Underdown; 

S. 3122. An 
Thomas; 

S. 5087. An act granting a pension to Clara T. Leathers: 

S. 3556. An act granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
P. Rynder ; 


hth th 


Per 


S. 
8. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Francis W. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia D. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Ella M. 


act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Enas 
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S. 6966. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter A. 
Purdy: 

S. 7021. An act granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
R. Reynolds; 

S. 2251. An act granting an increase of pension to B. W. Ben- 
nett ; 

S. 6576. An act granting an increase of pension to Carrie M. 
Cleveland; 

S. 6749. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Diehl; 

8. 6939. An act granting an increase of pension to John Co- 
burn; 

S. 5405. An act granting a pension to John Leary; 

8.5170. An act granting a pension to Kate M. Smith; 

8S. 6009. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Briggs; 

S. 6010. An act granting an increase of pension to Justus A. 
Chafee ; 

8.6901. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen 
Thompson ; 

S. 5907. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Robinson; 


S. 7056. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha | 


Haddock ; 


S. 7064. An act granting an increase of pension to Esther | 


S. Damon; 

S$. 6922. An act granting a pension to Sarah Ferry; 

S. 6948. An act granting an increase of pension to Bradford 
3urnham ; 

S. 6075. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
Jones; 

S. 6681. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Kiser; 

S. 5897. An act granting a pension to Collin A. Wallace; 

S. 331. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry B. 
Jones: 

S. 6076. An act granting an increase of pension to James B. 
Clark; 
S. 6943. An act granting an increase of pension to Judson L. 
Mann: 

S. 304. An act granting a pension to Sarah C. Nicklin; 

S. 6847. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Dunn: 

Ss. 7036. An act to regulate certain criminal procedure in the 
Indian Territory; 

S. 6743. An act granting a pension to Joseph A. Aldrich; 


S. 1990. An act granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
Howland; 

S. 6921. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Coe; 

Ss. 6471. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
H. Scott 

S. 7076. An act granting a pension to Susan Hayman; 

S. 6989. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob O. 
Stout; 

Ss. 5321. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Klingensmith ; 

S. 6706. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob Or- 
m¢ ; 


S. 7034. An act granting an increase of pension to John Q. A. 
Foss ; 
S. 5909. An act granting a pension to Russell H. McKinley; 
S. 6515. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Murphy ; 

S. 6418. An act granting an increase of pension to Wallace 
Goff ; 


S. 6417. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy F. | 


Cruttenden ; 


S. 6924. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard H. | 


McIntire ; 

S. 6925. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura C. 
Curtiss ; 

S. 5973. An act granting a pension to Jane N. Clements: 

S. 7093. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Dawson; 

S. 7095. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis M. 
Duff ; 

S. 7096. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda H. 
Burrows; 

S. 2985. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Wallace; 

S. 5814. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward D. 
Hamilton; 

S. 6993. An act granting a pension to Helen B. Messenger ; 

S. 7066. An act granting an increase of pension to Edmond 
W. Eakin; 


| 


S. 3253. An act granting an increase of pension to Gilbert L. 
Eberhart; 

S. 7019. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie T, 
Seaman; 

S. 6940. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Enyart; 

S. 6484. An act granting an increase of pension to Bllen Scott; 

$.5118. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew R. 
Mark ; 

S. 6472, An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Hice; 

S. 7124. An act granting an increase of pension to Harris 
Howard; 

S. 7125. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo D. 
Cousins; 

S. 202. An act granting a pension to Harriet HB. Penrose; and 

$8. 6477. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice §. 
Shepard. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 17411. An act granting an increase of pension to Abel 
Grovenor ; 

H. R. 16859. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Shaw ; 

H. R. 15489. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
H. Martin; 

H. R. 15305. An act granting a pension to Isaac F. Clayton; 
and 

H. R. 14575. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura 
P. Swentzel. 

H. R. 16398. An act granting an increase of pension to Mich- 


| ael Keating; 


H. R. 16629. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 


C. D. Bond; and 


H. R. 17117. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Brusstar. 

he message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. &. 10948. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


| N. Methews; 


H. R. 10387. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
C. Perry; 

H. R. 11847. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
B. Croly ; 

Ii. R. 11499. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Jones ; 

H. R. 12155. An act granting a pension to Nancy Hill; 

H. R. 12090. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Clark ; 

H. R. 12007. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
R. K. Lockman ;. 

H. R. 8208. An act granting an increase of pension to Bur- 
leigh C. D. Read; 

H. R. 5995. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Fulton ; 

H. R. 9440. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Capp; 

H. R. 8839. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Hicks: 

H. R. 9062. An act granting a pension to John Goodspeed ; 

H. R. 6702. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Slater ; 

H. R. 11018. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam B. Bruner; 

H. R. 10948. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
N. Mathews; 

H.R. 10887. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
C. Perry; 

II. R. 11847. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
B. Croly ; 

H. R. 11499. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Jones ; 

H. R. 12155. An act granting a pension to Nancy Hill; E 

H. R. 12090. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam R. Clark ; 

H. R. 12007. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
R. K. Lockman; 

H. R. 8395. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Duffy ; 

H. R. 8208. An act granting an increase of pension to Bur- 
leigh C. D. Read; 

H. R. 5995. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Fulton ; 

H. R. 9140, An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Capp; 
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H. R. 8839. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Hicks; 

H. R. 9062. An act granting a pension to John Goodspeed ; 

1. R. 6702. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Slater ; 

H. R. 6957. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander C. Bowen ; 

H. R. 8423. An act granting a pension to Joseph Hepworth; 

H. R. 13640. An act granting an increase of pension to Eu- 
gene Hepp ; 

H. R. 18324. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Kesler ; 

H. R. 13419. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Weeks ; 

H. R. 12255. 
min F. Gudgell ; 

H. R. 12252. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Baremore, alias James Baker ; 

H. R. 12171. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Davis; 

H. R. 7350. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Besier ; 

H. R. 7760. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah | 
A. Pierce; 

H. R. 9410. An act granting a pension to Rosa Miller; 

H. R. 7252. An act granting a pension to James M. Garrett; 

H. R. 9065. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert | 
Z. Norton; 

H. R. 12660. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- | 
garet Russell ; 

H. R. 13546. An act granting an increase of pension to Joel J. | 
Addison ; 

H. R. 8477. An act granting a pension to John W. Guest. 

H. R. 18547. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
J. Pare; 

H. R. 8476. An act granting a pension to Rolen J. Souther- 
land; 

H. R. 8077. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
McFarlane: 

H. R. 11312. An act granting an increase of pension to Malana 
W. Brant; 

H. R. 13260. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Starks ; 

H. R. 7378. An act granting an increase of pension to Israel 
Purdy ; 

H. R. 15199. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Lansing; 

H. R. 13955. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
G. Wood: 

H. R. 7014. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
J. Boyd; 

H. R. 18007. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick B. Schnebly ; 

H. R. 12488. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Coddington ; 

H. R. 16842. An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia 
P. Kelly; 

H. R. 16392. 
Tusing ; 

H.R. 11055. An act granting an increase of pension to Win- 
field S. Russell ; 

H. R. 17139. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Jennings ; 

H. R. 3710. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
C. Johnson ; 

H. R. 3427. 
Fetterhoff ; 

II. R. 3426. An act granting a pension to George W. Craig; 
mh. R. 15328. An act granting a pension to William H. H. Sim- 
51S 5 | 

Hi. R. 11613. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- | 
ander H. Sockman; | 

H. R. 15097. An act granting a pension to William H. Miller; 
Il. R. 10181. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew | 


An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 


An act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 


Hall: 
H. R. 10027. An act granting a pension to Green W. Hodge; 
H. R. 9405. An act granting a pension to Andrew Long; 
H. R. 10096. An act granting a pension to Louise BE. Lavey; 
Hi. R. 15866. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Hopkins; 


H. R. 15865. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. McClellan ; 


H. R. 15848. An act granting an increase of pension to John | 
Reninger ; 


H. R. 15886. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


s liam S. Radcliffe ; 


H. R. 15769. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Peoples ; 

H. R. 15729. An act granting an increase of pension to Phaon 
Hartman ; 

H. R. 15645. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
B. Clark ; 

H. R. 15657. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Tawney ; 

H. R. 15730. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F.. Shireman; 

H. R. 16149. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Moore; 

H. R. 15869. An act granting an increase of pension to ‘Ben 
jamin H. Scrivens; 

H. R. 15857. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Galbreath ; 

H. R. 15431. An act granting an 
drew Pinney; 

H. R. 14680. An act granting an increase of pension to Mon- 
roe Chapin; 

H. R. 14600. An act granting an increase of pension to Jos« 
Woods; 

H. R. 14495. An act granting an increase of 
son Adams; 

Hi. R. 15728. An act granting 
ron C. Townsend; 

H. R. 14798. An act granting an increase of pension to Lusern 
Allen; 


H. R. 13969. An act granting an increase of pension to Dora 


increase of pension to An- 


ph 
pension to Jack 


an increase of pension to Wald 


|; Smith; 


IT. R. 13887. An act granting an increase of pension to 


Jacob 


| Steffens ; 


H. R. 15019. An act granting an increase of 
H. Elston: 

H. R. 13877. An act granting 
erick Lilje; 

H. R. 15324. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
W. Winger; 

H. R. 14695. An act 
Trancis D. Lewis; 

H. R. 15406. An act granting an increase of pension to Georg 
W. Carpenter ; 

H. R. 15520. A act granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Dunnington ;: 

H.R. 14219. An act granting 
J. Lamson; 

H. R. 15719. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
N. Jones; 

H. R. 15079. An act granting 
stantine J. McLaughlin; 

H. R. 15415. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonas 
Hi. Upton; 

II. R. 15863. An act granting an increase of pension to Mark 
Wilde; 

H. R. 15775. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
W. Smith; 

H. R. 15776. 
son Ball: 

H. R. 15466. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
B. Snively ; 

H. R. 15169. An act granting an increase of pension to Loretta 
V. Biggs; 

H. R. 15411. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 
Garretson ; 

H. R. 15747. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


pension to John 


an increase of pension to Fred- 


granting an increase of pension to 


an increase of pension to Earl 


an increase of pension to Con- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Harri- 


| A. Wesson; 


H. R. 15746. An act granting an increase of pension to Israel 
Roll; 

H. R. 14444. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Stovall; 

H. R. 15639. An act granting a pension to Mollie Townsley ; 

H. R. 15637. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Smith; 

H. R. 11494. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Jane Grissom ; 

H. R. 16444. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Cc. Snyder ; 

H. R. 15918. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Cullen ; 

H. R. 15887. An act granting an increase of pen 
FF. Ludwig; 

H. R. 15946. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
Marcus Bump; 

H. R. 15941. An act granting an increase of pension to Israel 
V. Hoag; 


sion to George 
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H. R. 16962. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Creig ; 
H. R. 16525. 
A. Glenn; 
Hl. R. 16748. 
H. R. 16471. 


a 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


An act granting a pension to Frona J. Wooten; 
An act granting a pension to Martha C. Watkins; 


H. R. 16526. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
II. Caton ; 

H. R. 16578. An act granting an increase of pension to Caro- 
line Vifquain ; 

Hi. R. 16579. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Vanatta ; 

II. R. 16598. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
irvan; 


H. R. 16730. 
Smith; 

H. R. 16104. 
Lanning; 

H. R. 15888. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


Bb. Andrews; 

H. R. 16619. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Meisner ; 

Hi. R. 16620. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 


Ackerman; 

H. R. 15947. An act granting an increase of pension to Phi- 
lander S. Wright; 

Ii. R. 16226. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam W. Smith; 

H. R. 16162. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Muller ; 

H. R. 16390. 


mer C. Briggs; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Morti- 


II. ht. 16896. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Reynolds ; 

H. R. 16448. An act granting an increase of pension to Johanna 
J. Naughton ; 

H. R. 16502. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Rader ; 

H.R. 16503. An act granting an increase of pension to Dillion 
Asher; 

Hi. R. 16617. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Bowers: . 

IT. R. 15962. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
T. Beals; 

H. R. 15929. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
E. Brown; 

H. R. 15927. An act granting an increase of pension to Free- 


man C, Witherby ; 


Li. R. 16385. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Vincent; 

H. R. 16420. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam C. Travis; 

H. R. 16426. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Jones; 

Hi. R. 16618. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
N. Brow 

Hi. R. 16603. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
S. Williams ; 

Hi. R. 15054. An act granting an increase of pension to Ira D. 
McClary ; 

Hl. R. 16121. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward Root; 

H. R. 16128. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Smith; 

H. R. 16167. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward J. Dillon; 

Hi. R. 15922. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Cheney ; 

H. R. 15924. An act granting an inerease of pension to Wil- 


liam Shadrick; 

li. R. 16166. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Charles P. Morrison; 

If. R. 16165. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
L. Howard; 

H. R. 16424. 
Charles M. Fay; 

Il. R. 15558. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Rt. Manson ; 

H. R. 15504. 
Tuite; 

H. R. 14028. 
E. Risley ; 

H. R. 15239. 

H. R. 15240. 
C. Baker; 


An act granting an increase of pension to 


An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen 


An act granting an increase of pension to Carrie 


An act 
An act 


granting a pension to Isabella Burke; 
granting an increase of pension to James 


— 


Ke 





H. R. 15004. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam N. Meacham; 

H. R. 16395. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph- 
ine A. Smith; 

H. R. 16132. 
A. Seele; 

H. R. 15685. 
beth Krehbiel ; 

H. R. 15710. 
W. Cannon; 

H. R. 15768. 
ard Wallace; 

H. R. 14485. 

H. R. 156338. 
King; 

H. R. 15632. 
Carroll ; 

H. R. 15631. 
Brooks; 

H. R. 15491. 
nedy ; 

H. R. 16140. 
A. Fitts; 

H. R. 16499. 
Yeiser; 

H. R. 16544. 
G. Root; 
H. R. 15903. 
Barker ; 
IH. R. 16054. 
O’Brien ; 

H. R. 16175. 
rick D. Frost; 

Hy, R. 16455. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth M. Ketcham ; 

H. R. 16813. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura 
A. Hinkley ; 

H. R. 16953. 
Ryan; 

H. R. 17162. 
Dukes; 

il. R. 4885. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Thompson; 

Hi. RK. 12341. An act granting a pension to John Stilts; 

Ii. R. 17161. An act granting an increase of pension to Clai- 
borne J. Walton; 

H. R. 17891. An 
M. Alexander ; 

H. R. 10628. An 
garet B. Rapp; 

H. R. 16625. An 

H. R. 17452. An 
lin Savage; 

H. R. 8983. 
than R. Cox; 

H. R. 16325. 
Myers; 

H. R. 17434. An 
uel H. Draper; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Luther 
An act granting an increase of pension to R. How- 


An act granting a pension to Charlotte W. Wylie; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
An act granting an increase of pension to Barney 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 
An act granting a pension to Theresa M. Ken- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
An act granting an increase of pension to Green 
An act granting an increase of pension to Varner 


An act granting an increase of pension to George 


T. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mer- 


An act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 


act granting a pension to Laura A. Baughey; 
act granting an increase of pension to Frank- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jonas 


act granting an increase of pension to Sam- 


H. R. 16876. An act granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
| uel Nicholas ; 
H. R. 16687. An act granting an increase of pension to M. 


Helen Orchard; 
H. R. 12079. An 
L. G. Mew; 
H. R. 16731. An 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


act granting an increase of pension to Wal- 


| lace W. Hicks; 


H. R. 17017. An 
S. Thompson ; 
H. R. 17131. An 


act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


act granting an increase of pension to James 


| W. Cross ; 


H. R. 16828. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Spaulding; 


Hi. R. 16370. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


| H. Wright; 


H. R. 8392. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli B. 
Helm; 


H. R. 13188. An act granting an increase of pension to 


| Charles H. Dunihue; 


H. R. 11114. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam D. Leek ; 


H. R. 4461. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Baker ; 

H. R. 15044. An act granting an increase of pension to Nahr- 
vista G. Heard; 
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H. R. 15293. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
P. Davis; 
H. R. 17046. An act granting an increase of pension to Hart- 
vig Engbretson ; 
H. R. 17464. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
J. Nelson ; 
H. R. 17771. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerome 
B. Nulton; 
H. R. 3080. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
P. Foster; 
H. R. 10950. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Clark ; 
H. R. 16335. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Cc. Culley ; 
H. R. 11020. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
W. Hurlbut; 
H. R. 17325. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
H. Noble; 
H. R. 17297. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
C. Crosser ; 
H. R. 15535. An act granting a pension to John Crotty; 
H. R. 15741. An act granting an increase of pension to John §. 
Duncan; 
H. R. 15835. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Walker ; 
H. R. 15575. An act granting an increase of pension to Jones 
Adler ; 
H. R. 15497. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
H. Oliver ; 
H. R. 17272. An act granting an increase of pension to Chaun- 
cey L. Guilford ; 
H. R. 17677. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Hudson; 
H. R. 17374. An act granting an increase of pension to Georgia 
A. Harlow ; 
Ii. R. 16684. An act granting an increase of pension to Lena 
Loeser ; 
H. R. 17403. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 
Winslow ; 
H.R.51138. An act granting an increase of pension to Almon 
iW. Gould; 
If. R. 17197. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Mitchell ; 
H. R. 16663. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Newer mer ; 
li. R. 17073. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
M. Shewmaker ; 
Hf. R. 16701. An act granting an increase of pension to Eman- 
uel Ff. Brown; 
li. R. 16834. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Harris; 
Il. R. 17151. An act granting a pension to Avery Dalton; 
H. R. 16815. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
L. Essiek ; 
li. R. 16573. An act granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than Wiggins; 
Ii. R. 16308. An act granting an increase of pension to Web- 
ster Eaton; 
H. R. 16254. An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia 
R. Howard; 
Hi. R. 16046. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Lahrmann ; 
4 Hi. R. 17092. An act granting an increase of pension to Jolin 
effers ; 
Hi. R. 17060. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
H. Hastings: 
. - - 16968. An act granting an increase of pension to John | 
s0aad $ 
. i R. 16707. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
sechman ; 


Hi. R. 16574. An act granting an increase of pension to Leon- | 
ard C. Davis; | 


_ it. R. 16879. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Brown; 


, 


“an R. 16929. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
aio0o0Te ; 


Ht. R. 16427. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
D. Launder; 


J. R. 16419. An act granting an increase of pension to F. A. 
William Weaver ; 
‘ ae 16105. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
>» Allen; 

Hi. R. 16310. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh | 
McKenzie; 


iH. R. 11599. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
8. Granger ; 


| 
| 


—— 
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H. R. 15838. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
F. Fuller ; 

H. R. 5265. An act granting an increase of pension to Sara 
A. Haskell ; 

H. R. 15655. An act granting a pension to Mattie M. Bond; 

H. R. 15788. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas 
W. Bullock ; 

H. R. 15043. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
R. Ferson ; 

H. R. 16740. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura 
Coleman ; 

H. R. 17035. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Miles; 

H. R. 17084. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
P. Spooner ; 

H. R. 17085. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam §S. Stanley ; 

H. R. 16685. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 
M. Adams; 

H. R. 16849. An act granting a pension to Edward H. Holden; 

H. R. 17164. An act granting an increase of pension to Solo- 
mon Carpenter ; 

H. R. 16239. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
K. Roane; 

H. R. 16749. An act granting a pension to George W. Cowan; 

H. R. 16473. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
R. Karns; 

H. R. 16746. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
J. Summers: 

H. R. 16745. An act granting an increase 
W. Davis; 

H. R. 16472. An act granting a pension to Frances A. Mce- 
Quiston ; 

H. R. 17731. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Stewart; 

H. R. 17543. An act granting an increase of pension to La- 
fayette Brashear ; 

H. R. 15640. An act granting a pension to William E. Quirk; 

H. R. 16629. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
C. D. Bond; 


H. R. 16668. An act granting an increase of p 
H. Brie, alias Amede Brea; 

H. R. 16961. An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia 
McCardell ; 

H. R. 16932. An 
mings; 

li. R. 16614. An act granting an increase of pensi 
Repsher ; 

H. R. 16540. An act granting a pension to Annie B. Orr; 

H. R. 10206. An act granting an increase of pension to Ben 
jamin F. Minnick ; 

H. R. 16474. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
McFadden ; 

H. R. 17537. An act granting an increase of pension to Theo 
dore Titus; 

H. R. 17437. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
H. Glassmire; 

H. R. 18002. An act granting an increase of pension to | 
Williams; 

H. R. 9335. An 
N. Croak ; 

H. R. 16613. An act granting an increase of pension to Cor 
nelia J. Schoonover ; 

H. R. 16581. An act granting an increase of pension to FE 
Dabler; 

H. R. 17119. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewi 
Hitt; 

H. R. 16654. An act granting an increase of pension to I 
C. Buswell; 

H. R. 16575. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


of pension to John 


nsion to En 


act granting a pension to Louisa BP. 


Cum 


n to Jacob 


act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


| E. Hurley ; 


H. R. 16551. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil 
liam Morris; 

H. R. 16946. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil 
liam Huddleson ; 

H. R. 16589. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Peck ; 

H. R. 16324. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Rollings ; 

H. R. 17068. An act granting an increase of pension to Jamée 
A. Coil; 

H. R. 16215. An act granting an increase of pension to Fitz 
Allen Gourley ; 

H. R. 16312. An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
Townsend ; 
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H. R. 16216. 
+. Tuttle ; 
H. R. 16072. 
H. Barry; 
H. R. 16232. 
V. Jenkins ; 
H. R. 16364. 
Tafel; 
H. R. 16457. An act granting an increase of pension to Her- 
bert S. Nelson ; 
H. R. 16524. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
B. Stratton ; 
H.R. 17275. An act granting an increase of pension to Carmen 
Frazee; 
H. R. 16384. An act granting a pension to Thomas Poag; 
H. R. 15968. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Hodges: 
H.R. 16920. An act granting an increase of pension to Still- 
well Truax ; 
H.R. 16774. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
J. James; 
H. Rh. 16702. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Cairnes; 
H. R. 17672. 
C. Cleveland ; 
H. R. 15891. An act granting a pension to Harriett Stanley; 
H. R. 14805. An act granting a pension to Walter Gardner ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Philo 
An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


An act granting an increase of pension to Gustav 


An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 





II. R. 15082. An act granting a pension to James C. Albritton; | 


Hi. R. 18031. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Tipton; 

il. R. 16874. An act granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
Terry ; 

H.R. 14255. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet H. Bates; 


Il. R. 16861. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary | 


L. Walker; 

H.R. 17126. An act granting an increase of pension to Caro- 
line Jennings; 

Hf. R. 17311. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam 
W. Grassley ; 

HI. R. 17240. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther 
Kaltenbach ; 

li. R. 1650f% An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Jaggers ; 

H. R. 1263. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Phillips; 

Hi. R. 17290. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Grove; 

HI. k. 17900. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Mobley; 

it. R. 14909. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
E. Barnes; 

Il. 8.15919. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Fi < 
HI. R. 15661. An act granting an increase of pension to Maldan 
Valentine; 

Hi. R. 5887. An act 
liam H. Swinney ; 

Hl. R. 7609. An act 
A. Ryon; 

H. R. 3273. An act 
liam EF. Hill; 

Hi. R. 5205. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Wilson: 

Ii. R. 103892. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas 
Bb. Irion: 


granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
granting an increase of pension to Marvy 


granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


H. R. 18144. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Stout ; 
H. R. 17635. An act granting a pension to John Burke; 
H. R. 7761. An act granting an increase of pension to Quintus 
Hummel ; 
H. R. 17300. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Penoyer ; 
H. R. 18095. An act granting an increase of pension to Char- 
lotte F. Russell ; 
H. R. 10691. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Hilyard; 
H. R. 11399. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Sleeth ; 
H. R. 11465. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
BE. Rex; 
H. R. 18268. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie 
Crawford ; 
H. R. 15305. An act granting a pension to Isaac F. Clayton; 
H. R. 17261. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Gibson; 
H. R. 18003. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Rowan ; 
H. R. 17770. An act granting an increase of pension to Ma- 
tilda D. Clark ; 
H. R. 17236. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
B. Hirll; 
H. R. 11855. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Cross ; 
H. R. 11859. An act granting an increase of pension to Deb- 
orah H. Bliss; 
H. R. 15874. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Kingdon ; 
H. R. 17274. An act granting a pension to Louis A. Lavalley; 
H. R. 5876. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
S. Carleton ; 
H. R. 15617. 
S. Gatliff ; 
H. R. 17147. 
A. Gossett ; 
H. R. 15252. 
Sdmundson ; 
H. R. 17755. An act granting an increase of pension to Davis 
D. Osterhoudt ; 
H. R. 17658. An act granting an increase of pension to Heze- 
kiah H. Sherman ; 
H. R. 17595. An act granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
erine A. Hogan; 
H. R. 17558. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Morrison; 
I. R. 17849. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to Maria 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


| Freeman: 


H. R. 17262. 
N. Jones: 
H. R. 9271. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie 


| Dyas; 


Hi. R. 11303. An act granting an increase cf pension to Robert | 


Balsking ;: 


Il. 2. 10353. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


S. Riggs ; 

H.R. 17917. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Hammack ; 

H.R. 17361. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Il. Renfro: 

Hi. R. 17222. An act granting an increase cf pension to Wil- 
liam G. Mullen; 

H. R. 17890. An 
Sunderland ; 

H. R. 17443. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar 
Hinkley ; 

H. R. 17660. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
HI. Wasson ; 

H.R. 17977. An 
liam Barnhard; 

H. R. 16177. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha 
C. Davidson ; 


act granting an increase of pension to Samuel | 


act granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 





| ette 


H. R. 2114. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
McCloud; 

H. R. 15529. 
M. Elkinton; 

H. R. 13656. 
W. Martin; 

H. R. 17232. 
McAfee ; 

H. R. 17773. 
Hubbs ; 

H. R. 14108. 
L. Taylor ; 

H. R. 5284. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Maupin; 

H. R. 15823. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Liddil;: 

H.R. 15822. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
P. Beckmon ; 

H. R. 17244. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Winemiller ; 

Ii. R. 17605. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
B. Scott; 

H. R. 16099. An act granting an increase of pension to La Fay- 
soutwell ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to Timothy 


H. R. 18187. An act granting a pension to W. W. Moore; 

II. R. 18188. An act granting a pension to William Mock ; 

H. R. 18512. An act granting a pension to Mary O’Dea; 

H. R. 17849. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Freeman ; 

H. R. 15925. An act granting an increase of pension to Nellic 
| Barrett ; 
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H. R. 17977. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Barnhard ; 


H. R. 17891. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
M. Alexander ; 

H. R. 8895. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Duffy ; 

H. R. 17244. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Winemiller ; 

H. R. 17537. An act granting an increase of pension to Theo- 
dore Titus ; 

H. R. 17773. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Hubbs ; 


H. R. 8834. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Richardson ; 


H. R. 12479. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucre- 
tia T. Cartmell ; 

H. R. 4885. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Thompson ; and 


H. R. 17515. An act granting a pension to Ida Eubank. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as indicated below : 

S. 5907. An act granting an inerease of pension to Mary BP. 

tobinson—to the Committee on Pensions. 


S. 5897. An act granting a pension to Collin A. Wallace—to | 


the Committee on Pensions. 


Magnuson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 5824. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin | 


P. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5814. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward D. 
Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5638. An act granting a pension to Susan E. McCarty—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5686. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Nowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5505. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5498. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles §. 
Kerns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5382. An act granting a pension Sarah A. Morris—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5321. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Klingensmith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S.5170. An act granting a pension to Kate M. Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S$. 5160. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriett P. 
Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S.5118. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew R. 
Mark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5037. An act granting a pension to Clara T. Leathers—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4918. An act granting an increase of pension to Merida P. 
Tate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4684. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella M. 
Ewing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4638. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin F. 
Barrett—to the Committee on Pensions. . 

S. 4588. An act granting a pension to Hannah B. Nyce—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8.4551. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Gable—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3898. An act granting an imcrease of pension to Noah C. 
Standiford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3864. An act granting an increase of pension to Dean W. 
King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





| of ships that will be added to the Navy, and how soon it will 


| Further, let us see what is said by the offic 


8. 3556. An act granting an increase of pension to Theodore | 


P. Rynder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3253. An act granting an increase of pension to Gilbert L. 
Eberhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3122. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3075. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma J. 
Kanady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2985. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 2456. An act granting a pension to William G. Bradley—to | 


the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2304. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. 
Merrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2251. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward W. 
Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1990. An act granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Howland—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


| began her service and went into commi 


| the naval appropriation bill. 


S. 1946. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward J. 
Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1690. An act granting an increase of pension to James K. 
Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1660. An act granting an increase of pension to John C, 
Wilkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8S. 1299. An act granting a pension to John M. Reimer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 899. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Moulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 331. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry BE. 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 304. An act granting a pension to Sarah C. Nicklin—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 7181. An act to amend section 1742 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

S. 7055. An act to provide for the segregation of lepers and 
to prevent the spread of leprosy in the United States—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 68. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha M. 
Bolton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 





- ‘ | State the Union. 
S. 5890. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew | state of the Union 


The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union; Mr. Datzett in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
The Clerk will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval War College, Rhode Island: For maintenance of the Naval War 
College on Coasters Harbor Island, and care of grounds for same, 
$12,300 ; one draftsman, at $1,200 per year; service of a lecturer on in- 
ternational law, $1,000; services of civilian lecturers rendered at the 
War College, $600; purchase of books of reference, $400; 
$1,200 per year; in all, $16,700. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to strike out the last word. 

Yesterday, Mr. Chairman, I stated that the average time in 
which a man-of-war would become unfit for further service was 
a period of twenty years. That was controverted in the House 
by my friend from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton], who said: 

Are you aware of the fact that the Teras is 20 years of age as a bat- 
tle ship, and is in perfect repair in the United States Navy 7 

I said that I was not aware of it, because I did not know any- 
thing about it. Then, further, the gentleman from Pennsy! 
vania [Mr. Butter] said that the 7'eras did great fighting at 
Santiago when she was 14 or 15 years old. 

Now, when we are to pass upon the question of the number 


one librari 


be before we shall be asked to replace these ships, we may well 
understand the facts. My friend from West Virginia was in 
grievous error about the J'eras when he said she was 20 ; ; 
old. I have here the official record, when she was launched and 
put into service. She was launched in June, 1892, twelve and 
one-half years ago. I have followed the official record and find 
that her first commission was in 1895. When she did such good 
service in Santiago, instead of being 13 or 14 years old, it was 
only three years since she had received her first commission 
Further, Mr. Chairman, the figures will show that even in this 
brief duration of twelve years the expenses of this boat in 
pairs have been a large proportion of the cost of a new 


rs of the Depart 


ment in answer to the statement made here by members of the 
committee. What do they think about the Teras? It is about 
twelve years since she was launched, nine years since she first 
sion, and she is now, by 
the officers of the Navy, said to be no longer fit, even at the 
expiration of nine years, for first-class work. Here is a memo- 
randum made one year ago, in 1904, from the Bureau of Naval 
Intelligence: 

1904 to 1908. The following ships sh 
naval line of defense to do battle 


ld not be counted 
: Coast Defense Squad 


And in the Coast Defense Squadron I find the Teras. So, Mr 


| Chairman, I wish to call the attention of the « imittee to 1 
fact, and of the Committee of the Whole to the fact, tl } 
I said we should calculate that at the expir of rs 
a man-of-war was pra ally unfit for f her , I was 
giving the figures of the Navy Department id when y friend 


ee 


from West Virginia said the Teras was 20 years old, he fel 
into an error. 
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Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say simply this: 
The Texas was authorized in 1886. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. DAYTON. Since the gentleman has called my attention 
to it, I think it is true it was built at a Government yard, and 
its period of building was extended over a number of years. 
The other suggestion that he makes, that the ship is not classed 
among the first-class battle ships, but as a coastwise defense 
ship, simply grows out of its size. It is a ship of 6,000 and 
some tons, but the battle ships we are now building are 16,000 
and some tons. For its duties, and in accordance with its 
power and tonnage, my statement stands good that the Jezras 
to-day is an efficient ship. 

Mr. PERKINS. Can the gentleman state how much has been 
spent in repairs and alterations of the Texas? 

Mr. DAYTON. No; I can not state that. 
these figures in my mind. 

Mr. RIXBY. Mr. Chairman, f find that there is some mis- 
apprehension in reference to a remark made by me in regard to 
our ships being obsolete. I did not state that the ships of the 
United States were obsolete. On the contrary, I believe that 
the ships of our Government are the most modern that exist 
to-day. I did state that in some particulars the ships of the 
Illinois class of our battle ships of 4 years old and older were 
to some extent obsolete. 
REcORD—was : 

I would like to state the further fact which came out in the hearings, 
that all our vessels—battle ships and armored cruisers—4 years 
old are to some extent obsolete at the present time, because their guns 
were built for brown powder and the guns now use smokeless powder. 

That statement to some extent was challenged, as I under- 
stand it, by the gentleman from West Virginia. I do not know 
that he fully understood my statement. On the hearings be- 
fore the Naval Committee, Mr. VREELAND asked the Chief of 
the Bureau of Ordnance, Rear-Adminal Mason, this question: 


I can not carry 


My statement—and I read from the 





I think Admiral Converse told us yesterday that ordnance on battle | 
ships built as recently as the Illinois was obsolete, so far as being the | 


best now made is concerned. 

Rear-Admiral Mason. Oh, decidedly. 

Mr. — They are away behind what we are making now, in 

er words ? 
ean iain! MASON. Yes, sir; in many ways. 

Hie then stated that to furnish new guns and to remount them 
would cost $1,000,000 for each battle ship. 

So far as I am concerned, I am in favor of having the most 
modern Navy in the world. I am in favor of haying it raised 
to the highest point of efficiency. 
the new guns and the new mounts for all of the battle ships 
that have guns for the brown powder, so that they can be 
brought up to the standard of efficiency. 

Mr. DAYTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RIXBEY. Yes. 

Mr. DAYTON. I desire to say that it was a misunderstand- 
ing between the gentleman and myself. I understood him to 
refer to the hull of the vessel and not to the ordnance. I agree 
with him exactly. 

Mr. RIXEY. There is no difference between us, then, in re- 
gard to that matter 

Mr. DAYTON. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_Naval Home, Philadelphia, Pa.: One superintendent of grounds, at 


I am ready to yote to furnish | 


| yesterday afternoon. 


It has been generally known for some time that Russia is planning 
the reconstruction of her navy, and tenders have been sent by British 
and German shipbuilders, and finally by the American shipbuildin 
trust, recently reorganized under the name of the Bethlehem Stee 
Corporation. 

The American bid received favorable consideration and negotiations 
followed. Mr. Schwab’s friends say that he is enthusiastic over his 
Sr success and confidently expects to close the contract with 

ussia. 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that there are a num- 
ber of people in the United States who, when they read that 
item or similar items that appeared at the time in American 
newspapers, at once had a swelling of the chest, and felt what 
a glorious country the United States was; that here was an 
American who expected to secure from the Russian Govern- 
ment a contract to construct $100,000,000 worth of battle ships 
and other munitions of war. Many of the laboring men of the 
United States, no doubt, said, “Ah, more money to be paid out 
for labor; that’s a glorious thing.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I merely introduce that clipping at this 
stage in order to call attention to a very serious matter which 
seems to me to be entirely overlooked in the discussion of these 
naval appropriations. Therefore, I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment, and, with the consent of the committee, will offer 
the following formal amendment to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. BAKER. After line 9, on page 10. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of line 9, page 10: 

‘No armor plates, no guns or gun carriages, nor parts of same; no 
battle ship, cruiser, gunboat, torpedo, torpedo boat, or torpedo-boat 
destroyer, nor parts of same; no naval submarine boat; no rifle nor 
rifled cannon, or other munitions of war, may hereafter be exported 
from the United States, nor shall any of the above be sold to any for- 


eign, government or agent thereof, except that rifles belonging to indi- 
viduals and which are used or intended solely for sport by the owner 


| shall be exempt from the provisions of this prohibition.” 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
that is not germane to the section and that it is new legislation. 

Mr. BAKER. I will ask the gentleman to reserve his point 
of order. 

Mr. FOSS. I should like to get along with the reading of the 
bill. The whole question of armor plate will come in later, and 
I would respectfully suggest that the gentleman wait until we 
reach that section. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I will call the attention of the 
chairman of the Naval Committee to the fact that he kindly 
agreed I should have ten minutes in the general debate, in addi- 
tion to such time as I was to receive from the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Meyer], who controlled the time on this side of 
the House. I was unable to be present yesterday, and there- 
fore could not avail myself of the kindness either of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana or the gentleman from Illinois. Now, I 
do not ask for the thirty minutes that I was to have had yester- 
day in the general debate on this bill, but only for a few minutes 
to discuss my amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. I will state that I did agree to give the gentle- 
man ten minutes in the general debate, but he was not present 
Therefore, I will reserve the point of 


| order. 


$720; one steward, at $480; one matron, at $420; one beneficiaries’ at- | 


tendant, at $240; one chief cook, at $360; one assistant cook, at $240; 
one assistant cook, at $180; one chief laundress, at $192; five laun- 
dresses, at $168 each; four scrubbers, at $168 each; one head waitress, 
at $192: eight waitresses, at $168 each; one kitchen servant, at $200; 
eight laborers, at $240 each; one stable keeper and driver, at $360; 


one master at arms, at $480; two house corporals, at $500 each; one | 
barber, at $360; one carpenter, at $845: one painter, at $845; one | 
engineer for elevator and machinery, $600; three laborers, at $360 
each: three laborers, at $300 each; total for employees, $14,070. Miscel- | 
laneou Water rent and lighting, $2,100; cemetery, burial expenses, and 
headstones, $450; improvement of grounds, $780; repairs to buildings, 
boilers, furnaces, and furniture, $8,000; music in chapel, $600; trans- 
portation of indigent and destitute beneficiaries to the Naval Home, 
$100; support of beneficiaries, $50,725; total miscellaneous, $62,755, | 
in all, for Naval Home, $76,825, which sum shall be paid out of the in- | 
come from the naval pension fund. 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I do so for the purpose of calling the attention of the 
House to the following clipping, being a cablegram from New 
York, which appeared in the London Daily Mail of February 1. 
I ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Daily Mail, February 1, 1905.] 
New Yor«K, Tuesday, January 31, 1905. 

Mr. Charles M. Schwab, representing the Bethlehem Steel Corpora- 
tion, sails within the next fortnight for St. Petersburg, where he hopes 
to complete negotiations with the Russian Government for the building 
of ten new warships and other naval works at a cost of £20,000,000, 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I hope my time will count 
from now on, and that the time taken by the gentleman from 
Illinois will not be deducted from it. 

If it is true, if the proposition is a sincere one that the hun- 
dred million dollars which is to be appropriated by this bill, 
and which, I have no doubt, will pass practically as it comes 
from the committee, is to be appropriated because it is necessary, 
because there is danger that some of the great so-called “ civil- 
ized powers ” may in the near future make an overt attack upon 
the United States, then it does seem to me that there is no 
greater service we can render to the country than to prevent 
any man in the United States sending to a foreign country mu- 
nitions of war, which may at any time be used against this 
country and to destroy the property of American citizens. We 
are told that it is patriotism that requires this enormous ap- 
propriation. We are told that those who go to the front, who 
shoulder the musket, who walk the deck of the battle ship, are 
the real patriots of the United States. But what are we to 
think of a man who for profit will place it in the power of an- 
other nation to do great injury to the American people, to de- 
stroy American cities, to destroy American ships? Surely if a 
man who mans a battle ship or the man who shoulders a musket 
is a patriot, he who gives support to the enemy by furnishing ‘ 
prospective hostile nation is a traitor to his country, and no 
excuse can be offered, no excuse should be accepted for such 
traitorous conduct, and if any man is engaged in the business 
for profit—as, of course, they all are—that ought, in my mind, 
to be the last excuse to be offered. 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, are you sincere—I ask the men of this 
House who are supporting this naval appropriation on both 
sides of this Chamber—are you sincere in your contention that 
it is necessary and proper that this large sum of money should 
be appropriated for defending the people of the United States 
from foreign attack? If you are sincere, can you consistently, 
can you with a recognition of your duty to your fellow-citizens, 
permit this great wrong to be done? Can you permit men to 
send battle ships abroad, to send thousands of rifles abroad, to 
send guns and gun carriages and other munitions of war abroad? 
If patriotism is a real sentiment, and if that is the sentiment 
that is behind this appropriation bill, then you can not defend 
the United States in any better way than by adopting my amend- 
ment, because there can be no more important means of de- 
fense, its purpose being to prevent Americans supplying other 
nations with the means of inflicting great injury upon the 
United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I recognize how futile is the effort, how ab- 


solutely abortive it is likely to be, and yet I should not be true | 


to the cause of peace and justice and to myself if I did not call 
the attention of this House to the words of some of the world’s 
great humanitarians, some of whom men on both sides of this 
Chamber frequently render lip service to on this floor and else- 
where. 

How hollow and insincere that lip service is is shown in the 





this unholy gospel; not merely declaring the inevitability of 
war, but extolling the “ glory” of war. 

Against these misrepresentatives of real Christianity I pit 
the language of a great English lord chancellor: 

I abominate war as un-Christian. I hold it to be the greatest of 
human crimes. I deem it to include all others—violence, blood, rapine, 


fraud—everything that can deform the character, alter the nature, 
and debase the name of man. 


In expressing his abomination of war as “ un-Christian,” and 
holding it to be “ the greatest of human crimes,” Lord Brougham 
was an infinitely higher type of Christian than any deacon, 
priest, or bishop who attempts to defend it or to palliate its 
crimes. 

From time to time the world is shocked by the account of 
some great disaster—an eruption of a Mont Pelee or a Vesu- 
vius, with its destruction of thousands of lives, a tidal wave on 
the coast of India or some other eastern country,with thousands 
swept away; an earthquake, engulfing other thousands. It 
temporarily stands aghast when such calamities become known, 
while whole communities work themselves into a condition of 
frenzy when a pestilence breaks out. 

But when news comes of some great battle, in which scores 
of thousands of lives are destroyed and other scores of thou- 





| sands permanently wounded, no sense of horror is expressed, 
| but rather exultation at the magnitude of the victory—that is, 


action of Members last year, to say nothing of previous years, in | 


voting some ninety-eight millions for a navy. On that occasion 


mine was the only vote cast against the naval appropriation bill, | expressed by Ellsworth: 
and it will most likely be the only one so cast this year. And 


yet, Mr. Chairman, men on both sides of this Chamber will | 


from time to time pay homage to the men whose words of de- 
nunciation of war I am about to quote. 


tions for war by these men that I hardly know which of the 
numerous quotations from their speeches and writings to read 
to the House. 

Let me first call attention to this by Benjamin Franklin, one 
of the fathers of the country, whom Republicans and Demo- 
crats alike affect to reverence: 

All wars are follies, very expensive and very mischievious ones. 
There never has been nor ever will be any such thing as good war or 
a bad peace. Better for mankind to settle their difficulties even by 
the cast of a die than by fighting and destroying each other. 

Note what Franklin says: 

There never has been nor ever will be any such thing as a “ good” 
war. 

That, Mr. Chairman, is my contention. No war ever was 
justified. One party or the other thereto has always been an 
aggressor; frequently both have been inspired by the spirit of 
aggression. 

Listen to this by one of the greatest orators the world ever 
produced, Edmund Burke: 

War suspends the rule of moral obligation, and what is long sus- 
pended is in danger of being totally abrogated. 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, you can not let loose the dogs of war; 
you can not arouse the basest passions of man—the desire for 
physical conquest, with its attendant lust, rapine, theft, and 


the slaughter—while the man who has so directed the soldiers 
on his side that they have killed the larger number is hailed as 
a great “ hero”—a world conqueror. As it has been so well 


The earth has been desolated by pestilence, by famine, by earth- 
quakes, by deluges and inundations, but no desolation has ever been 
so terrible, so destructive, as that of war. And, as an aggravation 
of the evil, it does not, like the others, result from the operation of 


~ ‘ " | the great laws of the physical world, but it is the invention of man. 
So much has been written and said against war and prepara- | pay or a ea 


The world affects to mourn the loss of life due to pestilence 
or famine, but it applauds and canonizes the “ successful” de- 
stroyer of human life when the operations are on a large scale. 

No wonder that that great word painter, Charles Dickens—he 
whose pen was ever engaged in exposing sham and pretense and 


| hypocrisy, whose best works are vivid portrayals of the injus- 


tices the masses suffer at the hands of their despoilers, generally 
their “ betters ’—should have been impelled to present the cruel, 
hideous, inhuman side of war: 


We talk exultingly of a “ splendid charge,” yet very few will think of 


the hideous particulars these two airy words stand for. The “ splendid 
charge” is a headlong rush of men on horses urged to their fullest 
speed, riding down and overwhelming a mass of men on foot The 
reader’s mind goes no further, being content with the information that 


murder—and then by the waft of a wand allay those passions. | 


To say nothing of the wholesale ruin, desolation, and death that 
you have caused, the evil effects upon the individuals engaged 
may last for years—aye, may never be eradicated. 

No wonder that Carlyle has said: 

A battle is a terrible conjugation of the verb kill. 
killest, he kills, we kill, ye kill, they kill, all kill. 

And Channing: 

War is the concentration of all human crimes. 

Oh, Mr. Chairman, I wish this House would ponder over the 
words of one of America’s great statesmen, Charles Sumner, 
who said: 

War crushes, with bloody heel, all beneficence, all happiness, all jus- 
tice, all that is godlike in man. It suspends every commandment of 
the decalogue; it sets at naught every principle of the Gospel; it 
silences all law, human as well as divine, except only that blasphemous 
code of its own, the laws of war. 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, it is true, it is the universal experience 
of mankind that war does crush out “all beneficence, all sense 
of justice, all that is godlike in man.” 

When condemnation is expressed at some particularly devilish 
act, which even deyoteas of war, those who assert its “ inevita- 
bility,” have not the hardihood to excuse, we are told, “ Yes, it 
is deplorable, but it’s according to the ‘laws of war.’ ” 

No wonder Gerrit Smith said: 

The power of war to demoralize the world and to corrupt the purest 


religion in the world is abundantly manifest in the fact that the moral 
and religious sense of even good men is not shocked by war. 


Even bishops, leaders of the church, are to be found preaching 


I kill, thou 


the enemy’s line was “ broken” and “ gave way.” It does not fill up 
the picture. When the “splendid charge” has done its work, there will 
be found a sight very much like the scene of a frightful railway acci- 
dent. There will be a full complement of broken backs, of arms twisted 
off, of men impaled on their bayonets, of legs smashed up like bits of 
firewood, of heads crushed by iron hoofs of horses, of faces trampled 
out of all likeness to anything human. So the dismal catalogue runs. 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, so the dismal, hideous, horrible, frightful, 
appalling catalogue runs. And yet, with these horrors before 
them, with a knowledge of the terrible effects which always 
result, “ war is a state,” as Sidney Smith has said, “into which 
the mass of mankind rush with the greatest avidity, hailing offi- 
cial murderers in scarlet, gold, and cock’s feathers as the great- 
est and most glorious of human creatures.” 

Well we may ask, in the words of Vaughn: 

Are we forever to contemplate with admiration and applause the 


science of war, that sharpens the intellect to acquire the skil! of 
murder? 


“That sharpens the intellect,” not for the progress and ad 


| vancement of the race, not to promote peace and justice and 
| therefore happiness among the nations of the earth, but to 
| “acquire the skill to murder.” 


We are told, Mr. Chairman, by some of the advocates of the 
enormously wasteful and criminal appropriations carried in this 
bill, that they only do so because other nations are doing like- 
wise. As I pointed out last year in opposing the naval bill for 
the current year—the plea was then made that we must appro- 
priate a hundred millions to provide more battle ships, etc., be- 
cause Germany had a naval programme calling for a rapid in- 
crease in its naval force—that having now become a “ world 
power,” we must accept its responsibilities. We never hear of 
our responsibilities to maintain ideals, to stand for justice, for 
right, for humanity. Those responsibilities we are told then 
required that we should keep ahead of Germany in the size of 
our Navy. I then said, and I regret to say that my prophecy 
has come true, that we should next be told that it was neccessary 
to compete with Great Britain. 

Mr. Chairman, by the very nature of things, as I pointed out 
in that speech, January 21, 1904, there is no limit that can be 
placed on this insensate competition. Speaking of the German 
Navy League, the American Navy League, and the British Navy 
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League, each engaged in the entirely “friendly” rivalry of see- 
ing which can work up the people of their respective countries 
to approving of the largest naval appropriations, this is what I 
said: 

If the agitations of these navy leagues were not inherently wicked, in 
that they incite a desire for wholesale killing of other peoples, their 
purpose would yet be the most stupid and illogical that men otherwise 
presumably sane could engage in. 

* ~ * os a2 * m 

If these navy leaguers were not such boisterous patriots, so that their 
thinking apparatus could work for a moment, ey might ask them- 
selves, Where is all this to end? 

Not a larger navy that Germany, for we must then go on and build 
one larger than England. Besides, this insane fever for “‘ bigness” in 
@ navy produces a corresponding desire for bigness among the Germans 
and the British; each acts and reacts upon the other. 

When we build more efficient war vessels to destroy Dnglishmen or 
Germans their navy leagues point to the number and size of our naval 
appropriations as a reason for more ships and larger appropriations by 
those countries. 

So the ridiculous, Insane, mad, folly goes on. The more foolish we 


become in this strife for naval supremacy the more are Buropean | 


nations incited to the creation of even bigger navies than heretofore, 
no matter what the cost. Where is it to end? Where else can this 
fatuous policy lead us if not to a war with some other nation? 

Was there ever anything so foolish or so insane? And yet the men 
who clamor for these immense appropriations “in order to get ready 
for war” boast of their level headedness and their “ practicality.” 

Mr. Chairman, I regret that my prognostication is being so 
quickly fulfilled. In this matter I should have much preferred 
to have proven a false prophet. Instead of this bill being in 
the interest of peace, as some of its supporters have the hardi- 
hood to claim, it is a direct incentive to war, as I said a year 


ago: 


Where else can this fatuous policy lead us if not into a war with | 


some other nation. 


Lt is as true to-day as ever that, as James B. Miles has said: 
The truth is, if nations learn war and prepare for war, they will | 


have war. If they study the things that make for peace and prepare | 
for peace they will have peace. 

Mr. Chairman, where are the followers of Thomas Jefferson 
who are truly loyal to the great principles he promulgated? 


Are the Democrats on this floor content to pay him the poor 
homage of saying they are Jeffersonians without making any 


efforts to make his principles the vital force which should direct | 


this nation? Some of them say, “ Oh, Jefferson maintained the 
country’s honor. Didn’t he threaten to whip the Barbary 
piraies?” 

What then? Jefferson was not a mossback; he was a leader. 
He did not hesitate to blaze the way along which mankind 
proceed. Jefferson was a leader of thought. He was not con- 
tent to sit still and say, “ This is as far as anyone has yet gone 
in promulgating the principles which should govern nations.” 
Jefferson was far in advance of the conventional thought of 
his day, while most of those on this floor who profess to follow 


him are behind the progressive thought of to-day. 

lo be true to Jefferson’s memory they should be leaders in 
the world’s advancement, and not laggards. 

Inoculated as most of the men on the other side are with the 
spirit of “ strenuosity,” I know it is useless to appeal to them 
even to “go slow” in this matter of an immense navy, but 


surely something more can be expected from Democrats than 
to sit by and see the fever of “ bigness ” run its course. 


Mr. Chairman, Democrats at least ought to harken to these 
words of Jefferson: 

Will nations never devise a more rational umpire of differences than 
fi ? War is an instrument entirely inefficient toward redressing 


Why do not the followers of Jefferson “ devise a more rational | 


umpire than force?” If he were living to-day, who can doubt 
that his clarion yoice would ring out in denunciation of those 
who preach the necessity of war, or that he would be here advo- 
cating a policy of universal peace? 

r as Clark described it accurately when he said: 

J is only fit for wild beasts and is below the reason and dignity 
| 

Mr. Chairman, we hear much of the “ glory” of war, but the 
other side—the tragedy side—of the war picture is always 
glossed over. As Dickens said, “ The reader’s mind goes no 
further. It does not fill up the picture.” 


What is that other side? It is that the sufferings and deso- | 


lation of war are borne by human beings. We talk about a na- 
tion losing so many lives. It is individuals that are killed or 
maimed. It is the family that loses its breadwinner; it is the 
wife and the children that lose husband and father; it is the 


mother that loses the son. 


Millions every week pray to the Prince of Peace. Bishops, 
clergymen, priests, and ministers invoke blessings from the 
Heavenly Father upon their congregations and then do the 
devil's work by asserting the “ unavoidability of war.” 


Is it surprising, Mr. Chairman, that John Wesley should have 
been provoked to speak of— 

These “Christian” kingdoms, that are tearing out each others’ 
bowels, desolating one another with fire and sword. 

Joseph John Gurney was right: 

. . those who follow the Lamb whithersoever he goeth, war is never 
right. 

To those ministers who are not followers of the lowly Naza- 
rene, but of the god of war, I would commend this: 

There are those who say, and professed Christians, too: ‘‘ When you 
can get all the rest of the world to adopt the peace ae we will 
do the same.” It might as well be said: “Just make all the world 
honest, and we will be honest, too,” or, “‘ Make all the world truthful, 
and we will be truthful, too.” 

Mr. Chairman, I will not dwell further on this aspect of the 
question, except to read a few verses from two poems, the first 


| by a woman, Luzerne Ray, who years ago preached the true 


gospel in these words: 


Must the sword devour forever, 
Always slay and never spare? 

Must the horrid din of battle 
Always ring upon the air? 


But not so I read the future; 
There the best, the highest stand, 
While the Samson and the Cesar 
Are the base ones of the land. 


There the thrones and crowns are given 
To the monarchs of the mind; 
But the slayers and destroyers 





\ir. Chairman, we boast that we are a “ Christian” people. | 





Are the outlaws of mankind. 


| The other from one of America’s best-beloved poets, Long- 
| fellow: 
This is the arsenal. From floor to ceiling, 

* Like a huge organ, rise the burnished arms; 


But from their silent pipes no anthem pealing 
Startles the villages with strange alarms. 


Ah! what a sound will rise, how wild and dreary, 
When the death-angel touches those swift keys! 
What loud lament and dismal Miserere 
Will mingle with their awful symphonies! 


The tumult of each sacked and burning village ; 
The shout that every prayer for mercy drowns}; 
The soldiers’ revels in the midst of pillage; 
The wail of famine in beleagured towns. 


Were half the power, that fills the world with terror, 
Were half the wealth, bestowed on camps and courts, 
Given to redeem the human mind from error, 
There were no need of arsenals or forts: 


The warrior’s name would be a name abhorred! 
And every nation, that should lift again 

Its hand against brother, on its forehead 
Would wear forevermore the curse of Cain! 


Mr. Chairman, earnestly as I am opposed to war, firmly be- 
lieving as I do that all wars are avoidable—those who insist 
that some particular war was inevitable really mean that one 
of the parties thereto was driven to it by the continued aggres- 
sions of the other, for it is absurd to say that the aggressor 
can not abstain from acts of aggression—nevertheless I re- 
spect those who, believing their country right, offer their lives 
to defend it. But I have nothing but detestation and abhor- 
rence for those who profit from their eountry’s troubles. 

He who offers himself gives that which is most precious and 
should be held as the most precious of human possessions—his 
life. But the man who traflics in a nation’s distress by ex- 
| changing his accumulated wealth for its promises to pay—its 
bonds—at bargain-counter rates, in my judgment is nothing 
less than a human vampire. 

sut, Mr. Chairman, I go further. I insist that he who has 
yielded up his life in his country’s defense has given more 
than the man who has given all his worldly possessions, no 
matter how great they were. If you will have wars, then the 
least you should do is to divide its responsibilities and its 
dangers equally. Those who give their lives give their all; 
why should they who refuse to offer their lives to defend their 
| country give less than their entire possessions? No war should 
| be paid for by subsequent generations. It is those who favor 
the war, but who do not offer their lives to carry it on, that 
should pay for it. Why should subsequent generations be 
compelled to pay the cost of a war as to the necessity or jus- 
tice of which they had nothing tosay? But there is another and 
stronger reason. This is not merely a just proposition, but it 
is a wise one. 

Who can doubt that if the millionaires of years ago, or the 
multimillionaires of to-day, were compelled to pay the whole 
cost of a prospective war, wars which in many instances they 
have deliberately provoked for the reason I have already sug- 
gested, viz, that they might traffic in the nation’s distress and 
compel its Government to take 10, 20, or even 30 per cent less 
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than par for its bonds (which on the conclusion of the war 
they sell, perhaps, for as large a premium as they obtained 
them at a discount), who can doubt that instead of as now 
the influence of this powerful class being cast for a war which 
will bring them no danger, but large prospective profits, that 
they would exert every influence against war? 

Mr. Chairman, if the people of any generation vote for a war 
it must be because they believe it just. If that is the reason, is 
it asking too much that the man who offers his life shall have 
that offering matched by the possessions of him who refuses to 
endanger himself? What is the plea that is made for these war 
preparations? Is it not that we must protect property? Oh, 
some of you will say that it is to protect “life and property.” 
Well, let us see. Nations no longer make war on noncombatants 
(except that we murder people wholesale when they are Chinese 
or Filipinos) nor to take the inhabitants of another nation into 
captivity. Therefore noncombatants need run no risk of phys- 
ical danger; they can withdraw beyond the fighting lines. That 
being so, it follows that what is being fought for is the posses- 
sion of wealth. Japan, we are told, demands some three or four 
hundred millions of dollars (those dollars merely being ex- 
changeable for wealth) as the price of concluding the war. 


Now if wealth is the prize at stake, surely wealth should pay | 


the cost of protection. But more. If the defense is effective, 


surely the man who has a million dollars of wealth has received | 


protection out of all preportion to that large proportion of the 


population who have practically no accumulated weaith—and | 


there are millions such. 

If the millionaire were compelled to give up a quarter or ¢ 
third of his possessions, he would have paid a smali price for the 
conservation of the balance. If the multimillionaire were called 
upon for half or even three-quarters of his possessions, he would 
not have contributed as much as he who gave his life. 

But, Mr. Chairman, aside from the absolute Justice of this, it 
should commend itself to this House on the ground of its being 
a sure preventive of war. 

I have not the slightest doubt that if this plan were adopted 
we should never hear of the possibility again. Who are the 
men that decide the policies of Europe, as they do—our policies? 
Lombard street and Wall street decide the actions of Great 
Britain and the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, the Rothschilds in’London, and the Rocke- 
fellers and Morgans, of New York, determine the destinies of 
the two great English-speaking peoples, while the Rothschilds, 
Bleichroders, and the other big bankers decide for France, 
Germany, Russia, ete., whether those nations shall war or 
not. They are the men who profit most from war. In fact, 


war are the greatest—the possibilities of war would be almost 
nil, and they would be entirely removed if the opportunities for 
exploitation were done away with by taxing into public treas- 
uries the annual values of all special privileges. 

Mr. Chairman, the man who supplies another country with 
the means of injuring his own country is a traitor compared 
with whom Benedict Arnold was a saint. 
civilization and morals. It is at once the greatest and basest of 
crimes. So monstrous is this anomaly of the union of blatant 
patriotism and soulless greed by these men that it seems in- 
credible that civilized nations have not long ago prohibited 
their citizens from supplying other nations with the means of 
attack. 

The man who does this, I care not who he be, whether a 
Krupp or an Armstrong, a Carnegie or a Schwab, is the mean- 
est and most contemptible of traitors and ought forever to be 
branded with the brand of Cain. 

The other day when I saw one of these terrible fighting ma- 
chines passing down the East River, under the Brooklyn Bridge, 
and out to sea, I could not help meditating on its horrible por- 
tent. 

To think that it contained several hundred human beings 
whose every faculty was being trained, not for the highest serv- 
ice to their fellows, but keyed to the highest pitch of possible 
destructiveness! It was bad enough that thousands of other 
men had been engaged for months—yes, years—in the construc- 
tion of this deadly weapon; that they had been withdrawn from 
useful vocations and concentrated their faculties to the task 
of making this a terrible engine of destruction; that was bad— 
aye, it was horrible—that men should be thus turned from 
useful pursuits; but ’twas even worse to contemplate that the 
hundreds upon this vessel might be going out to deal death, 
destruction, and desolation all around them—going out under 
the blue canopy of heaven where all was serene, all was peace- 
ful, where the very atmosphere seemed to tell of the all-per- 
vading love of the Creator for mankind; this vessel seemed 
a veritable monster, the very incarnation of evil; every porthole 
seemed to hiss a hatred of other men and other peoples. 

This was horrible; but a greater horror even than that was 
the thought that neither those who sent them out, thus primed 


It is a crime against 


| to deal destruction and death, nor the occupants of the vessel 


Mr. Chairman, much of their gigantic fortunes were built up | 
by wars, for a war is the harvest time of him who knows in | 


advance what moves are to be made, whether they make for 
peace or for war, and your Rothschilds, Rockefellers, and Mor- 
gans controlling governments always secure advance informa- 


| ately engage in this business of wholesale murder, 


tion out of which they coin other millions besides those they | 


make by kindly taking a nation’s securities at depressed prices. 
Mr. Chairman, let England demand from Lord Rothschild 


and we from our American emperor, John D. Rockefeller, one- | 


half of their wealth to pay the cost of a possible war, and 
twenty-four hours would barely elapse before the nation would 
learn through the organs they control that there was no occa- 
sion for war. 


Mr. Chairman, to-day, as with past generations,.there are two | 


forces which make for war, because they profit from war. 
Those just referred to, who play the Shylock by trading in a 
nation’s necessities, and those who all the time are carrying on 
a “campaign of education” for war. I do not believe, and I 
do not think that any one else seriously believes, that the so- 


ealled “ great civilized nations”? would forever be almost on | 


the verge of war with dhe or other of their number if it were | 


not that great fortunes are all the time being made by those 
who make battle ships, cannon, and other munitions of war. 
These men are ever propagating the doctrine of hate; in each 
country they are continually disseminating the idea that some 
other nation contemplates some act of aggression, is inspired 
by an unquenchable hate, and but waits a*favorable chance to 
exhibit it and destroy the other nation. The masses of the peo- 
ple of both nations, victims of the oppressions of those who 
despoil them through some form of special privilege, are de- 
luded by the insensate clamor which the organs of these inter- 
ests are always promoting. 

Were it not from the Krupps et al. in Germany; the Arm- 
strongs, Whitworths, Vickers-Maxims of Great Britain, and the 
Cramps, Carnegies, and Schwabs of this country, who make 
enormous fortunes out of munitions of war; were it not for 
the great bankers I have named, who reap enormous harvests 
out of every financial disturbance—and war and rumors of 


itself, had any conception of the fearful crime against humanity 
which was involved in the whole proceeding. A nation professing 
regard for the teachings of the lowly Nazarene, without even the 
shadow of the flimsy pretense which European nations offer 


for 


such unchristian conduct, this nation debasing, degrading, and 
suppressing its higher impulses by engaging in a game which 


would disgrace the most canabalistic of savage tribes. 

What can be more monstrous? What further proof is required 
of how far we are from rea! civilization when men will deliber- 
while those 
who are given prominence are extolled as heroes, and 
asked to bow down and worship them; while those who 
through the newspapers they control assiduously fan the flame 
of the people’s passions, ever ready to provoke war so that they 
may buy its bonds at bargain-counter prices, and be hailed 
“ saviors ” of the nation in its hour of distress? 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that my amendment to prohibit this 
traitorous business will prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


we are 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out. in 
9, page 10, the word “ three” and insert the word “ two.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 9, page 10, strike out the word “ three” and insert ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do that for the purpose 
ascertaining the occasion for so large an increase in this | 
ular item. It was $2,000,000 last year, and there must lx 
reason for this increase of 33 per cent. I would like 
from the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, there is an increase of a 
dollars in this item. It takes care of an item, which always has 
been in the naval appropriation bill every year, of 3500,000 


reserve supply of ammunition. The new Chief of the 


of Ordnance desired that that be carried in the main item of 1! 
bill, so it simply makes an increase of $500,000. That increzs« 
is due to the fact that our Navy is increasing in the number of 
its ships, and consequently there is more work for the Bureau 
of Ordnance to do. This appropriation is the working appr 
priation of the Bureau. Under this appropriation all ordi 
work is included at all the navy-yards, the magazines, val 
proving grounds, and all repairs, alterations, improvements in 


guns, mounts, and other ordnance material is ¢ yupleted out of 
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this; also for care and preservation of ordnance stored on 
shore and afloat, all ammunition including that for target prac- 
tice. Of this appropriation a million dollars is used for target 
practice alone. 

There is a deficiency this year under this appropriation of 
half a million dollars. Now, that is the reason why we increase 
it. We increase it simply by the amount of the deficiency— 
half a million dollars. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And the transfer from the other item? 

Mr. FOSS. And the transfer from the other previous item. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Purchase and manufacture of smokeless powder, $500,000. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to ask the chairman of the committee if 
there is any other item in the bill under which the Department 
is authorized to purchase powder? 

Mr. FOSS. This is the only item, as I understand it. 

Mr. COWHERD. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee if it is not a fact that the Department has been 
accustomed to so construe the naval appropriation bill that 
they could use the appropriations for the armor and armament 
of ships to purchase powder? 

Mr. FOSS. Not that I am aware of, unless the gentleman 
may have information to the contrary. 

Mr. COWHERD. Well, I take this occasion to call the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the committee to what seems to me to 
be a very reprehensible practice. We heard this morning some 
discussion about the prerogatives'‘of the House being invaded by 
another branch of the legislative department. 

It seems to me that one of the most dangerous things facing 
the country to-day is the continuous grasping of power in the 
bureaus and the continuous reaching out of every bureau to 
grasp more power. There are 386 men in this House, and if 
some bureau takes a small part of the right or privilege of the 
whole body we care but little about it, but when the House 
limits in the slightest the smallest matter of privilege or au- 
thority of one of the bureau chiefs, he immediately resents it. 
I want to call attention to another item in this bill. Several 
years ago the proper bureau, I suppose it is the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks, furnished an estimate asking for $60,000 or $70,000 
for coal sheds at Mare Island. The Naval Committee in their 
wisdom decided not to grant it and refused, and the next year 
the Bureau sent in an estimate again, asking at that time for 
$65,000, and again the Naval Committee in their judgment re- 
fused, and the House sustained them. Then the Bureau took 
the money out of the appropriation that was made for the pur- 
chase and storing of coal and built the sheds anyway, regard- 
less of the decision of the committee of this House and of Con- 


gress. 


whenever the House chose to limit them in the amount we pro- 
pose to appropriate for the use of target practice or display or 


anything else, if in our judgment we concluded they only onght | 


to have a certain amount and they desired more they simply 
reached into another appropriation and dragged it out. 
I am going to send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read a 


letter written me on the 10th of last November by the present | 


Secretary of the Navy in response an i iry, ¢ vis ; 

ae a = poke .< ame ae Sie eee Ps ae | for coal sheds at Mare Island, the Department diverted to that 
Sa) é ‘ : Be ae Such sasieeiaiie | purpose funds appropriated for an entirely different purpose. 
\ sur i 


tion upon the present Secretary of the Navy. 
of this abuse of official power as have come to my attention 
have occurred, all of them, I think, prior to the time that he 
took the position that he now holds; but I do insist that it is 
the duty of the Naval Committee not only to so frame its appro- 
priation and so word the particular items in the bill that no De- 
partment can proceed to spend more than the committee and 
the Congress think it should, but that whenever it is done it is 
the duty of the committee to call the attention of the House to 
it and see that it is stopped. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may have his time extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman may be extended 
for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COWHERD. 
Clerk read the letter which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, November 10, 1904. 
Srr: Referring to your letter of the 27th ultimo requesting infor- 


motion regarding certain items of expenditure under this popertmnent, 
I have the honor to state that the chiefs of the Bureaus of (1) Bquip- 





Now, then, I am told that out of the item for the armor | 
and armament of ships the Department of the Navy has been | 
accustomed to purchase powder whenever they needed it, and | 





The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 





Mr. Chairman, I will now ask that the | 


FEBRUARY 16, 


ment, (2) Medicine and Surgery, and (3) Ordnance, to whom your 
letter was referred, report, respectively, as follows: 

(1) The construction of the coal sheds at the navy-yard, Mare 
Island, now in use by the Bureau of Equipment, was commenced in 
1900, being paid for out of an appropriation under the cognizance of 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks. Since that time there has been con- 
siderable correspondence between the latter Bureau, the Bureau of 
Equipment, and the commandant of the navy-yard, with reference to 
the necessity of increasing the storage capacity to permit the storage of 
at least 25,000 tons of coal, which, in the opinion of the Bureau of 
Equipment, is the minimum quantity that should be carried at that 
place. The funds at the dis 1 of the Bureau of Yards and Docks at 
that time provided for the storage of about 7,000 tons, and in Septem- 
ber, 1901, that Bureau was requested to estimate for an appropriation 
necessary to increase the storage capacity to 25,000 tons. An estimate 
for $70,000 was submitted to Congress, but no appropriation was made. 
In the following year an estimate for $66,000 was submitted by the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks without further request on the part of the 
Bureau of Equipment, but in accord with its desires. This amount was 
not appropriated by Congress. 

It is true that the extension of the storage capacity at Mare Island 
was continued after the failure of Congress to appropriate the amount 
requested ; it is likewise true that the extension was started before the 
estimate was submitted to Congress. This extension, however, was in 
no wise contingent upon the passage of this specific appropriation, as 
will be seen from the fact that the bill which would have carried the 
appropriation had it been allowed was approved June 1, 1902, whereas 
as early as June 17, 1901, the commandant at Mare Island was author- 
ized by the Bureau of Equipment to expend $11,000 out of the appro- 
priation “‘ Equipment of vessels, 1901,” which was_the peers ion 
available at that time for the purchase, storage, and handling of coal, 
the appropriations “ Coal equipment” and “Coal and transportation ” 
having no existence at that time, nor was the expenditure authorized 
in 1901 an innovation or departure from the views previously held by 
the Bureau of Equipment as to the legality of apply the appropria- 
tion for the purchase and storage of coal to the construction of coal 
sheds. In 1898 the Bureau of Equipment entered into a contract for 
the building of three sheds at Honolulu and four sheds at Key West, 
Fla. These sheds were built and paid for out of the appropriation 
“Equipment of vessels,” which, as stated before, was the appropriation 
available for the purpose, the specific ———— known as “ Coal 
equipment,” and now known as “ Coal and transportation,” not having 
been established until the fiscal year 1902. The Bureau —_ the 
construction of coal storage bins or sheds as an expense properly charge- 
able to the appropriation for the storage of coal, and its opinion has 
been confirmed by the accounting officers of the Treasury from the fact 
that no requisition that has ever been drawn against either of the ap- 
propriations for constructing sheds has been disallowed or questioned, so 
far as the Department is informed. 

(3) With respect to your statement that “I am likewise informed 
that it is not infrequent for purchases for powder and ammunition to 
be made out of appropriations made by Congress for the construction 
of ships,” you are informed that the Bureau of Ordnance, in its annual 
estimates for funds to provide for the original ordnance outfits, includ- 
ing armor, of vessels authorized by Congress under the heading of “ In- 
crease of the Navy,” has always included everything that would be 
needed to fully equip them as vessels of war, and the appropriations 
have been expended accordingly. The act approved August 3, 1886, 
making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1887, etc., provided : 

“Sec. 8. That the sum of $1,000,000 is hereby appropriated toward 
the armament of the vessels authorized by the act of March 3, 1885, 
of the vessels authorized by section 1 of this act, and of the unfinished 
monitors hereinbefore mentioned, and of the Miantonomoh.” * * * 

The provisions of the eS . for procuring armament have 
been about the same since this (the first) act, and at present it reads: 

[Act approved April 27, 1904.] 

“Armor and armament: Toward the armament and armor of domes- 

tic manufacture for the vessels authorized, $12,000,000.” 
Very respectfully, 


Hon. W. 8S. CowHERD, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. COWHERD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think that letter 
will sustain the statement I made that they used for the pur- 
chase of powder the appropriation for armor and armament, 
and also that, after Congress twice refused to grant an estimate 


PavuL Morton, Secretary. 


This, it seems to me, is inexcusable. 

Mr. FOSS. I want to thank the gentleman for calling the 
attention of the committee to this matter. I am heartily in 
sympathy with his purpose. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy-yard, Washington, D. C., namely: New and improved ma- 
chinery for existing shops, $100,000; the third-fourth boilers and in- 
stallation of same, similar to those now being installed, $50,000; new 
locomotive, $8,000; in al!, $158,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the point 
of order on portions of lines 19 and all of 20 and 21. I do not 
absolutely make the point of order, because the gentleman from 
Illinois may have in mind some special reason why this legis- 
lative provision should be in there, and if he has a sufficient 
reason I shall not insist upon it, but I would like to hear some 
explanation. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, in the first place I do not think 
the point of order is well taken, and if there is any doubt in the 


| mind of the Chair I desire to be heard upon that; but as to the 


purpose of this appropriation I beg to state to the gentleman 
that this appropriation of $100,000 is for new and improved 
machinery for existing shops—shops which are already built 
and which are now being used. The head of the gun factory 
down here requested an appropriation of a hundred and fifty 


























































1905. 





thousand dollars, and we reduced it by $50,000, down to $100,000. 
Now, so far as the boilers are concerned, the two-fourths are 
already in, and it is very desirable that the third-fourth boilers 
go in, at an expenditure of $50,000, and the new locomotive is 
also very much needed there. I will say we cut down this ap- 
propriation quite considerably—and they were at the time 
greatly urged upon the committee—and I trust that the gentle- 
man will not insist upon his point of order or upon striking them 
out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, if what I have been in- 
formed in reference to the navy-yard is correct it certainly is 
true that they need more tools there. I have been advised, Mr. 
Chairman, that the workmen there whenever they use a certain 
tool have to rummage about from one bench to another until 
they finally find the tool upon the bench of some fellow-workman, 
which they borrow with or without his consent and take it to 
their bench and use it, and it remains the tool of the finder until 
somebody finds it on his bench and takes it away. 

Now, if I am correctly informed in reference to this, I do 
think a reasonable appropriation is necessary for furnishing 
those tools for the Washington Navy-Yard; and, Mr. Chairman, 
if my information is correct, anything which will produce greater 
results from the number employed in the Washington Navy- 
Yard, whether it be by improved machinery or a greater num- 
ber of such tools as they now have, I am in sympathy with be- 
cause, if I am correctly advised, Mr. Chairman, in a similar shop 
of any private corporation or individual a like number of men 
will produce more than twice as much as the same number of 
workmen do over here in the Washington Navy-Yard; and if 
the object of this amendment is to produce better results out 
of the number of men over there, then I am in sympathy with 
it. If the chairman says that this is a new provision, which 
may or may not be in order on this bill, the Chair may rule 
this is a part of the necessary equipment of this shop, and if 
so, I assume he would hold that it was in order. But I do not 
care to insist upon the point of order anyhow; I raised it for 
the purpose of bringing out the necessity for the new appropria- 
tion. 

Mr, BELL of California. 
yield for a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BELL of California. 
from New York to say that workmen in a private yard will 
turn out more work than the workmen in the Washington 
Navy-Yard? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did say I had been so informed. 

Mr. BELL of California. 1 want to ask the gentleman if he 
confines that remark entirely to the Washington Navy-Yard? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I confine it so far as my information goes. 
I have been specifically so informed by persons who ought to 
know of the conditions existing in the Washington Navy-Yard. 
Whether it exists elsewhere I do not know. I have been in- 
formed that it does exist there, and from a source to which I 
give credence. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will insist upon that, be- 
cause the Washington Navy-Yard has no representative on the 
floor. It might be dangerous to apply it elsewhere. 

Mr. BELL of California. 
New York [Mr. SHERMAN] is aware that the Chief of Construc- 
tion and Repair has testified that the workingmen in the navy- 
yards turn out more work per hour than the workingmen in the 
private yards. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not know that he had so testified. 
If he does so testify, the information which I have received is 
diametrically opposed to that statement. 

Mr. BELL of California. He had in view all the yards, and 
not this particular one. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
particular yard alone. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, in line 20, 
the words “similar to those now being installed.” 

The CHAIRMAN. One moment. Does the Chair understand 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] to withdraw his 
point of order? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 


amendment 


: In = 20, page 10, strike out the words “ similar to those now being 
nstalled.” 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have the Clerk read 
a short letter from the Secretary of the Navy in reference to 
this amendment which I proposed. 


Did I understand the gentleman | 


I presume the gentleman from | 





| officer made it. 
I make my statement in reference to this | 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 3, 1905. 

Dear Srr: My attention has been called to a paragraph in the 
pending naval appropriation bill, under the title of “ Bureau of Ord- 
nance,” as follows: 

“ Navy-Yard, Washington, D. C.: New and improved machinery for 
existing shops, $100,000; the third-fourth boilers and installation of 
same similar to those now being installed, $50,000,” etc. 

In order that the Secretary of the Navy may have the power to pur- 
chase the best boilers that he can obtain, I suggest that the phrase- 
ology of the above paragraph be changed so as to permit of the pur- 
chase of boilers of other make than those now being installed. 

If the paragraph as it now stands in the bill is not changed there 
might be some doubt as to the legality of the purchase of any other 
boilers than those now being installed, provided the Department should 
think it desirable to make such ape I recommend that the words 
i — to those now being installed” be stricken from the para- 
graph. 

Very truly, yours, PAUL Morton, 
: Secretary. 
Hon. Groner EpMuND Foss, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Reserve torpedoes and appliances: For the purchase of reserve tor- 
pedoes and appliances, $100,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 


against that provision. As I understand it, it is absolutely new. 
There is nothing of the kind in last year’s bill, as I have read 


the bill, or in existing law. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, so far as the item itself is con- 
cerned it is a new item in this bill. The necessity for it was 
stated by Rear-Admiral Mason in his hearing, in which he said 
that the torpedoes now on hand are barely sufficient to allow 
one shot from each tube or torpedo gun, and that by another 
year there will probably be a deficiency, due to loss, deteriora- 
tion, and so forth. In other words, the torpedo boats in service 
could make one attack against an enemy, and then would be use- 
less as torpedo boats, as there would be no more torpedoes to 
replace those expended. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I further submit that the point of order 
is not well taken. It is perfectly proper, it seems to me, in view 
of the fact that we have torpedo boats, to provide torpedoes for 
the same, as we would provide for the equipment of a ship. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I will relieve the chairman 
of the committee from any posgibility of embarrassment by rul- 
ing on the point of order by withdrawing it, after the statement 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] ; but it seems to me to 
present a condition of affairs somewhat startling, to the effect 
that our torpedo boats to-day are equipped simply with a single 
shot, and after firing that shot would be of no further use until 
after the 1st of next July, when this appropriation becomes oper- 
ative. I think that is a peculiar condition in which to find them, 
and I wonder, Mr. Chairman, that that condition should exist. I 
am in entire sympathy with the desire of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Foss] to correct it. 

Mr. FOSS. I am very glad to find that such is the position 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHermMan]. I desire to 
call attention, however, to the fact that a large number of our 
torpedo boats have been building during the last few years. 
Some of them have not been turned over to the Government yet 
as completed, and therefore there has been no necessity for pro- 
viding the reserve torpedoes until now. Now that we are get- 
ting the boats and putting them into commission the necessity, 
of course, arises. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not understand from the report which 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] read a moment ago what 
Was it Admiral Mason? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That there were to be on hand torpedoes 


| sufficient only for each boat to cast one torpedo? 


Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And that then they would be practically 
worthless until some appropriation was made to furnish more 
torpedoes, and this appropriation is not available until after the 
ist of July. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, instead of striking 
out this item, either on a point of order or on a motion to strike 
out, it might be better to make the appropriation immediately 
available. 

Mr. FOSS. ‘That would be subject to a point of order, because 
it is a deficiency appropriation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand all that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Permit me to ask a question of the chair- 
man of the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly I will. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the necessity for having any 
considerable number of torpedoes on hand? I can understand, 
if the gentleman will allow me, the necessity for shells and shot 
for target practice, but is there any use made of torpedoes ex- 
cept as an offensive projectile? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, there is target practice with the torpedoes, 
I understand. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would like to inquire if the tar- 
get is not fired on by the same torpedo over and over again? 
The torpedo is not destroyed when shot? 

Mr. FOSS. The torpedo is not destroyed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is not exploded. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Five-thousand-dollar torpedoes 
are not fired at random. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I expect a very few torpedoes will! go a 
long way. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I find on reading further on Admiral Ma- 
son’s statement that— 

Owing to the lack of facilities for the manufacture of torpedoes in 
this country, due to the fact that there is little encouragement for man- 
ufacturers to undertake this work, on account of the small amount of 
money involved and also to the fact that the BE. W. Bliss Company 
have the sole right to manufacture Whitehead torpedoes, the embar- 
rassment due to an insufficient number of torpedoes on hand will be- 
« greater each year, and even if money in sufficient amount was 
then appropriated it would be impossible to obtain the torpedoes; also 
it must be remembered that these torpedoes will be in addition to those 
required for ships now building or to be contracted for in the future. 

In view of that statement, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the Chairman if he does not think we ought to do something 
more than just make this appropriation for the purchase of 
these torpedoes. In all safety ought we not to provide in some 
other way to procure these torpedoes from some other source? 

Mr. FOSS. It was believed that this will be quiet sufficient 
for the coming year, I will say to the gentleman from New York. 

\ir. SHERMAN. Does not this statement demonstrate that 
it is absolutely in the hands of a monopoly? Ought we not to 
free ourselves from such a condition of affairs if it is possible 
so to do? I ask the question in all good faith. 

Mr. FOSS. Why, it is a patented article. E. W. Bliss & Co. 
have the sole right to manufacture the Whitehead torpedoes, 
which are known the world over as the best. We have to get 
them from that company. The Government could manufacture 
them if it wanted to, but it probably would have to pay a large 
royalty if we wanted to manufacture them. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Has the Government ever under- 
taken to do so? ® 

Mr. FOSS. No; the demand is so small that it would be 
very bad policy to undertake to manufacture them. 

Mr. DAYTON. The Government is the only purchaser, and 
we have tried to keep the amount of the bill down. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by 
striking out the words “ one hundred,” on page 10, line 24, and 
inserting “‘one hundred and fifty;” so that it will read 
* $150,000.” 

‘That is the recommendation made by the Navy Department. 
These torpedoes cost in the neighborhood of $5,000 apiece. 
This amount—$150,000—would enable the Department to get 
thirty additional torpedoes. The last appropriation for reserve 
torpedoes was made in 1899. At that time there was an ap- 
propriation of $250,000. Before that time there was an appro- 
priation made in 1897 of $142,000. The hearing from which 
gentlemen on that side have been reading shows that there is 
now on hand sufficient torpedoes to enable one discharge from 
each torpedo gun or torpedo tube in the vessels in the Navy, 
and after one attack upon an enemy the torpedo boats of this 
country would be as useless as a lot of junk. It takes about 
three months to commence deliveries on contracts for the manu- 
facture of these torpedoes. Whatever difference of opinion 
may exist between Members of this House as to the propriety of 
increasing the number of ships, as to the wisdom of enlarging 
the naval force, I take it, Mr. Chairman, that there can be no 
question upon the part of anybody as to the desirability and the 
necessity of having ammunition in sufficient quantities to sup- 
ply the guns now in possession of the Government. Every bat- 
tle ship has torpedo tubes. We have a number of torpedo 
boats, and I believe it a most startling statement to be given 
to the country that the Department now has only sufficient tor- 
pedoes to enable a single attack to be made against an enemy, 
and then the torpedo boats of this country would be absolutely 
useless, 

We talk of the necessity of providing four additional ships 
because of the length of time it takes to build these ships, so 





that in ease we should be involved in war with some country 
we would have them on hand. What a farce, what a pitiable 
spectacle it would be if, through any unfortunate circumstances, 
this country should become embroiled in war with some nation | 


and we had tied up at our wharves all of our torpedo boats 
and many of our battle ships, because it: would be impossible 
to obtain the torpedoes or ammunition required for those ships 
inside of three months. 

Mr. RIXEY. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
He has evidently looked into this matter. What does the De- 
partment recommend ? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The estimate of the Department is 
$150,000. Admiral Mason was asked in the hearing if he could 
not do with less money. He said: “ Why, certainly; it is sim- 
ply a question of doing without the torpedoes. If you want the 
torpedoes, you should give the money. If you do not give it, 
you can not have them.” 

Mr. RIXEY. Is it not a fair construction of Admiral Ma- 
son’s testimony that he thought a hundred thousand dollars for 
torpedoes for the next year was sufficient? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not at all. I do net think that is a fair 
inference from his testimony. This is from his statement: 

The CHAIRMAN. Can we reduce this appropriation a little? 

Rear-Admiral Mason. Oh, yes, sir; it can be reduced. It is just a 
question of our not having any reserve torpedoes. The reduction is not 
advisable. 

And then, at another place in the hearing, he said that he be- 
lieved it would be better, that more favorable terms could be had, 
if there were an appropriation of $250,000 instead of $150,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask for an extension of five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gent}eman’s 
time will be extended five minutes. 

Mr. RIXEY. Is it not also a fact that but few of these tor- 
pedo boats are in what you might call “ commission? ” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not informed as to the number of 
torpedo boats in commission. I do know this, however, that if 
they are‘not in commission, they are in that condition where 
they can be put in commission at a few hours’ notice. 

Mr. LIND. Most of them are in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, there are a good many claims 
pending for payment for them. The Naval Committee has been 
actuated by a desire to keep down the amount of this bill, but 
it does seem to me unwise that such an insignificant sum, com- 
pared with the total of this bill, should be disallowed by the 
committee, and an appropriation for which only twenty tor- 
pedoes can be obtained made, when the Department believes 
it should have an additional $50,000. It seems to me it is 
not wise economy to refuse the Department the sum asked for 
here. 

It may be that the chairman of the committee will refer to the 
fact that this E. W. Bliss & Co., having the sole right to manu- 
facture the Whitehead torpedoes, are located in the city of 
Brooklyn; that is true. But, Mr. Chairman, the manufacture 
of torpedoes is, I know, an insignificant feature in the business 
of that concern. Their establishment is a very large one, having 
very large contracts with the Government for the supplying of 
forgings for guns. Familiar as I am with the extent of their 
business, I am sure it would be immaterial to them whether this 
appropriation for torpedoes is increased $50,000. Aside from 
that, I do believe that for the guns we have we should at least 
have a reasonable amount of ammunition on hand to be utilized 
if, unfortunately, it should be necessary. I hope that the 
amount asked for by the Department, $150,000, will be allowed 
by the committee. 

Mr BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. BELL of California. In order that the fact may appear 
in conjunction with the remarks of the gentleman from New 
York, I will state that I find we have sixteen torpedo-boat de- 
stroyers, thirty steel torpedo boats, eight submarine torpedo 
boats, and one wooden torpedo boat. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How many in all? 

Mr. BELL of California. Fifty-five. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. We have available fifty-five torpedo 
boats. In addition to that every battle ship and every armored 
cruiser is equipped with torpedo tubes, and it seems to me that 
the amount of money necessary to enable the Department to 
have thirty additional torpedoes should not be refused in the 
mistaken idea that it is in the interest of economy. 

Mr. DAYTON. This is the first time this has appeared or 
been asked for by the Department. I am sure the committee 
appreciate very much the compliment indirectly paid to it and 
to its economical consideration of these questions. Admiral 
Mason has stated that the item could be cut down and we have 
cut it down. These torpedoes can be manufactured in case of 
war coming upon us within a reasonably brief period of time. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Four months. 
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Mr. DAYTON. ‘Three months. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Four months, under the evidence. 

Mr. DAYTON. He says that after the ist of April the de 
liveries would come very rapidly. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If ordered in the December pre- 
vious. 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes; they would follow rapidly. These tor- 
pedoes must necessarily depreciate if kept on hand, to a limited 
extent, but to what extent I do not know. It seems to me that 
in this matter of reserve torpedoes we can reasonably go slow. 
That was the view of the committee, and I do not see any neces- 
sity for changing its judgment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

= page 10, line 24, after the word “hundred,” insert the word 
“ fifty.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Reserve guns for auxiliary cruisers: Toward the armament of 
modern guns for auxiliary cruisers mentioned in the act approved 
Mote 1891, and in section 4 of the act approved May 10, 1892, 
dv, . 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 
ment to that and also to the next item. I want to ask the chair- 
man of the committee what size guns these are? I suppose 
they are 38 and 4 inch guns. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; they are small guns. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I wish to offer an amendment to 


this paragraph, but before I do it I want to say a word. I | 


understand the navy-yard here is two or three years behind in 
its work. If I am correctly informed, 100 of these guns 


were ordered three months ago, and it will be a good many | 


months before these are completed. Mr. Chairman, we have in 
this country four establishments prepared to make these guns, 
with the equipment, with the tools, with the men, and the navy- 
yard has not got either. There was an estimate sent to this 
committee, if I am correctly informed, for $5,000,000 or $6,000,- 
000 to buy machinery and to build factories to make these guns, 
that machinery and factory to be put in the Washington 
navy-yard. The result will be that four large establishments 


in this country—the Bethlehem Company, the American-British | 


Company, the Driggs-Schroeder Company, and one other— 


adapted for this kind of work, will have to let their men seek | 
other work. These guns can be built more cheaply in private | 


factories, I am confident, than they can in the navy-yard. 


To-day the guns are being built in the Washington Navy-Yard | 


with machinery adapted to large guns and not fitted to this 
style of gun at all, and for that reason request was made for 
appropriate machinery to manufacture them. If we can build 
them. more cheaply at the private works, and at the same time 
keep those works equipped ready for operation when the emer- 
gency comes, it seems to me it is wise policy for this Govern- 
ment to encourage the private establishments, when the profit 
is all on the side of the Government. I sincerely hope, Mr. 
Chairman, that the committee will take that view of the situa- 
tion and accept this amendment: “To be purchased upon com- 
petitive bids, after due advertisement,” and allow that to be 
attached to both of these provisions. I offer it, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BELL of California and Mr. FITZGERALD both made 
points of order against the amendment. 

Mr. BELL of California. I want to ask the gentleman a 
question. Is it possible to make these guns in the Government 
navy-yard? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. They are made there, but with 


machinery adapted to larger guns, but not to making these small | 


guns advantageously. 

Mr. BELL of California. Are they able in the navy-yard to 
make these guns? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes; but not to so good an ad- 
vantage as the private establishments can make them. 

Mr. RIXEY. I understand the proposition made before the 
Naval Committee last session was to enlarge the gun factory 
in Washington. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And to buy new machinery. 

Mr. RIXHY. For the purpose of manufacturing all of our 
guns. Captain Pendleton was before the committee and said 
that we could save.a large per cent if we manufactured all our 
suns. Under the present conditions we do not manufacture 
these guns. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I am not talking about the larger 
guns. 

Mr. RIXEY. They simply finish those up. I would be un- 
willing myself to provide that we should not retain some power 
to protect ourselves against the manufacturers 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is all right. 





Mr. RIXEY. For the gentleman knows how we were im- 
posed upon in regard to the powder and other matters. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I don’t think there is any danger 
of imposition, when you take into consideration that there are 
four different factories in the different States, and the very fact 
that the Government is coming to the Naval Committee of this 
House and asking for five or six, and, as I am credibly informed, 
ten million dollars, to build factories for a like purpose. That 
shows the necessity for it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order against the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ninety-two,” page 11, line 5, insert “to be pur- 
chased on competitive bids, after due advertisement.” 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I am unable to 
discuss the point of order because I do not know what the pres- 
ent law is. I was under the impression that it was a change 
of existing law to make them in the navy-yards. I supposed 
they were required to be purchased on competitive bids, and 
| from the fact that this was not being done I offered the amend- 
| ment. I would ask the chairman of the committee, the gentle- 
| man from Illinois [Mr. Foss], in regard to that. I will leave 
| the point of order to the Chairman, so far as the first clause is 
concerned. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is new legislation. 
The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Reserve guns for ships of the Navy: Purchase and manufacture of 
reserve guns for ships of the Navy, $150,000. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I now offer an 
|} amendment against which I think no point of order can be 
made. Strike out the words “and manufacture,” in line 7. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 11, line 7, strike out the words “and manufacture;” so fhat it 
will read *“‘ purchase of reserve guns for ships of the Navy.” 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order against the amendment. It changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from California state 
what the existing law is? 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, I am not able to do 
|} so at this moment. The discussion has come on so suddenly 





| that I can not do it, but I assumed there would be no object 
or purpose in the amendment of the gentleman from Connecti- 

| cut unless under existing law the Secretary of the Navy would 

| be entitled to manufacture these guns. 

| Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Then there would be no purpose in 

| the gentleman making the point of order if he did not have the 
right to purchase them under the clause. 

Mr. BELL of California. I have simply taken a sane and 
rational view of the amendment of the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. Hr], assuming, without doing violence, of course, to 

anyone’s intelligence, that there was a purpose and object to the 

amendment. Now, I understand that under existing law the 
Secretary of the Navy is enabled to manufacture these guns. 
If he were not, I assume that before this the gentleman from 
| Connecticut would have raised the point of order against that 
| provision of the bill. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Does the gentleman not also as- 
sume that he has a right to purchase? 

Mr. BELL of California. I think so. I think there is no 

| question about that. 

| Mr. HiLL of Connecticut. Then the last point of order, the 
gentleman must admit, was wrongfully sustained, because I sim-~ 
ply provided for the purchase there. 

Mr. BELL of California. My point is this, if the gentleman 
will permit me:-The Secretary of the Navy may now, under 
this provision and I presume under existing law, either pur- 
chase these guns from private contractors or manufacture them 
with the appliances at hand in the several navy-yards. Now, 
the object of the gentleman’s amendment is to limit that dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Navy and to confine and limit 
him to one single source from which he may obtain these, and 
there can be no object and no end and no purpose other than 
that to the amendment. I therefore insist on the point of order. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it 
is necessary to argue the point of order. The provision is plain 
and distinct. The Navy Department asks for authority to ex- 
ercise its discretion, and this simply leaves it with the purchase 
of these guns. I am entirely willing to leave the decision of 
the point of order to the Chairman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the 
attention of the Chair to this fact, that this section, if it did not 
have the words “ purchase and manufacture,” and simply read 
“for reserve guns,” would enable the Secretary of the Navy to 
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obtain these guns either by purchase or manufacture. Putting 
the words in there does not take away his discretion, because 
there are no other methods by which he could obtain these 
guns. The striking out of one method would take away his dis- 
cretion. It seems to me this would come under the ruling which 
was made under the provision for the increase of the Navy a 
year or two ago, where it was held not to be in order to restrict 
the President from contracting for or giving to the navy-yards 
the construction of war vessels. This same provision has ap- 
peared in similar language in a number of appropriation bills in 
the past. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit just this 
proposition touching the point of order. ‘These guns are part 
of the naval establishment. There is no existing law upon the 
subject as to how they shall be secured. We have the right to 
legislate this year as to the method of their procurement in a 
different way from that of last year or the year to come. I 
submit, therefore, that the point of order is not well taken. 
On the merit of the proposition itself I desire to say, too, that 
I have a great deal of sympathy with the amendment because 
of the fact that they have been clamoring for three or four mil- 
lion dollars to make an addition to the gun factory here at the 
city of Washington in order that they may manufacture these 
guns. If we can manufacture or buy them outside I think it is 
better, rather than to go to that expenditure, at least for some of 
these smaller guns. 

Mr. BELL of California. Will the gentleman from West 
Virginia yield for a question? 

Mr. DAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. BELL of California. Do I understand you to say that 
because there is no existing law on this subject that then we 
nay legislate now as we may please upon the subject? 

Mr. DAYTON. I mean to say this, that under the rulings in 
regard to a continuing work or establishment like the naval 
establishment all things necessary for that establishment may 
be provided for. For example, buildings, guns, torpedoes, etc., 
under the idea that it is a part and parcel of the existing es- 
tablishment, and therefore from year to year the committee 
has the discretion to provide how this-establishment may be 
provided for. 

Mr. BELL of California. Now, can the gentleman point out 
any distinction between the procuring of guns and the manu- 
facture or building of battle ships? Do you consider them all 
a part of the same establishment and under the same rule? 

Mr. DAYTON. I do not understand your proposition. 

Mr. BELL of California. This is my point: If you can limit 
by this amendment the discretion of the Secretary so that he 
must purchase and shall not manufacture these guns, then I 
ask you if, by parity of reasoning, you can not limit the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary as to where he may construct battle 
ships? How does the gentleman distinguish his position to-day 
from the position he has occupied heretofore, and how does he 
reconcile his position with previous rulings of the Chair upon 


the question of building battle ships? 
Mr. DAYTON. I simply want to say to you this, my friend, 
if I can understand the distinction you draw: We propose to 


buy or manufacture a certain number of reserve guns. That is 
a completed transaction. It was so last year. We bought so 
many Jast year. Now, to add to the naval establishment, we 
propose to expend a hundred or a hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars this year in buying some new guns. The authorization 
of a battle ship may continue before its completion and in its 
work for several years. These guns purchased under this ap- 
propriation have no relation to those purchased last year under 
a different appropriation. 

Mr. BELL of California. Well, I do not believe the gentle- 
man from West Virginia sees the point. Perhaps I am the one 
so obtuse in the matter, but my point is this: There is no law 
on the subject, you say? 

Mr. DAYTON. There is a general law that we have the right 
to legislate for all new material necessary to maintain the gen- 
eral naval establishment. 

Mr. BELL of California. All right. Now, in legislating, have 
we the right to say to the Secretary of the Navy that he must 
purchase, and must not manufacture? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes; we have the right. We have the right 
to limit this appropriation, but because a limitation existed as 
to a completed purchase or a completeca appropriation made for 
other guns last year, that has no binding force upon this appro- 
priation for a different set of guns we are legislating for this 
year. 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, if I may be just 
permitted for one moment 





The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BELL of California. The point of order thus raised, it 
seems to me, is very similar to the one heretofore raised in 
regard to the construction of battle ships. Of course there has 
been some difference of decision, some variance; but the last 
decision upon the subject, made at the last session of Congress, 
was this, that there is now no law as to where battle ships shall 
be constructed, and therefore any attempt upon the part of Con- 
gress to limit that discretion by saying they shall be either built 
by private contract or that they shall be built in the navy-yards 
is new legislation, on the principle that where there is no law 
already existing any attempt on the part of Congress to point 
out a specific method or a specific manner in which the discre- 
tion may be exercised by the administrative officer is subject to 
the point of order. 

Now, there is no law upon this subject. Any attempt to limit 
the Secretary’s discretion and confine it within certain bounds 
would be clearly, in my judgment, subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House, according to the paragraph, 
appropriates for two purposes. In the opinion of the Chair it 
is entirely competent for the House to appropriate for one pur- 
pose and decline to appropriate for the other. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I hope the amendment will be 
adopted. 

Mr. RIXEY. 
ment read. 

The Clerk reread the amendment. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear the amend- 
ment, it provides that the Government shall not use its gun fac- 
tory for the purpose of manufacturing guns at the Washington 
Navy-Yard. It is a factory for that purpose, and I do not know 
how many of these guns are manufactured there. It is now, 
under this provision as it appears in the bill, in the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Navy whether he will manufacture the 
guns at the Washington Navy-Yard or whether he will go to one 
of the four factories referred to by the gentleman from Con- 
necticut | Mr. Him] and buy the guns. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Buy them by competitive bids in 
the open markets, which is a straight and fair American propo- 
sition. 

Mr. RIXEY. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Ht] 
desires to take it out of the power of the Government to manu- 
facture any of its guns in its own gun factory and to provide it 
shall buy from these four factories. Now, the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Hit1] speaks of competition. There are, he 
says, four gun factories. I refer the Members of this House to 
the fact that there are at least two armor-plate factories, but 
when has this House, when has this Government, ever got a free 
and fair competition in the bids for armor plate? Why, Secre- 
tary Moody stated before the committee a year ago, as did 
Admiral O’Neal, that it was as plain as the sun that the armor- 
plate factories got together on their bids. 

If two armor-plate factories can get together on their bids 
for armor plate, why can not four gun factories get together on 
bids for guns and divide the business? Why, Mr. Chairman, it 
seems to me this is playing in the hands directly of a combina- 
tion which would be formed if it does not now exist. We are 
not asking here that all of these guns shall be built in the Wash- 
ington Navy-Yard. The Naval Committee has refused to en- 
large that gun factory, but I take it that that committee is in 
favor of utilizing that factory as far as it can be done legiti- 
mately for the convenience of the Government and for the pur- 
pose of keeping the other gun factories from charging extor- 
tionate prices. Under the present law the Secretary of the 
Navy has the power to contract for all the guns, but the provi- 
sion in the bill gives him the power to manufacture and utilize 
the Government’s gun factory. He has full discretion, but the 
gentleman from Connecticut would take from him that discre- 
tion and force him to buy, no matter how extortionate the 
price. 

Mr. Chairman, some years ago, when I first became a member 
of the Naval Committee, the gentleman from Maine, Captain 
Boutelle, was the chairman of that committee. There was a 
provision in the draft of the bill for that year, for the purchase 
and manufacture of smokeless powder, of so much money. We 
made smokeless powder at Indian Head. During his absence 
a motion was made to strike out the words “ and manufacture.” 
They were struck out. ‘When he returned and heard what had 
been done he said: “I will not defend this provision upon the 
floor of the House. This amendment ought never to have been 
adopted. The words ‘and manufacture’ ought to go back 
in order to protect the Government. And they went back. It 
gave me pleasure afterwards to remember this action of Cap- 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear the amend- 
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tain Boutelle. It was but an Jllustration of his independence 
and devotion to the interests of the Government, no matter what 
the pressure might be in behalf of private interests. 

This amendment should be defeated if we wish to protect the 
Government. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would just like to reply, if the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Bett] will pardon me. The 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrxry] has spoken of combina- 
tions. The only ones I see opposed to this proposition are gen- 
tlemen representing navy-yard districts, and I honor them for 
the fidelity and faithfulness with which they are representing 
them. I have no criticism to make against them. I would do 
the same thing if I was in the same position. 

Mr. RIXEY. I know the gentleman from Connecticut [ Mr. 
Ilr] does not wish to niake a misstatement. I do not repre- 
sent a navy-yard constituency. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, Mr. Chairman, I remember | 
that prior to the war with Spain certain events occurred with 
reference to the Washington Navy-Yard and otber navy-yards. 
Efforts were then made to have certain kinds of ammunition 
manufactured and ammunition factories built by the Navy De- 
partment. It happened that there had been, owing to induce- 
ments advanced by the Navy Department, various establish- 
ments for manufacturing 4 and 6 inch cartridges fitted up. 
One such was built in my district. 

One concern there had expended nearly a hundred thousand 
dollars for one machine to make these cartridges under the en- 
couragement of the Navy Department. Another factory was 
equipped at Milwaukee, Wis., another in Massachusetts, all be- 
ing for the same end, to give the Government competition; and 
then the Government came in and asked the Naval Committee 
for an appropriation of $50,000 to build a factory to make these 
things themselves after they had encouraged these private es- 
tablishments to fit up for the work. It was thoroughly dis- 
cussed before the Naval Committee when Mr. Boutelle, of 
Maine, was chairman of that committee, and by a direct and al- | 
most unanimous vote it was decided not to do it, but to en- | 
courage the private establishments. 

The Spanish war came on and $50,000,000 were appropriated 
to meet the expenses of that war. What was done? A part 





immediate purposes of the war. Now, then, Mr. Chairman, four 
factories in the United States are ready to build these guns, and 
they have been building them in the past and up to the present 
& time until an order for 100 was put into the Washington Navy- 
: Yard. There is no competition; nobody knows what they will 
cost; nobody. has even an estimate of what they will cost, as 
I understand it. Now, here is what I believe we should do—— 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Does not the gentleman know that when 





guns are built in the Government navy-yard they are built at | 


actual cost? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do know that. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Does not the gentleman know also that 
when they are built or bought by contract on the outside they 
are paid for at a profit, and sometimes at an exorbitant profit? 





— 


Mr. SIBLEY. Why, you have that now. Here is the city of 
Chicago about to engage in running the street cars. Yesterday a 
gentleman, my colleague, told me that his little city municipality 
determined to own and operate all the telephone lines. In Kan 
sas, and I have heard it proposed in other States, the State is 
going to operate the oil refineries and.control the oil business. 
{Laughter.] That is the law of Kansas. Here is a law to com 
pel the Government to operate factories for the construction of 
this and that and the other. 

I am told that in this bill there was a provision originally for 
the establishment of a factory for the manufacture of wire rope. 

Mr. FOSS. No. 

Mr. SIBLEY. That has been stricken out, has it? But it 
just indicates the trend. Now, I do not know how near ready 
you are for it. Now, when it comes to ascertaining the cost for 
the completion of these guns here, we find that 70 per cent of all 
the work is done by the private factories at a cost of 30 per 
cent, and here in the navy-yard 30 per cent of the work is done 
at a cost of 70 per cent. 

Now, every man who is in favor of socialism, who is in favor 
of the State engaging in various lines of human endeavor, ought 
to oppose this amendment; but if I have interpreted rightly 
the doctrines of the fathers who laid down the principles of 
democracy heretofore, they held that the Government might 
not do that which rightly appertains to the individual to ex 
cute and perform. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Very gladly. 

Mr. BAKER. Will not the gentleman kindly differentiate 
between that which is a governmental function because it con 
tains a monopolistic principle and that which is individualistic 
because anybody can do it without a privilege? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Now, my frend gets me so deep into the 
realms of mysticism— 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, no; that is very simple. There is the line 
that should be drawn between governmental interference with 
business and that which the individual should be permitted 
to do. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Are you opposed to this amendment or in 


| favor of it? 
of that money was taken to build a cartridge establishment for | 
the United States Government instead of being applied to the | 


Mr. BAKER. You are referring to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Connecticut |Mr. Hi]? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Do you believe this work should be done by 
the Government? 

Mr. BAKER. I am opposed to its being done by anybody. 
[| Laughter. | 

Mr. SIBLEY. Then the gentleman is in the minority on both 
sides. But I believe that if this vote shows nothing else it will 
show to the country how far we are all ready to walk along the 
line of socialism, of State control and ownership and operation, 
upon which we have entered; and not seeking any partisan 
benefit, but merely trying to use whatever philosophy and rea 
son I possess, I believe it is impossible for us to escape, that 
there is but one direction, and that is further on and on. I do 
not know that it is the worst thing in the world. I do not know 
but what it is all right; but let it come along slowly, so that 
society may have a chance to adapt itself to the marvelous 
changes that are impending. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I think the gentleman has failed to distin 





Ms Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, no; but I know another thing, 
Pe Mr, Chairman. I know what the gentleman does not know. I 
oa know that the United States Government when they build these 
q guns in their own navy-yard have to pay a license to the pat- 


entees outside, which they do not have to pay in all cases when 
they are contracted for. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Does the gentleman not know that these 
patent rights have to be satisfied whether the gun is manufac- 
tured in the Government navy-yard or in private establishments? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I know exactly to the contrary, 
when the patentees are successful bidders. 

This is simply a question whether the United States Govern- 
ment will absorb everything into its navy-yards and hold idle 
the establishments which they themselves have encouraged in 
a the past and through that encouragement have caused large 
a expenditures of money, and whether they will drive the me- 
chanics away from their homes and centralize this whole thing 
in Washington. I hope that Members of this. House will be 
ready to vote for fair, open competition in this business. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, supplementing what the gentle- 
man from Connecticut has said, it seems to me that there is a 
broader proposition at stake. It is the question as to whether 
we are now ready to enter into the domain of Government man- 
ufacture of everything. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is right. 
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guish between the two propositions. He seems to be under the 
impression that the amendment is going to give the Secretary of 
the Navy the discretion, whereas, on the contrary, it takes away 
from him the discretion as to whether he shall manufacture or 
purchase these guns. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. BAKER. I ask that the gentleman have five minutes 
more. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not think I wish any more 
time. I presume the statement of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. VANDIvVER] is fair. I do not question his interpretation or 
the correctness of it. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I do not like to get into this dis 
cussion when it takes the shape that it has taken; but I want 
to call the attention of the House to the effect of the amendment. 

The Government has already entered upon the manufacture 
of the larger ordnance both for the Army and Navy. For the Army 
there is the great arsenal at Watervliet, where they make the 
guns for the artillery and coast defense. Then at Rock Island 
and at Springfield are the armories where they make the rifles 
I do not regard the manufacture of these weapons as socialism. 
The Government is not competing with private parties except 
for the manufacture of munitions of war for the defense of the 
Government itself. We have here in the navy-yard at Wash- 
ington an establishment for the manufacture of guns for the 
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Navy. I want to say to my friend from Connecticut [Mr. Hi] 
that I do not represent any district whatever that has any in- 
terest on earth in any arsenal, armory, or gun factory of any 
kind or character, for the manufacture of munitions of war. 
We have here already established the Washington gun factory, 
where splendid guns are made. The forgings are bought else- 
where, but assembled here under the direction of an accom- 
plished naval officer. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman pardon me? 

Mr. HULL. In just one minute. In my judgment, the effect 
of the gentleman’s amendment would be to close the Washington 
gun factory. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will say to the gentleman that I 
am sure he does not wish to make a misstatement. 

Mr. HULL. No. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The truth of it is that the gentle- 
man is mistaken, for they have put in an estimate for four or 
five million dollars to purchase the equipment to enabie them to 
make these guns. They have the machinery for the large guns, 
but they have not the necessary machinery to enable them to 
carry on the manufacture contemplated. 

Mr. HULL. Then, Mr. Chairman, taking what the gentle- 
man says, the language of the bill is apparently correct, for it 
says “purchase and manufacture.” They can manufacture 
what they can and purchase the balance, so that if they want 
to use this to maunfacture to the extent they can manufacture, 
the language ought to be exactly as it is reported by the com- 
mittee. If you want to shut off all manufacture, you ought to 
adopt the language of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Connecticut. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Iowa, and if he does not know, I would like to ask 
the chairman of the committee to inform us whether it is not 
true that in the Charleston Navy-Yard there is an establish- 
ment for the manufacture of wire rope, and an establishment for 
the manufacture of hemp rope? 

Mr. HULL. I do not know anything about it; perhaps the 
chairman of the committee can answer that. This is a ques- 
tion involving the manufacture and purchase of guns, and not 
wire rope. When we come to the question of wire rope we will 
deal with it. When we come to the question of appropriating 
a large sum of money for addition to the works, we can deal 
with that question; but we have now got gun works as good as 
any works in the world as far as they go, and we ought to pre- 
serve them to this extent, at least, for the benefit of the Goy- 
ernment. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I would like to ask the gentleman if it is 
not true that even where the guns are purchased from factories 
outside they still have to be finished up in the factories of the 
Government? 

Mr. HULL. I am not informed about that, but I should 
answer “ no.” 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Absolutely no. 


Mr. HULL. We manufacture guns, which are tested and | 


proved at Indian Head, and they are the best guns in the coun- 


try, and it would be a great mistake to close the Government 
shops. If we do not make all we need, what we do make are 
worth all they cost as a regulator on prices and a protection of 


the interests of the Government. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has insisted that this work might be done outside of the 
Government gun factories. He has forgotten the history of the 
establishment of the gun foundries. When the increase of the 
Navy was authorized in the Forty-seventh Congress there was 
not a place in this country where guns could be manufactured 
adapted to modern warfare of those days. With that condition 
staring Congress in the face, after the legislation for the in- 
crease of the Navy was enacted an amendment was offered to 
the naval appropriation bill authorizing the appointment of a 
board of army and navy officers to ascertain which of the Goy- 
ernment nayy-yards or arsenals was best adapted for the manu- 
facture of guns adapted to modern warfare. That amendment 
was amended by the Senate by providing that the board should 
report which two nayy-yards or arsenals were best adapted for 
the purpose, and not until Congress authorized the legislation 
and the establishment of the gun foundry was there a single 
establishment in the country adapted to the manufacture of 
guns adapted to modern warfare. 

The result was that the Government established the finest 
gun foundry almost in the world at the Washington Navy-Yard, 
costing the country millions of dollars, and another at Water- 
vliet, N. Y. 

Are you how, after the investment of all this money, after 
assembling together the best gun mechanics in the country, 
are you now to say your investment shall lie idle? 








Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman pardon me? 
I think he is mistaken. This is for a different class of guns. 
These are small guns for which they have estimated. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I don’t care whether they are swivels or 
large guns, they are all for the Government. 

Mr. HULL. In the hearing 12-inch guns are referred to for 
this purpose. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I don’t care whether it is a swivel gun or 
the highest power guns to be manufactured. I say that after 
the necessity of investing Government money, or the péople’s 
money, for the establishment of these gun foundries it is ridicu- 
lous to talk now about the guns being purchased outside by 
contract. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I don’t want to interfere with the 
gentleman in his argument, but if his argument is correct, it 
makes ridiculous the estimate of the Department for four or 
five million dollars to purchase machinery to do this work. 

Mr. TALBOTT. There is no such estimate in the bill. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. No; it is not in the bill; it was 
thrown out by the committee. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Well, if it was thrown out by the committee, 
then it isn’t in the bill. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, I am 
opposed to this amendment, and I am in favor of the appropria- 
tion of $150,000 to keep these yards going. They are necessary 
to this Government and they ought to be kept going. They were 
necessary then because there was no other establishment where 
they could be manufactured. It was suggested at the time this 
legislation passed that we would have to cross the ocean to pur- 
chase our guns from the Krupps and to provide armament for 
the vessels authorized by the Forty-severith Congress. We es- 
tablished the foundries and invested the people’s money in them, 
and it is our duty to keep them at the highest standard. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The gentleman from Maryland 
will admit that if his policy had been pursued in Germany there 
would have been no Krupp’s gun factory to go to. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, whatever may have been the 
estimates or the recommendation of the Department, as to this 
matter, I understand it is conceded that the guns contemplated 
by his paragraph are now being manufactured by the Govern- 
ment, and if that be true, I can see no reason whatever why we 
should now begin the work of tying the hands of the Govern- 
ment or to drive away the opportunity and the benefits of com- 
petition of which the Government is now in possession. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. Does the gentleman mean to state here, as a mem- 
ber of the Naval Committee, that he is making an appropria- 
tion for guns which the Navy Department are now making, 
without authority? 

Mr. MUDD. No; I do not mean to say that. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Then it is not conceded by any 
manner of means that this appropriation is for guns which are 
now being manufactured. 

Mr. MUDD. I understand that the navy-yard at Washington 
here is now making the same class of guns as those provided 
for in this paragraph; that it is fully and adequately equipped 
for the manufacture of these guns, and, it is to be assumed, has 
been making them right along for years past under precisely 
similar provisions in previous naval appropriation bills. Mr. 
Chairman, by striking out the words “and manufacture” we 
confine the Navy Department to the necessity of purchasing 
all these guns from private sources, and in that connection I 
want to remind this committee of the analogous course of Con- 
gress in reference to the purchase of other and larger material 
for the Navy. The first appreciable reduction in the price of 
armor that we have obtained for the Government in recent 
years was obtained through the fact that we inserted in the 
navy bill a provision that if the price at the hands of private 
contractors should not be found reasonable the Government 
might construct its own armor plant. That resulted in a very 
substantial diminution in the price which the Government had 
to pay. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. How much, can the gentleman 
tell me? 

Mr. MUDD. I can not recall the exact figures just now. I 
will remind gentlemen also, as a very pertinent fact in this 
connection, that in the provision that we have inserted in this 
bill, and have been inserting in the naval bills for several 
years past, for the construction of battle ships—which will be 
found on the last page but one of the bill—the committee have 
found it necessary and, in fact, the Committee of the Whole 
House, I believe, has in effect instructed the Committee on 
Naval Affairs by taking it into its own hands several sessions 
ago to adopt a provision under which, if the Secretary of the 
Navy found that there existed a combination among the per- 
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sons who sold to the Government the Department should then 
have the option of building ships in its own navy-yards. 

If this amendment should be agreed to—if we should here- 
after find the clearest kind of evidences of a successfully formed 
combination among the private plants that sell these guns—the 
Secretary would have no power whatever to reduce the price 
or to guard against an unreasoning advance in price by manu- 
facturing in the Government’s own yards. The adoption of this 
amendment simply ties the hands of the Secretary, cripples the 
existing establishments of the Government, and practically bulls 
the market for the Department of the Navy by the hands of the 
legislative branch of the Government itself. It ought under no 
circumstances to be agreed to, and as one member of the com- 
mittee, and of the majority side of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, I want to record my unqualified protest against it. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I under- 
stand is now before the committee is to strike out the words 
“and manufacture.” As the provision stands in the bill as re- 
ported by the committee it reads, “ purchase and manufacture 
of reserve guns for ships of the Navy, $150,000.” Now, the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hitt] proposes to strike out the 
words “and manufacture” and require the Secretary of the 
Navy to purchase all of the guns. Now, this provision which 
the committee has reported has been in the bill for a number of 
years, and the amount of the appropriation has been just about 
the size which we recommend this year. If this appropriation 
is made for the purchase and manufacture of guns, it will not 
necessitate, nor is there in this bill anywhere a provision for any 
enlargement of the gun factory. As it is in the bill now the 
Secretary of the Navy can purchase all of the guns or a part of 
the guns, or manufacture all of the guns or a part of the guns, or 
none of the guns. It is entirely within his discretion to do as 
he may see fit, and I think to leave it that way, the way it has 
always been left, ig the safest and most salutary for the Goy- 
ernment. I trust this amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman reply to a 
question as to whether the Government is now engaged in the 
manufacture of wire rope and hemp cordage at the Boston 
Navy-Yard, or doesn’t he know? 

Mr. FOSS. I know they are manufacturing hemp rope, and 
have for a great many years. 

Mr. SIBLEY. In your bill on page 14 it says “for hemp, 
wire, iron, and other materials for the manufacture of cordage, 
anchors, cables, galleys, and chains.” That would seem to indi- 
cate they are manufacturing both wire and hemp rope. 

Mr. ROBERTS and Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN rose. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. SIBLEY. I yield to my friend from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Roserts }. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inform the 
gentleman “from Pennsylvania that there is a wire mill in the 
navy-yard at Boston, Mass., manufacturing wire rope. It makes 
a great proportion of the wire rope used in the Navy. That 
wire mill has been established for quite a number of years, 
longer, in fact, than my recollection runs at the present moment, 
and if my recollection is not at fault this House, either at the 
last session or the session before, voted quite a substantial sum 
of money to enlarge that wire mill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. , 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call for a vote in 
a few minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I will take but 
five minutes, I think. I wish to support the position of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois in this matter. I wish to call attention to 
certain facts that appeared before our committee a year ago, 
found in the testimony of Captain Pendleton, and I call the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hrix] to these 
facts. Captain Pendleton stated before the committee that we 
made our guns at from 30 to 40 per cent cheaper than the private 
makers of guns furnish those guns to us. In response to a ques- 
tion from the gentleman from New York [Mr. VREELAND] Cap- 
tain Pendleton said—I will first state this was in connection 
with the gun-factory proposition, or rather with the proposition 
to expand the gun factory: 

Captain PENDLETON. I say that if the present a both Govern- 
ment and private, do not expand, nobody can do the work promptly to 
keep up with future demands. The important thing is this: Why 
should we pay these private companies to increase their plants when 


the Government can do the work at 30 or 40 per cent cheaper than 
anybody else can do it? 


Again, he said: 
We paid in both places always the same price—$3,300 apiece for the 


ae of every 6-inch gun, and we furnished all the tools with 
which to do the work. 
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So you see the Government saved $2,000 on each G6-ineh gun 
when it did the work itself. 

We ought to keep this proposition in this bill, and more than 
that this Congress ought to increase the plant for the manufac 
ture of guns. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks are we 
going to socialism. Why, the Government is the only purchaser 
for such guns as these. When we have a great military acad- 
emy at West Point and a great naval academy at Annapolis do 
we hear a charge of socialism against them because we, for- 
sooth, do a teaching business there? Private institutions could 
teach our soldiers and sailors, but we do teach them. When 
we manufacture guns we are making guns for the public, for 
the people, and we do not thereby go into private enterprises 
in competition with the manufacturers for the general public. 
And when we make them 30 to 40 per cent cheaper than we buy 
them the cry of socialism ought not to deter this Congress from 
doing its plain duty to the people. I want to ask the gentleman 
from Connecticut, I think he has a gun factory 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Two of them. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Two gun factories in his dis- 
trict, and yet the gentleman, seems to think nobody can take an 
adverse position from him unless he had a navy-yard in his dis 
trict 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I said I would do the same thing 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I have no navy-yard in my 
district or in my State, neither have I any gun factory, but I 
hope I understand the plain facts in this case. It is economical, 
it is good sense, it is good business to continue this appropria- 
tion in order that we may get the best guns that can be made 
and get them cheaper than any private manufacturer can fur- 
nish them. The Government does many things which the gen- 
tleman does not regard as socialistic. 

Why, we make our postage stamps; we actually make our 
greenback money. We run a printing office. We coin our 
money. These are governmental matters. Certainly private 
people could coin the money and do these other things for the 
Government. They could have private institutions that would 
make everything that the Government now makes in the various 
navy-yards of the country. The private shipbuilders could do 
all the repair work for the Government. The private ship- 
builders could do all the docking for the great ships, and the 
private yards could take care of every single thing for the 
Government that we do now in the navy-yards, yet we have a 
hundred millions of dollars invested in these navy-yards and 
spend millions to maintain them. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Srstey] cry socialism against the navy- 
yards? I take it that he will not. The amendment should be 
defeated. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. FOSS. I eall for a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word of the amendment just for a moment. The 
gentleman has quoted the cost of making guns under Govern- 
ment direction. He has omitted from the estimate, or there 
never was included in the estimate, the cost of ownership of the 
property, of interest, of depreciation, of wear or tear, of any of 
those fixed charges which every manufacturer must meet. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, this is not a question of all Gov- 
ernment work. It is simply this: Here is an appropristion of 
$150,000 with which to build, probably, fifty guns. The last 
order of 100 guns went into the navy-yard here. The navy- 
yard here is running on three shifts, as I am informed, night 
and day. There is no probability of the last order of a hundred 
guns being finished in a great many months. The only proposi 





tion involved in this is this: Shall these fifty guns, and these 


only, be put up on advertisement for competitive bids, or shall 
it be added to the accumulated work of the Navy Department 
here, not to be finished or constructed for a long time in the 
future? That is all there is to it. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for a yote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the informal amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HiLu] 
will be withdrawn. 

The question was on agreeing to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HI}. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Repairs, Bureau of Ordnance: For necessary repairs to ordnance 
buildings, magazines, gun parks, boats, lighters, wharves, machinery, 
and other items of like character, $30,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
F1rzGERALD] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 11, line 24, strike out “thirty” and insert “fifty;” and 
after the word “dollars” add “and no other fund appropriated by 
this act shall be used in payment for such service.” 
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Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. I 
did not hear the amendment, and I call for a rereading of the 
same. 

The Clerk reread the amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, this item in the bill ap- 
propriates $30,000 for necessary repairs to ordnance buildings, 
magazines, gun parks, boats, etc. The estimate of the Depart- 
ment for this purpose is $50,000. It seems to me this amount 
should be appropriated and a restriction placed in the bill pre- 
venting the Department from utilizing any other fund for the 
purpose indicated in this paragraph. This is one of the places 
where a reform can be brought about in the administration of 
the Navy Department. This appropriation has been the same 
since 1892. At that time there was appropriated for ordnance 
and ordnance stores $155,000. To-day there is an appropriation 
of $3,500,000, and yet the amount appropriated for repairs and 
care of the buildings where the ordnance stores are kept is the 
same as when the appropriation was less than $200,000. I find 
in the hearings before the Committee on Naval Affairs, in the 
statement of Rear-Admiral Mason, that the $30,000 appropriated 
last year was not sufficient for the purpose, but that his Bureau 
expends money from another appropriation in order to make the 
repairs required in these places. The purpose of separating the 
items in the appropriation bills is to enable the House to deter- 
mine how much is needed in each bureau for each different item 
of the public service, and the intention is to confine the bureau 
to the amount appropriated. 

In these hearings I find this: 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there a deficiency there this year to be asked for? 

Rear-Admiral Mason. Not under the repairs simply, because we can 
make repairs under ordnance and ordnance stores. We make that ap- 
propriation fill out the deficiency for repairs. 

I submit that if the Department requires $50,000 for this pur- 
pose it should be given to it directly, and the bureau chiefs 
should not be compelled by indirection to take money from an 
appropriation for a purpose for which it is not made by Con- 
gress. 

I wish to repeat that in 1892, when the amount appropriated 
for ordnance stores was $155,000, $30,000 was allowed to care 
for and make the repairs necessary in this place; and to-day, 
with the appropriation inereased to $3,500,000, the committee 
refuses to increase the appropriation for repairs by $20,000, and 
compels the Bureau to take, improperly, in my judgment, money 
appropriated for another purpose to make these repairs. This 
is not good legislation. It seems to me that if the Department 
be not given the money required under the provision it applies 
for, it should be confined to the amount appropriated for that 
item. I hope the gentleman will accept the amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. The estimates were for $50,000. After careful 
consideration of this matter the committee came to the conclu- 
sion it could reduce this, and accordingly has inserted $30,000 
for the coming year, which we think the Department can get 
along with. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is it not a fact that the Department 
uses the money in another appropriation for the purposes speci- 
fied here? 

Mr. FOSS. Well, the Admiral states in his hearing that he 
had used it in a previous year. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And will do so unquestionably this year 
if we do not prevent it or give him sufficient money. 

Mr. FOSS. If the gentleman wants to offer his amendment 
and keep it at $30,000, well and good. I think $30,000 is 
enough. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will ask that the amendment be di- 
vided, and that a vote be taken on each part. I will offer the 
first part as an amendment, and ask that a separate vote be 
taken on that. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 11, line 24, strike out “ thirty’ and insert “ fifty.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on that portion just read 
of the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the other portion of 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “dollars”’ add “and no other fund appropriated by 
this act shall be used in payment for such service.” 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Civil establishment, Bureau of Ordnance: Navy-yard, Portsmouth, 
N. H.: For one writer, at $1,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to strike out the last word, for the 
purpose of inquiring of the chairman what a “ writer” is? 
Mr. FOSS. The same as a clerk. 
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provisions of section 1552 of the Revised 
retary of the Navy to establish, at such places as he may deem neces- 
sary, suitable depots for coal and other fuel for the su ply of steam- 
ships of war, including the purchase of necessary land, $ 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, why should not this 


appropriation be carried on the legislative bill? 


Mr. FOSS. The legislative bill only applies to clerks and 


writers here in the yard at Washington, whereas this applies 
to the yard at Portsmouth, N. H. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Depots for coal: To enable the Rocpehars of Se way » aa the 
atutes, authorizing the sec- 


00,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I move to strike out the paragraph. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 15, beginning with line 16, strike out the paragraph. i 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, this authorizes the ap- 


propriation of $300,000 for coaling depots. The Secretary of 
the Navy asks $700,000. In asking for this amount it appeared 
that he desired this money for the purpose of establishing four 
great coaling depots, to cost $8,000,000 when complete. One of 
them is located in the United States; the others outside of the 
United States. 


This, Mr. Chairman, is a matter of considerable importance. 


It appears that since 1899 large appropriations have been made 
for this purpose. In 1899 $250,000 was appropriated; in 1900, 
$400,000 ; in 1901, $700,000; in 1902, $600,000; in 1903, $640,000 ; 
in 1904 no appropriation was asked, and for the present fiscal 
year $600,000 was appropriated. 


It appears that none of the appropriation made for the pres- 


ent fiscal year has been expended, and that although no appro- 
priation was made in 1904 there was an unexpended balance 
at that time of $113,000. 


So that to-day there is to the credit of the Navy Department, 


for the. purpose of establishing coaling depots, $713,000. The 
Department this year asks for $700,000 to commence the building 
of four coaling depots—one at San Francisco Bay, to cost 
$1,750,000; one at Guantanamo, in Cuba, to cost $1,500,000; 
one at Kiska, in the Aleutian Islands, to cost $2,500,000, and one 
at Guam, to cost $650,000. 


If these stations be authorized now, if a start be made, the 


Department will very shortly be coming here asking large appro- 
priations to deepen channels, for building wharves, and to for- 
tify the depots. 


In my judgment it is unwise to authorize the establishment of 


these depots. It seems strange, Mr. Chairman, that the Naval 
Committee follows so blindly the recommendations of the gen- 
eral board. As gentlemen know, there is in the Navy Depart- 


ment a general board that considers questions affecting the ne- 


cessity for certain things in connection with the defense of the 
country or necessary for offensive operations by the Navy. The 
committee accept the plans of that general board simost as gos- 
pel. No question is ever raised as to their propriety. It is the 
easiest thing possible to obtain large appropriations for some 
kinds of public work outside of the United States, while it is 
almost impossible to obtain the smallest appropriation for public 


works within the United States. 
If this $300,000 be authorized it will be taken by the Depart- 


ment for the purpose of establishing these stations outside of the 


United States. The Department to-day has $713,000, which is 
more than is necessary to maintain the stations they have at 


present, and it seems to me, with the desire for economy on the 


part of the committee, that one of two things should be done. 
If they wish these stations named by the Department to be es- 
tablished, they should give the Department the money needed te 
establish them. If these stations should not be established, they 
should not give any of the money asked for the purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to say very much 
upon this. The Department asked for $700,000 this year, and 
we cut the appropriation down to $300,000. Last year we gave 
them an appropriation of $600,000, so that they have on hand, 
with a small balance they had before, the sum of $713,000. In 
addition to that we give them $300,000 this year. They wanted 
a good deal more. 

As the gentleman has stated, there are three or four points 
where they desire to erect coaling stations. Of course, it is 
very important that they should have coaling stations connected 
with our naval establishment. For instance, we desife a coal- 
ing station at Guantanamo. There we have the land, ceded to 
as by the Cuban Government. 

The Department also desires to erect. a coaling station at 
Guam, and one in San Francisco Bay; but the reason why the 
committee cut the appropriation down was because they did not 
feel it was necessary to go to quite the extent that the Depart- 
ment wished; and therefore, by limiting the appropriation, they 
have indicated to the Department that they feel a larger appro- 
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priation is not necessary this year. I trust the amendment | 
will be voted down. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, the criticism of my colleague | 
[Mr. Firzceratp] on this item is a pertinent one, and of itself | 
ought to be sufficient to result in adopting his amendment to 
strike this item from the bill. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I oppose this appropriation on entirely 
different grounds. I oppose it because even if it is not the in- 
ception of a policy it is at least the continuation of a policy of 
going out from the United States looking for trouble. Now, I 
am opposed to the United States looking for trouble. We have | 
all the trouble we want at home, and we do not want any trouble 
outside of the confines of the United States. 

Not only will it do that, Mr. Chairman, but it stimulates the 
desire for war. It increases the possibilities of war. Because 
the farther a naval vessel is away from the United States, the 
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Whitworths, and Maxims; it stimulates business for men who 
come down here in palace cars to lobby and get through this 
House appropriations for $100,000,000. It stimulates that kind 
of business, but all the cost of it in money has got to be paid 
by the rest of the commerce of the country, and over and above 
all that it incites the passions of men. Let the report go over 
the country that we have appropriated $109,000,000 in this bill 


| for a “big” navy and the addle-pated, thoughtless fellows will 
| feel the blood coursing quicker through their veins and they will 
| be saying, “ What a glorious country this is; we are becoming 


’ 


a ‘world power;’ we are taking our place among the great 
nations of the world; we have got a destiny.” Yes; a destiny 
to murder our fellow-men who happen to live on the other side 


| of an imaginary line. [ Applause. ] 


No wonder the Rev. Dr. Charles H. Parkhurst, of New York, 
is reported as saying: 


easier it is to get into some embroilment with a foreign country. | It will be a sublime moment in history when it begins to be realized 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I know well enough that men who want 
these appropriations say that war stimulates business. Yet I | 


have here in my hand a dispatch to the New York Times, which 
seems to give a little different coloring to that proposition. 
Here is a cable dispatch from Warsaw to the New York Times, 
dated June 21 last, three months after the inception of the 
Russo-Japanese war. Surely that was time enough to have 


stimulated business. But I know well enough gentlemen will | 
eall attention to the fact that very soon after the Spanish war 


business increased in this country. That was merely a coinci- 
dence, simply due to the fact that that war came at the end of 
a long period of depression, and that the stimulation of business 
which then took place, or subsequently took place, was not the 
result of the war, but was in spite of the war. But what does 


this dispatch say, sent from Warsaw last Jime, where they are | 


certainly having trouble at the present time? 
Three months after business had been stimulated by war! 


One of the lies always propagated to bolster up this false | 


patriotism is “that war stimulates business.” 

Mr. Chairman, even if that were true, it would nevertheless 
be fiendish to advocate war because it would stimulate trade. 
Just think what that means. 

Thousands of human lives, hundreds of millions of wealth is 
to be destroyed, all the worst passions of man—lust and rapine, 
hatred and murder—are to be unchained in order that some one 


shall sell more goods. If you wish to destroy accumulated | 


wealth in order to promote “ business,” at least do it in a de- 
cent way, in a way that will not debase and degrade those who 
participate in the transaction. Take your goods out into a 
vacant field and make a bonfire of them, but don’t let loose the 
dogs of war to do it. 

I know, Mr. Chairman, that I am addressing a body of men 
who boast that they are not dreamers, nor visionaries, a 


dreamer being one who dares to assert that the golden rule is | 


a living principle; that they are practical men—a body of 
men who have no time to waste on the millenium; men who 
say that they are concerned with the “ practical.” Well, let 
me read something on this phase of the subject to you intensely 
hardheaded, practical men. This New York Times cablegram 


from Warsaw, Poland, appeared simultaneously in the London | 


Times. 
Listen to these headlines: 
Four hundred and fifty thousand unemployed workmen in Russia. 


Idle army increasing at rate of 3,000 a day. War brings dire distress. | 


It says: 

One of the first consequences of the Russo-Japan war is the serious 
Soppling of trade in Siberia, European Russia, the Caucasus, and 
oland. 

The man that sent that cable dispatch and the man who re- 
ceived it in New York ought to be arrested for blasphemy. 
They ought to be arrested for blaspheming the claim that war 
stimulates business. 

Do they not know that war is the very breath of their nos- 
trils to the Cramps, Carnegies, Bethlehem Steel Works, etc.? 

Doesn’t war afford the opportunity to our patriotic Charles R. 
Flints to work off a lot of obsolete yachts and tugs? 

I will not take the time of the House to read the entire dis- 
patch, although it is illuminating as to the virtues of war, but 
will briefly summarize its more important features: 

Workmen being thrown out of employment. State railways discharge 
Squads of loaders. Shrinkage in four months, 11 per cent, and increas- 
ing. Russian railway traffic in May 25 per cent less than May last 
year. Traffic to western frontier 40 per cent less than for May, 1908. 
Eastern European and Polish railways discharge 60,000 in four months. 

Altogether one-half a million men were thrown out of work 
by the war—by war that you devotees of war, you who worship 


war, say stimulates business. Oh, yes; it stimulates business | 


for the Carnegies, for the Krupps, for the Armstrongs, for the 





that armies and navies are merely the teeth and claws with which 
vulgar beasts survive, and that so far as there is a Christian world, 
and we are a Christian people, the ambition to create big armies and 
organize enormous fleets is a sad confession that our natural kinship 
is with the brute rather than with the saint. ; 

It is not difficult to conceive of a people so just in its administra 
| tion and so generous that a system of national armament like that int 
which we are so madly rushing would be a kind of moral anachronism 

Is it not about time, Mr. Chairman, that we should begin to 
retrace our steps instead of competing with other nations in 
the size of our Navy? Let us declare for justice, let us proclaim 
international righteousness, let us give up trying to become a 
big bully, let us declare for the “Golden Rule.” [Applause.]} 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ecall for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 
| The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

FITZGERALD) there were—ayes 24, noes 52. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee how 
many employees there are at the different coaling depots now in 
existence and from what fund their salaries are paid. I notice 
that in all other establishments of every kind there is a specific 
appropriation. I can find no place in this bill where any ap- 
propriation is made for any part of the civil establishment at 
these coaling stations. 

Mr. FOSS. I can not state how many are employed at these 
stations. I do not know to what particular stations the gentle- 
man refers. The stations appropriated for in this bill have 

| not been established. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I mean at the different stations that are 
already established. There is no way from reading the bill by 
| which one can tell whether there are two employees or fifty. I 
know there are at least three stations, and in one place they 
have half a dozen employees. 

Mr. FOSS. The clerical establishment comes immediately 
| after this paragraph, as the gentleman will see. There is the 

Portsmouth Navy-yard, the Norfolk Navy-Yard, Mare Island, 

etc.; wherever there is a coaling depot or equipment office in 
| connection with these yards, it is provided for in that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But I eall the gentleman’s attention to 
| the fact that where the coaling depots are there is no specific 
appropriation made. I suppose the employees are paid out of 
| some general fund? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; they are in the foreign stations. 


station at Frenchmans Bay paid out of a general appropriation? 
| And if they are not, where in this bill is it provided for? 
| Mr. FOSS. I think they are. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Does not the gentleman believe that 
| this bill should carry a specific appropriation for the employees, 
| so that the House may regulate the number of employees at 
the various coaling depots? 

Mr. FOSS. The trouble about that is they need but a very 
| few employees. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I know they do not need many, but they 

| have a great many. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FOSS. They may need a dozen for a few days or a few 
weeks, and after that they do not need them and they are dis- 
charged. They are laborers. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; they are engineers who have 
charge of the machinery. 

Mr. FOSS. Only one or two, that is all. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman. that we 
should specifically appropriate for the employees at these yari- 

| ous stations. Several of the other appropriation committees 
at this session of the House have brought in their appropriation 
bills providing for payment specifically to employees in the dif- 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Are not the employees at the coaling 
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ferent Departments instead of having them paid out of a gen- 
eral appropriation. I hope that hereafter some provision will 
be made in this bill to accomplish the same reform. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Coal and transportation: Purchase of coal and other fuel for steam- 
ers’ and ships’ use, and other equipment purposes, including expenses 
of transportation, storage, and handling the same, and for the general 
maintenance of naval coaling depots and coaling plants, $2,750,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
against the language on page 16, line 1, beginning with the word 
“and,” down to and including the word “ plants,” in line 2 of 
the same page. That is a provision which has not been carried 
on bills heretofore. It provides for the maintenance of naval 
coaling depots and coaling plants, for which, so far as I see here, 
there is no authority in existing law. I therefore make the 
point of order. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I do not know as it makes any par- 
ticular difference whether this language goes in or not. I think 
that the Bureau has, and always has had, a general maintenance 
of the naval coaling depots and coaling plants; but these words 
were inserted by the Chief of the Bureau as better language 
than had heretofore been used. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would ask the gentleman from 
Illinois if these naval coaling plants are already in existence? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to the 
fact that the point of order clearly is not well taken. It is sim- 
ply for the maintenance of these coaling stations that have 
already been authorized, and are a part, and a necessary part, 
of the naval establishment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I do this for the purpose of calling attention to the in- 
crease in the cost of the transportation of coal since the passage 
of the law of April 28, 1904, which is as follows: 

That vessels of the United States, or belonging to the United States, 
and no others, shall be employed in the transportation by sea of coal, 
provisions, fodder, or supplies of any description, purchased pursuant 
to law, for the use of the Army or Navy unless the President shall find 
that the rates of freight charges by said vessels are excessive and un- 
reasonable, in which case contracts shall be made under the law as it 
now exists: Provided, That no greater charges be made by such ves- 


sels for transportation of articles for the use of the said Army and | 


Navy than are made by such vessels for transportation of like goods 
for private parties or companies. 


The hearings before the committee show that since the enact- 
ment of this law the cost to the Government of transporting its 
coal has increased 68 per cent. 


less reduced, throw open the contracts for transporting coal to 
all bidders. Evidently the vessels of the United States under- 
stand each other. I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask him to 
read so much of the hearings as I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Coal and transportation” is the next item. Our questions have 
largely covered this paragraph, which calls for $2,750,000. That is 
the same as last year. Are you asking for any deficiency, or will you 
ask for any? 
imiral MANNEyY. I will probably ask for half a million deficiency. 

e CHAIRMAN. A deficiency of half a million? 

niral MANNEY. Yes, sir. 

if HAIRMAN. Why is that necessary, Admiral? 

Imiral MANNEY. Under the law of Congress requiring coal to be 
ansported in American ships. 

The CHAIRMAN. It costs a good deal more, does it? 

Admiral MANNEY. Yes; it costs 68 per cent. 

‘CHIN. That is, 68 per cent more than in foreign bottoms? 

i MANNEY. Yes, sir; that is, in steamers. In comparing for- 
teamers with domestic sailing ships the difference amounts to 56 
, or something like that. 

Mr. Rrxey. Is that 68 per cent more in American bottoms than in 
foreign bottoms, or is it due to the fact that the law confines it to 
American bottoms, and that there is no competition among the owners 
of such craft? 

Admiral MANNEY. No; there is a certain degree of competition. The 
is that the American ships can not afford to carry the cargo for 
less, and the difference is what I said. 















reason 


Mr. KircHin. Going a step further, what, in your judgment, is the | 


reason they can not afford to carry it for less? Is it because they get 
better prices for doing other work or because they are engaged in other 
business ? 


Admiral MANNREy. No, sir; they need business. 
very considerably more to build than foreign—anywhere from 30 to 60 
per cent—-and they pay their crews more. 

Mr. LOUDE™NSLAGER. Their seamen are paid more money, are they not? 

Admiral Manney. Yes; a small amount. I do not think myself that 
It cuts any particular figure, although it is said that it does. It 
amounts to something. 

Mr. Roperts. Does not the cost of keeping them enter into it? 

Admiral MANNEY. 
tonnage and character. 

Mr. Rorerts. I understand that our law requires a more liberal sup- 
ply of provisions, and so on, than the foreign countries? 

Admiral Mannery. Well, merchant sailors used to consider that the 
Dutch ships have the best-fed crews. Some years ago lots of our sail- 
The ration of gin may 


ors used to go in Dutch ships on that account. 
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Now, it seems to me that this | 
protection is costing too much, and that the President should | 
hold that the charges are excessive and unreasonable, and, un- | 


American ships cost | 


That should be about the same for ships of like | 
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have had something to do with that. Our ships should be the best fed, 
considering the markets. What the law says and what the crew gets 
does not always tally. 

Mr. Roperts. You think it may be the liquid more than the solid 
that constitutes the attraction for the men? 

Admiral MANNEy. I do not give much weight to the value of the 
ration as materially affecting the cost of maintenance. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Does not a master of an American vessel find 
himself confronted with labor conditions, so far as his crew are con- 
cerned, where the foreigner does not? 

Admiral MAnney. I think they all have trouble that way. The 
English do, and the French and Hollanders are also frequently troubled 
with labor conditions affecting their merchant ships. 

Mr. Rrxey. By what per cent does the vessel built here cost more 
than those built abroad? 

Admiral MANNEY. From 30 to 60 per cent, varying with circum- 
stances and character of vessels. 

Mr. Rrxgy. Does that hold true in regard to sailing vessels and 
steamers as well as ships of war? 

Admiral MANNzEY. In regard to iron or steel vessels. When the 
mercantile ships were of wood, we built them as cheaply as any nation 
because we had more wood. Our ships were all over the earth then. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will resume the reading of the 
bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Ocean and lake surveys: Hydrographic surveys, and for the pur- 
chase of nautical books, charts, and sailing directions, and express 
charges on the same, $75,000: Provided, That of the above, a sum not 
exceeding $1,500 may a by the Secretary of the Navy in pro- 
curing a survey and estimate of cost for a channel into Welles Harbor, 
Midway Islands. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
against the proviso in that section, on page 16. It is a legisla- 
tive proviso having in contemplation, seemingly, the opening 
of a channel, not a continuance apparently of a work now in 
progress. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I think if the gentleman insists 
on his point of order it is well taken. The Navy Department 
requested that a proviso of this character should be inserted in 
| this paragraph. This proviso provides for a survey and esti- 
mate of the cost for a channel into Welles Harbor, Midway 
Islands. The Midway Islands belong to the United States 
Government, and have since 1867. At this particular point, 
Welles Harbor, there is simply a small naval station. That is 
to say, there are a few marines there, about thirty in all. There 
is no city or town or village or anything of that sort. There is 
no commercial port, but it is purely a naval institution, and the 
| commercial cable have run their line there at the suggestion of 
the Navy Department. The Navy Department is desirous of 
finding out what it will cost to construct a channel so that the 
| Ships can go into that harbor. 

I have here a letter from the Secretary of the Navy in which 
he recommends that this small sum of $1,500 might be used out 
of this appropriation for that purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I must insist on my 
point of order, because there is nothing here to indicate what 
| will be the probable cost of the work that this provision will 
inaugurate. Another year after this survey has been made this 
provision will be taken to be an authorization of the beginning 
of the work, and then an item may come in upon the appropria- 
tion bill of fifty or one hundred thousand dollars for a continu- 
ance of a work already in progress or already authorized. I 
insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. .The Chair thinks this is a legislative pro- 
vision and sustains the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, in 
line 13, page 16, the word “ seventy-five” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ fifty.” 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 16, line 13, strike out the word “ seventy-five” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ fifty.” 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, this will reduce the ap- 
propriation for ocean and lake surveys $25,000. For the pres- 
ent fiscal year there was appropriated $75,000 for this purpose. 
It appears in the statement of the chief of this bureau that not 
more than $18,000 of that amount can possibly be used this year. 
The Department is short of vessels; it is short of officers, and 
therefore it is impossible to detail sufficient vessels and men 
to expend this much money in surveying. There will be no 
change in the conditions next year. That the Department wil! 
not have the vessels and the men necessary is evidenced from 
the fact that within a week or two it was found necessary to 
graduate a class at Annapolis several months in advance in 
| order to provide junior officers for the vessels now in commis- 
| sion. There can be no reason for appropriating money that can 

not possibly be used. It is apparent that $75,000 can not be 
| used, it is very doubtful even if $50,000 can be used, but so that 
there might be no question of crippling this service this appro- 
priation can readily be reduced at least $25,000. I believe it 
wise to keep the appropriation down to the amount which it is 
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possible for the Department to utilize. 
the amendment will be voted. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I asked the Chief of the Bureau 
of Equipment very particularly upon this point, and while he 
has not used very much money in the past year he expects to 
use it in the coming year. The surveying, of course, is done with 
the small vessels—by the converted yachts and other small ves- 
sels—where it takes very few officers. Now, the chief, in his 
hearing, said: 


This surveying is necessary for the good of the service. The northern 


adjacent West India island, the coast of Haiti, is dangerous to approach, 
and some: parts of Cuba. 


So, I think, while the fact is the appropriation was not used 


For that reason I hope 


last year for some reason or other, still, as the Admiral says it | 


is necessary and will be used the coming year, we ought not to 
cut this down. It is very important to have these surveys, or 
otherwise our ships might run upon rocks and be destroyed. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the chairman of the committee a questien, which may be 
pertinent or may not. Is it not a fact that a portion of the 
work of the Hydrographie Office of the Navy Department was 
transferred one year ago or earlier to the Signal Service in the 
Department of Agriculture? Is it not true that that portion of 
the work which might be described as the ocean meteorological 
service is taken care of now in the Department of Agriculture, 
as I have indicated, and is it not true that there has been no 
elimination of the officers previously employed in this work in 
the assignment of this Bureau, and, perhaps, a portion of them 
provided for in the legislative bill which dees net appear here? 
In other words, in the transfer of this service has there been 
any corresponding diminution in the expenses provided for in 
the pending measure? 

Mr. FOSS. Well, we do not provide for that in this bill. 
What we provide is simply for these surveys. Now, so far as 
the gentleman’s question is eoncerned, I beg to state I have 
received from the Chief of the Bureau of Equipment—I directed 
substantially those questions to him—a statement saying that 
there is no duplication of work, and whatever that beard, of 
which he was a member, decided upon, has been carried out or 
will be carried out, and I woudl like to put this in the Rrecorp as 
an explanation of it: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy, 
BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT, 
Washington, D. C., January 26, 1905. 


Memorandum for the chairman of the Committee on Nayal Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 


On December 1, 1883, the monthly issue of the Pilot Charts of the 
North Atlantic Ocean was_commenced, followed shortly after by the 
Pilot Chart of the North Pacific Ocean. 
now ready to publish Pilot Charts of the South Atlantic and the South 
Pacific Oceans, and an estimate has been submitted for $1,500 for this 
purpose, as follows: 

“Por seasonal Pilot Charts of the South Atlantic Ocean and of the 
South Pacific Ocean, showing graphically the matters of value and in- 
terest to the maritime community, and particularly the directions and 
forces of the winds, the set and strength of the currents, the regions of 
storm, fog, and iee, the positions of derelicts and floating obstructions 
to navigation, and the best route to be followed by steam and by sail, 
including the expenses of communicating and circulating information, 
lithographing and engraving, the purchase of materials for and printing 
and mailing the charts.” 


These charts showed graphically all the information relating to the | 


navigation of the oceans collected from reports received by the Hydro- 
graphic Office during the preceding month, such as the position of all 
wrecks and drifting buoys, the prevailing winds, their force and direc- 
tion, locality of calms and their duration, the position of fishing 
fleets, the ——— currents, the tracks of cyclones, and directions for 
avoiding their centers. Upon these data predictions for the ensuing 
month are based and represented graphically upon the charts, showing 
the routes steamers should take in order to keep clear of fishing fleets 
and icebergs, the best sailing routes between New York and the 
equator, also between the equator and Burope, and a résumé of the 
Notices to Mariners issued during the preceding month. 

Experience has shown the issue of pilot charts to have been one of 
the most felicitous works of the pe Office. Merchant cap- 
tains, the first to recognize the value of these charts, began to coop- 
erate heartily in the labor of collecting and forwarding the informa- 
tion. The demand for the charts increased enormously, and to supply 
the growing want for such a bulletin, corrected to the latest data, 
it was soon found to be necessary to issue a weekly supplement. Dur- 
ing the fiseal year ending June 30, 1904, 50,200 Pilot Charts of the 
North Atlantic Ocean, 21,600 Pilot Charts of the North Pacific Ocean, 
and 119,600 Weekly Bulletins were issued. There are 1,746 voluntary 
cooperating observers of eighteen nationalities collecting data for these 
charts. The issue of the Pilot Chart of the North Pacific was irregular 
eS since which time they have been issued regularly each 
month. 

As stated before, the data from which these charts have heretofore 
been made up have been received from 1,746 observers of eighteen 
nationalities and from merchant captains, who, — the first to 
recognize the value of these charts, cooperated heartily in the labor of 
prmer n and forwarding the informatiom necessary for their prep- 
aration. 

The Inter-Departmental Board, appointed by the President to con- 
sider the entire question of wireless telegraphy in the service of the 
National Government, recommended, and this recommendation was 
approved, “that the Weather Bureau of the Department of Agriculture 
furnish to the Hydrographic Office of the Navy * * * such meteoro- 
logical data as it * * ® may require, at no cost to them.” 


The Hydrographic Office is | 





e =~ = ) 
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Further, that “ such meteorological reports from vessels of war or 
commerce or other sailing craft, now being ferwarded direct to the Hy 
drographic Office of the Navy, shall be forwarded direct to the Weat 
Bureau, and the control of ocean meteorology be transferred to the 
Department of Agriculture, which already has ample w for this work; 
that the estimates for the support of the Hydrographic Office of the 
Navy, or any otilier office of the Navy for the next and succeeding fiscal 
years, do not contain any provision for the making of « l r Ss 
or for the publication of meteorological data other than such as may 
be needed by the Hydrographer of the Navy for use on pilot and 
charts, which data shall be furnished by and credited to the Weat! 
Bureau.” 
As this data has heretofore been furnished by the sources n t i 
above to the Hydrographic Office without expense, and is now 1 
by the Weather Bureau, Department of Agriculture, without exp 
the transfer of the accumulation of the data from the Hydrogray 
Office to the Weather Bureau will not operate to reduce the expe! 
of the Hydrographic Office and therefore should not affect its aj 
priations. : 
Very respectfully, H. N. MANN 5 
Chief of Bureau of Equipment. 


The question was taken on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Firzcrratp], and the Cl 
announced that the ayes seemed to have it 

Mr. FOSS. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 24, noes vo. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Navy-yard, Boston, Mass.: Sewer system, extensions, 310,00 
paving, to continue, $25,000; railroad syst extensions, $1 ws 
water system, extensions, $5,230; track [ raveling crane, ext 
sion, $34,310; fire-protection system, to extend, $8,500; _ ndations 
for steam engineering tools, $4,260; approach to dry dock N l 
$43,100; oil storehouse, $15,000; in all, navy-yard, Boston, $162,000, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think a point of order, 
perhaps, lies against the provision on page 2S providing f ir one 
oil storehouse, $15,000. I desire to reserve the point of order 
until I ascertain from the chairman of the committee [ Mr. Foss] 
whether this is a necessary part of the navy-yard equipment 
If it is, of course the point of order will not lie against it. 

Mr. FOSS. It is so regarded, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Do they have oil 
yards? 

Mr. FOSS. Wherever it is necessary. 

Mr. DAYTON. We have to have oil at the 
yards for the engines and other matters, and oil has to be stored 
in some place where it will not be dangerous. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is there an oil storehouse at every navy- 
yard? 

Mr. DAYTON. I think so, without question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that is so, there would be no 
order anyway, and all I can do is to move to strike out the last 
word. I find here “foundations for steam engineering tools.’ 
What does that mean? It is in lines 2 and 3 on page 28 

Mr. DAYTON. It is for the large hammers and cranes that 
have to carry this heavy machinery. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Like trip hammers? 


storehouses in all navy- 


various navy- 


po nt of 


Mr. DAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. I will find the hearing on that subject in a 
moment. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not necessary. I have obtained from 


the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayron] the informa- 

tion I desire. ; | 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Navy-yard, New York, N. Y.: Paving and grading, to cor 
$10,000; railroad system, extensions, $8,000; electric plant, exten 
sions, $10,000; railroad equipment, additional, $5,000; unde 
eonduits, extensions, $10,000; sewers and drains, additional, $5,000 
latrines, additional, $4,000; telephone system, extension, $2,000 
scale house and scales, $6,000; auxiliary hoist for 100-ton crane 
$20,000; bridge between buildings 6 and 115, $1,200; improvement in 
building 8, $1,000; in all, navy-yard, New York, N. Y., $52,200 

Mr. FITZGRPRALD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an 


amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York Mr. 
FITZGERALD] offers an amendment which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 28, line 19, after the word “dollars,” insert “coal storage 
and coal handling plant, to complete, $600. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to call 


the attention of the committee to the fact that this was sub 
mitted in a supplementary estimate on the 30th of January to 
the committee. It was stated in the letter transmitting the 
estimate that the $600 is required for the purpose of properly 


completing the coal sterage and coal handling plant now 
finished under contract. The amount asked for is necessary 


for the purpose of putting shelter over the pump installed for 
the purpose of supplying water to the machinery plant, and 
for concreting at the base of the columns of the coal-storage 
shed. In other words, this appropriation t 


is necessary to finish 
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the work about the building already completed under contract. 
I do not care to say anything further about it. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, we have no estimate on that, that | 
I have seen. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I say that I call the attention of the 
chairman of the committee to the fact that this is a supple- 
mental estimate; that this $600 is required to complete the 
work to which I have referred. This comes in a supplemental 
estimate on the 30th of January. 

Mr. FOSS. That was after the bill was reported. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am going to offer other amendments, 
but I think this particular one is necessary to just finish up the | 
work which has been completed under the contract, and perhaps 
there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. FOSS. We have not put in any of those supplemental 
estiinates. They came in after the bill was reported, and we 


had no time to consider them, and we will have to object to | 


them. Otherwise there would be a whole lot of them. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will say to the chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. Foss] that there are a number of them which I 
intend to offer, two or three in one amendment; but this, it 
seems, is necessary in order to complete this work. It is not 
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propriation bill. In his annual report to the Secretary of the 
Navy he calls attention to the lack of facilities for berthing the 
large vessels of the Navy at the various navy-yards, and em- 
phasizes the necessity for the rearrangement of the water front 
at the Brooklyn yard so that ships to be repaired can be 
berthed at places convenient to the shops. In his opinion re- 


| pairs now being made under the present disadvantageous ar- 


rangement of the water front are costing from 25 per cent to 30 
per cent more than they would if this improvement were made. 
To understand just what is meant by such a statement it is 
necessary to consider the amount of repair work done at this 
yard. The Chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repair tes- 
| tified before the Naval Committee that during this present fiscal 
year about 25 per cent of all the repair work of the Navy is be- 
ing done at the Brooklyn yard. In addition to the repair work, 
however, there is under construction the first-class battle ship 
Counecticut, and a collier, to cost $1,250,000, authorized in the 
last naval appropriation bill, is to be constructed at this yard. 
For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, however, the amount 
| of repair work done at the Brooklyn yard was, in the Depart- 
ment of Construction and Repair alone, about 33 per cent of all 
the repair work done on the vessels in the Navy. The total re- 





very important, yet I think if the attention of the committee | 


had been directed to it that it would have been allowed. It is 
referred to on page 491 of Document No. 60 of the hearings. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for a vote. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- | 


ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firz- 
GERALD]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amend- 
ment to the same section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITGZERALD] offers an amendment to the same section, which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “ dollars,” in line 19, page 28, the following: 

‘“ Improvement of water front, to cost $1,500,000, $250,000.” 

Mr. FOSS. I would like to hear the reading of that amend- 
ment again. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
again reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, this amendment pro- 
vides for an improvement to the water front of the navy-yard 
at Brooklyn. It is estimated that to complete the improvement 
will require $1,500,000. This amendment appropriates $250,000 


= 
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ven to commence the improvement. Realizing, however, that 
the spirit of economy which is so all-pervading would make 
impossible such an appropriation at this time, I submit the 
mendment for $250,000 in the hope that this much may be 


This, Mr. Chairman, is not a new nor a hastily considered 


for several years. 


boards appointed to consider the improvements required at 


the Brooklyn yard to make it more serviceable to the Depart- | 


ment. One of these reports was in response to a resolution of 
the Senate directing the Secretary of the Navy to submit a re- 
port upon the necessity of this project. 

was stated by the Chief of the Bureau of 
Construction and Repair to be one of the most urgent items in 


This improvement 


this bill. I understand that the Committee on Naval Affairs | 


has refused to authorize, or even to consider, a project for new 
improvements at any of the navy-yards. 
Mr. FOSS. Yes; and may I interrupt the gentleman? The 


report of the board the gentleman speaks of came to the com- | 
mittee yesterday from the Secretary of the Navy. It is the | 


report of the Rodgers board. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I have not seen the re- 


port to which the gentleman refers. I have read on other occa- | 


sions, however, the reports of the two boards to which I have 
called attention. 

Mr. FOSS. This is the last one. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The other reports were unanimous in 
favor of the improvement. The improvement was urged upon 


the Committee on Naval Affairs at the last session. It was not | 


It was urged upon the Committee on Naval Affairs 
it has not been authorized. I hope that the 
initial appropriation will be made now. 

As was said by the Chief of the Bureau of Construction and 
Repair this is one of the most important items asked in this ap- 


i1uthorized. 


at this session; 


nitiate the work. The Department asks that $750,000 be | 


It has been under advisement in the Navy Department | 
It has twice been unanimously recommended | 





pair work done by this Bureau in 1904 was $9,644,615.44; of 
| this amownt $3,260,821.55 was expended at the Brooklyn Navy- 
Yard. In other departments the expenditures have been rela- 
tively greater. This is apparent for the reason that in some of 
the yards where repairs have been made by the Bureau of Con- 
struction and Repair there are no facilities, or at least but poor 
| equipment for repair work in other departments. This is noto- 

riously so in the case of the naval station at New Orleans, 
where, unless I am very much mistaken, no bureau except Con- 
struction and Repair is equipped to do any work. 

I wish at this time to call attention to the statement made in 
reference to this improvement by the Chief of, the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks. It is important that this should be done, be- 
cause, as I reeall, the same officer made a somewhat similar 
statement, which in my opinion is entirely unjustifiable. 

So that no injustice may be done the Chief of the Bureau of 
Yards amd Docks I shall quote his exact language before the 
Naval Committee. 

The following appears in the hearings of the Naval Commit- 
tee at page 192: 

Mr. Dayron. “Improvement of water front (to cost $1,500,000) 
$750,000.” 

Mr. Roggsrts. That is one of the most essential things in the Brook- 
lyn yard, so that we can find berthing space for the ships we are 
building. 

The CHAIRMAN. There has been no hindrance to the vessels in find- 
ing a dock, or when they wanted to get supplies, etc.? 

Admiral EnpicotT. They have all gotten there, yes. 
they have to be put two or three abreast. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let us hear from the Admiral as to what this con- 
templates—as to what it means. 

Admiral Enpicotr. You will not hear what it means until the board 
that is now making a study of what the yard needs makes its report, 
including this matter of improvement of the water front. They have 
not made their report, and I think this was put in there in anticipa- 
tion of something definite. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have they not made any report on it at all? 

Admiral Enptcotr. Not yet. 

Mr. Brick. When do they expect to get that report? 

Admiral Enpicorr. I do not know. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit that the impression obtained by the 
committee from this statement was that the improvement was 
only then under consideration by a board, which had never re- 
ported. To show what an erroneous impression was thus cre- 
ated, and to demonstrate how far that statement was from the 
actual facts, I desire to read briefly from the annual report of 
the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, Admiral Endicoit, 
to the Secretary of the Navy at the end of the last fiscal year. 
In that report I find on page 40 the following: 

Improvement of water front to cost $1,500,000, $750,000. This im- 
provement has been a subject of consider:*ion for some time and is 
urgently needed to provide sufficient berthing space for the large-draf! 
vessels which visit this yard. The question has been thoroughly in 
vestigated and reported upon by a board of officers. 

The date of this report, Mr. Chairman, is October 1, 1904. 
The hearing before the Naval Committee was December 15, 1904, 
which confirms my opinion that the statement made before the 

Naval Committee was wholly misleading and unjustifiable. 
| To emphasize the misleading character of the statement and 
| to demonstrate the necessity for the adoption of the amendment 
submitted by me, I desire to call attention to the following pas- 
sage in the report of the Chief of the Bureau of Construction 
and Repair, Admiral Capps, under date of October 21, 1904. 
The passage, found on page 7 of his report, is as follows: 

One of the most serious disadvantages under which a majority of 
our navy-yards is now laboring is the scarcity of berthing space in 
reasonable proximity to shops and storehouses. This deficiency in 
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suitable berthing space has reached such an acute form at the navy 
yard, New York, as to seriously impair the efficiency of that yard when 
undertaking repairs to the fleet. 

Although unquestionably the best equipped navy-yard on the Atlantic 
coast, its available water front in immediate proximity to the docks and 
shops permit the berthing of only two large vessels, in addition to the 
U. 8. 8. Connecticut, which is now under construction and must of 
necessity occupy for nearly two years to come a large portion of the 
available water front. The necessity for prompt and adequate provi 
sion of piers and extensions of quay walls at the navy-yard, New York, 
has been brought forward on several occasions during the past four 
years, and more than eighteen months ago, in response to a resolu 
tion of the Senate, there was prepared and submitted a complete report, 
with plans and estimates, showing clearly the posibility of suitable ex 
tension of the water front in order to provide dor the needs of the fleet 
as then composed, and also making liberal provision for future exten 
sions so as to amply acommodate the battle ships and armored cruisers 
now under construction. 


This, Mr. Chairman, would seem sufficient to convince most 
reasonable men of the necessity for this improvement. ‘There 
is another view that must not be lost sight of. Important as 
are naval yards in times of peace, their necessity becomes ap 
parent—vividly apparent—in the time of war. It is then that 
they are taxed to their utmost capacity. It is then that the 
needs of the nation demand facilities for rapid and efficient 
repair work, and calamitous indeed would it be to awaken then 
to the fact that the important yards of the country were in 
adequately equipped to do the work demanded of them. 


I recall, Mr. Chairman, a passage in Maclay’s History of the | 


American Navy. This is the official text-book at the Naval 
Academy. In speaking of the conditions of the naval service 
in Great Britain and the United States just prior to the out 
break of the war of 1812, the historian says: 

The Americans, on the other hand, owing to the mistaken policy of 
economists in Congress, were destitute of these facilities. They had 
no navy-yard worthy of the name, the first one being established at 
Norfolk, Va., while their means for building, arming, equipping, or re 


fitting ships of war were inadequate for the needs of even their few 
cruisers, 


While the condition is not quite as bad now as it was then, I 
desire to call attention to the manner in which the estimates for 
improvements at the Brooklyn yard have been cut down by the 
Naval Committee. Out of a total estimate of $999,200, the com 
mittee has allowed $82,000. It is strange that there should be 
so great a cut. In the last session of the House I protested 
then against the ruthless manner in which estimates for the 
only really good and efficient navy-yard in the entire country 
were disallowed. In this bill the number of items disallowed 
for the Brooklyn yard has been greater than that for any other 
yard. 

Under the heading of “ Public works, Bureau of Yards and 
Docks,” the Navy Department asked for the Boston Navy-Yard 
$418,810, the committee allowed $162,900; for League Island 
Navy-Yard asked $597,500, allowed $337,000; for Washington 
Navy-Yard asked $328,220, allowed $137,000; Charleston asked 
$807,000, allowed $396,000; Norfolk Navy-Yard asked $372,000, 
allowed $148,000; Mare Island asked $280,900, allowed $150,- 
200; Puget Sound Navy-Yard asked $385,500, allowed $215,500; 
naval station, New Orleans, asked $135,000, allowed $95,000; 
New York Navy-Yard asked $999,200, allowed $82,000. These 


figures, Mr. Chairman, are eloquent in themselves. I shall not | 


attempt to analyze the motives of the committee in so allot- 
ting the amounts for improvements in the different yards. I 
know, however, that the New York yard is the most important 
to the Department of all possessed by the country. It is the 
only yard where the largest battle ships and armored cruisers 
can be docked, and where they must necessarily be sent for 
repairs. 

It is at present successfully competing with the private yards 
in constructing a battle ship, and since it has been there demon 
strated that war vessels can be built within the time designated 
the private plants have shown surprising enterprise in hurrying 
Government work which heretofore was allowed to drag for 
years beyond the time when it should have been completed. I 
know, too, that there are imperative reasons why this improve 
ment proposed in the amendment offered by me should be com- 
menced at once. Should there be need for repair plants soon in 
the time of stress, which I hope there will not be, then the seri- 
ousness of neglecting this work will stand out startlingly. Mr. 
Chairman, I have said all that I care to say at this time about 
this improvement. I hope the committee will adopt the amend- 
ment offered by me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Navy-yard, League Island, Pa.: To continue retaining wall about 


reserve basin, $100,000; grading and paving, to continue, $20,000; 
sewer system, extensions, $10,000; railroad system, extension, $12,000; 
dredging and filling in Delaware water front, to ntinue, $30,000; 
water system, extension, $5,000; fire-protection ystem exten 


$5,000; extension of reserve basin, to continue dredgin $75,000 
comotive crane track, extension, $25,000; underground conduit ystem, 
extension, $15,000; telephone system, improvements, $2,500; « en 
sion of building 24, $3,000; locomotive crane for yards and doch 
$7,500; berth for receiving ship, $20,000; water-closet additior 
$5,000; pump and boiler for caisson, dry dock No. 1, $2,000; | 
extensions, $40,000; in all, navy-yard, League Island, $377,000 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in page 29, line 16 

“Provided, That no part of the money herein appropriated for dredg 
ing. improving, and building retaining walls in and alx ‘ 
basin shall be expended until there has been prepared ready for +s 
mission to Congress at its next session an estimate of the completed 
cost of such reserve basin.” 

Mr. DAYTON. I reserve the point of order on the amend 
ment, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the atten 
tion of the committee to the extraordinary work which is going 
on at the League Island Navy-Yard. There has been in tli 
course of construction a so-called fresh-water basin in which 
to place vessels of the Navy. During the past ten years there 
has been expended for this purpose $1,289,920. In this bill 
there is contained for the coming fiscal year an appropriation 
aggregating $205,000 to be utilized in the progress of this work 
That makes $1,500,000. Now it appears from the hearings be 
fore the Committee on Naval Affairs that this is a most extrao1 
dinary improvement. 

According to the Chief of the Department of Yards and 
Docks, it will take from fifteen to twenty years more to con 
plete this fresh-water basin in which to lay up the vessels of 
the Navy. There never has been yet, so far as I can learn, and 
there is not now a vessel placed in this fresh-water basin. 
This is what the Chief of the Bureau says will be a progressive 
improvement; and, Mr. Chairman, an examination of the appre 
priations show that that statement is absolutely correct. In 
1904 there was appropriated $75,000; in 1905, $235,000; and 
this year, with the spirit of economy hovering over the commit 
tee, $205,000. 

It seems to me that if this great improvement is to be ¢ 
tinued, if we are to go on squandering money, to find a place in 
which to dump the useless vessels of the Navy when placed out 
of commission, Congress at least should have some estimate of 


the final cost of this proposed improvement. There was at one 
time submitted to Congress an estimate of the completed cost of 
a naval station at Olongapo, in the Philippine Islands, and the 


enormous total of $32,000,000 was the amount stated to be 1 
quired for that purpose. 

in ten years on this basin there has been expended $1,200,000. 
This year we are authorizing $205,000. It will take fifteen or 


twenty years more to complete it. It seems to me it is time f 
somebody to ascertain when this committee will stop impro 4 
the Delaware River under the guise of providing a fresh-water 
reserve basin for the vessels of the Navy. ‘These appropriat 


in my judgment, should largely be carried in the river and | 
bor bill. Think of a progressive improvement covering ten y« 
already, and twenty yet to come. By that time, accordil to 
the judgment of experts in the Navy, we will have such a 

tiful collection of useless, obsolete battle ships of the fir 

that they can be placed on exhibition in this fresh-wat 


where they can not possibly further deteriorate 

I hope that the committee will insist that before any of 
$205,000 is expended the Department will send her ‘ 
mate showing just what it is intended to expend for the pr e 
of providing this fresh-water naval museum in the suburbs of 
the City of Brotherly Love. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentieman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Dayron] on the point of order. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 


now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of 
order. This seems to come within the definition of a limita- 
tion upon expenditure. The point of order is therefore o 
ruled. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having r 
sumed the chair, Mr. Dauzett, Chairman of the Cor ttee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. KR. 18467, 
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the naval appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


CERTAIN HOMESTEAD SETTLERS IN ALABAMA, 


Mr. WILEY of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 6017) for the 
relief of certain homestead settlers in the State of Alabama. 

‘he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which will 
be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That where any homestead entry heretofore al- 

v r ruling of the Land Department, for lands within the lim 





its of the nt made by act of Congress approved June 3, 1856 
(11 Stat., p. 18), to the State of Alabama in aid of the construc- 
tion of the railroad known as the Mobile and Girard Railroad has 
been canceled because of a superior claim to the land throngh purchase 
from the railroad company, which claim has been held to have been 
confirmed and a confirmatory patent issued for the land under the 
provisions of section 4 of the act of March 3, 1887 (24 Stat., p. 
596), such homesteader is hereby accorded the privilege of trans- 
ferring his claim thus initiated under the homestead laws to any 
other nonmineral unapprepriated public land subject to homestead 
entry, with full credit for the period of residence and for the im- 
provements made upon his homestead hereinbefore first described prior 
to the order of its cancellation, provided he has not forfeited or vol- 
untarily abandoned his homestead claim and that his application for 
transfer is presented within one year from the date of the passage of 
this act. Should he elect, however, to retain the tract embraced in 
his homestead entry heretofore canceled, the holder of the patented 
title through the railroad grant shall thereupon be inyited to relinquish 
or reconyey the land incinded in such former homestead entry, and 
ipon filing such relinquishment or reconveyance such holder of the 
itented title shall be entitled to select and receive patent for an 
equal quantity of nontimbered, nonmineral, and unappropriated public 
nds subject to homestead entry, and upon the filing of such relin- 
t or reconyeyance all right, title, and interest under and 

gh the railroad grant and the confirmatory patent hereinbefore 
‘rred to skall revert to the United States, and the tract thus re- 
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hed or reconveyed shall be treated and disposed of as other pub- 
lic lands of the United States: Provided, however, That such previous 
homesteader shall be reinstated in his rights and permitted to com- 
plete title to the land previously entered, as though no cancellation of 
his homestead entry had been made. 

Si ~. That the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe rules and 


reguiations for the administration of this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is this similar to a House bill which has 
been favorably reported? 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
from the eommittee? 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table for present consideration the 
Senate bill which has just been reported. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

rhe bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accord- 
ngly read the third time, and passed. 


Is this a unanimous report 
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On motion of Mr. Wirey of Alabama, a motion to reconsider | 


the last vote was laid on the table. 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Wirrrey of Alabama, 
the corresponding House bill, H. R. 15908, was ordered to lie on 
the table 


BURIAL OF WIVES OF DECEASED ENLISTED MEN. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 16289) to empower the 
Secretary of War to allow burial of wives of deceased enlisted 
men in national cemeteries in the same graves as deceased 


so'diers. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a bill which will be 
reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 


authorized at his discretion to allow the deceased wife of an enlisted 
soldier to be buried in a national cemetery in the same grave as the 
aece 1 soidier: 

With the following committee amendment: 


Provided, That the expense of such burial shall not be a charge 
against the United States and the burial shall be made under the super- 
E iperintendent of said national cemetery. 


vision { the si 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

I were was DO objection. 

The a is agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed 

On motion of Mr. Hurt, a motion to reconsider the last vote 


laid on the table. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

FH. R. 18126. An act to close and open an alley in square No. 
806, in the city of Washington, D. C.; and 

H. J. Res. 218. Joint resolution to provide for the removal of 
snow and ice from the cross walks and gutters of the District of 
Columbia. 

Hi. R. 15578. An act to prevent the use of devices calculated 
to convey the impression that the United States Government 
certifies to the quality of gold or silver used in the arts; 

H. R. 17746. An act authorizing the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to furnish Potomac water without charge 
to charitable institutiors, and so forth, in the District of Co- 
lumbia; and 

H. R. 12152. An act relating to the payment and disposition 
of pension money due to inmates of the Government Hospital 
for the Insane. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

S. 5732. An act granting a pension to Philip Lawotte; 

S. 6152. An act granting an increase of pension to Anne BP. 
Wilson ; 

S. 3373. An act granting a pension to Mary A. O’Brien; 

S. 4169. An act granting a pension to Galena Jouett; 

S. 3044. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy McP. 
Andrews ; 

S$. 4208. An act granting an increase of pension to Bessey 
Forsyth Bache ; 

S. 3456. An act to designate parcels of land in the District of 
Columbia for the purpose of assessment and taxation, and for 
other purposes ; 

S. 5947. An act granting an increase of pension to Florence 
O. Whitman; and 

S.5718. An act granting an 
L’Hommedieu Ruggles. 


inerease of pension to Alma 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL, 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 16799. An act making Texas City, Tex., a subport of 
entry in the customs-collection district of Galveston ; 

H. R. 17481. An act authorizing the Alexandria, Bayou Macon 
and Greenville Railway Company to construct bridges over Red 
River, Little River, Ouachita River, and Bayou Louis, in Louisi- 
ana; and 

H. R. 16560. An act to authorize the registration of trade- 
marks used in eommerce with foreign nations or among the 
several States or with Indian tribes, and to protect the same. 


BRIDGE OVER RED RIVER NEAR BOYCE, LA. 


Mr. PUJO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 18815) to authorize th: 
eonstruction of a bridge across the Red River at or near Boyce, 
La. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The bill (H. R. 18815) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River at or near Boyce, La. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, it is now 5 
o'clock and, although I regret it very much, I feel compelled to 
make objection. 

The SPHAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Mississippi that the Chair thinks the clock is two minutes fast. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the Chair will announce 
that we still have two minutes, I will withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. That is true by the Chair’s wateh. [Lauzh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the Clerk 
will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 2 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Puso, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


I withdraw the objection, 
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STENOGRAPHER FOR THE JOURNAL CLERK. 


Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I present the following privi- 
leged resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution No. 488. 

Resolved, That for the remainder of this session there shall be em 
ployed, and paid out of the contingent fund of the Housé, at the rate 
of $6 a day, a stenographeer in the office of the Journal clerk. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Currier, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. CockrAN of New York, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave of absence for two days, for the purpose of attending the 
funeral of Hon. James C. Carter. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. MorcAan, by unanimous consent, was given leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers 
in the case of Charles C. Jones, H. R. 10078, Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and | 
5 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 
o'clock noon. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered | 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 


Mr. GILLETT of California, from the Committee on the Ju- | 


diciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 


4489) to amend section 64 of the bankruptcy act, reported the | 


same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4621) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17478) to provide for 
an equal division of the lands and moneys of the Osage tribe of 
Indians, and for other purposes, reported the same with amend 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 4622); which said bill and 


report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on | 


the state of the Union. 


Mr. HEPBURN, from the Committee on Interstate and 


Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 16914) to provide for the investigation of leprosy, with 
special reference to the care and treatment of lepers in Hawaii, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4624); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the joint resolution of the House 
(H. J. Res. 187) providing for the appointment of an auditing 
board in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, Indian ‘Terri- 
tory, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 4625); which said joint resolution and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
17861) to grant to Charles H. Cornell the right to abut a dam 
across the Niobrara River on the Fort Niobrara Military 
Reservation, Nebr., and to construct and operate a trolley or 
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to Robert Valentine—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensior 

3y Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 19017) to restore Lieut 
James Hampton to the pension roll—to the Committee on In 
| valid Pensions. 
ty Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (11. R. 19018) granti: n 
increase of pension to Samuel Campbell—to the Committee on 


electic railway line and telegraph and telephone lines across | 


said reservation, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 4626); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar, 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2, Rule XIII, 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee an Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16491) for the 
relief of Robert G. Carter, United States Army, retired, re- 
ported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 4623) ; 
which said bill and report were ordered laid on the table. 


| 
| 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 





Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and me 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally r 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. COCKRAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 19005) to 
amend section 1 of an act entitled “An act for the relief of ce 
tain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late war with Mexico 
approved March 2, 1889—to the Committee on Military Aff 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 19006) to amend an act « 
titled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4 
188S7—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 19007) to « 
tablish range light in Grand Haven Harbor—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 19008) to amend section 
4289 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DIXON (by request): A bill (H. R. 19009) to im 
prove the civil-service system of the United States—to the Co 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 19010) to 
amend an act providing for the construction of a bridge across 
the Connecticut River at Hartford, Conn.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 19011) to pr 
vide for an additional associate justice of the supreme court of 
the Territory of Arizona, and for other purposes—to the Co 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: A bill (H. R. 19012) to create the offic 
of commissioner of consuls, and to provide for the reorganiza 
tion of the consular service of the United States—to the Com 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (TH. R. 19018) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the board of com 
missioners for the Connecticut bridge and highway district to 
construct a bridge across the Connecticut River at Hartford, 
in the State of Connecticut "—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Ri 
75) for an official celebration of the one hundredth anniversary 


of the birth of Abraham Lincoln—to the Committee on Rules 
By Mr. TAWNEY: Memorial of the legislative assembly of 


the State of Minnesota, asking that Congress give the Inte 
state Commerce Commission enlarged and adequate powers to 
regulate railroad rates—to the Committee on Interstate and For 
eign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolution 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 19014) for the relief o 
Jesse J. Bull—to the Committee on War Claims 


By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (TH. R. 19015) for the relief of 


the heirs of Joseph Piernas, deceased—to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims 
By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 19016) granting a pensio 


Pensions. 


By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 19019) for the relief of 


tobert M. Williamson—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 19020) to 
provide for correction of the original appointment of Maj. John 
C. White, United States Army, on the retired list, so as to con 
form with the regulations then existing—to the Committe 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19021) granting an increase of pension to 
Enoch Bolles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 19022) for the 
relief of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South 
of Pine Bluff, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 19023) 
for the relief of William J. Carney—to the Committee on Wal 
Claims. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 19024) granting an increase 
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of pension to Mathias Brady—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 


By Mr. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 19025) granting a pension to 


Julia H. Lyle and Willie Elizabeth Lyle—to the Committee on | 


Pensions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Jesse C. Bull—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BISHOP: Petition of citizens of Fremont, Newaygo 
County, Mich., against repeal of the Grout law—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Siska Grange, No. 861, of Newaygo County, 
Mich., against repeal of the Grout law—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Shelby, Oceana County, Mich., 
against repeal of the Grout law—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: Petition of citizens of Douglas County, 
Minn., against religious legislation for the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of citizens of Junction City, 
Kans., against decrease of postage on packages by mail over 
ee routes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
*ost-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the American Medical Association, favor- 
ing support of Members of House and Senate of bill H. R. 
17335—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the American Protective Tariff League, 
favoring a “ stand-pat”’ policy relative to the tariff—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Rocks County, Kans., against re- 
ligious legislation for the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the Distric t of Columbia. 

Also, petition of John H. Davis & Co., bankers, Wall street, 


New York, favoring conservative action relative to legislation | 
respecting railway rates—to the Committee on Interstate and 


Foreign Commerce. 
$y Mr. CALDERHBEAD: Petition of duly accredited repre- 
sentatives of the several religious denominations, favoring ac- 


ceptance by the House of the Gallinger-Stone amendment to | 


statehood bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, resolution of the ninth annual convention of the Ameri- 
ean Anti-Saloon League, against any adverse action on the 
part of the House relative to the Gallinger-Stone amendment to 
the statehood bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, resolution of the American Hardware Manufacturers’ 


Association, relative to public lands and forestry—to the Com- | 


mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the American Federation of Musicians, favor- 
ing an increase of pay of Marine Band—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the International Seamens’ Union of Amer- 
ica, for insertion of a defined standard of skill in bills S. 6857 


and H. R. 18197—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and | 


Fisheries. 
Also, resolution of the Western Retail Implement and Vehicle 
Dealers’ Association, favoring enlarged powers of the Interstate 


Commerce Comission relative to railway freight rates—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, resolution of the same association, supporting the Presi- | 


dent’s position relative to trusts—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, resolution of the same association, against a parcels- 
post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, resolution of the same association, favoring repeal of 


the timber and stone act, the commutation clause of homestead | 


act, and the desert-land act—to the Committee on the Public 


Lands. 


Also, petition of the R. S. Pace Lumber Company, of Wil- | 


burton, Ind. T., favoring bill 
Territories. 


By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Petition of Perry Grange, No. 1355, 


of Coshocton, Ohio, favoring a parcels-post law—to the Commit- 


tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. CASTOR: Petition of the board of directors of the 


Philadelphia Bourse, favoring ten years’ extension of the pneu- | 


matic-tube system for post-office service in Philadelphia—to the | 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 


S. 5925—to the Committee on the | 
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Also, resolution of the National Business League, advocating 
repeal of desert-land law and the commutation clause of the 
homestead law—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the American Hardware Manufacturers’ 
Association, relative to public lands and forestry—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution eof the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange 
Philadelphia Bourse, favoring an extension of the pneumatic- 
tube post-office system in Philadelphia—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Petition of citizens of San Diego, Na- 
tional City, and Austin, Cal., against religious legislation for the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. DENNY: Petition of the Lambert Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Baltimore, Md., against sale of in- 
toxicating liquors on Government premises—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DIXON: Petition of citizens of Townsend, Mont., 
against religious legislation for the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition of citizens of Hamilton, Mo., 
against religious legislation for the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Jacob Piles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of the National Board of 
Trade, relative to forestry and irrigation, favoring bills S. 5054 
and H. R. 8460—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Atlantic Carriers’ Association, relative to 
pilot service in the coasting trade—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the congress of the Knights of Labor of 
New York State, favoring passage of bill against food adultera- 
tion—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the National Business League, favoring re- 
| peal of the desert-land law and the commutation clause of the 
homestead law—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., 
against religious legislation for the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of citizens of Sandpoint, Koote- 

nai County, Idaho, favoring the Cooper-Quarles bill—to the 
| Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the National Business 
| League, for repeal of the desert-land law and the commutation 
clause of the homestead law—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. GILLESPIR: Petition of citizens of Fort Worth, 
| Tex., against religious legislation for the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
| By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of the Salisbury Brothers Fur- 
| niture Company, of Randolph, Vt., against the tax on alcohol 
used in the arts and manufactures—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Estey Organ Company, of Brattleboro, 
Vt., against the tax on alcohol used in the arts and manu- 
factures—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
| By Mr. HENRY: Petition of L. A. Waldo et al., against re- 
| ligious legislation for the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
| mittee on the District of Columbia. 
| By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of the Utah Dairymen’s 
| Association, of Logan, Utah, against repeal of the Grout Act— 
| to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of Washington Camp, No, 655, Pa- 
triotic Order Sons of America, of York, Pa., favoring restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Philippine tobacco planters, 
manufacturers, and laborers, for free entry of their products 
into the United States—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of citizens of Mansfield, Ark., 
against religious legislation for the District of Columbia—to the 
| Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of 247 citizens of Maine, 
favoring a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post- 

Office and Post-Roads. 

| Also, petition of 369 citizens of Maine, against repeal of the 

Grout law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LUCKING: Petition of citizens of Michigan, favoring 
an amendment to Constitution prohibiting polygamy in the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; 
and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

S. 5044. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy McE. 
Andrews; 

S. 3372. An act granting a pension to Mary A. O’Brien; 
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S. 3456. An act to designate parcels of land in the District of | 


Columbia for the purposes of assessment and taxation, and for 
other purposes ; 

S. 4169. An act granting a pension to Galena Jouett; 

S. 4208. An act granting an increase of pension to Bessey 
Forsyth Bache; 

S.5718. An act granting an increase of pension to Alma 
I, Hommedieu Ruggles ; 

S. 5752. An act granting a pension to Philip Lawotte; 

S. 5947. An act granting an increase of pension to Florence 
O. Whitman; 

S.6152. An act granting an increase of pension to Anne E. 
Wilson; 

Hl. R. 12152. An act relating to the payment and disposition 
of pension money due to inmates of the Government Hospital 
for the Insane: 

H.R. 15578. An act to prevent the use of devices calculated 
to convey the impression that the United States Government 
certifies te the quality of gold or silver used in the arts; 

Il. R. 17746. An act authorizing the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to furnish Potomac water without charge 
to charitable institutions, and so forth, in the District of Co- 
lumbia; 

Hf. R. 18126. An act to close and open an alley in square No. 
SO. in the city of Washington, D. C.; and 

H. J. Res. 218. Joint resolution to provide for the removal of 

and ice from the cross walks and gutters of the District of 


PORTLAND AND OTHER CEMENTS. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present a letter addressed by the Director 
of the Geological Survey to the Hon. Mr. CAnpter, of the 
House of Representatives, containing very valuable information 


rtland cement and other cements, and the material requisite 
for the manufacture of Portland cement, which is contained 
in certain parts of the United States in very large quantities 
id of very excellent qualities. I move that the paper be 
printed as a document 
rhe motion was agreed to. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 


Senate House bill 18329, the agricultural appropriation Dill, 


the following resolye sent from the House of Representa- 


Mr. TIANSBROUGH. Let the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

he Secretary read as follows: 

REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 16, 1905. 

nt No. 208, added by the Senate to the 





he opinion of this House, contravenes the 
f Sey 1 section of the first article of the Constitution 
1 ed States, and is an infringement of the privileges of this 


House, and that the said bill, with the amendments, be respectfully 
retur! to th nate with a message communicating this resolution. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, it is to be regretted 
that the House of Representatives has not given some consider- 
ation to the merits of this case, aud that it has sought to take 
shelter beneath the constitutional prerogatives which we all 
concede to it in the matter of originating legislation for raising 
revenue. We are now within two weeks of the time when this 
Congress must adjourn sine die. It is more than ten weeks 
since the present session convened. Has any measure come 
to us in all that time from the other end of the Capitol build- 
ng proposing a check upon the pernicious practice that has 


wd to the Senat 


grown up 
facture of articles of export in which such imported material 
» identified? No one here has seen or heard of such a 


mportation of raw materials by those engaged in the manu- 


Mr. President, for the past six months the Millers’ 
has been clamoring for a Treasury Department regu- 
ition, the absolute and unqualified effect of which would be the 
illification of paragraph 234 of the Dingley law, which im- 
oses a specific duty upon imported wheat of 25 cents a bushel. 
rhis fact must have been known to the House or to its managers 
during all these months. Why has not the House acted upon 

t holds to be its sacred right of initiative and sent us a 
measure to remedy the evil of which we complain? If, as it 


Association 
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claims, it has the sole right to take the first step in legislative 
matters of this character, we here certainly had a right to ex- 
pect that something would be done, and when the House failed 
to act, to do our duty as we saw it. So much for the con- 
stitutional prerogative, which appears to operate as a_hin- 
drance to right action rather than a help toward common-sense 
principles. 

Now, Mr. President, the amendment which the Senate placed 
in the agricultural appropriation bill and which the House de- 
clares to be detrimental to the dignity of that body, does not, in 
my judgment, come within the meaning of section 7, Article I, 
of the Constitution. It applies to a case wherein the head of a 
Department has undertaken to grant a privilege involving the 


| return to importers of wheat of large sums of money lawfully 


collected and covered into the Treasury. As I aimed to show 
in the debate the other day, Congress enacted into the tariff 
law a provision which clearly and distinctly declares that in 


| the matter of rebates of duty upon exparted articles the im- 


ported materials in those articles “shall so appear in the com- 


| pleted articles that the quantity or measure thereof may be 


| ascertained.” 


It was shown during the debate here that this 


| provision had been inserted in the act of 1890 on the suggestion 
| of the Treasury Department itself, in order to remove the possi- 


| did not. 


ym a subject of great importance. It is with reference to | 


in the Treasury Department with respect to the free | 


bility of fraud in administering the law. Attorney-General 
Olney upheld this contention in 1894 in an able opinion, and 
that opinion was followed by the Department until it was 
reversed in 1898. 

Meantime another tariff law had been enacted. Did Congress 
change its policy as to rebates so as to reyerse Mr. Olney? It 
On the contrary, it placed in the new law the same limi- 
tations as to rebates that it found in the old law. This, it seems 
to me, is most significant. Subsequently a new Attorney-Gen 
eral construed the provision so as to allow rebates on exported 
articles when the book accounts or affidavits of the exporters 
showed that the imported materials had been used, not when 
the imported materials “ shall so appear in the completed arti- 
cles that the quantity or measure thereof may be ascertained.” 
This opinion has been followed by the present Attorney-Generul 
in deciding the case arising under the petition of the Millers’ 
Association, with this exception, namely, Attorney-General 
Moody concludes his opinion with this suggestive language: 

I do not wish to be understood as expressing the opinion that the 
evidence of the books of accounts of the manufacturers is alone suff 
cient without the aid of other evidence to establish the right of the 
manufacturer to the drawback. I express no opinion upon that subje 


as the nature of the evidence disclosed by them is not before me. ‘I 
amount and character of the evidence which should be required by y: 


| is within your administrative discretion. 


This was addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury. Thns 
after all, he leaves it with the Secretary of the Treasury to say 
whether he can administer the law according to its letter and 
its spirit. The Secretary forthwith issued a regulation under 
which the book accounts and affidavits of the millers are to t« 
accepted as proof that they used the imported materials in the 
export articles. And so the law, as it was construed for eight 
years, is overturned. 

Now, Mr. President, a departmental regulation is not a judi 
cial determination of any question. If it were a judicial «dk 
termination in the matter of rebates on exported flour, and the 
Senate should put the amendment now under consideration 
into a bill and send it to the House, I have no kind of doubt 
that it would be subject to the constitutional objection raised 
by that dignified body, because, under those circumstances, 
would be a measure proposing to raise revenue in a manner 

| declared by a court, not by a Department, to be unlawful. The 
judicial branch of the Government alone can overturn an act 
| of Congress. It can not be accomplished by a construction 
| placed upon the law by a Department, and when such a thing 
is attempted, I maintain that it is competent for either House 
of the legislative branch of the Government to make a declar 
tion of the intent of Congress when the law that it is sought 
| to nullify was passed, and that such a declaration does not in 
fringe upon constitutional prerogatives. 

Here, Mr. President, is another question that has never been 
judicially determined. In the only case that I am able to find 
which reached the Supreme Court touching the power granted 
by section 7, Article I, of the Constitution, the court say: 

The case is not one that requires either an extended examination of 
precedents or a full discussion as to the meaning of the words in ft! 
Constitution—" bills for raising revenue.” What bilis belong to tha 
class is a question of such magnitude and importance that it is t 
part of wisdom not to attempt by any general statement to cover every 
possible phase of the subject. (167 U. 8., 202.) 
| What is the real situation? A duty was placed upon wheat 

for the benefit of several millions of people engaged in grain 
raising. Congress said to the millers, “If you can use foreiz! 
wheat in flour made for exportation so that the foreign wheat 
| can be absolutely indentified in the flour by the Treasury officia!s 
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by the operation of the senses, not by the operation of occult 
powers, you shall be entitled to a rebate of duty.” The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury says to the millers, “Congress did not 
mean what it said; J will take your word for it and give you the 
rebate.” Under this remarkable departmental rule the grain 
growers of the country can plainly see the protection which Con- 
gress gave to them fifteen years ago gradually but surely slip- 
ping away. They protest, but they can not go into court to 
prove that they are about to be injured or that they have been 
injured. Their only hope is here in the two Houses of Congress. 

The Senate, without heat or excitement, conscious of the 
wrong that is about to be done, knowing the unusual circum- 
stances that surround the case, deliberately and calmly comes to 
their relief. We are met in the House with the resolution now 
at the desk. 

Mr. President, the Senate must recede. There is no other 


way. The question is not to be decided upon its merits. The | 


attempt of the Senate to give relief is to go down upon a tech- 
nicality. 

But, Mr. President, there are yet two weeks of time in which 
the House may “originate” a measure of relief. Let us hope 
that some Member of that body, although he may approach the 


task in fear and trembling, may see his way to offer, and the | 


House may conclude to send us a joint resolution declaring 
that a Department regulation, which all must know is full of 
harm, is not to be accepted as a judicial construction of law be- 
yond the power ef Congress. The House has sent us several 
measures of late, some, perhaps, which can not be considered, 





but I venture to speak for the Senate when I say that if such a | 


joint resolution comes to us at any time before midnight on 
March 3 it will receive favorable consideration. 


I propose now, if the Senate will agree with me, to leave the | 


matter with the House, which may conclude to send us a bill 
giving the needed relief. If it does so the Senate will pass it in 
two minutes. And so, Mr. President, as a soothing balm to the 


wounded dignity of our good friends, for whom I have much | 
respect, and some pity, I move that the amendment be disagreed | 


to. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I wish to make a parlianmen- 
tary inquiry. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. If a motion to reconsider the vote by 


which the amendment was adopted is necessary, I make that | 


motion. 


Mr. MORGAN. I wish to make an inquiry of the Chair. I | 
desire to inquire of the Chair what is the state of the question | 


before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on receding 
from the Senate amendment, to which the Senator from North 
Dakota has referred, to the agricultural appropriation bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. The agricultural appropriation bill, then, is 
before the Senate? 

Mr. TELLER. Is it before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To that extent. 

Mr. BACON. Has the bill been returned? 


Mr. TELLER. Is the agricultural appropriation bill before | 


the Senate? I understand that it is in the House of Represent- 
atives. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The bill has been sent back to the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution -brought the 
bill back to the Senate. 

Mr. BURROWS. The bill came back with the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The original bill is here. It 
was brought back with the resolution of the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that the proper motion is that the 
Senate recede from its amendment. The Senate is now in pos- 
session of the bill. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That is the motion I made. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand; but some other suggestion was 
made. I think the motion of the Senator from North Dakota is 
in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota moves that the Senate recede from its amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the bill open to amendment? There were 
a great many amendments made to the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to raise a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is to recede. 

Mr. TELLER. A motion to recede is not the proper motion 
to make in this case. 

Mr. SPOONER. There has been no conference in this case. 

Mr. TELLER. There has been no conference. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not a question of insisting on an 
amendment or receding from it. 

Mr. TELLER. There is not any question of receding before 
the Senate. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the votes by 


which the amendments were ordered to be engrossed and 


| bill read the third time and passed be reconsidered 


Mr. HALE. That is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opi: 
that a motion to recede is the proper one to make 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, before the Chair finally rul 
I desire to submit a suggestion. 

I think the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin is t 
proper one, for the reason I shall state. It can be done b) 
unanimous consent without any possible doubt as to the pro 
priety of the vote subsequently to be taken thereon. If, how 
ever, a motion to recede is the one which is made, it seems to 
me to be an inevitable conclusion that prior to that there would 
have to be a reconsideration of the vote by which the bill was 
passed. But the request of the Senator from Wisconsin, that 
by unanimous consent the bill be taken from the table, of course 
cuts whatever Gordian knot there may be, and we go directl 


| to the point, and it is not in violation of any parliamentary 


rule. 

To move to recede from an amendment which was adopted 
prior to the final passage of the bill it seems to me would be 
extremely unparliamentary, unless it were preceded by thx 
action of the Senate receding from the vote by which the bill 
itself was passed by this bedy. But the request of the Senator 
from Wisconsin relieves the matter of all parliamentary diffi 
culty and simply takes the amendment off the bill by unani 
mous consent; that is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. <A motion to recede has been 
made over and over again as conference committees having the 
bill in charge have reported. 

Mr. SPOONER. This is not a conference committee. The 
bill has never been to conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; when returned with a 
resolution of the House it is brought before the Senate as if 
by a conference report. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the bill open to amendment in the 
Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill would not be open 
to amendment, as a matter of course, until the votes by which 
the amendments were engrossed and the bill was read a third 
time and passed were reconsidered. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the votes by 
which the amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the 
bill read the third time and passed be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not under- 
stand the request of the Senator from Wisconsin 

Mr. SPOONER. I made that request before, and I make it 
now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the request’ 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the votes by 
which the amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the 
bill to be read a third time and by which it was read the third 
time and passed be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wiscon 





sin asks unanimous consent that the votes by which the amend 


| ments to the agricultural appropriation bill were ordered to b 


| engrossed and by which the bill was read the third time and 
was passed be reconsidered. Is there objection? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not make any objec 
tion; I intend to assent to the request; but before doing so I 
want to say that I do not believe the position taken by the 
House in this matter is a correct one—that is to say, I do not 
believe the constitutional provision that bills for raising revs 


| nue shall originate in the House precludes the Senate from 
originating measures that merely affect the revenue, certain 
when they affect reductions in the revenue, or when they affect, 
as here, the revenue only by providing for a construction of a 
law that is in force, as I understand this amendment does, gov 
erning the disbursement of revenues already raised by paying 
out the same for drawbacks. This is no time, with the pres 
sure we are all working under, to enter upon a discussion of this 
very important subject, but this is a question that will ar 
from time to time in connection with the questions that are 
arising about tariff between this country and our insular posses 
sions, and sooner or later we must discuss it. 

I wish to take advantage of this opportunity to say that | 
assent because of the peculiar conditions surrounding it, but 
at the proper time I hope to be able to address the Senate upon 
the proposition I have tried to enunciate, namely, that the con 
stitutional provision does not prohibit us from legislating so as 
to reduce revenue or to construe a statute that is in force in the 
way we proposed by this amendment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I do not intend to offer 
any objection to the request of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr 
Srooner], but before it is put and the matter is disposed of, I 
wish to say a few words relative to the situation. 
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I think the House of Representatives, in the adoption of the 
resolution, failed to understand the real situation. This was 
not an effort upon the part of the Senate to change existing 
law; that is, it was not an effort on the part of the Senate to 
change or modify in any degree any law of Congress. 

The fact is, Mr. President, that about ten years ago Congress 
enacted a law with reference to drawbacks on imported articles. 
Certain smelting industries appeared before Attorney-General 
Olney, asking for a construction of that particular section of the 
law; and Attorney-General Olney did construe it, and I recall 
very well when the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HaANs- 
BROUGH] was reading the opinion of Attorney-General Olney 
that the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALe] gave the opin- 
ion of Secretary Olney his unqualified approval. The opinion 





of Attorney-General Olney simply gave force and vitality to the | 
i 


law as it was passed by Congress. 

But three or four years later, Mr. President, this same great 
syndicate or trust, a great smelting trust, appeared before a 
succeeding Attorney-General, made new arguments, and the 
succeeding Attorney-General changed the ruling of the preced- 
ing Attorney-General, and in changing the ruling changed the 
act of Congress. That was the time when either the House or 


departmental officer attempts by construction to repeal a law, 
or any part of an act of Congress, it is the duty of the one body 


or the other, or of both bodies, to enter its or their protest | 


against such procedure. 

Therefore, Mr. President, the amendment of the Senator from 
North Dakota restored the law in part as it had been enacted 
by Congress. The mistake that the Senator from Nerth Dakota 
made was in not attempting to restore the law in its entirety 
as it had been enacted by Congress. His mistake was in select- 
ing a single article—that of wheat—and bringing it back to,ghe 
law where Congress had placed it, and in omitting ores and 
other articles of like character from his attempted restoration. 

Mr. President, I would agree with the House of Representa- 
tives that if it believed the Senate had attempted to change the 
tariff duty upon any particular article or to withdraw any par- 


ticular article from the right of drawback as Congress had en- | 
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acted, there would be reason in the claim of the House that the | 


Senate was attempting to interfere with its prerogatives. But 


head of one of the Departments of the Government whose de- 
cision was in the very face and teeth of the law, it is and can 
be no interference whatever with the rights or prerogatives of 
the body at the other end of this building. 

But I wish to enter my protest now against the construction 
of laws by the head of any Department for the benefit of any 


trust or any great industrial enterprises that changes or modi- | 


fies or in effect repeals the law, and, further, to enter my protest 
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tion bill was altogether right and constitutional. The House 
has been in the habit of sending us bills called “ bills of rev- 
enue,” or “bills to raise revenue,” or “ tariff bills,” or “ tax 
bills,’ internal and external, or “customs bills,” accompanied 
with provisions such as the one contained upon which the ob- 
jection in this case rested, as follows: 

An act to provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the 
industries of the United States. 

That is the title of the act in which we find the provision 
that it is now said we are trying to change in an unconstitu- 
tional way. The title of that act indicates very clearly its 
purposes, being twofold and, as I contend, entirely distinct. 
One is to raise revenue and the other is to encourage industries. 
When a bill is enacted into law for that purpose there can be 
no doubt that two propositions are contained in it. One is the 
revenue proposition and the other is the proposition to en- 
courage industries. 


It so happens that the tariff on wheat—25 cents a bushel— 





| is a revenue measure, and that we have no right to change per- 


haps by a bill originating in the Senate. But the corresponding 


| or correlative proposition of refunding 99 per cent of that 
7 , ‘ | tariff, when it is received upon wheat that is brought in, and 
the Senate should have raised its voice in protest, for when any | 


the tariff has been pajd to the Government, when it is exported 
to foreign countries, is simply a proposition for the encourage- 
ment of manufactures. That is not a revenue proposition. It 
is giving away the revenue after it has been paid into the 
Treasury. It gives it back to the miller if he grinds the wheat 
bought from a foreign country and imported into the United 
States and exports it for sale and for consumption abroad. 
Now, there is a distinct proposition which encourages the 
miller at the expense of the wheat grower. That is a matter 
which ought to be rectified, if it cam be done; and the Senate 
of the United States has just as much right to act upon that 
proposition as the House has. We do not disturb the 25 cents 
a bushe? tariff on wheat. We merely say the giving back of 
that 25 cents, or of 99 per cent of it, to the mill owner is a matter 
we have a right to deal with. That is the encouragement of 
industry, and solely that. You can not say that you are raising 
revenue when you give 99 cents out of the dollar back to any- 
body as a condition of trade. That feature of the case is not 


. | the raising of revenue; it is the giving away of money from the 
when admittedly the effort of the Senate is to declare the law | 
as it was, and as it would be, were it not for a decision of the | 


Treasury of the United States to encourage manufactures. 

Just as long as the House sends us bills that contain these 
distinct propositions and so announce in the title of the act 
itself, I feel entirely at liberty, under my view of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, to vote upon propositions to strike 
out so much of the express provisions of a bill as is intended 
merely to encourage manufactures without affecting in the 


| slightest degree the tariffs or the revenues of the country. 


against either body of Congress having substantial complaint | 


against the other when that body, so far as it can, merely at- 
tempts to restore the law to its status where Congress and the 
President of the United States had left it. 

That is the position now, and that is the attitude assumed 
by the House. I can not believe that it assumed that attitude 
intelligently, with the full knowledge of the real status of the 
question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Wisconsin? ‘The Chair hears none, 
and the votes by which these amendments were engrossed and 
by which the bill was read a third time and finally passed are 
reconsidered. The bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Now I ask unanimous consent that 
the vote by which amendment No. 208 was adopted be recon- 
sidered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North 
Dakota asks unanimous consent that the vote by which amend- 
ment No. 208 was agreed to be reconsidered. Is there objec- 


tion? The Chair hears none, and it is reconsidered. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I now ask the Senate to recede from 
the amendment. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ing to the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr, President, I think that the House in 
sending this resolution here, although it is couched in very re- 
spectful terms, has entirely transcended its authority under 
the Constitution. The House has no right to return to the 
Senate a proposition of any kind upon the ground that the ac- 
tion of the Senate was unconstitutional. It might ask a con- 
ference upon it with great propriety, and have the judgment 
of both Houses taken upon the constitutionality of that provision. 

I maintain, Mr. President, that the action of the Senate in 
the passage of this amendment to the agricultural appropria- 


The question is on agree- 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to amendment No. 208. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I wish to say a word, and 
only a word, about this matter. I never supposed when the act 
was passed that the drawback clause included wheat and some 
other items. But I can not agree with the Senator from Ala 
bama, and I do not quite agree with the Senator from Ohio, 
although I do not care to enter into a discussion of the question. 
I think the clause of the Constitution which says “ all bills for 
raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives ” 
uses the word “ raising” in a generic sense. I do not think it 
means simply raising duties. Oftentimes revenue is raised by 
lowering duties. I think it means, in a strict sense, affecting 
revenue. 

Mr. TELLER. Concerning revenue. 

Mr. SPOONER. Concerning revenue. The Constitution does 
certainly confer upon the House by that clause an exclusive 
right, so far as this class of measures is concerned. Tariff bills 
‘an not originate in the Senate. That is an impossibility. 

This is an agricultural appropriation bill. There was not an 
item in it which dealt with the revenue, and I think it was en 
tirely without the right of the Senate to include in it the amend 
ment to which the House objects. As construed, it amounted to 
free wheat for export. Whether the Attorney-General has cor- 
rectly construed the law or not is a question of opinion. He 
has construed it one way, as Attorney-General Olney construe: 
it the other way. Attorney-General Griggs and Attorney-Ge! 
eral Moody construed it differently from the construction place: 
upon it by Attorney-General Olney. 

It is not the function of Congress to construe acts of Congress. 
That is the function of the judicial department of the Gover! 
ment. Congress and legislatures may pass acts of legislative 
construction, but they are operative only to change the law from 
the passage of the legislative act of construction; they are n 
retroactive so as to bind as to the past. 


The question is on agreeing 
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So this proposition which has passed here absolutely changes 
the law. It is not simply a matter of construction, but it says: 
That paragraph 234 of the act of July 24, 1897, entitled, ete., shall 
not to be held to be affected by the provisions of section 30 of said act. 

Section 30 being the general drawback section. 

I think, Mr. President, the House was not called upon to non- 
concur in the amendment and ask, as in ordinary cases, for a 
conference. That would have admitted the right of the Senate 
to incorporate the amendment. If the Senate might make this 
amendment it is difficult to limit the power of the Senate in in- 
corporating amendments which affect the revenue. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will state the difference between the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin and myself. I contend that it does not con- 
cern or affect the revenue, for the revenue has been collected 
on every bushel of the imported wheat and paid into the Treas- 
ury, and the question here is only the question of drawback or 
rebate; that is all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, Mr. President, the act is an entirety. 
It is a matter of general national policy. For the purpose of 
enlarging the foreign commerce of the United States Congress 
has provided that certain articles may be imported practically 
free for export purposes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does not the Senator agree now that if this 
amendment should stand the Secretary of the Treasury would 
have no right under the law, as thus amended, to pay the rebate 
to the millers who grind this wheat? If he does make a pay- 
ment to them for grinding this wheat and exporting it, is it not 
taking money out of the Treasury and not connected at all with 
the raising of revenue or concerning revenue, but a mere dona- 
tion from the Treasury to the millers because they have brought 
in foreign wheat, ground it up, and sent it abroad and sold it? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Wisconsin will permit me 
i to interpose there, would they ever have made this rebate if 

they had not first paid the duty? 
Mr. MORGAN. It is a rebate on the duty. 
Mr. SPOONER. The rebate is simply a reduction of the 
; duty ; carrying out the policy of Congress. 
Mr. BAILEY. It is a reduction of the duty. 





; Mr. SPOONER. It is practically a free importation of the 
5 raw material for export. That is what it amounts to. 
3 Mr. BAILEY. It is a reduction of the duty. 


Mr. SPOONER. And this amendment, so far as it affects it, 
absolutely changes it and exempts this particular item from the 
: general drawback policy of the Government. So it does dis- 
: tinctly affect the revenue. 

Mr. BAILEY. In other words, the larger the drawback the 
smaller is the duty in the end. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. I think that the House of Rep 
resentatives is not to be castigated because it has not passed a 
joint resolution—— 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator does not object to my inter 
rupting him, I wish to suggest that this proposition is a rebate 
or a drawback, which operates only in the individual cases that 
; arise where that provision of law can be applied. It does not 
affect the duty generally. I think that what the Senator from 
iq Alabama [Mr. MorGan] says is the correct view to take of it, 
i that the tariff duty is levied, the money is collected; it is in 
the Treasury; and this is a question of disbursement, and not 
a question of raising revenue or affecting the revenue, for, after 
the action of the Secretary, as well as before, importers must, 
when they bring wheat into this country, pay the tariff duty 
which is prescribed. It is a question whether what takes place 
me afterwards entitles them to a rebate or drawback. 
ae Mr. SPOONER. That argument amounts to this: That in 
an appropriation bill it is entirely competent for the Senate to 
a incorporate an amendment changing the entire fiscal policy of 





rials for export is concerned. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is a different question. I was not 
speaking as to whether or not this appropriation bill would be 
an appropriate place for such legislation, but whether or not 
we have the power to say that there shall be no further con 
e formance to a construction by a Department which has been 

2 * made. 
a Mr. 


SPOONER. I very much defer to the opinions of my 
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this bill was reported to the Senate from the Committee of the 
Whole with a view of making a point of order on the amend 
ment. 


stating, Mr. President, that this amendment 


|} not aware 


the United States so far as the free importation of raw mate- | 


friend from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], but I want to say that I think | 


the House of Representatives, in a very respectful and digni- 
fied way, has called our attention to a real invasion of its con- 
Stitutional privilege and that the Senate is proceeding to do 
in a dignified and proper way what it ought to do in eliminat- 
ing this amendment from the bill. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, if in order, I desire to make a 
motion that the Senate reconsider its proceeding by which 


XXXIX 174 





Mr. SPOONER. That has all been done, I think. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to make this motion with a view of 
is not germane to 
the agricultural appropriation bill, in the first place; and that, 
in the next place, it is tariff legislation, which can only orig 

nate in the House of Representatives 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is not in 
the bill. By a vote of the Senate it has been stricken from the 
bill. So the amendment is no longer under consideration. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, 1 do tot desire to unduly tres 
pass upon the time of the Senate at this hour, and I shall be 
very brief. I think, however, as this matter has developed some 
difference of opinion among Senators, and as it is one which will 
probably attract some attention by a coordinate part of the 
legislative branch of the Government, there should not be any 
doubt as to how some of us stand upon it, or at least that it 
may be known that the attitude as expressed by some Senator: 
is not the attitude of all the Senate. 

I simply want to say that, without reference to this par 
ticular amendment, I quite agree with the statement made by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] that any legislation 
which affects or concerns the revenue is legislation which should 
originate with the House of Representatives, and I shall, 
ever my attention is called to it, be always ready to accord 
that recognition. I think that we should be jealous of the 
rogatives which particularly belong to us, and I am equall: 
ready to recognize the prerogatives which belong to the House of 
Representatives. I think this is one of their prerogatives, with 
out limitation or qualification. 

Mr. TELLER. Without taking time, I only want to say on 
this subject that I fully agree with the Senator from Wis 
consin [Mr. Spooner] in his contention in regard to this matter. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I was a member of the commit 
tee that had charge of this appropriation bill as it came from 
the other House and which reported the amendments to it. Iwas 
until last night that this particular amendment 
formed part of the bill. But I desire to express my opinion 
about the action of the House of Representatives. There is no 
difference in my mind between originating and amending tariff 
legislation; so that if we have power to amend a House bill 
we have power to originate on the same subject. 

I think that the House has acted very promptly and very 
spiritedly in protecting its constitutional rights. Such an it 
as that which was adopted on the motion of the Senat from 
North Dakota [Mr. HaNnssprovuen] has never before been placed 
on this bill. I am glad the House has taken the action, and I 
am gratified also that the Senate feels unanimously that it is 
its duty to take the amendment away from the bill. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Mississippi a question. 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Does the Senator from Mississippi con 
sider the action of the Senate in this case as falling within 


when 


Til 
i 
il 


that of which the House complains? Now, briefly, this is the 
situation: Congress enacted a tariff law; the law contained a 
provision with reference to drawbacks; the head of one of the 


Executive Departments construed that law in accordance with 
the clear-cut provision of the statute; later another head of 
Department construed it the other way, and took the life out 
of the law as Congress passed it. Now, if either bra: 
Congress declares the law, as it was originally, was 
with the last construction of the head of a Department t! 
the evil of which the House complains in this resolution? 

Mr. MONEY. The House seem to complain, I will say in 
ply to my friend from Colorado, that we intrenched upon 
their prerogatives of originating revenue , 
tional right to originate all bills affecting the rev 
bill to raise revenue is the general title of everything that con 
cerns revenue, even if it reduces or modifies it in any 
whatever. It is perfectly immaterial what may have bee! 
ruled by successive Attorneys-General, still the House has 
right, upon constitutional grounds, whether we have 
truded upon their prerogative; and in this case it is simp) 
and clear to my mind that we have done so. The House, 
promptly as possible, acted in a very proper way to declare that 
we have so done, and we have, I think, very promptly come t 
the conclusion that we were wrong about it and are 
recede or to reconsider our action, and the whole matter is 
settled, so far as I can see. The House has done its duty and 
preserved its constitutional functions from invasion by this 
Senate, and this Senate only performs its duty in retiring from 


have 
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| 
the position which it had occupied temporarily and without, I | amend the patent laws relating to medicinal preparations; 


think, proper consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ordered to be engrossed? 

Mr. PATTERSON. One moment, Mr. President. Do I 
understand the position of the Senator from Mississippi to be 
that after Congress passes a tariff law, no matter what the 
ruling of the head of a Department may be as to a particular 
provision of the law, no matter how that ruling may destroy 
the provision that is in question, the Senate has no right in any 
way, except in a measure originating in the other House, to 
attempt to restore the law or to give vitality to the law as 
Congress enacted it? 

Mr. MONEY. The House did not restore the law nor did the 
Senate. This is not any part of the law. But still I stand 
upon the proposition of constitutionality, that the House alone 
has the right to do anything concerning the revenue—that is, 
the levying of taxes upon the people. The House is the repre- 
sentative of the people, who pay taxes; the Senate is the repre- 
sentative of the States, whd do not pay taxes. It was a wise 
provision of the Constitution that the people’s representatives 
should first institute anything that looks to the levying of taxes 
upon them; and it makes no difference whether such legislation 
reduces or modifies or qualifies in any way, the initiative must 
be with the House of Representatives. The ruling of the 
Attorney-General 
House in the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Shall the amendments be 


has nothing to do with the rights of the | 





The question is, Shall the | 


amendments be ordered to be engrossed and the bill read a | 


third time? 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the Indiana Divi- 
, Travelers’ Protective Association, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prevent the rulings of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission from being stayed by appeals; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented 
Trade, the Commercial Club, and sundry citizens of Louisville, 
Ky., praying that an appropriation be made for the improve- 
ment of the Falls of the Ohio; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. PERKINS presented memorials of the Walnut Grow- 
ers’ Association of Santa Barbara; of the Jobbers’ Association 
of Sacramento; of the Miller-Chapin-Enwright Company, of 
Sacramento; of the J. K. Armsby Company, of Ventura; of the 
California Liquid Asphalt Company, of Santa Barbara; of the 
Commerce of Lompoc, and of the Turner Shoe 


sion 


which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5533) correct- 
ing the record of Harris Graffen, to report adversely thereon. 
I move that the bill be postponed indefinitely, as I am instructed 
to report favorably a similar bill which has passed the House of 
Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 5594) for the relief of Robert 
G. Carter, United States Army (retired), submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 


| following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
| and submitted reports thereon: 


“ _— (H. R. 5052) granting an honorable discharge to Eugene 
. Ely; 

A bill (H. R. 659) correcting the record of Harris Graffen ; 

A bill (H. R. 778) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Nicholas Swingle; 

A bill (H. R. 2848) for the relief of Capt. Ferdinand Hansen ; 

A bill (H, R. 17175) for the relief of Capt. Frank D. Ely ; 

A bill (AH. R. 18317) correcting the military record of George 
H. Pidge, of North Loup, Nebr. ; 

A bill (H. R. 8413) for the relief of John Gretzer, jr.; 

A bill (H. R. 16266) to remove the charge of desertion from 


| the record of Henry Beeger; and 


A bill (H. R. 15763) granting an honorable discharge to Fred- 


| erick H. Stafford. 


a petition of the Board of 


Store, of Santa Aza, all in the State of California, remon- 

rainst the enactment of legislation to enlarge the | 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


Mr. McCREARY presented a resolution of the legislature of 


Kentucky, requesting Senators and Representatives in Congress 
from that State to use their influence in securing an appropria- 
tic t mprove Pond River and construct locks and dams 
thereon; which was read and referred to the Committee on | 
( e, as follows: 

THe COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY, 


In Houses OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Friday, February 10, 

Mr. Lochry offered the following resolution, viz: 
“Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the Commonwealth 
of Kentucky, That our Senators and Representatives in the Congress of 
the United States be, and they are hereby, requested to use their in 


1905. 


flmence in securing an appropriation to be used in improving Pond 
River and constructing locks and dams thereon, so as to provide 
same making it navigable the entire year. 


slack water, the 
wa ta yy of this resolution be sent by the clerk of this house to 


each member of the said Senate and House of Representatives of the 
Unit i States ”- 

Which was adopted. 

Attest James E. STone, 


Chief Clerk, House of Representatives. 
Mr. McCUMBER presented the petition of N. E. Landeene 
and 40 other citizens of Carrington, N. Dak., praying for the 
passage of the so-called “ Townsend railroad-rate bill; ” which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of Mount 


Tacoma Lodge, No. 403, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of | 


Tacoma, Wash., praying fer the pasage of the so-called “ em- 
ployers’ liability bill; ” which was referred to the Committee on 


Interstate Commerce. 


Mr. DIETRICH presented a petition of sundry citizens of | 
praying for the enactment of legislation to | Rinehart; 


Cortland, 


Nebr., 


Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them séverally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 11501) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
S. Mulcahey ; 

A bill (H. R. 
Loveley ; 

A bill (HL R. 3406) granting an increase of penston to Thomas 
J. Peaks; 

A bill (H. R. 15913) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
R. Freelove ; 

A bill (H. R. 15931) granting an increase of pension to Eph- 
riam L. Mack; and 

A bill (H. R. 17523) granting an increase of pension to Mar 
A. Paul. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A pill (H. R. 14125) granting an increase of pension to Joe! 
Hudson ; 

A bill (H. R. 14785) granting an increase of pension to War 
ren C. Gilbreath ; 

A bill (H. R. 15008) granting an increase of pension to Enge!- 
hardt Roemer ; 

A bill (H. R, 15751) granting an increase of pension to Aglaé 
Bache ; 

A bill (H. R. 18806) granting a pension to Baron Proctor : 

A bill (H. R. 15337) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
L. Martz; 

A bill (H. R. 15950) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward J. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 2017) granting an increase of pension to Johan 
Mohr ; 

A bill (H. R. 9580) granting an increase of pension to John 
Knight ; 

A bill (H. R. 6714) granting an increase of pension to George 
EK. Pierson ; 

A bill CH. R. 12157) granting an increase of pension to Asher 
D. Bice; 

A bill (H. R. 1900) granting an increase of pension to Samue! 
Visnow ; 

A bill (7. R. 13654) granting an increase of pension to Thom: 
H. Soward; 

A bill (7H. R. 12158) granting an increase of pension to Lyman 
L. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 1887) granting an increase of pension to Willian 
J. Stewart: 

A bill (H. R. 15642) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Coonrod; 

A bill (H. R. 6824) granting an increase of pension to Join 


14395) granting an increase of pension to Frank 


R 


| H. McKee; 


A bill (H. R. 5691) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
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A bill CH. R. 15679) granting an increase of pension to James 
G. Butler; 

A bill (H. R. 14232) granting a pension to Pauline W. | 
Stuckey ; 

A bill (HL. R. 1551) granting an increase of pension to Hdward 
S. Clithero ; 

A bill (H. R. 1892) granting an increase of pension to John 
Gibson ; 

A bill (HL. R, 15925) granting an increase of pension to Nellie 
Barrett ; 

A bill (TI. R. 2741) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 4636) granting an increase of pension to Martin | 
J. Severance; 

A bill (H. R. 5044) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
L. Croskrey ; 

A bill (H. R. 3239) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Ford; and 

A bill CH. R. 14613) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel BE. Rumsey. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (TH. R. 15390) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Augustus C. Foster, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were | 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3175) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Pemberton ; 

A bill (H. R. 3526) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
H. Walker; 

A bill (H. R. 10081) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 
liam A. Russell ; 

A bill (H. R. 11746) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 
Waltman; 

A bill (H. R. 12349) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas D. Horner; 

A bill (H. R. 9517) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Starr ; 

A bill (H. R. 12558) granting an increase of pension to George 
Van Horn; 

A bill (CH. R. 15960) granting an increase of pension to David 
H. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 6607) granting an increase of pension to John 
Blair; 

A bill CH. R. 15648) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Sawyer; 

A bill (HI. R. 15861) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles O. Lapham; 

A bill (CH. R. 15616) granting a pension to Christopher C. 
Krepps; 

A bill (HL. R. 15210) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
N. Hawkins; 

A bill (CH. R. 4680) granting a pension to Jonas Ball: and 

A bill (H. R. 14569) granting a pension to Maggie Weygandt. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 11743) granting an increase of pension 
to Charles H. Baird, reported it with an amendment, and sub 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pen 
sions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 8791) granting a pension to Mae H. Tyler; 

A bill (H. R. 18345) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas 8S. Peck; 

A bill (H. R. 16073) granting an increase of pension to James 
B. Miller; and 

A bill (H. R. 15720) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam T. Finch. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8820) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas L. Judd; 

A bill (TH. R. 12411) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
D. Walser ; 

A bill (H. R. 18683) granting an increase of pension to John 
Schneider ; 





A bill (H. R. 3900) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


liam W. Donham ; 

A bill (H. R. 11142) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. L. Groffmann; 

A bill (H. R. 18778) granting a pension to Francis Gentzch ; 

A bill (H. R. 17013) granting an increase of pension to 
George P. Finlay ; 


~ 
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A bill (H. R. 15000) granting an increase of pension to Isabel 
Nichols ; 

A bill (H. R. 3437) granting an increase of pension to Wil 
liam B. Shepard ; 

A bill (H. R. 14481) granting an increase of pension to Albert 


| H. Estes: and 


A bill (H. R. 14071) granting a pension to Cole B, Fugate 

Mr. BALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon 

A bill (H. R. 17918) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
H. Terwilliger ; 

A bill (HL. R. 17090) granting an increase of pension to Cath 
arine Conway ; 

A bill (H. R. 17922) granting an increase of pension to Ann 
BE. Snyder ; 

A bill (H. R. 14925) granting an increase of pension to Rob 
ert 'T. Porter ; 

A bill (HL. R. 14665) granting an increase of pension to Har 
riet H. Heaton ; 

A bill (H. R. 9480) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Houghtaling; and 

A bill (H. R. 5890) granting an increase of pension to Kathi 
arina A. Mueller. 

Mr. HEYBURN, from the Committee on Manufactures, to 
whom were referred petitions submitted on the 16th instant 
by the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose] for 
his colleague [Mr. KNox], praying for the enactment of legis 
lation to prohibit the fraudulent stamping or marking of manu 
factures of gold and silver, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the petitions, and that they be referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce; which was 


| agreed to. 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER BROOKLYN. 


Mr. STONE. am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 179) to provide an American 


| register for the steamer Brooklyn, to report it favorably without 


amendment. I ask unanimous consent for its consideration at 
this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GaAtuncer in the chair). 
The Senator from Missouri, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reports a bill for which he asks immediate consideration. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. KEAN. Jet that bill go over, Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The bill will go to the Calen 
dar, under the objection by the Senator from New Jersey [| Mr. 
IXEAN ]. 

DELEGATE FROM ALASKA 

Mr. BARD. Mr. President, on behalf of the Committee on 
Territories, I ask that the bill (S. 5339) providing for the ele 
tion of a Delegate to the House of Representatives from the 
district of Alaska be recommitted to that committee The bill 
has heretofore been reported from the Committee on Territori« 
It is now on the Calendar, and it is desired to have the bill r 
committed for further consideration 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the ré 
quest of the Senator from California? The Chair hears none, 
and the bill will be recommitted to the Committee on Terri 
tories. 

JANE HOLLIS. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am instructed by the Committee on Pen 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7206) granting a | 
sion to Jane Hollis, to report it without amendment I 
unanimous consent for its present consideration 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tl 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place 
the pension roll the name of Jane Ilollis, widow of Richard 
Hollis, late of Company K, Fifth Regiment Michigan Voluntee1 
Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tim 
and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 


Mr. DIETRICH introduced a bill (S. 7208) to provide f 


Alaska government board, a I‘alegate to Congress, and for other 


purposes ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 7209) for the reliet 
the heirs of Allison Nailor, sr., deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 7210) granting an in- 
crease of pension to C. M. Suter; which was read twice by its 
| title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. GAMBLE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $50,000 for improving the Missouri River at Yankton, 
S. Dak., intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$50,000 for improving the Missouri River at and adjacent to the 
mouths of the James and Vermilion rivers, in the State of 
South Dakota, intended to be proposed by him to the river and 
harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MONEY submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $150,000 for a dredge for harbor and other work on the Mis- 
sissippi and Alabama coasts of the Gulf of Mexico, intended to 
be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment proposing to in- 
crease the appropriation for general improvement of the Mis- | 
souri River from $150,000 to $200,000, and providing that $50,- 





at Bismarck, Manhaven, and Washburn, in North Dakota, etc., 
intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LONG submitted an amendment authorizing the Court of 
Claims to reinstate on its docket the case of the Citizen Band of 
Pottawatomie Indians v. The United States, intended to be pro- | 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be | 
printed. 


| 
GOVERNMENT OF THE CANAL ZONE. ’ | 
Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- | 
posed by him to the bill (S. 7207) to provide for the government | 
of the Canal Zone at Panama, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO PUBLIC BUILDINGS BILL. 


Mr. McENERY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 18973) to increase the limit of 
cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “thirty” and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Chester 
FE. Dimick, late of Company H, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LYMAN H. LAMPREY. 


The bill (S. 568) granting an increase of pension to Lyman 
H. Lamprey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lyman H. 
Lamprey, late of Company H, Twelfth Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 


000 of said amount shall be expended for improving the harbors | month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

LIABILITY OF COMMON CARRIERS. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention 
of the Committee on Interstate Commerce to the bill (S. 4092) 
relating to liability of common carriers by railroads in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and Territories and common carriers by rail- 
roads engaged in commerce between the States and between the 
States and foreign nations to their employees. It is the bill 
generally known as the “ employers’ liability bill.” I wish to 
say that this bill was referred to the Interstate Commerce 
Committee more than twelve months ago. I simply desire to 
invite the attention of the committee to it. It is to be hoped that 


| some report, either favorable or adverse, will be made at an early 


| date. 


I do not at present move to discharge the committee 


| from the further consideration of the bill, but I feel that it is 


sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection and comple- | 
tion of public buildings, and for other purposes; which was re- | 
| ceed to the consideration of the District of Columbia appro- 


ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ardered to be printed. 


FLOOD WATERS OF THE RIO GRANDE. 


Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 17939) relating to the construc- 
tion of a dam and reservoir on the Rio Grande, in New Mexico, 
for the impounding of the flood waters of said river for purposes 
of irrigation, and providing for the distribution of said stored 
waters among the irrigable lands in New Mexico, Texas, and the 
Republic of Mexico, and to provide for a treaty for the settle- 
ment of certain alleged claims of the citizens of the Republic 
of Mexico against the United States of America; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. BURNHAM. I ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of the last three Senate pension bills on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest? 
considered in their order: 

HELEN 8. WRIGHT. 

The bill (S. 6930) granting an increase of pension to Helen 

S. Wright was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty-five” and insert “twenty;” so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


proper for me to call this matter to the attention of the commit- 
tee and invite them to consider it and give us a report. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 


priation bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 18128) making appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand the situation of the bill, it is 


| now in the Senate and there was a separate vote asked for on 


The Chair hears none, and the bills referred to will be | 


concurring in two amendments which have been fully debated. 
I hope we shall now have a vote. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, before the vote is taken on the 
amendment 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state tlie 
pending amendment. 

The Secretary. On page 19, line 16, after the word “ dollars,’ 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, inserted : 


And the limit of cost of said building, including cost of site, is hereby 
increased from $2,000,000 to $2,500,000. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For continuing work on the municipal building for the District of 
Columbia, $300,000; and the limit of cost of said building, including 
cost of site, is hereby increased from $2,000,000 to $2,500,000. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 





; ; : , ... | in the amendment which has been stated. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to take 
up any of the time of the Senate, but yesterday when this amend- 


| ment was under discussion some reference was made to the fact 


he i and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 
the provision nd limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen | 
S. Wricht, widow of William Wright, ete acting master, United States 
Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
CHESTER E. DIMICK. 


The bill (S. 194) granting an increase of pension to Chester 


E. Dimick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 





that there would be an increase in the expenditure for the con- 
struction of this building by reason of the District Commis- 
sioners having selected architects outside of the architect of tlie 
Treasury Department. The Senator in charge of the bill will 
correct me if I am mistaken, but as I am now informed tlie 
architects have already prepared the plans and specifications, 
and so far as their work is concerned they are not required to 
do any more, if the appropriation is increased $500,000 by the 
adoption of this amendment, than they will be if the limit is 
kept down to $2,000,000. If the additional $500,000 is allowed 
as proposed in the pending amendment, it means voting $25,000 
extra compensation to the architects without any equivalent 
service upon their part. 

I am informed that is the fact, and if I am wrong I desire 
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to be corrected, but if I am right in it I simply invoke that as; The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the roll call 46 Senato 
an additional argument against the adoption of this amend- | have answered. There is a quorum present 
ment. I invoke it because I believe it is bad policy to permit; Mr. ALLISON and Mr. ELKINS addressed the Chair. 


architects outside of Government service to engage in the Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from West Virginia may pro 
preparation of plans and specifications when we have an ade- | ceed. 

quate force to do that kind of work. The best Federal build- Mr. ELKINS. No; let the Senator from Iowa go on 

ings constructed in this country have been designed by Govern-| Mr. ALLISON. I would prefer to have the Senator from 


ment architects, and when we have gone outside we have run | West Virginia proceed. 

into scandals and the troubles such as we have experienced in| Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I suggested the absence of 4 
Chicago in the erection of the Federal building there. Had we | quoruin because I wanted Senators to be present and know wha 
adhered to the plan that originally prevailed, Mr. President, in | was being voted on. 


matters of this kind, and had the Government architect In the This is a motion to disagree to an amendment reported to the 
Treasury Department prepared the plans and specifications, we | Senate by the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, and 
would have saved from five hundred thousand to a million dol- | L will read it for the information of Senators. It is on page 19 


lars on the construction of the building in Chicago, and we | of the bill. The House text is as follows: 
would have had a building which in ornamentation and useful-| po. continuing work on the muni ipal building for the Di — 
ness would have been far superior to the building we are now | Columbia, $300,000. 
to get there. 

There is another suggestion I desire to make, and that ts 
about the manner in which the plans have been prepared and | 


That is what the House did. The Committee on Approp: 
tions of the Senate reported this additional language :; 


contracts let by the Commissioners. I simply state what infor- | , And the limit of cost of said building, including cost of 
mation has been conveyed to me, and if I am misinformed I | ®¢Te>y increased from $2,000,000 to $2,500,000 
desire to be corrected by the chairman of the committee having Here is $500,000 put on the bill that we can do without. I 


this bill in charge. But my understanding is that instead of | is in testimony here that a $2,000,000 building will be amply 
letting to one contractor the contract to prepare the granite and | sufficient. I had a part of the hearings before the Houss 
put it in place in the building two contracts have been made, | committee inserted In my remarks yesterday showing that 
one for the cutting and the delivery of the granite and another | $2,000,000 will make a beautiful building, ornamental, with 
for putting it into the building. If that be true, I am credibly | granite front, and I do not see the necessity of the $500,000 be 
informed by contractors who are entirely familiar with this | ing added. There is $274,000 now available to be expended this 
kind of work that in a building of the proportions and the cost | year on this building. I make this appeal to the Senate on the 
of this building it will involve an additional expense of at least | ground of economy and on the ground that we have not an; 


$75,000 to permit two contractors to control the preparation, | money in the Treasury. We are appropriating mcney when we 
the delivery, and the placing of the granite in the building in- | have none, and we must borrow to pay i! 

stead of one, because contractors familiar with this matter; Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator from West Virgin! 
say that where the contractor has the entire contract of pre- | state what the additional $500,000 is supposed to be for? 
paring, cutting, and delivering the stone he can place it in the Mr. ELKINS. To make a better building, to make a more 
building nearly as cheaply as he can pile it up, to be taken by | beautiful building; possibly to make a little larger building. I 
another contractor subsequent to its delivery and by the sec- do not know what it is for except that. 

ond contractor placed in the building. Mr. CLAY. The Senator surely does not intend to say that 


These are some of the considerations, Mr. President, which | it is for the purpose of making a larger building. It was shown 
move me to make the objection I have made to the amendment, | in the arguments made by the Commissioners that originally 
and I have presented them to the Senate so that if I am cor- | fifteen hundred thousand dollars was appropriated for the build 
rectly informed the Sentae can reject the $500,000 proposed | ing and $500,000 for the land, and they ask for $500,000 add 
amendment and can save that much to the Treasury. If I | tional for granite or stone. If the $500,000 additional is not 
am not correct in it, then I think it is due to me and to others | granted, it was shown to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
who feel as I do that this matter should be set right publicly | Grounds that the Commissioners will go ahead and erect a build 


and the Commissioners should be vindicated for the economical | ing of brick, and a building of this class, located where this is to 

manner in which it is claimed by their friends they have pro- } be located, ought not to be constructed of bric! 

ceeded. Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from West Virginia per 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concur- | mit me for a moment? 

ring in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. Mr. ELKINS. ‘To ask me a question? 


Mr. ELKINS. I want a call of the Senate before the vote is Mr. GALLINGER. No; I want to inform the Senator a 
taken, and I desire a yea-and-nay vote. I wish to speak on the | little. 
question first. Mr. ELKINS. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is not the amendment Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have no disposition 


’ 


to which the Senator from West Virginia refers. use any time unnecessarily I desire to have the pending bill 


Mr. ELKINS. I understand this is the amendment to which 


passed as speedily as possible in the interest of public business 


the Senator from Lilinois [Mr. Hopkins] was speaking. The Senator from West Virginia is enamored of the House 


Mr. HOPKINS. This is the amendment to which the Senator | and what the House has done, and he wants us to accept the 
from West Virginia directed his remarks yesterday—— 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes. argue that way on other bills which come from that dis 

Mr. HOPKINS. And he expressed a great desire that the guished body. But I will not more than make that suge 


Senate should have a vote upon it when the time came. If the Senator had examined the printed hearing before the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this question the Senator | Senate committee he would have obtained better information 


from West Virginia demands the yeas and nays. Is there a than he got from the hearings before the House committee ; 
second? In the opinion of the Chair not a sufficient number up. | | commend those bearings to the Senator's careful and pra 
The yeas and nays are refused. attention. 

Mr. ELKINS. I suggest a call of the Senate. There is not a Mr. President, we had a hearing before the Senate comm 
quorum here—in fact, not enough Senators to demand the yeas | The Commissioners said : 
and nays. We desire to represent to the committee the ver 


grea ne y Te 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Vir- gene BE 1 bul os it Oe  akee Aten od eke on 
rinis , . ‘ fe pave a twiiding of stone rather an kK ¢ 
ginia demands a call of the Senate. The Secretary will call the | stone in that conspicuous pla n Pennsylvania avenne and 
roll. lasting use of the government of the District of Columbia 
: The ori¢ ~stimate of the Commissioners : $2,500,000 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators | ied riginal | estimate of the Commissioners was $2,500,000 
answered to their names: | nated that site to be purchased, fixing the limit of its cost at $550,000 
Allison Crane Frye Overman | aaik tee a meat. : 550) 000 no “y ite _ = of tt 1 
ae Cullom Gallinger Patterson | acter, because of the water that is ander it, required ape: ‘ 
B. -- ne Gorman Penrose by piling in order to make a suitable foundation, and that mt $50 
Bere. Dietrich Hale Perkins more than the cost of a suitable foundation In a different characw ’ 
Biackbara vee oe Same soll. So the site cost $600,000, which had to be taker f t 
i Simmons imited for cost 
Burnham Dubots Kearns Spooner amount limited for 
Carmack Plkins Kittredge Stewart These are some of the reasons given by the Com 
oe aes siagemee a and the matter is further elaborated In the printed hearing 
Clay * , Foster, La. Nelson” — Mr. President, I had hoped that the S« nator from West \ 
Cockrell Foster, Wash. Newlands ginia would not pursue his opposition to this item In the bill 


action of the House without any change. The Senator does not 
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It is absolutely required if we are to have a building of granite 
or marble. If we want a cheap building of brick with stone 
trimmings, we can get it probably for $2,000,000, but I feel 
sure that the Senate will not agree to that proposition. If the 
limit of cost is increased, as it ought to be done, no further ex- 
penditure will be made so far as the size of the building is con- 
cerned, and without losing a considerable amount of money, al- 
ready expended for architect’s fees, etc., the building can not 
be made any smaller, as new plans would be required. 

Mr. President, we are building two structures for the use of 
Congress, one for the other House and one for the use of the 
Senate, and each of them will cost more than will this building 
for the municipal government for the District of Columbia. 
The Senator finds no fault with that. He is willing that we 
shall go on and spend, as we should spend, over two millions 
and a half for the building for the accommodation of Senators 


who have not adequate accommodations in the Capitol. The | 


Senator’s notions of economy do not lead him in that direction. 

I will say to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Horkrns] that 
the Commission of which I chance to be a member, having in 
its charge the construction of the Senate building, is employing 
architects other than the Architect of the Treasury Department. 
So is the House commission. It is the custom to do this, and 
under the law it is authorized to be done. 

Mr. President, that is all I care to say about the matter. 

Mr. HOPKINS. sefore the Senator from. New Hampshire 
takes his seat, I should like to ask him a question. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). | 


Does the Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator 
from Illinois? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have yielded the floor, but will answer 
the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator from New Hampshire took the 
floor in my time. He asked for time. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I had the floor by the kindly courtesy of 


the Senator from West Virgina. 


Mr. ELKINS. The Senator from New Hampshire said he 


was going to inform me. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I thought I did. 
Mr. ELKINS. The Senator informed the Senate. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I will hand the Senator the document 


from which I read. It is on page 21. Read it. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to say that I regret that the Senator 
and his associates have taken an architect outside of the Gov- | 
ernment service to prepare plans and specifications for the build- 
ing for the accommodation of Senators, and I should like to ask 
him if under that arrangement they pay the architects a com- 


mission, and if so; how much of a commission? 


Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator’s colleague [Mr. CuLtom]’ 
is chairman of the commission, and I think he has acted very 


wisely in the action he has taken. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I know my colleague, when left to his bet- 
ter judgment, always acts wisely and well; but I do not know 


how far he has been influenced by his associates. 


Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, possibly if we had the money, 
if it was in the Treasury, I might withhold my objection to this 
item: but here we are facing a deficit of $20,000,000. We have 
not the money. We can get along with a building costing 
$2,000,000 as well as with one costing two millions and a half. 
The $500,000 is to make a presentable building, to make it 
esthetic in its proportions, a beautiful buildings, as I under- 
stand. Mr. President, Senators have lost sight of one factor 
in discussing this question. For the $2,000,000 the District can 
have a granite front instead of stone. That is the way I read 


the testimony. That is what I learn. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Stone trimmings. 


Mr. ELKINS. Will not granite be quite as handsome? I 
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Mr. GALLINGER. We are going to have three fronts to 
that building. 

Mr. ELKINS. I do not know about that. I know one thing. 
There are three District Commissioners, with their staffs, and 
the Senator wants to compare them with the Senate of the 
United States—the ninety Senators and their staffs—for work- 
ing purposes. You voted $3,000,000 for the building. I would 
| oppose it if it came up at this time, with $20,000,000 deficit in 
| the Treasury. But it is not a parallel case to cite here, that 
| the three Commissioners of the District, with their clerks, should 
| have as fine and commodious quarters as the Senate of the 
United States; not at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. ELKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am asking only for information. I al- 
Ways sympathize with the Senator from West Virginia in any 
struggle he makes for economy. I will ask him whether the 
courts are not to be held in this building, or whether it is to 
be limited simply to the occupancy of the three Commissioners? 
Are not all the governmental 

Mr. ELKINS. I understand the inferior courts of the Dis- 
trict, the police courts, are to occupy it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is that all? 

Mr. ELKINS. I do not know. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator does not know, I will not 
ask him to tell me. 

Mr. ELKINS. I understand the inferior courts are to oc- 
cupy the building, but if you put all the local courts in the build- 
ing their needs all not equal to the demands of the United States 
Senate. 
| Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, the Sen- 

ate already has its part of the Capitol building and the annex, 
which it occupies now. 

Mr. ELKINS. But the Senators have yoted for the addi- 
tional building. I did not vote for the $3,000,000 appropriation, 
and I would not vote now if it came up. I do not think I voted 
for it. If I did, I was not a member of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. If I were a member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations I know I would not have voted for it. And with a 

| deficit of $20,000,000 staring us in the face, I am sure I would 
not vote for it. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is referring to the building for 
the Senate? 
| Mr. ELKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. Would the Senator say that when the re- 

| port of the Architect of the Capitol, and a very careful one, is 
on file stating that the building now occupied by a good many 

Senators is a death trap? 

Mr. ELKINS. I wish to say this to the Senator, that of 
course I desire as much as he or any other Senator the safety 
and comfort of Senators, and for this reason I favor the new 
building for the use and comfort of Senators, but when we 
voted for this building we had no deficit in the Treasury. 

Now, about economy. Why do you not vote as you preach? 
If you want economy, if you want to reduce expenses and let 
the people of Wisconsin know it—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to know why the Senator does 
not preach as he votes? 

Mr. ELKINS. I am going to both vote and preach economy, 
I will tell the Senator. I am not going to vote one way and 
preach another. 

I do not see what place the Senatorial annex has in this de- 
bate, and whether it cost three millions or five millions—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, the only 
point of my interrogatory was, if the Senator wants to save 
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think I would prefer the granite to stone. It is just giving | $500,000 on the District building and have a cheap brick struc- 


$500,000 for ornamentation. 


ture, why does he not advocate saving five or six or seven hun- 


Mr. GALLINGER. The proposition is to build the structure | dred thousand dollars on the Senate building and make it of 


of granite. That is what the additional money is wanted for 
Mr. ELKINS. I accept the statement of the Senator from 


brick ? 
Mr. ELKINS. If you will bring in a bill for that purpose I 


Georgia |Mr. Cray]. Possibly I was misinformed as to in- | will vote for it. I perhaps am as liberal with the people's 
creasing the size of the building. I said that because I could money as are the Senators advocating this proposition. But 


not imagine what they wanted with $500,000 if they did not 


here is $500,000 that can be saved, and the House has tried to 


want a larger building. I did not think it was all for looks | save it. Why should we not save it? It is admitted that this 
and show, to be paid out of the people’s money, when we have | building will be ample for fifty years. I believe a member of 
not got it, when we have to tax the people or borrow the money | the District Committee said that. It will be a commodious 
to get it. That is what you have to do. You must build this | building. It will be a modern building. It will be a fireproof 
building on borrowed money. This is building a public build- | building, and have a granite front on the Avenue, I believe. 


ing and borrowing the money to build it with. 


Mr. President, that seems to be sufficient, and if we can save 


Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator argue that we ought to | $500,000 by reducing this amount let us do so. 


er 
of money if we did. 
Mr. ELKINS. Not the front. I mean partly using brick. 


rect the Senate building of brick? We could save a good deal 


| Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, the Com- 
| missioners have estimated that the building as it is now con- 
| templated will be 10 per cent larger than the immediate needs 
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of the District government, and I think it is wise legislation to 
provide for a few years at least in the future. 

Mr. ELKINS. Possibly so. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Horxrns] has 
ealled the attention of the Senate to the fact that the increase 
of $500,000 means another $25,000 in the pockets of the archi- 
tects, not the Government architects, who could have prepared 
the plans for this building, but the outside architects. They are 
to get $25,000 more. What for? Because the Senate votes 
$500,000 more, and they get $25,000 of it. There is but little 
additional work to be done. 

We lose another $80,000 because of the way in which these 
two contracts were made—one for stone in the wall and one 
for stone outside, piled up on the ground—two contracts, and 
two different people. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator wil! permit me, I will say 
that I understand that not a single contract has been let. 

Mr. ELKINS. But I understand that is the proposition, and 
that is what part of the $500,000 is wanted for, and if they do 
not get the $500,000 they will have one contract. for a granite 
building, and we will follow the House in its efforts to prac- 
tice economy and to reduce expenses and to kill the deficit in 
the Treasury. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, the Senator from West Virginia 
was mistaken in one thing he said. The Senator said if this 
amendment is not adopted we will have a building of granite 
which will cost $2,000,000. 

Mr. ELKINS. Granite front, I meant. 

Mr. CLAY. You will not have a granite building. This 
building is to be erected on Pennsylvania avenue, and it is to 
be the municipal building of the capital of the greatest nation 
in the world, and under no circumstances ought we to put a 
brick building at that place. 

An examination of the bids will show these facts to be true: 
The Commissioners asked for the cost of a brick building, and 
also for the cost of a granite building, and for the cost of a 
marble building. The lowest possible bid for a brick building 
was nearly $2,000,000. The lowest cost for a granite or marble 
building was $2,500,000. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me? 

Mr. CLAY. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Was there any bid for a stone building? 

Mr. CLAY. I think so. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What was it? 

Mr. CLAY. I am not certain about that. I know the Com- 
missioners—I have heard them discuss i 
favor of erecting either a granite or a marble building. They 
hesitated before accepting the lowest bid, which was for brick, 
and they came before the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds and asked for this increase, stating that they desired, 
on aceount of the importance of this building and its location, 








to make it either of granite or of marble; and the Committee on | 


Public Buildings and Grounds was unanimously in favor of the 
amendment. 

That is all I desire to say, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concur- 
ring in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was coneurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concur- 
ring in the next amendment made as in Cemmittee of the 
Whole, which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 29, after line 21, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For construction of a concrete bridge across Piney Branch on the 
line of Sixteenth street extended, $20,000; and the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia are authorized to enter into a contract or 
contracts for the construction of said bridge at a cost not to exceed 


$50,000, to be paid from time to time as appropriations therefor may 
be made by law. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The amendments Were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
ae bill 18468, the diplomatic and consular appropriation 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 18468) making ap- 
propriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1906, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with and that the amendments of the committee be con- 
sidered as they are reached in the reading. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, that it be 
read for amendment, and that the committee amendments shall 


first receive consideration. The Chair hears no objection 


The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in Schedule A, 
under the subhead “ Salaries of ambassadors and ministers,” on 


page 2, line 18, after the word “ Denmark ” to insert “ Moroceo ;” 
and in line 21, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ forty 
five thousand” and insert “ fifty-two thousand five hundred 
so as to make the clause read: 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to De 
Morocco, Paraguay and Uruguay, Portugal, Roumania and Sery 
Sweden and Norway, and Switzerland, at $7,500 each, $52,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 10, to increase the 
total appropriation for salaries of ambassadors and ministers 
from $431,000 to $438,500 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 14, in the subhead 
before the word “ Buildings,” to strike out “ Rent of;” so a 
make the subhead read: 

Buildings for legation at Peking. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 17, to insert 

Por furnishing the new legation buildings at Peking. China, includ 
ing the residences of the minister, first, second, and Chinese secreta 
ries, chancery, office building, and for gatehouse, $31,470. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Emergencies 
arising in the diplomatic and consular service,” on page 10, link 
5, after the word “ necessary,” to insert: 


The Secretary of State is authorized to apply in his discretion such 
portions of the appropriation for ‘‘ Contingent expenses, foreign mi 
sions,”’ for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, to the maintenan: 
driving, and operating such carriages or vehicles as may be nec ssary for 
the use of the Assistant Secretaries of the Department of State in t! 
duties officially devolving upon them, and further to apply, upon the on ler 
of the President, such proportion of any fund which may pr per I 
applied to the entertainment of visiting functionaries of foreign govern 
ments to such temporary hire of carriages as may be required for t 
use of such Assistant Secretaries in emergencies arising in connect 
with the necessary entertainment of such functionaries of foreign ; 
ernments in the United States, or in such other emergencies as 
require such expenditures to be made. 


So as to make the clause read: 
To enable the President to meet unforeseen emergencies arisir ing fn the 





diplomatic and consular service, and to extend the commercial! and 
other interests of the United States, to be expended pursuant to the ri 
} quirement of section 291 of the Revised Statutes, $75,000, or se much 
| thereof as may be necessary. The Secretary of State ts authorized to 


apply in his discretion such portions of the 
gent expenses, foreign missions,”’ etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 2, before the word 


appropriation for “ Contin- 


“thousand,” to strike out “one” and insert “two;” so as 
make the clause read: 


For subscription of the United States as an adhering member of t 
International Prison Commission, and the expenses of a commissione 
including preparation of reports, $2,000, or so much thereof as may 
necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in Schedule B, salaries, consul 
service, under the subhead “ Consuls-general,” on page 15, a 
line 4, to strike out: 

Melbourne, $4,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 5, to Insert: 
Melbourne and Tientsin, at $4,500 each, $9,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 11, after the word 
“Antwerp,” to insert “ Callao;” and in line 13, before the word 
“dollars,” to~strike out “seventeen thousand five hundred 
and im ert “twenty-one thousand;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Antwerp, Callao, Halifax, Hamburg, Singapore, and Vienn 
$3,500 each, $21,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 18, before 
word “ Munich,” to insert “ Christiania;” and in line 20, before 
the word “dollars,” to strike out “seven thousand five ! 
dred” and insert “ten thousand;” so as to make the c'a 
read : 

Auckland (New Zealand), Christiania, Munich, and Tangier 
$2,500 each, $10,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 15, line 21, before t 


| words “ Guatemala City,” to strike out “Christiania; ” and in 
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on 


line 23, 
insert ** 


before the word “ thousand,” to strike out “ eight” and 
six;” so as to make the clause read: 


Guatemala City and San Salvador, 


(Guatemala), 
$2,000 each, $6,000. 


Maracaibo, at 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 15, line 
total appropriation for salaries of consuls-general from $152,500 
to $161,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Consuls,” in 
Class IT, on page 16, after line 10, strike out: 

Callao, Peru. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 18, to strike 
out: 

Tientsin, China. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line to decrease the 
total appropriation for consuls of Class II, at $3,500 per annum 
each, from $52,000 to $45,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in Class IV, page 19, after line 18, 
to insert: 

Three Rivers, Canada. 


20, 


99° 


mt, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 1, to increase the 
total appropriation for consuls in Class IV, at $2,500 per an- 
num each, from $90,000 to $92,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in Class V, on page 20, after line 
10, to insert: 

Bergen, Norway. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 

Hermosillo, Mexico. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 

Jalapa, Mexico. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 

Nantes, France. 


21, after line 11, to insert: 


99 


22, after line 2, to insert: 

The amendment was agreed -to. 

The reading was continued to line 21 on page 22. 

Mr. HALE. On page 22 I move to strike out line 21, “ San 
Salvador, Salvador.” This item is taken care of in 
part of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was continued. 

The next amendment was, on page 

Teneriffe, Spain. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


99 
mv, 


after line 4, to insert: 


| 


to increase the | 


21, after line 9, to insert: | 
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The next amendment was, on page 
out: 

Teneriffe, Spain. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 
out: 

Valencia, Spain. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 15, to reduce the 
appropriation for consuls of class 6, at $1,500 per annum each, 
from $103,500 to $100,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in Schedule C, class 7, on page 
line 1, to increase the total appropriation for salaries of 
consuls from $512,000 to $514,500. 

Mr. HALE. A change in the total is required. 
amend the amendment by inserting “ $512,500.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


H. R. 16986. An act to provide for the government of the 
Canal Zone, the construction of the Panama Canal, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

H. R. 18285. An act fixing the status of merchandise coming 
into the United States from the Canal Zone, Isthmus of Pan- 
ama, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

H. R. 16289. An act to empower the Secretary of War to 
allow burial of wives of deceased enlisted men in national cem- 
eteries in the same graves as deceased soldiers, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

H. R. 17994. An act to ratify and amend an agreement with 
the Indians residing on the Shoshone or Wind River Indian 
Reservation, in the State of Wyoming, and to make appropria- 
tions for carrying the same into effect, was read twice by its 


26, after line 6, to strike 


26, after line 9, to strike 


21, 


I move to 


| title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


another | 


adjourned has arrived. 


The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 5, to strike | 


out: 
Three Rivers, Canada. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 
Valencia, Spain. 


99 


23, after line 8, to insert: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 15, to increase the 
total appropriation for consuls in Class V, at $2,000 per annum 
each, from $160,000 to $170,000. 

Mr. HALE. ‘The total should be changed. 
the amendment by making it read $168,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in Class VI, on page 23, after line 
22, to strike out: 


I move to amend 


jergen, Norway. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 7, to insert: 

Colonia, Uruguay. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 4, to strike 
out: 

Nantes, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 11, to in- 
sert: 

Port Deitrick, Nicaragua. 

Zhe amendment was agreed to. 


France. 


H. RK. 18815. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River at or near Boyce, La., was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE CHARLES SWAYNE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 2 o’clock p. m.). The 
hour to which the Senate sitting as a court of impeachment 
The Senator from Connecticut will 
please take the chair. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut assumed the chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Prarr of Connecticut). 
The Senate is now sitting for the trial of the impeachment of 


| Charles Swayne, judge in and for the northern district of 


Florida. The Sergeant-at-Arms will make proclamation. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms made the usual proclamation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will 
see if the managers on the part of the House are in attendance. 

The managers on the part of the House (with the exception 
of Mr. Smita of Kentucky) appeared and were conducted to the 
seats assigned them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms 
also see if counsel are in attendance. 

The respondent, Judge Charles Swayne, accompanied by his 
counsel, Mr. Higgins and Mr. Thurston, entered the Chamber 
and took the seats assigned thei. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
day will be read. 

The Journal of the proceedings of the Senate sitting for the 
trinl of the impeachment February 16 was read. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the consideration of the subject 
for which the court went into private session had not been com 
pleted when the hour of 12 arrived. Vevhaps it may be as well 
to go on for the present with testimony, but at no late date, of 
course, that session should be resumed. I do not ask that it 
be resumed now. 

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. 


will 


The Journal of the last trial 


Mr. President, Mr. Manager Smrri 


| of Kentucky has requested me to say to the court that he is 


unable to attend to-day’s session on account of sickness. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are the managers ready to 
proceed with witnesses? 
Mr. Manager PALMER, 


Mr. President, we are ready to vro- 
ceed. I call Mr. Belden, 








a 


a 
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1905. 








Simeon Belden sworn and examined. 
By Mr. Manager De ARMOND: 

Question. Where do you live? 

Answer. In New Orleans, La. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer suggests 
that it may be better to have the Secretary repeat the answers, 
so that they can be heard. If there is no objection, that course 
will be pursued. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the witness 
may be seated while giving his testimony. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
witness will be allowed to be seated and the Secretary will re- 
peat his answers as given to the questions propounded. 

The answers of the witness were repeated by the Chief Clerk. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager De ARMOoND.) Perhaps I may as well re- 
peat the question already asked. Where do you live? 

A. New Orleans, La. 

Q. How long have you lived in Louisiana? 

A. All my life. 

Q. What is your age? 

A. I am 72. 

Q. What official position have you held in that State, if any? 

A. I have only held two. I was attorney-general of the State; 
was a member of the legislature, and speaker of the house. 

@. When were you elected attorney-general? 

A. In 1868. 

Q. When were you speaker of the house? 

A. In 1864 and 1865. 


Q. Who was elected governor when you were elected attorney- | 


general? 
A. Governor Henry Clay Warmoth. 


(Q. State what other connection, if any, you have had with the | 


politics and business of the State. 

A. I have held no official position except those two. 

Q. State whether you have taken part in the public affairs of 
the State, political or otherwise. 

A. Well, I have. 


Q. State something about what part you have taken. Give a 


general sketch of your life in regard to these matters. 
A. I was elected as a Republican to both positions that I have 
mentioned. 


Q. State what, if anything, you had to do with the organiza- | 


tion of parties and the conduct of politics or of public affairs 
there. 

A. Well, I helped to organize the Republican party in that 
State before the death of Mr. Lincoln. 

q. How long have you been practicing law? - 

A. Let me see; I was admitted to the bar on the 10th of Feb- 
ruary, 1856. 

@. Were you one of the attorneys for the plaintiff in the case 
of Florida MeGuire against the Pensacola City Company and 
others? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Q. The case pending in the district court of the northern dis- | 


trict of Florida? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When did you reach Pensacola in November, 1901, to at- 
tend court? 

A. I reached Pensacola—I do not know the date—in the 
spring of 1901. 

(). I mean with reference to the term of court in November, 
1901, 

A. Well, I reached Pensacola on the 8th of November. 

Q. State what the condition of your health was. 

A. I was paralyzed in the right face and eye. 

(). State whether you had been afflicted for some time. 

A. Since September previous to that. 

Q. State to the court whether you went to Pensacola as one 
of the attorneys in the Florida McGuire case upon that occa- 
s10n,. 

A. I did. I went there simply to consult with Mr. Paquet, 
who was leading attorney in the case. 

(). State to the court when that case was called. 

A. 'The case was called on the 9th of November, about 5 or 
6 o'clock in the evening. 

(). Had it been set down for trial upon a particular day? 

A. It had not. I will state in that connection that the time 
of the court was occupied by the criminal calendar of the court 
until about 5 o’clock the evening of the 9th. 

Q. State what was done then with reference to that case or 
what was said? 

A. The case was called. Judge Paquet requested the court 
to fix it for the following Thursday, because no date had been 
fixed for the trial of the case to which witnesses could be 
subpoenaed. 
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Q. State whether or not that was done. 

A. It was not. We were peremptorily ordered to proceed 
with the trial. After some discussion on the part of Mr. 
Paquet the judge said it might go over until Monday morning 
at 10 o’clock, when it must be tried. 

Q. State to the court whether or not you could get ready for 
trial at that time—the next Monday. 

A. We stated we could not; that there were more than forty 
witnesses in Pensacola and the surrounding country and some 
outside of the State; that we could get them there by Thurs 
day; that it was utterly impossible for the clerk and the mar- 
shal, from 5 o’clock in the evening, to get the summonses ready 
and serve them on time for Monday. 

Q. State what, if anything, you and Mr. Paquet, as attorneys, 
| for Florida McGuire, decided to do with respect to that case in 
Judge Swayne’s court, in view of the fact that you had been 
ordered to go to trial on Monday and could not. 

A. We immediately met at the hotel I was stopping at, and 
concluded to discontinue the case to avoid a defeat. During 
that evening or Monday morning a motion was made to dis 
continue the suit. At 10 o’clock on Monday, the 11th of Novem 
ber, Mr. Davis, at my request and that of Judge Paquet, who 
had left town, presented the motion to the judge, who read it 
and asked Mr. Blount, the attorney opposed to us, if he had any 
objections to the Jiscontinuance. He held the paper a short 
time and suggested some amendment, which was compiled with, 
because we feared that it would not be allowed. The judge 
ordered it discontinued, and it was done. 

q. You spoke of deciding to dismiss the case to avoid defeat? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. On what ground did you anticipate defeat? 

A. We had no witnesses, and could not get them. 

Q. Well, after having decided to discontinue the case, whet 
decision, if any, did you arrive at with reference to the bring- 
ing of the suit against Judge Swayne? 

A. Well, we had had the matter as to Judge Swayne’s hay- 
ing purchased the ground in litigation before him under con 
sideration for some time. 

Q. You mean the entire parcel of land in litigation before 
him, or a portion of it? 

A. A portion of it—what they term a lot in Pensacola, but it 
is a square of ground—square 91. 

Q. After having decided to dismiss the case in Judge Swayne’s 
court, what decision did you arrive at with reference to bring 
ing a suit against Judge Swayne? 

A. Well, we concluded it was necessary; that it was our duty 
to institute this suit against him; and we came to this con 
| clusion after a sober, candid consideration of the case. ‘The 
| Judge, as we believed and still believe, purchased the property 
| from Mr. Charles Edgar, residing in New York. Charles Ed 

gar was a defendant in the suit we discontinued; therefore 
| we concluded that Judge Swayne, so far as Edgar was con- 
cerned, had taken Edgar’s shoes, or his place, in the possession 
of the lot or square, 

Q. About what time on the 9th—Saturday evening—was that 
| suit brought? 

A. I could not tell. I was in my room. Judge Paquet had 
| charge of that. 

Q. Was anything determined in consultation between you and 
Judge Paquet about whether or not the papers should be served 
that night? 

A. I think the Judge told me that he intended to have them 
served that night. 

Q. What was the reason for serving that night? 

A. Well, Judge Swayne announced on the 9th that as soon as 
the case was concluded he expected to leave town, and, in leaving 
| town, perhaps we would not be able to reach him for five or six 
| months. Our object was to settle the question of title there in 
the State court as summarily as possible. 

Q. The service, then, as I understand you, was wade that night 
in order to insure service upon him by the earliest rule day’ 

A. Yes, sir; I had omitted to mention that. The return day in 
Florida is the first Monday in every month. Unless he had had 
fifteen clear days, it would have postponed the case until the 
first Monday in January, and we were anxious to have the ques 
tion determined whether Judge Swayne had bought property 
or not before the spring term of the United States circuit court. 

Q. State whether or not that suit in the State court was 
brought in good faith for the purpose of determining the matters 
involved in if. 

A. Perfectly good faith, We had no motive whatever for 
doing a thing that was wrong. We concluded that Judge 
| Swayne was as liable to be sued in his private capacity as eny 


other man. 
Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Mr. President, I will ask the 
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question of the other side whether they are prepared to pro- 
duce a letter written to Judge Swayne in October preceding this 
November? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Judge Swayne has not possession of that let- 
ter. He has never been able to find it. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND (to the witness). 
whether a letter was—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The statement of counsel was 
not heard by the Presiding Officer. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I stated that Judge Swayne has not posses- 
sion of that letter, has not had it sinee this matter has been 
mooted, and does not know where it is. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. Then we shall endeavor to 
prove its contents substantially, if there be no objection. [To 
the witness.] I will ask you whether a letter was written to 
Judge Swayne in October, 1901? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A letter written by whom? 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. By the attorneys of Florida 
McGuire, calling to Judge Swayne’s attention the matter of 
recusing himself in that ease. 

A. It must have been during the month of July, 1901, that we 


came into possession of what we considered to be the fact that | 


Judge Swayne had purchased square 91. I wrote the letter, 
and Judge Paquet signed it with me. 
the 5th of August. 

Q. Now state, as well as you ean, the contents—but first, 
have you a copy of that letter‘ 

A. I have not. I had, but it is misplaced. 
before I came up here. 

Q. State to the court, as well as you can, the contents of that | 
letter to Judge Swayne. 

A. I wrote to the Judge at Guyencourt, Del., advising him 
of the information that had come to us and suggesting that if 
it were a fact no doubt he would recuse himself in the case, and 
that we 
judge of the fifth cireuit, that he might assign to that court 
for the trial of the case some disinterested judge. 

Q. Was any reply received from Judge Swayne? 

A. The Judge paid no attention; no reply was ever seen. 

@. Who were the attorneys of Florida McGuire in that case 
in Judge Swayne’s court? 

A. Attorneys for which side? 

Q. For Florida McGuire? 

A. Judge Paquet and Simeon Belden. 

Q. Was Mr. Davis an attorney? 

A. Mr. Davis was never an attorney in that case, except in 
sc far as to present the motion to discontinue it, and that was 
an accommodation to Judge Paquet and myself. 


I tried to get it | 


Q. Who prepared the papers in the case brought against 
Judge Swayne, so far as you know? 
A. Judge Paquet. I was sick at the hotel. I do not know 


who prepared them, but I think Judge Paquet. 

Q. Now, you have told about the dismissal of the Florida | 
MeGuire case. Immedié ately following that dismissal, what | 
happened in Judge Swayne’s court? 

A. Mr. Blount, one of the defendants in the discontinued suit | 
and counsel for all of the defendants therein, arose as amicus 
curimw and suggested to Judge Swayne that we should be pun- 
ished for contempt. Judge Swayne very promptly ordered it 
to be done. We were then notified to appear the next day—the 
12th of Noyember—to answer the charge of contempt. 

Q. -You appeared upon the 12th day—Tuesday? 

A.” Yes, Bix. 

Q. What took place upon your appearance? 

A. Well, a form of trial for a few minutes was gone into. 

Q. State to the court now what you recollect about that 
trial. What was done, and what was said? 

A. Well, the trial lasted but a short time. 

@. About how long? 

A. I should say thirty or forty minutes, perhaps longer. 

«. When the proceeding was started was a paper filed—was a 
written charge made, or was it made first orally? 

A. My recollection is it was made orally, but during the eyen- 
ing late we were served with a written notice embodying the 
charges. 

Q. Were any interrogatories exhibited to you upon the 12th? 
Were you asked to answer any interrogatories? 

A. We were not. 

@. Did the charge against you appear to be sworn to or sup- 
ported by affidavit? 

A. It was not. 

@. Was your answer upon oath? 

A. I do not think that that was either, because, as the charges | 
were not sworn to, we did not think it necessary that we swear 
to our answer. 


I will ask you | 


| 





I think the letter is dated | 


Q. To what points did the witnesses testify; what matters 
were they inquired of about? 

A. Well, as to myself, there was no inquiry further than to 
ascertain if I had signed the process, which I admitted that I 
had signed. There were some things said about a newspaper 
article, but I knew nothing of it, and so stated to the judge. 

Q. Was any inquiry made of Mr. Davis about that newspaper 
article? 

A. Yes; there was. Judge Swayne handed this writing to 
him, and asked him if he would swear on oath that he did not 
write it. Mr. Davis replied that he would. 

Q. What further testimony do you recollect? 

A. Well, I will state in connection with this matter that after 
the Judge entertained the suggestion of this amicus curiw he 
appointed Mr. Blount and Mr. Fisher attorneys to prosecute 
us, and both of these parties were leading defendants in the 
suit that was discontinued. The United States district attor- 
ney was present, but took no part, as he had been supplanted 
by this appointment of the two men named. After the conclu- 
sion of the trial Judge Swayne very promptly began the sen- 
tence. We were sentenced to pay a hundred dollars fine, ten 
days imprisonment in the county jail, and disbarment from 
practice in that State in his court for two years. A few min- 
utes after that he revoked the order as to the disbarment. We 
then sued out a writ of habeas corpus before the circuit judge, 
| Judge Pardee, who decided that he had no jurisdiction over 
| the case, except in so far as to make it conform to the law; 
that is to say, that Judge Swayne had both fined and impris- 
oned contrary to law. Judge Pardee left it discretionary, there- 
fore, with me and Mr. Davis as to whether we should pay the 
fine or go to prison. As I had already served part of the time 
in prison and felt that it would be wrong to pay the money, 


| I selected imprisonment. 


desired to communicate with Judge Pardee, circuit | 


Q. Why did you think it would be wrong to pay the money? 
A. Because I was satisfied, and very thoroughly satisfied, 


| that I had committed no offense for which I should be punished 
| for contempt. I could avoid the payment of the $100 by serving 
| the balance of the term, having already served about one-half 


the time. 

Q. How soon after the sentence was pronounced were you 
taken to jail? 

A. Immediately. 

Q. What was the manner of Judge Swayne in pronouncing 
sentence? 

A. Well, he was very abusive. I could not state exactly all 
that he said. -He denounced us as ignorant; that we had dis- 
graced the profession of the law, and that our conduct was 1 
stench in the nostrils of the people there, and especially of the 


| bar. After that he began the abuse of Mr. Keyser, who was 1 


witness in the contempt case, by calling him a perjurer. 

Q. State what Judge Swayne’s appearance and manner were 
| with reference to being angry or under the influence of high 
feeling. 

A. Oh, extremely so. 

Q. Do I understand “extremely angry?” 

A. Yes; extremely angry, if his demonstrations indicated 
anger. 

Q. State to the court whether, in anything that you had done 
in relation to either of these suits or in connection with any 
matter pending in his court, you had done anything or thouglit 


| anything with the intention of bringing the court into contempt 


| justice that I thought Judge Swayne had done me. 


or wounding or hurting the feelings of the Judge: 

A. Not the least idea. I have always made it my practi 
during the number of years I have been at the bar to demeal 
myself as a court of justice demands. I have never in my life 
failed to observe that rule. I did it before Judge Swayne, and 
it is the first time in the course ef my practice that my cou 
petency or my integrity as a citizen and lawyer has ever bee 
drawn in question. 

Q. You stated there was reference made to a paper or notice 
or article that appeared in a newspaper? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And that you disclaimed having written it. You made 
that statement in court during the hearing of this contempt pro- 
ceeding. Now, state to the court whether you have any know!- 
edge about who wrote it or placed it in the newspaper. 

A. Not the most distant. The first thing I knew of it was on 
the following morning, the 13th, when I read it in the Pensacola 
Press. I regretted -very much to see it there, even with the i 
I regrette | 
| to see the publication of this suit in the paper and characterized 
it as very indiscreet. 

Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. I believe that is all. 
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Cross-examined by Mr. THURSTON : 

Q. Mr. Belden, at the time you have referred to you were an 
attorney of and practicing in the United States court for the 
northern district of Florida? 

A. Yes, sir, and had been for some years, at intervals. 

Q. Is that also true as to Mr. Paquet? 

A. I think not. I think that was the first appearance of 
Judge Paquet in that State. 

Q. Judge Paquet, however, was an attorney of record in that 
case, was he not? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Q. And you were associated with him in the Florida McGuire | 


case? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long had you been connected with the litigation that 
had been going on with reference to the title to this large tract 
of property in Pensacola? 

A. I was in Pensacola in 1884 and tried a case involving the 


title to this same property. The case went to the Supreme Court | 


of the United States and was returned to the city of Pensacola ; 
the judgment reversed and the case sent back. Since that time 


that particular suit has never been revived or tried. I did not | 


return to Pensacola then for some six or seven or eight years. 

Q. That first suit you have spoken of was in 1884? 

A. In 1884; yes. 

Q. Were further suits brought from time to time in connection 
with this same tract of land, to determine its title? 

A. Not by me; I only know that certain litigation was going 
on continuously. 

Q. And you had naturally advised yourself of it before you 
commenced the Florida MeGuire case, had you not? 

A. I had availed myself of the knowledge I had acquired in 
1884, of course. 


Q. Had you not also advised yourself or informed yourself | 


as to the subsequent litigation before the time when you com- 
menced the Florida McGuire case? 


A. I had not, as I understood the litigation was in the circuit | 


court of the State. 


Q. Did you not know that the same case, perhaps with other | 
parties plaintiff, had been tried in Judge Swayne’s court before | 


a jury between 1884 and 1901? 

A. I do not know positively. There is a case I heard men- 
tioned while we had this Florida McGuire case, and I have 
looked at the record. It was the case of Mr. Larvalette v. ‘The 
City Company and others. 

Q. Do you know how many trials there had been in all the 
courts of this same claim to the title of that tract of rea! 
estate? 

A. I know of the suit that was brought in 1884 and, inciden- 
tally, the Larvalette suit, and the suit that I brought, Florida 
McGuire v. W. A. Blount and others. 


Q. Generally speaking, you knew, did you not, that this liti- 


gation, in one form or another, had been going on pretty con- 
tinuously for some years? 

A. I have just stated what I had heard; it had been contin- 
uous. 

Q. And there had been suits, had there not, as you had ad- 
vised or informed yourself, both at law and in equity? 

A. There was a suit brought in equity by Judge Paquet. I 
had no connection with that suit until the latter part, in filing 
the brief in the circuit court of appeals. There was no trial 
there. It went off on demurrer as to the jurisdiction of the 
court; in other words, the defendant claimed that it should 
lave been at law instead of in equity. Then we filed the suit 
at law which is now pending. 

Q. In briefing and arguing the equity case on appeal did you 
not inform yourself of the allegations contained in the bill? 

A. Of course. 

Q. And, therefore, you knew, did you not, that the complain- 
ant, Florida MeGuire, in that bill in equity had taken exception 
to at least four or five judges, both of State and Federal courts, 
in connection with previous litigation? 

A. I noticed it in the bill in equity. I had no hand whatever 
in drawing the bill. 

Q. But you discovered, did you not, that in the prior litiga- 
tion there had been at least four efforts made to induce various 
judges to recuse themselves on the trials? 

A. I am not aware of that. 





A. It was at issue at the fall term, the November term, but 
was not at the spring term. 

Q. When did you send this letter to Judge Swayne asking 
him to recuse himself? 

A. I think the date of the letter was the 5th of August, 1901. 

Q. After that did you file any pleading in that court looking 
to the bringing on of the ease for trial? 

A. Not that I know of. 

Q. Prior to November 8, 1901, you had on file, had you not, 
a demurrer to the answer? 

A. It has been a long time; I can not recollect; perhaps we 
had; but it has been a long time now. 

Q. But did you not about that date file in the court a paper 
reading as follows: 

Now comes plaintiff in the above entitled and numbered cause, 
through her undersigned counsel, and hereby discontinues the demur 
rers heretofore filed herein to pleas of defendant. 

Louis P. PAQueET. 
SIMEON BELDEN 

A. I think that is correct. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. I think the counsel ought to show 
this paper to the witness if he wants to examine him upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would be the proper 
course; but the witness has already answered. 

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly, if the witness wants to see it. 
But he has a recollection. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the question and also the answer 
may be repeated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Reporter will read the 
question and the answer. 

The Reporter read as follows: 

Q. But did you not about that date file in the court a paper read 
ing as follows: 

“Now comes plaintif’ in the above entitled and numbered cause, 
through her undersigned counsel, and hereby discontinues the de 
murrers heretofore tiled herein to pleas of defendant 

“Louis P. PAQUET. 


“ SIMEON BELD 
A. I think that is correct. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. As there is a special order for 8 o'clock, 
I move that the Senate sitting as a court of impeachment ad 
journ until 11 o’clock to-morrow morning, to meet then with 
closed doors for further deliberation. 

Mr. THURSTON. May I make an inquiry, so that counsel 
will understand what to expect? Does that mean that our ap 
pearance and proceeding in open session will go on at 2 o'clock? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes; unless there is some further action 
by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer so under 
stands. 

Mr. THURSTON. We will not be expected here before that 
time? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is a special order for to-morrow 
immediately after the routine morning business. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. There is a notice to such effect. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A notice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana 
moves that the Senate sitting as a court of impeachment in the 
trial of Charles Swayne do now take a recess. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I moved an adjournment until 11 o’clock 
to-morrow, but I will modify it. I move that the Senate sitting 
as a court of impeachment take a recess until 11 o'clock to- 
morrow morning. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 8 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate sitting as a court of impeachment took a re- 
cess until 11 o’clock a. m., February 18. 

The managers on the part of the House and the respondent 
und his counsel thereupon retired from the Chamber 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore resumed the chair. 

STATUE OF FRANCES E. WILLARD. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, the exercises for to-day are 

indicated in the following resolution 


Resolved, That the exercises appropriate to the reception and accept 


} ance from the State of Illinois of the statue of Frances E. Willard, 


| erected in Statuary Hall, in the Capitol, be made the special ¢« 


Q. Is that not set forth in the bill in equity in that case | 


which you examined and briefed and argued? 
A. I think there is a reference to some disqualified judges— 
to judges of State courts there. 


Q. Prior to the November term, 1901, was your case of Flor- | 


ida McGuire against the defendants named at issue? 


rder for 


Friday, February 17, at 3 o'clock 

When the letter came from the State of Illinois, signed by the 
secretary of the governor of that State, it did not fully comply 
with the existing rule. The governor of the State was suddenly 
called away by the severe: and sudden illness of his daughter, 
and in his absence the secretary sent the letter to the Senate. 
The governor of the State, therefore, desires that the following 
telegram may be read, so that it may go upon the record and 
be a part of the proceedings. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read ag 
requested. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
[ Telegram. ] 


SPRINGFIELD, ILL., February 16, 1905. 
Hon. SHELBY M. CULLOM, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C: 


: Will you kindly submit the following to the Senate and House of 
tepresentatives. 
Cuas. 8. DENEEN. 
Sratre oF ILLINOIS, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
Springfield, February 16, 1905. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States, Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: By authority of the act of the general assembly of 
Illinois, the governor of Illinois heretofore a inted Anna EB. Gordon, 
Mary BE. Metzgar, John J. Mitchell, W. R. Jewell, and Mrs. S. M. D. 
Fry to constitute a commission to procure a statue of Frances PB. 
Willard for erection in Statuary Hall, in the Capitol at Washington, 
Db. C. I am informed by the commissioners that the statme was made 
by Helen F. Mears, of New York City; that it is completed and has 
been placed in position, and is now ready to be presented to Congress. 
1 have been further informed by Miss Anna DB. Gordon, chairman of the 
commissioners, that a resolution is to be presented accepting said statue. 
As governor of the State of Illinois, therefore, I have the honor to 
present to the Government of the United States the statue hereinbe- 
fore referred to. 

Very respectfully, Cuas. 8. DENEEN, 
Governor of Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. I submit the resolutions I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from MUlinois 
presents resolutions, which will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, and the Senate proceeded 
to their consideration, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the statue of Frances E. Willard, presented by the State of Illi- 
nois, to be placed in Statuary Hall, be accepted by the United States, 
and that the thanks of Congress be tendered the State for the statue 
of one of the most eminent women of the United States. 

Reselved, That a copy of these resolutions, duly authenticated, be 
transmitted to the governor of the State of Lllinois. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, the State of illinois presents 
to the United States the statue of a great woman, whose name 
is familiar wherever the English language is spoken. 

The Senate has frequently suspended its ordinary business 
to pay tribute to the memory of eminent statesmen who have 
passed away. During the present session we have heard elo- 
quent eulogies on the lives of two distinguished men—George 
Frisbie Hoar, of Massachusetts, and John J. Ingalls, of Kansas. 
For the first time in the history of the Senate a day has been 
set apart that we may talk of a woman. 

More than forty years ago, after the new Hall of the House of 
tepresentatives was constructed, it became a problem to know 
to what use the old hall, in which the greatest men in the early 
days of the Republic had occupied seats, should be dedicated. 

Senator Morrill first made the suggestion, which was after- 
wards enacted into a law, that the old hall be set apart as a 
national statuary hall, and that each State be invited to pro- 
vide two statues of its illustrious citizens to be placed therein. 

Twenty States have responded, each State naturally selecting 


two of its most illustrious citizens. There are sdatues of 
Robert Winthrop and Daniel Webster, of Massachusetts; Roger 
Williams, of Rhode Island; George Clinton and Robert Fulton, 
of New York; Ethan Allen, of Vermont; Roger Sherman, of 


Connecticut; Oliver P. Morton, of Indiana; James A. Garfield, 
of Ohio, and many other distinguished men, whom their re- 
spective States deemed worthy of so high an honor. 

Illinois has been the home of many eminent men. 
Pope, in the early history of the State; 


Cook and 
Lincoln, than whom no 


nobler man ever lived; Grant, one ef the most renowned gener- | 
als of the age; Douglas, a noted statesman, whose career in the | 
Senate was marked by wonderful power; Trumbull, who for | 
many years occupied a seat in this Chamber, and, as chairman | 

| mo salary, but gave her whole time to the werk, addressing 
found lawyer and statesman; Davis, who was an honored mem- | 
ber of the Supreme Court of the United States, and was sub- | 


of the Committee on the Judiciary, was recognized as a pro- 


sequently President pro tempore of this body; Logan, an able 
Member of the House of Representatives, the greatest volunteer 
soldier of the civil war, and fer years a leading Senator in this 
Chamber, and many other great names whose deeds have il- 





lumined the pages of our nation’s history; yet, with so large a | 
number of splendid men from whom to make a selection, the | 


State of Lllinois selected a woman thus so signally to honor. 

Mr. President, Miss Willard was a werthy representative of 
her sex, known to the world for her devotion to the cause of tem- 
perance and for her efforts in the interest of the human race. 

She had a wonderful career. Beginning in poverty, strug- 
gling with adverse conditions, with courage and faith in the 
right, she overcame all obstacles in her pathway, and became 
one of the foremost women of her time. 

The story of her life is inspiring to her sex and uplifting to 
humanity. She was born in Churchville, N. Y., September 28, 
1839, being a descendant of the well-known Willard family of 


| 
| 


Massachusetts, the first of whom settled in the New World in 
1634, and was one of the founders of Concord, later the home of 
many famous men of letters. 

The Willards were noted men and women of New England 
before and during the Revolution. Her parents were brave, hon- 
est, intellectual, strong-minded, patriotic Christian people. 

They were among that band of pioneers who left New England 
about 1840 to seek their fortunes in the West. In 1846 the Wil- 
lard family located near Janesville, Wis., on the banks of the 
beautiful Rock River. Here, on her father’s farm, the early 
life of Miss Willard was spent. 

Even as a child she is said to have been eager to grapple with 
principles and philosophies, and from childhood she seemed to 
feel that she was destined to perform an important work in the 
world. 

Long years afterwards she speaks thus of her early life, spent 
at Forest Home, on the banks of Rock River: 

It was a beautiful childhood. I do not know how it could have 
been more beautiful, or how there could have been a truer beginning of 
many things. To me it has often seemed as if those earlier years were 
seed to all my after good. 

Long years have left their writing on my brow, but yet the freshness 
and the dew-fed beam of those young mornings are about me now. 


Wherever I may dwell no place can be so dear, so completely embalmed 
in my heart, so truly the best beloved to me, as Forest Home. 


Miss Willard attended the Northwestern Female College, at 
ivanston, Ill., a woman's college of high grade in the West, 
from which she was graduated with honor. After teaching at 
several institutions of learning she completed her education by 
two years of travel and study abroad. 

In 1871 she became president of the Evanston College for 
Ladies, the first female college entirely under the control and 
direction of women, of which a woman was president and 
women constituted the board of trustees. This college was later 
made the woman’s department of the Northwestern University, 
one of the leading institutions of learning of the West, and Miss 
Willard became dean and professor of esthetics. 

In 1874 she resigned her connection with the Northwestern 
University. Some years afterwards, when the famous evange- 
list, Moody, invited her to become associated with him as a 
coadjutor in his work, and inquired why she left the North- 
western University, she gave this characteristic answer: 

“ Doctor Fowler, the president of the institution, has the wil! 
of Napoleon. I have the will of Queen Elizabeth. When an 
immovable meets an indestructible object something has to give 
way.” 

Mr. Moody made no further inquiry. 

On her resignation from the Northwestern University Miss 
Willard had many flattering offers to continue in the educa- 
tional world, where she would in a few years have become tle 
foremost woman educator in the United States, but she declined 
them all. 

In 1873 a great woman’s Christian crusade on temperance 
was commenced, originating in Ohio. Miss Willard was early 
attracted toward the temperance movement. She saw in it 
an opportunity to perform a great service in the interest of 
the human race. With alacrity she accepted the invitation to 
become president of the Lllincis Woman’s Christian Temper- 


| ance Union, and, abandoning a brilliant educational career, in 


1874 she entered on what was to be her last work. From that 
time until her death, for more than a quarter of a century, she 
devoted her splendid energies to the temperance cause and 
other reforms. 

The Illinois Woman's Christian Temperance Union, when 
Miss Willard was elected as its president, was a small band of 
women, the outgrowth of the women’s crusade. She received 


large noonday meetings daily im the worst districts of Chi- 
cago, practically living on the charity of her friends. 

In 1879 she was elected president of the National Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, and in that position her splendid 
executive ability and faculty for organization had full sway. 
She traveled over this country constantly, talking in behalf of 
her white-ribbon cause in every town and city in the United 
States having a population of 10,000 or more.* In 1883 she 
projected the World’s Woman's Christian Temperance Union, 
of which she later became president. Under her leadership 
the temperance crusade spread as if by magic throughout the 
United States. 

Not content with what she had accomplished here at home, 
on several occasions she visited England and assisted the tem- 
perance movement, where she addressed immense audiences i2 
different parts of England. 

Miss Willard was not only an advocate of temperance, but of 
all other beneficial, progressive reforms—purity in politics, 
equal rights for women, and, as a means to secure political re- 
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form, woman suffrage. 
power in the influence of women as, if it were exerted right, 
would shake the kingdom to the center.” 

She was recognized as an able public speaker, perhaps the 
greatest woman speaker in the country. She had a rare gift 
of eloquence and magnetism which drew thousands into the 


She believed “that there is such a 


temperance ranks. During her years of active life she probably 
addressed a larger number of public audiences than any man or 
woman of her time. 

What did the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union accom- 
plish under the leadership of Frances B. Willard? She lived 
to see it grow from a small, struggling oganization with which 
she was connected in 1879 to a world-wide movement, the most 
splendid organization of women that ever existed, numbering 
in the United States more than 300,000, with a following of half 
a million. In 10,000 towns and cities local unions were estab- 
lished. The Loyal Temperance Legion was formed, composed 
of children, with a membership of over 250,000. Temperance 
instruction was provided in the schools and Sunday schools to 
more than 16,000,000 children. Tens of thousands of men were 
induced to sign the total-abstinence pledge. It circulated mil- 
lions of pages of temperance literature, and it has gone far to 
secure equality of treatment of women. It appealed for happy 
homes—the source of good society and good government—home 
protection; it appealed to the mothers to save the boys for their 
country, and it marshaled every moral force to the support of 
its principles. 

Miss Willard, notwithstanding her busy life and her varied 
duties as leader of this world-wide organization, found time to 
write many books. She was a woman of rare literary attain- 
ments, and some of her books have been circulated throughout 
the world and have been translated into several languages. 

She was ambitious, but hers was a noble ambition. She says 
in her autobiography : 


I have been called ambitious, and so I am, if to have had from child- 
hood the sense of being born to a fate is an element of ambition. For 
I never knew what it was to aspire and not to believe myself capable 
of heroism. I always wanted to react upon the world about me to my 
utmost ounce of power, to be widely known, loved, and believed in—the 
more widely the better. Every life has its master passion; this has 
been mine. Very few things waken my contempt, but this couplet in 
the hymn book did: 


Make me little and unknown, 
Loved and prized by God alone. 


Its supreme absurdity angered rather than amused me, for who 
could be “loved and prized” by the Great Spirit and yet despised by 
the lesser spirits made in his image? Who could deliberately desire to 
be “little and unknown,” of small value and narrow circle o. a world 
so hungry for help and strength and uplift, yet beloved and prized by 
God? No. I wanted to be now and in all worlds my very utmost. 
fully purposed to be one whom the multitudes would love, lean on, and 
bless. Lying on the prairie grass, and lifting my hands toward the 
sky, I used to say in my inmost spirit, “ What is it that I am to be, 
O God?” I did not wish to climb by others’ overthrow, and I laid no 
schemes to undermine them, but I meant that the evolution of my own 
powers to do for me all that it would. I felt that a woman owed it to 
all other women to live as bravely, as helpfully, and as grandly as she 
couid, and to let the world know it. 

If ever the ambition of any man or woman was gratified, this 
ambition of Miss Willard was, and to the fullest extent. She 
did live bravely, helpfully, and grandly, and at the time of her 
death she was one of the most beloved women of America. 

Mr. President, I esteem it an honor to have known per- 
sonally Frances E. Willard during the greater part of her active 
life. I knew from personal knowledge of the work in which 
she was engaged, and I witnessed with pleasure the wonderful 
success which attended her efforts. She was a reformer, but 
she never shared the usual unpopularity of reformers, and her 
advocacy of reform in temperance never made her offensive 
to any class of people. Notwithstanding her public life, she 
was nevertheless a real woman, with that degree of sincerity 
and modesty that commanded the utmost respect from all with 
whom she came in contact. 

Mr. President, I am proud that the State of Illinois was the 
home of Frances E. Willard. 

Seven years ago to-morrow, the 18th of February, 1898, the 
Sad news announced that she was no more. It seemed that the 
world stopped to mourn. No man or woman of her time re- 
ceived such splendid eulogy, not only from those engaged in 
her cause, not only from those who believed in her creed, but 
from the best representatives of all classes and all religions. 

In the public press, we saw such comments as these: 

Her services to mankind were inestimable. 


Her life was a power, not only for a and purity and right 
° 


living of every kind, but for love and fel wship and brotherhood the 
world over. 


The world will sorrow that such a great power for good has been 
taken away. 


sa = history of hero worship would be complete without her wondrous 

To-day the hushed voices and moistened eyes of thousands upon thou- 
sands of men and women throughout the world testify to the universal 
impression Miss Willard left upon her time. 
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Her friend, Lady Henry Somerset, the temperance leader of 
Great Britain, said: 

I believe that long after the temperance reform has become a matter 
of past history, long after the woman question has brought about the 
equality of men and women, political, social, and financial, the name of 
Frances E. Willard will be remembered not only as ove who led a great 
movement, but as one who gave her life, her talent, her enthusiasm, to 
make the world wider for women and better for humanity. Such a 
record will be associated with no particular form of philanthropy, but 
will stand among the landmarks of the ages that point the progress of 
the world along all the upward way. 


Illinois especially mourned the death of Miss Willard. It 
was in Illinois, in the vicinity of Chicago, that she commenced 
her great work and had lived for more than forty years, and it 
was to Illinois that her remains were brought, and it was there 
that the most touching tributes of respect were paid to her. 
Her body lay in state at Willard Hall, in the Women’s Temple, 
in Chicago, where it was viewed by more than 20,000 people, 
composed of all classes, the rich and the poor, equally anxious 
to look for the last time on the face of the woman whose teach- 
ings had done so much for the world. The last services were 
held at Evanston, where great throngs of people assembled, and 
she was finally laid to rest at Rose Hill February 24, 1898. 

The world has been better because Frances BE. Willard lived. 
She devoted her life unselfishly to the cause of humanity, and 
she brought sobriety into the homes of untold thousands; and at 
her death she left an organization that has been and will con- 
tinue to be a potent factor for good in the world. 

Mr. President, the State of Illinois, in presenting the statue 
to the United States, to be placed in Statuary Hall among the 
figures of the greatest men that have lived in the United States, 
has honored itself, has justly honored a great woman, and has 
paid a tribute to all American womanhood. 

[Manifestations of applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, from the beginning woman 
has personified the world’s ideals. When history began its rec- 
ord it found her already the chosen bride of Art. All things 
that minister to mankind’s good have, from the very first, by 
the general judgment, been made feminine—the ships that bear 
us through storm to port; the seasons that bring variety, sur- 
cease of toil and life’s renewal; the earth itself, which, through 
all time and in alJl speech, has been the universal mother. 
The Graces were women, and the Muses, too. Always her in- 
fluence has glorified the world, until her beatitude becomes 
divine in Mary, mother of God. 

Mark how the noblest conceptions of the human mind have 
always been presented in form of woman. Take Liberty; take 
Justice; take all the holy aspirations, all the sacred reali- 
ties! Each glorious ideal has, to the common thought, been 
feminine. The sculptors of the olden time made every immor- 
tnl idea a daughter of the gods. Even Wisdom was a woman 
in the early concept of the race, and that unknown genius of the 
youthful world wrought Triumph itself into woman’s form in 
that masterpiece of all the ages—The Winged Victory. Over 
the lives and destinies of men the ancients placed Clotho, 
Lachesis, and Atrophos forever spinning, twisting, severing the 
strands of human fate. 

In the literature of all time woman has been Mercy’s messen- 
ger, handmaid of tenderness, creator and preserver of human 
happiness. Name Shakespeare—Miranda, and Imogene, Rosa- 
lind, Perdita, and Cordelia appear; name Burns—the prayer 
“To Mary in Heaven” gives to the general heart that touch of 
nature which makes the whole world kin; name the Book of 
Books—Rachel and the women of the Bible in beauty walk 
before us, and in the words of Ruth we hear the ultimate for- 
mula of woman’s eternal fidelity and faith. 

And so we see that through all time woman has typified the 
true, the beautiful, and the good on earth. And now Illinois, 
near the very heart of the world’s great Republic and at the 
dawn of the twentieth century, chooses woman herself as the 
ideal of that Commonwealth and of this period; for the char- 
acter of Frances E. Willard is womanhood’s apotheosis. 

And she was American. She was the child of our American 
prairies, daughter of an Ameiican home. And so she had 
strength and gentleness, simplicity and vision. Not from t 
complex lives that wealth and luxury force upon their unfortu 
nate children: not from the sharpening and hardening process 
of the city’s social and business grind; not from any of civili 
zation’s artificialities, come those whom God appoints to lead 
mankind toward the ligit. 

Moses dwelt alone on the summit of mystery and human solli- 
tude. The Master abode in the wilderness, and there the power 
descended on Him with which He put aside the tempter. In the 
forests the father of our country learned liberty’s lessons from 
Nature, liberty’s mother; and from the valleys and the heights 
the fields and pouring streams got understanding of the possi- 
bilities of this land, a knowledge of its uses, a perception of 
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its people’s destiny. We can not imagine Abraham Lincoln 
coming to us from a palace. No! We can understand him 
only as he really was—man of the people and the soil, thinking 
with the people’s mind the grand and simple truths, feeling 
with the people’s heart an infinite compassion for and fellow- 
ship with all the race. 

And so, Mr. President, all the saints and heroes of this world 
have come, fresh and strong from the source of things, by 
abuses unspoiled and unweakened by false refinements. And so 
came Frances E. Willard, the American woman. The wide, free 
fields were the playgrounds of her childhood. The great prime- 
val woods impressed her unfolding soul with their vast and vital 
calmness. Association with her neighbors was scant and diffi- 
cult; and home meant to her all that the poets have sung of 
it, and more. It was a refuge and a shrine, a dwelling and a 
place of joy, a spot where peace and love and safety and all 
unselfishness reigned with a sovereignty unchallenged. And 
so this child of our forests and our plains, this daughter of 
that finest of civilization’s advance guard—the American pio- 
neers—early received into her very soul that conception of the 
home to which, as the apostle of universal womanhood, her 
whole life was dedicated. 

To make the homes of the millions pure, to render sweet and 
strong those human relations which constitute the family—this 
was her mission and her work. And there can not be a wiser 
metbod of mankind’s upliftment than this, no better way to 
make a nation noble and enduring; for the hearthstone is the 
foundation whereon the state is built. The family is the so- 
cial and natural unit. Spencer wrote learnedly of “the indi- 
vidual and the state;” but he wrote words merely. The indi- 
vidual is not the important factor in nature or the nation. 
Nature destroys the individual. Nature cares only for the 
pair; knows in some form nothing but the family. And so by 
the deep reasoning of nature itself Frances Willard’s work was 
justified. 

Put hers was no philosopher’s creed. She got her inspira- 
tion from a higher source than human thinking. In her life’s 
work we see restored to earth that faith which, whenever man 
has let it work its miracle, has wrought victory here and im- 
mortality hereafter. Such was the faith of Joan, the inspired 
maid of France; such that of Columbus, sailing westward 
through the dark: such the exalted belief of those good mis- 
sionaries who first invaded our American  wildernesses to light 
with their own lives on civilization’s altar the sacred fire that 
never dies. The story of Frances Willard’s faith in the con- 
quest of evil by the good seems incredible to us who demand 
a map of all our future before we take a step. 

For Frances E. Willard knew no questioning. The Master’s 
was at once her guaranty and her command. The 
Bible was to her, in very truth, divine. What immeasurable 
and increasing influence that one book has wielded over the 
minds of men and the destiny of the world! If it be the word 
of God, as we profoundly believe, surely it comes to human 
ears with all the dignity and peace and power that His word 
should command. If it be the word of man, then even the 
doubter must admit that the ancient Hebrews had miraculous 
skill to cast a spell milleniums which, strengthening 
the years, spreads wider to-day than ever and embraces 
itu is far as even the eye of imagination can behold. 

tion or all statesmanship or all of literature have 
bettered human life as this one book. And it 
s the Bible that gave Frances E. Willard her mission, her 
strength, her hope, her argument, and her inspiration. 
hus prepared and thus equipped she went out into the world 
to her No method can measure what she did. The 
women whom she brought into organized coopera- 
t Women’s Christian Temperance Union is but a sug- 
gestion of the real results of her activities. Indeed, the highest 
benef P > bestowed were as intangible as air and as full 
de purer the moral atmosphere of a continent— 
fa world. She rendered the life of a nation cleaner, 
a people saner. Millions of homes to-day are hap- 
ons of wives and mothers bless her; and 
intless children have grown into strong, upright, and beauti- 
ful maturity who, but for the work of Frances E. Willard, 
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been forever soiled and weakened. 
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others, the sister of all wives, to every 
Frances E. Willard sacrificed her own life to 
app ber sisters. For after all, she knew that with 
t her gifts and all the halo of her God-sent mission, never- 
theless the humblest mother was yet greater far than she. But 
it was needful that she should so consecrate her strength and 


he ness of 


length of years. For how shall the service of utter unselfish- 
ness be achieved save in the utter sacrifice of self? So Frances 
E. Willard gave up her life and all the rights and glories of it 
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that all of her sisters might lead fuller, richer, happier, sweeter 
lives themselves. 

So, Mr. President, by placing her statue in the hall of our 
national immortals, a great Commonwealth to-day forever com- 
memorates the services of this American woman to all humanity. 
And the Representatives of the American people—the greatest 
people in this world—in Congress farmally assembled to-day 
are paying tribute to the little frontier American maid who 
heard and heeded the voices that came to her from the unseen 
world, and, obeying their counsels, became the first woman of 
the nineteenth century, the most beloved character of her time, 
and, under God, a benefactress of her race. [Applause in the 
galleries. } 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, when the late Senator Mor- 
rill, of Vermont, proposed to dedicate the old Hall of the House 
of Representatives as a national Statuary Hall for the purpose 
of authorizing each of the States of the Union to place therein 
statues of deceased persons who have been citizens of such 
State and illustrious for their historic renown or for distin- 
guished civic or military service, he little dreamed that the 
great State of Lilinois in complying with that statute would 
select for one of her citizens a woman in the person of Frances 
Willard. 

She was then a young woman. Her great future had hardly 
opened before her. She little dreamed at that period of her 
life that she would attain that civie distinction or historic 
renown that would warrant Illinois in selecting ber as one of 
her representatives in Statuary Hall, or that Illinois would 
honor herself by passing over so many of her distinguished sons 
and select her as one of her representatives. 

The years that have come and gone since the late Senator 
Morrill caused that law to be placed upon the statute books 
of our country saw Miss Willard advance step by step from the 
most humble beginnings until her fame became not only na- 
tional but world-wide. Her services to her sex and humanity 
extended to every part of the civilized world, and when death 
claimed her, and her noble spirit passed into immortality, an 
enlightened and patriotic legislature of the State of Illinois 
selected her as worthy of a place in Statuary Hall, dedicated 
by the several States to the most eminent and distinguished of 
all their sons. 

The affection and regard in which the memory of Miss Wil- 
lard is held by the people of Illinois, and the honor so worthily 
bestowed upon her in the proceedings of this day, will be better 
appreciated by the general public when we call to mind the 
names and number of distinguished men whom the legislators 
of Illinois might have chosen for this especial honor. 

No State has been more fortunate than Illinois in this re- 


gard. Lincoln, Douglas, Bissell, Baker, Browning, Trumbull, 
Yates, Oglesby, Davis, Stephen T.. Logan, Grant, John A 


Logan, John M. Palmer, Gen. John A. MeClernand, to say noth 
ing of such men as Governor Coles, John A. Cook, Ninian Bd 
wards, and Sidney Breese, present a list of brilliant and dis 
tinguished men whose abilities and achievements not only 
enrich the pages of the history of Lllinois, but of the nation as 
well. 

Lincoln, who was born in a log hut on the outskirts of civili 
zation in the State of Kentucky, came to Illinois in his boy 
hood, and on the broad and fertile prairies of that State devel 
oped those qualities of head and heart that made him the fore 
most man of his generation and placed his name among the 
immortals. 

Douglas, although born in New England, when a mere boy 
sought his fortunes in the West, and before he had fairly at 
tained his majority was a citizen of Illinois. His great fame 
as an orator and a statesman was attained as a citizen of that 
State, and his greatest triumphs, as well as his most crushing 
defeats, were achieved and received in his political contests 
with Lincoln in Illinois. As long as our Republic shall endure, 
so long will the memorable debates between these two distin 
guished sons of Illinois remain fresh in the memory of a!! 
students of American political history. From 1850 to tiie 
breaking out of the civil war no name was more conspicuous 
in the United States than that of Douglas. His contests in tlic 
Senate of the United States with such men as Chase and Hale, 
Seward and Sumner, Toombs and Breckinridge, had made him 
the most accomplished debater of his time and the recognized 
leader of the Democrats of the North. 

Ulysses S. Grant, from the comparatively humble position 
of colonel of the Twenty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, by his military genius and devotion to duty rose from 
one military position to another until he became the Genera: 
of all of the armies of the Federal forces during the late civ’! 
war and crowned his military achievements in the surrender of 
General Lee at Appomattox. His name as a military hero 
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will forever rank with those of Alexander, Cesar, and Napo- 
leon. All of the other men whom I have mentioned were espe- 
cially distinguished in their several ways, and all are well 
worthy of the recognition and honor which has been bestowed 
upon Miss Willard. 

The question naturally arises then, How does this woman 
come to be selected for this especial recognition and honor? 
The story long antedates her birth and goes back to a period 
when Illinois was knocking at the doors of Congress for ad- 
mission into the Union of States. 

A distinguished historian has said that Daniel Webster was 
saved to his country more than one hundred years before his 
birth in the person of one of his direct ancestors—a little child, 
who at 4 years of age was saved from Indian massacre by 


having a wash tub turned bottom side up over her, thus hiding | She undertook tasks which to the average person would seem 


her from a band of Indians who murdered all the other members | insurmountable, but to her only incidents in the career which 


of her family. So conditions for the development of the ability | 


and character of Miss Willard were provided for in the legisla- 
tion that relates to the admission of Illinois as a State into the 
Union long before her birth. 

The northern limits of the Territory of Illinois were south of 
the south bend of Lake Michigan. Her population was princi- 


pally from the States of Kentucky and Tennessee, North Caro- | 


lina and Virginia. Her highways of commerce were the Illinois 
River, the Ohio, and the Mississippi. Her great commercial 
emporium was New Orleans, and the people of the slave-holding 
States her neighbors and friends. When she asked for admis- 


| 


sion into the Union, Judge Pope, her Congressional Delegate, | 


proposed an amendment by which the northern limits of the 
proposed new State were extended northward 51 miles to the 
eenter of Lake Michigan, thence westward to the Mississippi 
River. The amendment included what are now the fourteen rich 
and populous northern counties of Illinois, including the great 
county of Cook, in which is located the imperial city of Chicago. 
Judge Pope, in advocating his amendment, pointed out that IIli- 
nois, if admitted as a State in the Union with the geographical 


limitations of the Territory, would have no business and com- | 
mercial communication with the Bast and New England, and 


that her interests and her sympathies would naturally be with | 


the South, and that in case of a contest between freedom and 
slavery, which he even then saw was inevitable, the fortunes of 
Illinois would naturally, by reason of friendship and interest, 
be with the Southern Confederacy. 

The adoption of his amendment and the additional territory 


included would give the new State jurisdiction over the south- | 


western shores of Lake Michigan, and thereby unite it through 


the great waterway of the Lakes to Indiana, Ohio, Pennsyl- | 


vania, New York, and New England; and that, admitted into 
the Union with this additional territory, she might become the 
very keystone to perpetuate the Union. Had Illinois been 
admitted as a State into the Union under her territorial limi 
tations we would never have had the Illinois and Michigan 
Canal, and the Illinois Central Railroad, as it was constructed 
and has been operated, would never have become an accom- 
plished fact. Without these Chicago would never have been the 
marvelous city that she is to-day, and without the fourteen 
northern counties, settled as they have been by people largely 
from New York and New England, Ohio, and Pennsylvania, the 
State of Illinois in 1854 would have been Democratic and would 
have supported Stephen A. Douglas in his KanSas-Nebraska 
bill, and Governor Matteson, instead of Lyman Trumbull, would 
have been elected to the United States Senate. 


1860. It was the commingling within the limits of Illinois 
of the civilizations represented by the settlers from Kentucky, 
Tennessee, North Carolina, and Virginia with those of New 
York, Pennsylvania, and New England that formed and de- 
veloped the civic conditions in Illinois that proved so helpful 
and healthful to the modest and timid nature of Miss Willard 
when, as a mere schoolgirl, she left her country home in Wis- 
consin and came to Evanston, Ill., to acquire her education and 
commence her life work. 

This beautiful suburb of Chicago was her home for nearly 
forty years. The conditions were all favorable here for the un- 
folding not only of her superb intellect but of the splendid qual- 
ities of character so marked in her mature life. Had she lived 


have remained an instructor in some educational institution, 
where she would haye been appreciated and honored as such, 
and have died loved and respected by the many students who 


were fortunate enough to come under her personal supervision, | 


but unknown to the world. 
In Evanston and Illinois the conditions were ripe for the exer- 
clse of the higher and better qualities of her nature, and when 





| in the Capitol to-day a scene the like of which has 
It was the vote of these fourteen counties that made the | 


State Republican in 1856 and made the candidacy of Abraham | flowers and thousands of women standing before it 


Lincoln for the Presidency of the United States possible in | 





the demand came for her to lay aside what had been determined 
at one time to be her life work at the head of the women’s col 
lege at the Northwestern University, she did not hesitate, al 
though it seemed to many of her friends that she was maki 
needless sacrifices in giving up an assured career as an instru 
tor in that institution. God had intended her from the fir 
a greater work than that and for a wider field for the exe 
of her great nature. 

When she put aside the work of the schoolroom and entered 
the arena of the lecture platform in the cause of temp 
and the purity of women, she entered the limelight of publicity, 
in which she remained during all the years of her great work 
in this and other countries. She did not escape the envious 
tongues of detractors nor the sharp thrusts of keen critics 


ray < 


she had marked out before her. Her labors, her successes. 


and 
her achievements have been eloquently portrayed here to-day 
by those who have preceded me. It is enough for me to n te 
that no man or woman of her time wrought better or accon 
plished more for the protection and upbuilding of her sex and 
| the cause of temperance. The endearments of home and the 


quiet of her fireside were sacrificed in the interest of the 1 
tunate among both men and women 

Her great soul carried her activities beyond State 
tional lines and led her to help the unfortunate fn all e 
and all climes. The noble Roman matron Cornelia, when 
called upon by a wealthy lady of Campania to exhibit to | 
her jewels, called her two young sons to her side and said, 
“These are my jewels.” Miss Willard, who rejected the of 
fers of husband and home that she might the better serve the 
cause to which she had dedicated her life, on a like request f 
the exhibition of her jewels, could have pointed to the thou 
sands of unfortunate men and women who had been resened by 
her from lives of crime, drunkenness, and immorality to that 
of pure womanhood and honorable manhood. : 

Her gentleness of heart, her charity, her firmness of prin iple, 
and her attractive personality made her a power that attracted 
to her the good women and men of this and other countries 
that she visited, and enabled her to accomplish a work that h 


placed her name high on the list of the famous women of the 


world. The work that she inaugurated is going on and will 
continue in augmented strength and influence so long a 
lasts. 

It is not strange then, Mr. President, that the people of Illi 
nois should desire to see such a life and such a character « 
cially honored. Her services have been world-wide. The cause 
for which she dedicated her life reaches all humanity Che 
ability with which she prosecuted this life work places het 
among the most eminent intellects of our generation She ] 
sessed all the qualities of organization which have made 


tiny 


ne 


Rll h 
men as Marshall Field, Morgan, and Carnegie multimillio . 
a genius which in military affairs would have made a general 
of the first rank; legislative qualities which in the statesman 
would have made his name historical; oratorical abilities which 
have made such men as Beecher and Spurgeon immortal, and a 


charity which was heaven-born. 

Illinois in thus honoring her to-day by placing her statu 
yonder hall has honored herself and the women of our Stat 
and country. [Applause in the galleries.] 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, there has been witn« l 


S never 1 


place before—thousands of children covering a_ statue 
and in tears. 

The original Hall of the House of Iepresentatives h 
strange vicissitudes. For two generations it was the srena in 
which the great controversies of American politics were fought 
out. Here the popular leaders of those times met in debate, and 
within its walls the policies were shaped which entered into 
the national life from the days of Jefferson to the period of th 
civil war. 

When the legislative chambers now occupied by the §S 
and House of Representatives were added to the Capitol thei 
earlier quarters were left to find other occupants and other 
uses. The old Senate Chamber was given to the Su 
Court, and while its appointments are somewhat meager for 


| that great tribunal, there is about it a certain atmospl 
and been educated in some sections of our country she might | 


which preserves all the great traditions of the place and make 
it seem appropriate for our court of last resort. The disy 
tion of the old Hall of the House of Representatives was not so 
easy, for it lay right in the pathway of the multitude which 
moves in restless procession through the main highway of the 
Capitol. What to do with it puzzled alike the statesmen and 
the architects. 

At last they found a solution of the problem so desirable that 


a 
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it was adopted without dissent. Congress dismissed the archi- 

tects and resolved to preserve that historic apartment exactly | 
as it was left to us by our fathers, nothing wanting except the 
mace and gavel to bring back the picture of the Chamber pre- | 
cisely as it looked to other generations, so that you can not walk 

through it to-day without hearing in your imagination the won- 
drous voice of Henry Clay, without listening to the fierce in- 
vectives of John Randolph of Roanoke, without seeing the | 
young and eager face of David Wilmot, without feeling the | 
hush of silence amid the confusion of the day, as you pause to 
look at the brass tablet on the floor which records the glorious 

exit of John Quincy Adams from the noise and strife of time. 

It is not strange that everybody acquiesced, seeing that it 
could not be taken from the people, in the proposal to set the | 
l apart, to be kept forever as a memorial hall, no longer | 
- the living, but for the august assembly of the dead. One by 
one its vacant spaces have been chosen by the States entitled 
to them, until now these solemn effigies stand close together 
like a family reunion of the great ones of the earth. More 
than twenty of the States are represented, though some, even 
ng the oldest, have not felt like choosing among their hon- 
“1 citizens the names which are to stand in such distinct pre- 
inence. Statesmen and orators are there, secure in their 
iown. Soldiers are there, with sword in hand. Inventors 
i there, whose ingenuity gave practical ideas to the world; 
nd priests, to bless them all with the benediction of their holy 










We are met to-day to put in place another pedestal; to accept | 
another statue donated by the people to the nation. It is brought 
here by a State richin the household treasures of its biography— 

ich gave to American politics the leadership of | 
Stephen A. Douglas; the State from which Abraham Lincoln | 
set out on his triumphal journey to the capital; the State which 
signed the first commission of General Grant; the State in 
hich John A. Logan was born, and from which he went forth 
become the ideal volunteer soldier of the Republic. Yet the 
Commonwealth passes all these by and brings here, with 
I e and pride, a work of art so full of gentleness and 
grace that all the illustrious company about it seem to bow with 
l ny before the white figure of this elect daughter 
neces E. Willard. [Applause in the galleries. ] 
I have seen in the newspapers more than one sneering com- 
it upon the action of the general assembly in choosing a 


the State whi 











woman to represent the State in our National Statuary Hall, 
and I have heard the sneer repeated here at the Capitol in 
thoughtless conversation. I confess that to me a criticism such 
s that seems strangely out of place; and in the light of what 

s been witnessed here to-day It seems too paltry and absurd 
( i ssing tice 

| stinguished Senator from Illinois ,[Mr. Cuttom] has 
n fully of the life and high achievements of Miss Wil- 

“1 that it would be inappropriate for me to repeat the story 
of her career. He knew her well. I was acquainted with her 
only in a distant way, and was less familiar than perhaps I 
ought to have been with the work which she was doing in the 

rid. So that it would be impossible for me, even if it were 

e, to speak of her, as he has spoken. 

I knew her only as a public teacher and most distinctly as a 
f r in the political controversies of our times. It was my 
fortune to hear her more than once, advocating before the peo- 
ple her favorite reforms. 

She was one of the most persuasive orators who ever spoke 
our tongue, and her influence, apart from the singular beauty of 
her character, rested upon that fine art of reaching the hearts 

nsciences of men which gave her a right to the leadership 
h she exercised for so many years. I remember once hear- 

g her speak, when General Harrison was a candidate for the 
Presidency, in Norumbega Hall, at Bangor, Me. I was on the 
stump for the Republican candidate and shared in a full meas- 
ure tl mpatience of my own party with those who, under their 


of duty, were engaged in turning our voters aside in an 
effort to build up an organization of their own, pledged to the 
of the liquor traffic in America. 


I remember that I was especially irritated because the party 
which Miss Willard represented was not willing to let us alone 
in Maine 

Notwithstanding all my prejudices, I invited a friend, a har- 


dened politician, then famous in our public life, to go with me 
to hear Miss Willard speak. He reluctantly consented upon 
that we should take a back seat and go out when he 


ndicated that he had had enough. For more than two hours 
this gifted woman, with marvelous command of language, with a 
delicate sense of the fitness and simplicity of words, with a 


erfect understanding of the secret places of the human heart, 


moved that great multitude with a skill that belongs to genius | 
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alone, and to genius only when it is touched with live coals 
from the altar. And when it was all over we agreed together 
that in all our lives we had never witnessed a display so mar- 
velous of intellectual and spiritual power. 

Sut it is not my purpose to pronounce a eulogy upon Miss 
Willard. A life like hers, given without reservation and without 
terms to help and to bless the world, is in no need of empty 
words of praise. It is crowned already beyond all our poor 
eulogies. 

I do not know whether her devoted followers in Illinois, who 
presented to the legislature the petition asking that she be se- 
lected for this immortal honor, had in their thought everything 
which this statue means. They were moved, I do not doubt, by 
the love which they had for her to claim for her memory this 
national recognition. But even if love for her and generous ap- 
preciation of her distinguished civic services were the only mo- 
tives which actuated the people of Illinois, there remains a 
larger significance which belongs to this occasion, of which I de- 
sire to speak. 

The appearance of this statue in the Capitol of the United 
States is not only a tribute to the career “of an illustrious 
person,” to use the language of the statute; it is also a visible 
token of a forward movement in modern society which has al 
ready made a new statement of the reiation of the home to the 
State, in terms so unmistakable that the womanhood of 
America, long since familiar with the burdens of a larger re 
sponsibility, has entered at last into a larger opportunity. 

I am not going to discuss and I do not even feel bound to 
give my opinion upon some of the questions to which Frances 
E. Willard devoted the latter years of her life. She was, most 
of us think, a pioneer, and whether the lands which she ex 
plored are to be occupied to-morrow, or the next day, or the next 
century, I will not even stop to inquire. 

These things are less important than some have thought, and 
will be worked out in woman’s way and woman’s time. sut 
there are noticeable signs of the times, which Miss Willard at 
once illustrated and interpreted, that may be spoken of without! 
venturing into the field of controversy. 

A college graduate, a student pursuing her studies in the Uni 
versity of Paris, worthily wearing her academic robes, she was 
a forerunner of the unnumbered host of American young women 
who have captured the prizes of every college and university 
that has dared to admit them, until they have threatened at 
last to leave to their brethren no certificates of superiority ex 
cept the doubtful credentials of the athletic field. 

Already they have taken possession of the high schools of 
America, and those of us who have had a chance, as I have 
often had, to look in on graduating exercises in city or in vil 
lage, finding in every class a dozen strong and healthy girls 
and an average of about three boys, one of them lame and th« 
others very pale, have been compelled to entertain disquieting 
thoughts about the future of man’s monopoly in those world 
affairs which require a preliminary training of the mind. 

Under such circumstances it would be strange if Ameri: 
women had not already knocked at the doors of all professions 
and of all the other honorable pursuits of life. She has no 
hesitated to attempt the practice of the law. She has success 
fully acquired the learning of all the schools of medicine. §S 
has challenged the church to show cause why she ought not 
be commissioned to unfold to others the mysteries of the god 
liness of which she is the most perfect disciple. She has be 
come the patroness of art, of literature, and of those fir 
reaching philanthropies which are lifting the world out 
paganism and barbarism, and casting up a highway for th 
progress of civilization. 

Into this new world this daughter of Illinois was bor 
With a woman’s intuition she grasped the meaning of her sur 
roundings. Turning aside from the ostentations of societ 
she put away from her the endearments of domestic life, t 
sweet content of home and children, and offered her whole 
strength to the Master whom she served that she might he 
the needy, feed the hungry, lift up the fallen, and throw the 
protection of our institutions about the firesides of the Amer 
can people. I think her largest influence will be associate 
with the work of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unio 
and I can not speak of that withcut a sincere feeling when 
remember one near and dear whose life was wrapped up 
the benign purposes and plans of that great organization. 

Lord Macaulay said of John) Wesley that he was one of the 
greatest statesmen of his time. What did he mean by tha 
He meant that in addition to his preaching the Word he create 
an institution, compact and effective in its methods, which wen 
on long after he was gone, in the execution of the beneficen 
designs which were in his heart. Exactly the same thing can 
be said for Frances E. Willard. And she owed to that organ 
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zation possibly more even than she knew, because the position | 
which she beld in it made her office a central bureau to which | 
reports were made of the moral and intellectual signs of the | 
times; and no man can read her annual messages to the organi 
vation of which she was the executive head without perceiving 
that she had a strong grasp of all the great social and moral 
problems of our time; a grasp so strong that to-day her words 


seem often like prophecies fulfilled, where twenty years ago | 


they hardly attracted the attention of the world. 
| think the highest point in the public career of the late Sen 
ator Hanna was that last speech of his before a meeting of la 





boring men and capitalists belonging to the Civic Federation in | 
When standing there, without any pretensions to | 
piety or sanctity of any sort, he laid down the proposition, based | 


New York. 


on a long experience as a laborer and an employer, and on an 
intimate acquaintance with the leaders of political thought in 
all parties, that the rights of labor and the rights of capital can 
never be established on a lasting basis of justice except as both 
how in loyal obedience to the law of Christ. Frances 6. Willard 
had, for twenty years before her death, taught that doctrine, 
not only in its application to the labor question, but to all the 
complex social problems of these times. 

Her chief title as a teacher of social and moral science lies in 
this: With a profound insight she perceived that the most 
difficult problems of civilization, the problems which have 
brought the statesmanship and philosophy of the modern 
world to a dead standstill, if they have any solution at all 
and she confidently believed they had—they would find it at 
last in the actual application to the daily life of the world of 
the divine precepts which constitute the most precious part of 
the inheritance of these Christian centuries, [Applause in the 
galleries, | 

And so I think that the general assembly of Illinois did well 
to set up this monument in memory of her. The children who 
have covered it this day with flowers have paid to her a tribute 
so simple and so appropriate that its fragrance will fill these 
corridors long after the formal ceremonies of this hour have 
been forgotten. And in after generations, as long as this vener 
able edifice remains, the women of America, as they look upon 
the chiseled beauty of that face, standing like a goddess among 
our heroes and our sages, will whisper a word of gratitude to 
the people of Illinois when they remember the act of her gen 
eral assembly, which, careless alike of custom and of prece 
dent, has added to the title of their citizenship this perpetual 
dignity in the Capitol of the United States. [Applause in the 
galleries. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 
CULLOM |, which will be read. 

The Secretary again read the resolutions, 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. + 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 32 minutes 
p. in.) the Senate adjourned its legislative session until to-mor 
row, Saturday, February 18, 1905, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Iripay, February 17, 1905. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

‘The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., offered the fol 
lowing prayer: 

We lift up our hearts in gratitude to Thee, O God, our Heas 
enly Father, for this day, which marks an epoch in the progress 
and civilization of our age and nation by the placing of the 
statue of a woman in this Capitol, among the noted and illus 
trious men of our nation, who, by the purity of her soul, the 
breadth and seope of her intellectual attainments, the eloquence 
and chastity of her speech, and her unselfish devotion to the purity 
of the home, the State, the nation, and humanity, won for her 
self the splendid and just encomium, “ The uncrowned queen of 
purity and temperance.” God grant that there it may stand 
instinet with life and vocal with its eloquent appeal “ for God 
and home and native land;” there may it stand a beacon light 
for untold millions in their upward and onward march toward 
the ideals in Christian manhood and womanhood; and glory 
and praise be Thine, through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap 
proved. 

RESERVATION OF GALLERY. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
following resolution be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That during the ceremonies tn lent ft he eceptance of 
the statue of Frances Kk. Willard presented vw the t of Iilinels te 

} the Government of the United States, on 1 day rv li it 4 
| o'clock, the southeast ladies’ gallery be ‘ ved the |] ' t 
nary commission and the relatives of the late | ‘ I W | ! 


such citizens of Illinois as may attend these servi 
The SPEAKER Is there objection‘ 
There was no objection 
STATEHOOD Rint 
Mr. DALZBELL Mr. Speaker, | make the following 
report from the Committee on Rules 
The Clerk read as follows 


lHlouse resolution No. 407 


privileged 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Territories be and hereby te, 
} discharged from the consideration of the bill (HL. BR. 14749) to e1 le 
the people of Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory t form a consti 
tution and State government and be admitted initio the Union on n 
equal footing with the original States ind to enable the people f New 
Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and Stat overnment and 
be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the origth State 
with the Senate amendments thereto: that the said Senate amend: 
be, and hereby are, disagreed to by the Hous se, and a conferences ked 
of the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the ! 
bill 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 


resolution, and on that I demand the previous question 

The SPEAKER The gentleman demands the previou 
tion upon the adoption of the resolution 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi Mr. Speaker, a parliamen 
tary inquiry 

The SPBAKER The gentleman will state if 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi 
demand for the previous question, is thers 

The SPEAKER. No 

Mr. WLLLIAMS of Mississippi Would it be in order for me 
to say that the only way to get an opportunity to amend this 
rule is to vote down the previous question Laughter 

The SPEAKER 
gestion 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi Did the Chat 
my inquiry? 

The SPEAKER Yes ; 


There is no disenssion of a 


The gentleman has already made that sug 
understand 


the Chair replied The gentler n has 


asked the question It is not in order under the rule but still 
the gentleman has answered his own question 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I asked the que ) to 
whether it would be in order 
The SPKAKER Yes: the gentleman ha the full benefit of 
it | Laughter | Pending an demand for the pre ou question 
nothing is in order except the vote on the pre m8 qu 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi That was my own TTT 
sion, but I wanted to be sure of if i Lavehter. | 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is very glad to confirm the 
tleman in the correctness of his imp on. 1 hte he 
question is on ordering the previous question 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi Mr. Speaker, to save time, I 
demand the yeas and nays 
The yeas and nays were ordered 
The question was taken; and there were eas 160, n > 
answered “ present” 7, not voting 90, as follows 
YEAS ey 
Adame, Pa Dalzell Hinshaw Marti 
Adame, Wis Daniels 1titt M 
Ale inder larrag! llogge Minor 
A] lbavis, Minn Hiowell, N. J Mondell 
Ames Layton llowe Iital Mio 
The nek Dixon lint NI ‘ 
Is rwldt Douglas liughes, W. Va \indd 
lia Dovener Hhuoll M 
! Draper llumplhre A 
} lier Dresser H t 
Ih tenll lDrieeoll ler ' qt 
Ii iy Dunwell j Wa a f 
Hiontell | Ker d | 
lowersock oss Ke im | 
Iradle Foster. Vt Kink l | 
Dbrandegee French Knapp i’ 
Brooks i ‘ Ki { ho 
Khrown, Wis (laine Ww. Ke ] ho | 
trownlow f(lardne Ma I Io M 
hurke (iardner. N. J | Ite 
| Burkett ‘ "Y | ! i t 
Burleigh ‘ y | I nt 
Kurton ( ‘ (na | ‘ 
Butter, Pa ( vi ! ‘ le 
Calderhead ( [it er my 
f rmpbell ‘ Littlefield ‘ le 
Capron ( er Longworth Wr len 
Castor (;ros lLoudensiager t N. ¥ 
(Conner IIa i lA ring Merit I 
Cooper, Pa. Haskin MeCarth pp 
(‘rome Ilaugen Me C'reary thard 
(‘rumpacker Hlemenway McMorran South k 
Currier lienry, Conn Mahon air 
Curtis Hepburn Mann Stafford 
Cushman Hill, Conn Marshall Mi 
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Sulloway 
Tawney 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Townsend 


Adamson 
Badger 
Baker 
Bankhead 
Sartiett 
Bassett 
seall, Tex. 
sell, Cal. 
Benton 
Bowers 
towie 
Brantley 
Breazeale 
Brundidge 
surgess 
Burleson 
Burnett 
syrd 
Caldwell 
Cassingham 
Clayton 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd 
Croft 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond 


Denny 
Dickerman 
Dougherty 
Field 
Bonynge 
Brick 
Acheson 
Aiken 
Benny 
Bingham 
Broussard 
Brown, Pa. 
Buckman 
Butler, Mo. 


Candler 
Cassel 


Clark 


Cockran, N. Y. 


Connell 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins 
Crowley 
Davidson 
Deemer 
Dinsn 
Dwight 
Emerich 
bivar 

Fitz | 


K 





Van Voorhis 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Wachter 
Wadsworth 
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Wanger 
Warner 
Warnock 
Watson 
Webber 


NAYS—127. 


Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Flood 

Garber 
Gillespie 
Goldfogle 
Granger 
Gregg 
Gudger 
Hamlin 
Harrison 

Hay 

Heflin 
Henry, Tex. 
Houston 
Howard 
Hughes, N. J. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Hunt 

James 

Jones, Va. 
Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kline 

Kluttz 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamb 

Legare 
Lester 

Lever 

Lewis 

Lind 


Little 
Livernash 
Livingston 
Lloyd 
Lucking 
McLain 
McNary 
Macon 
Maddox 
Meyer, La. 
Miers, Ind. 
Moon, ‘Tenn. 
Padgett 
Page 
Patterson, N. C. 
Pierce 
Pinckney 
Pou 

Pujo 
Rainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Reid 

Rhea 


Richardson, Ala. 


Rider 

Rixey 

Robb 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ark. 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker 
Rusgell 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—7. 


Needham 
Prince 


Shull 
Taylor 


NOT VOTING—90. 


Flack 
Fordney 
Foster, Ill. 
Fowler 
Caines, Tenn. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Garner 
Gilbert 
Glass 

Gooch 
Goulden 
Griffith 
Griggs 
Hardwick 
Hearst 
Hedge 
Hermann 
Hildebrant 
liill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
Holliday 
Hopkins 
Jackson, Md. 


Jackson, Ohio 
Johnson 
Kehoe 
Keliher 
Lamar, Mo. 


Landis, Chas. B. 


Lindsay 
Lorimer 

Loud 
McAndrews 
McCall 
McCleary, Minn. 
McDermott 
McLachlan 
Marsh 

Maynard 

Moon, Pa. 
Olmsted 

Otis 

Palmer 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pearre 
Ransdell, La. 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


For this vote: 


Mr. Brown of Pennsylvania with Mr. Wess. 
Mr. Hepce with Mr. Tarte. 


Mr. McCreary of Minnesota with Mr. AIKEN. 


Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. McDERMoTT. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. Smirru of Illinois with Mr. Griggs. 
Mr. JAcKkson of Maryland with Mr. DINSMORE. 


For this day: 
HESON with Mr. BENNY. 
NGHAM with Mr. Ricnarpson of Tennessee. 
Mr. BonyNcGE with Mr. 


Mr. Ac 
Mr. B 


SROUSSARD. 


BUCKMAN with Mr. Butter of Missouri. 
with Mr. FrrzpaTrick. 


Mr. CONNELI 
Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. SWANSON. 


Mr. Cousrys with Mr. CANDLER. 
Mr. Dwient with Mr. GoOuULDEN. 
Mr. Evans with Mr. Hitz of Mississippi. 


AT, Ty 


Mr. l oRDNEY 
Mr. Fow Ler with Mr. CRowLeEY. 
r i nt with Mr. GLASs. 


Mr. CHARLES B 
Mr. Loup with Mr. 
Mr. McCati 
Mr. McLACHLAN 
Mr. Moon of Penns, 


DELRBA 


LIOLLIDAY 


with 


cK with Mr. EMERICH. 


with Mr. GILBERT 


vith Mr. Hrrencock. 
Jackson of Ohio with Mr. GARNER. 


HorKINs. 


with Mr. Jor 


LANDIS with Mr. CLARK. 


Mr. KELIHER. 


INSON. 


Mr. Orrs with Mr. LAMarR of Missouri. 


Mr. SHIRAS ¥ 


‘ith Mr. SHOBER. 


Weems 
Wiley, N. J. 
Wilson, Ill, 
Wood 
Young 


Ryan 

Scudder 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sherley 

Sims 

Slayden 
Small 

Smith, Tex. 
Snook 
Southall 
Sparkman 
Spight 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sullivan, Mass. 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
Thayer 
Thomas, N. C. 
Trimble 
Underwood 
Vandiver 

Van Duzer 
Wade 
Wallace 
Wiley, Ala. 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wynn 

Zenor 


Woodyard 


Richardson, Tenn. 
Ruppert 
Scarborough 
Sherman 

Shiras 

Shober 

Smith, 111. 

Smith, Ky. 


Smith, Samuel W. 


Sperry 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Sullivan, N. Y. 
Swanson 
Tate 

Thomas, Iowa 
Webb 

Weisse 
Williamson 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wright 


lyania with Mr. Sunirvan of New York. 
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Mr. STEENERSON with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. Tuomas of Iowa with Mr. LINDSAY. 

Mr. Wrieut with Mr. WEISSE. 

For this session: 

Mr. Casset with Mr. Goocu. 

Mr. Deemer with Mr. SHULL. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Ruppert. 

Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. Harpwick. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Brick with Mr. Cockran of New York. 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. RANspELL of Louisiana. , 

Mr. GarpNer of Michigan with Mr. Tay or. 

Mr. LortmMer with Mr. McANDREWS. 

Mr. MarsH with Mr. Patterson of Tennessee. 

Mr. PALMER with Mr. Smiru of Kentucky. 

Mr. Pearre with Mr. Foster of Lllinois. 

Mr. SAMvEL W. Smirn with Mr. ScarsorouGH. 

Mr. Sperry with Mr. KeHor. 

Mr. SrTertrne with Mr. Wiison of New York. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whether 
Mr. Cockran of New York has voted? 

The SPEAKER. He did not. 

Mr. BRICK. Then I desire to withdraw my vote and be 
recorded as present. 

The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman’s name. 

The Clerk called Mr. Brick’s name, and he answered “ pres- 
ent.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] is recognized for twenty minutes and the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] will be recognized for twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Sneaker, I shall occupy the time of the 
House only long enough to explain the effect of this rule. If 
adopted it will discharge the Committee on Territories from 
the further consideration of what is known as the “ statehood 
bill,” will work a nonconcurrence in the Senate amendments in 
gross, and ask for a conference upon the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses. Gentlemen of the House will recollect that in 
April last the House sent to the Senate a statehood bill which 
created two States out of the four Territories, Oklahoma and 
Indian Territory constituting one State and New Mexico and 
Arizona a second State. That bill has been in the Senate unti! 
within a few days. It now comes back to the House with 
forty-seven amendments. The principal amendment, of course, 
is that which constitutes New Mexico a State and leaves Arizona 
still a Territory. There is another important amendment which 
takes off a portion of Arizona and adds it to Utah. Now, 
these forty-seven amendments, under the rules of the House, 
would be debatable in Committee of the Whole, each amendment 
the subject of debate and each amendment the subject of 
amendment- 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And vote. 

Mr. DALZELL. Ad infinitum, and it is the judgment of the 
Committee on Rules that, considering the state of public busi- 
ness and the lateness of the session, it is desirable, if legisla- 
tion is to be had upon this subject of statehood at all, to have 
this bill go as speedily as possible to conference. The House 
has expressed its judgment and the Senate has expressed its 
judgment, and if any agreement can be had at all it will be 
had in conference. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. De ArMmonp] such time as lhe 
may desire. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. Speaker, the proposition to be brought 
before the House under this rule is a very important one, and 
upon this side of the House we think, as we have been accus- 
tomed to think for a long time, that the House ought to have 
some opportunity to consider amendments and’ to offer amend- 
ments and to vote upon amendments. If the rule be adopted, no 
such privilege as that will be accorded to us and no such right 
as that will be enjoyed by us. 

We believe that these Territories ought to be admitted and 
ought to be admitted upon fair terms. We believe that Arizona 
and New Mexico ought to constitute two distinct States. We 
believe there well might be two States made out of Indian Ter- 
ritory and Oklahoma; but, whatever ought to be done, we be 
lieve that the House ought to have the opportunity to do it, and 
that the matter ought not to be determined in an arbitrary 
fashion under a rule which cuts off the House from an opport 
nity to express its own mind or to have its own will done. 

Mr. Speaker, there are other gentlemen here who are muc! 
better acquainted with the question than I am and whose r 
marks upon the subject will be worth much more to the House 
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than any which I could make. Therefore, that some of them 
may be heard, I reserve the remainder of my time and yield it 
back to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WiLiraMs]. | 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I now yield ten 
minutes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Lioyp]. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, this is certainly a very unusual 
occurrence—that a committee that has the right to report to 
this House at this time under the rules of the House, a commit- 
tee that has the highest possible privilege when it reports upon 
a statehood bill, should never have the opportunity to consider 
statehood legislation. It is a remarkable fact that this 
House should be called upon to pass upon a matter that affects 
forever the destiny of Arizona and New Mexico by uniting 
them when the people of both Arizona and New Mexico are 
in direct opposition to that which is attempted by Congress and 
when the majority of this House is opposed to that action. If 
the public press states the truth, there are thirty-three men 
on the majority side that have had to be coerced by rules and 
by leadership, and that actually to-day a majority of this 
body are in direct opposition to that which is attempted by a 
majority of the majority. I have not the time to call atten- 
tion to the history of this very important legislation. On the 
9th day of November, 1903, the Delegate from the Territory of 
New Mexico [Mr. Ropry] introduced a bill asking for state- 
hood for New Mexico. On the 10th day of November, 1903, 
the Delegate from Arizona [Mr. WILSON], carrying out the 
wishes of his people, introduced a bill asking for statehood 
for Arizona. On the 18th of November the Delegate from 
Oklahoma [Mr. McGuire], representing, as he said, the inter- 
ests of his people and their ‘wishes, introduced a bill asking 
for separate statehood for Oklahoma. Later, on the 5th day 
of November, 1904, at the instance of certain citizens of Indian 
Territory, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon], a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Territories, introduced a bill asking 
for statehood for the Indian Territory. Hearings were had 
before the Committee on Territories covering nearly two 
months. There are two volumes of those hearings, almost as 
large as this volume, the House Digest, and yet when that im- 
portant bill, affecting for all time the interests of the four 
great Territories, was brought before this House, notwith- 
standing that kind of a bill has as much precedence, or ought 
to have, under the rules, as a report from the Committee on 
Rules itself, we were allowed three hours in which to discuss 
that bill. A special rule was brought in by the Committee on 
Rules saying that there should be three hours for debate, 
and that no amendment should be offered excepting two 
amendments which the Committee on Rules were concerned 
should become a part of the bill. . 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Under ordinary circumstances would my 
colleague [Mr. Lioyp] be in favor of simply concurring in the 
Senate amendments——— 

Mr. LLOYD. No, sir; I am not in favor 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The Senate bill containing, as it does, 
all these important provisions? 

Mr. LLOYD. As far as I am concerned, I am not in favor of 
concurrence with the Senate. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. So my colleague [Mr. Lioyp] would be 
in favor of nonconcurrence? Is not that the motion before the 
Hlouse? 

Mr. LLOYD. I am in favor of concurrence in part, and I am 
sure this side of the House is in favor of concurrence in part, 
but the remarkable fact is, the minority—those on this side of 
the aisle—have never been consulted at all, and this House, 
through its leadership, has sought for the last ten days to coerce 
the thirty-three men on the Republican side that were in sym- 
pathy with our views on statehood questions. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If I am correctly informed, the minority 
will have representation on the conference committee just the 
same as the majority, and if the majority takes the chances to 
send that bill to conference it seems to me that the minority 
can take the same chances, and that they are on an equality, as 
far as that is concerned. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, if we are to believe the statement 
given out by the public press, the petition which you have 
signed, the statement signed by that side, by the majority, 
stands by the Hamilton bill. If that be true, then the minority 
of the majority nor any other minority will have any chance 
in the conference. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is not true, as far as I know. 

Mr. LLOYD. The best confirmation of that will be to pro- 
duce the petition. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The petition, as I understand it, which, 
by the way, I have not signed, but which has been signed by a 
number of Members of this House, simply provides that the 
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principle of two States instead of four will be maintained, That 
is all. 

Mr. LLOYD. I did not suppose the gentleman from Missouri 
my colleague, signed that statement, because I am sure he is not 
what is termed in the press “ one of the recalcitrants.” 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is true. 

Mr. LLOYD. But I am concerned to express this, that the 
people of Arizona want a State of their own; the people of New 
Mexico want a State with their present boundary. They are not 
coming here through any person whatever asking admission into 
the Union of those two Territories as one State. It is also a true 
statement that the people want two States down there instead 
of one. Why, the attempted action here is superseding the will 
of the people of those two Territories. I am concerned for state 
hood legislation. If there is any Territory that ever asked for 
admission into this Union that ought to be admitted, it is the 
Territory of Oklahoma to-day. Never in the history of this Re 
public has a Territory presented so strong a case as Oklahoma 
presents. The Indian Territory presents a pitiful condition. No 
Territory controlled by the United States Government has ever 
been in the unfortunate condition that the Indian Territory finds 
itself to-day. Something needs to be done. So far as I am con 
cerned, I am anxious by legislation that they shall obtain relief 
But I do not understand why it is that this House should be 
afraid of itself. In the last few days the Senate of the United 
States has seen fit to challenge the action of the President of the 
United States because he was undertaking something, as they 
thought, that was an infringement upon the rights of the Sen 
ate. This House on yesterday asserted its rights, as it ought to, 
by passing a resolution sending a bill back to the Senate and 
telling them that they could not trample upon the rights of this 
House. To-day we are faced with the proposition of coercing a 
minority of this House because the majority of it happened to 
be in power and have the power to do so. 

I am concerned that statehood legislation shall have fair 
and thoughtful consideration. ‘This bill went to the Senate on 
the 20th day of April, as I remember, last year. It did not 
come back to us until within the last ten days. The Senate 
gave it careful consideration. They considered every proposi 
tion and every amendment. They discussed them all, but you 
and the Members of this House have no opportunity to discuss 
an amendment in connection with this legislation. I am con 
cerned that this body shall maintain its dignity; that it shall 
investigate the great questions that come before it—and no 
more important question has been before this body. The ques 
tion now before it is whether four great Territories shall be 
admitted to statehood or not; and if so, upon what terms they 
shall be admitted. 

I yield back the remainder of my time. [Loud applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. How much time has been consumed on the 
other side? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi has eight 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman ffom Maine [ Mr. 
Powers ]. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I do not know by 
what authority the gentleman from Missouri claims to speek 
for the minority of the Republican majority of this House or 
why he has been the special person designated to present to this 
House the wrongs of what he calls the “ recalcitrants.” I am 
not aware that there are thirty-three Republicans opposed to 
this legislation, as he asserts. ; 

Mr. LLOYD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? , 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Certainly. 

Mr. LLOYD. Do you deny that there are thirty-three Re 
publicans on that side of the House who are not in favor of the 
Hamilton bill? ° 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I think I can deny it with perfect 
safety and with truth. 

Mr. LLOYD. Then I would ask this question: If it is not 
true in the caucus which was recently held by your party there 
were thirty or thirty-five men against the decision which your 
party arrived at? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I will say to the gentleman from 
Missouri that I do not understand that it is any part of my 
privilege or duty to state what took place in a caucus or con 
ference. 

Mr. LLOYD. I agree fully with that statement. I concede 
that. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. We did not have any caucus. 

Mr. POWI@2S of Maine. We had nothing but a conference, 
and when we are discussing anything in a conference tbkrre 
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might naturally be some of us for one thing and some of us for 
another. 

Mr. LLOYD. May I ask if the information is correct that 
thirty or thirty-five persons on that side were called on to sign 
a petition before this rule was brought in to get any action 
taken on the statehood bill? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. If there has been any such neces- 
sity as that it has been unknown to me. But I will say to the 
gentleman from Missouri that I believe if the fair sentiments of 
the Democrats as well as of the Republicans of this House in 
reference to this bill could be expressed, if the Democratic Mem- 
bers of this House had not been bound by a caucus as they were 
in the last session—and I do not know but they have also been 
in this—and if they did not feel that party fealty required a 
united and solid Democratic opposition, I have no doubt that 
the bill called the “‘ Hamilton bill” would prevail by a good 
majority. 

Mr. WACHTER. Nobody was whipped into line. 

Mr. LLOYD. I wish to say in reply to the gentleman from 
Maine that if both sides had had an opportunity to vote on this 
matter, without reference to the rules forced upon the minority, 
the Hamilton bill would never have been adopted by this House. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. For a question. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I should simply like to state, for the bene- 
fit of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Lioyp], that I was one 
of those people to whom he refers, and as he seems to have an 
anxiety regarding them, I desire to relieve him of any further 
anxiety or responsibility, so far as I am concerned. [Laughter.] 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Besides, while I am favorable to 
legislation which shall give recognition to these Territories and 
make them States, yet I make this statement advisedly, after 
having carefully investigated the matter and after having been 
there personally: I do not believe that the present population 
or the future probabilities of the Territories of New Mexico and 
Arizona are such as to entitle them to be admitted into the 
Union as two States. I never have believed that it could be 
done with justice to many of the other States of the Union, and 
in so stating I do not intend to cast any reflection upon the 
intelligence of the people of those Territories. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, in that connection, if the rule 
would permit us to vote on the union of Oklahoma and the In- 
dian Territory, I have no doubt that the gentleman and I would 
vote together, and that nearly every Member on the floor of 
this House, both Democrat and Republican, would vote for that 
proposition because of their anxiety for statehood. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Let me say one word more. The 
admission of these Territories as States is a Republican meas- 
ure. The Republican Members of this House are responsible 
for the legislation of this House; and how much of truth 
there may be—I do not admit there is any—in the claim of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Lioyp] that the joining of New 
Mexico and Arizona does violence to the wishes of the House 
as a whole, nobody can deny that a large majority of the Re- 
publicans, both ‘of this House, of the Senate, and of the coun- 
try, believe that but two States should be made of those Terri- 
tories. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
ing on the other side, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi has eight 
minutes remaining, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 





How much time is remain- 


DaLzeELt] has thirteen minutes. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman use 
some more of his time? 


Mr. DALZDLL. There will be only one more speech over 
here, and that in conclusion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, we have be- 
accustomed to drastic rules that I do not know that 
dwe ling ry upon the degree to which they are drastic in any par- 
does much good. The gentleman from Pennsy]- 


come so 


ticu case 


van Mr . DaLzetL] says that the object of this rule is to get 
to a! 1d with regard to this legislation as rapidly or speedily 
as Pp ssible And yet it is self-evident to anyone who will take 
t! yuble to think that if we had gone on operating under 
the rules of the Ho use without this special rule, under the gen- 
eral rules which permit a motion to concur in whole or in part 
to have precedence over a motion to nonconcur and go to con- 
fore ‘ 


‘ would reach 
Now, Mr 


Speaker, we desire to offer, and in the committee 

did offer, and here would offer, if this rule did not prevent it, an 
ndment to the rule itself providing that nothing contained 

in the rule should prevent recognition by the Speaker of any 


Member to move concurrence or partial concurrence in any part 
Senate amendments. 


oft these 


The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Powers] says he has no 
doubt that the Hamilton bill would be indorsed by a majority 
of this House and the Senate amendments would be voted down. 
And yet we are furnished with the spectacle of a majority of 
the majority, supposedly entertaining the views which the gen- 
tleman from Maine has uttered, absolutely refusing to permit a 
minority of the majority and the minority itself to have a vote 
upon the very amendments coming from the Senate which he 
says a majority of the House would not indorse. 

It is clear to every man who knows this House that upon one 
point, at any rate, a majority of this House, including both sides 
of it, would concur with the Senate, and that would be with re- 
gard to so much of the Senate’s action as keeps Arizona still a 
Territory rather than to unite her destiny and that of New 
Mexico forever, she protesting against surrendering her Terri- 
torial conditions for statehood, no matter how much she wants 
statehood, if that statehood is to come to her coupled with New 
Mexico. It is also not doubted that the sentiment of New Mex- 
ico is opposed to making one State of the two, and I challenge 
the gentleman now—I dare the majority of this House—to let 
us have a vote upon that question. 

The gentleman tells us that there are not thirty-three men 
upon that side who have had to be whipped into concord. 

I know nothing about it except what the public press has re- 
ported. It is reported that there were thirty-three of you, 
and that not even a rule would be submitted to this House 
until the majority of the majority had made those thirty- 
three men constituting the minority of the majority not 
only promise, but sign up a promise to support this rule. 
Ah, Mr. Speaker, it would be interesting to know just ex- 
actly who those men are. The public press this morning says 
that thirty out of the thirty-three have “signed up.” I would 
give a penny to know who the three full-bloods are that are still 
off the reservation, the three blanket Indians. [Laughter.] 
The blanket Indians generally have come back, we hear. I have 
never seen a time in my life before when the majority of the 
majority was not willing to trust the minority of the majority 
on its verbal promise at any rate. [Laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side.] I have known them to coerce, but I never knew 
men to entertain such a poor opinion of one another when con- 
stituting a majority of this House as to refuse to take a verbal 
promise “to be good.” [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Those who have had to sign up have had to do it in black 
and white; they have had to go down upon their knees, meta- 
phorically speaking at any rate, and have had to append their 
names just where they were told to append them. Gentlemen, 
I do not know which to feel the most proud of as an American 
citizen—the majority of the majority who have hazed the 
minority of the majority, or the minority of the majority who 
have consented to be hazed, always, of course, with the excep 
tion of the three noble full-bloods, whoever they are, who are 
still off the reservation, the blanket Indians, with all the 
accouterments of war dangling from their persons. [Laughter. | 
Perhaps the roll call will disclose who the three are. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we would like to offer another amendment, 
namely, to concur in all the Senate amendments except that 
numbered 46, which is the amendment that takes the strip off 
Arizona and gives it to Utah, and the amendment numbered 31, 
page 53 of the bill as it came from the Senate, which is the 
amendment that gives in one place $2,500,000 and in another 
place in the same section $5,000,000 to the public-school fund 
of the proposed State. Now, I say if you would let your 
blanket Indians alone, if you had not put them down in writ 
ing, if you had not expressed this great distrust of them, if 
you had not bound them hand and foot, tongue and pen, tlic 
minority over here, plus thirty-three, or less than thirty-three. 
would adopt that amendment, and I say that you dare not trust 
the House of Representatives. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I am afraid in history you will go down 
with the name similar to that of an Indian chief who figured 
very largely some thirty years ago in the history of this cou 
try. They gave him the title of “ Big Chief Afraid of his 
People.” [Laughter.] I am afraid that the Speaker of this 


| House will be known after a while as “ Big Chief Afraid of 


a conclusion very much more speedily. | 


| 
| 


his Majority.” [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I now yield the balance of my 
time to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, it is very unfortunate that 
the minority in this House can not control the action of the ma- 
jority. [Laughter on the Republican side.] It is unfortunate 
always to be in the minority. It is sometimes unfortunate for 
the minority to so manipulate and manage the business as that 
the minority is growing “ small by degrees and beautifully less ” 
at every Congress. [Laughter on the Republican side.] I do 
not know anything about the question that seems to have @!- 
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fected so forcibly the minds of the gentleman from Missouri | The question was taken and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 


{Mr. Lioyp] and the 
LIAMS]. 

The Republican side of this House held a caucus, or a confer- 
ence, or whatever else you please to call it, and we did not in- 
vite the minority Members of the House to be present. We had 
not the slightest use for them. [Laughter on the Republican 
side.] There were differences of opinion on this side of the 
House. The public press says that thirty-three members of the 
conference voted against the proposition. That was two more 
than the gentleman from Mississippi was able to rally to his 
support not very long ago on a very momentous question, as he 
understood it [laughter on the Republican side], and whether 
the thirty-one were blanket Indians off from the reservation, or 
whether the majority of the minority were clothed in that use- 
ful garment I do not know. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I expect “the gentleman 
from Mississippi” was a blanket Indian himself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. After a while the good Indians came off 
the reservation also, and organized in full force outside the 
reservation. I will say to the 
the blanket he wore on that cain disclosed by an interior 
view the fallacy of his position. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, if the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] will permit an interruption, I 
will say that upon that oceasion no writings were demanded 
upon this side. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, 
ings. I have not seen any writing, and I do not know that there 
is any writing. The Republicans came together 
a solid front in favor of what? In favor of trying to get some 
legislation introducing one or more new States, and I may say 
now, without divulging any state secrets, that the position of the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Witxt1ams], if carried into 
execution by the House, would absolutely defeat the introduc- 
tion of any new State in this Congress. The bill passed by the 
Congress, and which we are now discussing, would not become a 
law in this Congress, and I think that the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WiiL1AMs] knows that fact. So, now, what are we 
doing? Arewe strangling anybody? 
in? Why, Mr. Speaker, when the Members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the majority side get together and agree to some- 
thing, does it follow that somebody has been whipped in? We 
differ in opinion. We discuss the subject, and we come to a con- 
clusion. The majority governs on this side of the House, and 
finally and ultimately on both sides of the House. What wse 


gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wu- | 


gentleman from Mississippi that | 


I know nothing about any writ- | 


and presented | 


een 





Are thereany to be whipped | 


would it be to concur in the Senate amendments in part and send | 


the bill back to the Senate nonconcurred in as to the main fea- 
tures of the bill? Everybody understands at least, and the gen- 
tleman draws from public 
tion, which he calls facts, that the Senate will not pass a bill 
giving statehood to New Mexico and to Arizona. 

That the Senate may agree to a bill, the House bill, we hope; 
that it may agree to a part of the House bill, leaving out New 
Mexico and Arizona, is possible; but the whole question is 
now, and by this process, remitted to a conference committee, 
and when that conference committee comes into the House 
with its report, the minority side of this House will have a very 
easy job to get its views into the Recorp. I do not suppose 
that the facts at that time will be the same as they are now. I 
do not believe that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS] himself will yote upon a conference report that brings 
a final settlement against the amendments that he is now pro- 


report and public rumor his informa- | 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. 
yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were 
present ” 


answered “ 


Adams, Wis. 
Alexander 
Allen 
Ames 
Babcock 
Bartholdt 
Bates 
Beldler 
Birdsall 
Bishop 
Routell 
Bowersock 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Brooks 
Brown, Pa. 
Brown, Wis. 
Brownlow 
surke 
Burkett 
Burleigh 
Burton 
Latler, Pa 
Calderhead 
Campbell 
Capron 
Castor 
Conner 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cromer 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Curtis 
Dalzell 
= iniels 
irragh 
Da vis, Minn. 
Dayton 
Dixon 
Dougias 
Dovener 


Adamson 
Aiken 
Baker 
sankhead 
Bartlett 
Bassett 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Cal, 
Benton 
Sowers 
Bowle 
Srantley 
treazeale 
Brundidge 
Burgess 
Burleson 
Burnett 


| Byrd 


posing to ratify, nor do I believe that he will vote against the | 


amendments that he is now proposing to negative. 
matter will be open, and nobody has been lashed that I know 
anything about. I respectfully urge the minority side of this 
Ilouse to let the machine of legislation go forward. The plan 
that they propose would be the inevitable defeat of this entire 
bill. Everybody understands that. Suppose, now, that there 


of the bill in its present form. Suppose the bill was brought 
in here now with a report from the committee. 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
one or two industrious Members can easily defeat the bill by 
the ordinary and well-regulated practices of parliamentary pro- 
cedure. So if anything is to be done, we have taken the proper 
step to do it. We are trying to get a conference between the 
two Houses, an exchange of views 
to both Houses, each House by itself the views of the whole. 

Mr. Speaker, I think the time has come for a vote on this 
question, 

The SPEAKER. 


The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution, 


So the whole | 


Caldwell 
Cassingham 
Clayton 
Cochran, Mo, 
Cowherd 
Croft 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Fla. 
Denny 
Dickerman 
Field 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Flood 


Bonynge 
Brick 


Acheson 
Adams, Pa. 
Ladger 


| Bede 
are men on this side of the House just as energetically opposed | 
to the bill in its present form as there are on that side in favor | 


It goes to the | 


Benny 
Bingham 
Lroussard 
Buckman 
Butler, Mo. 
Candler 
Cassel 
Clark 


Cockran, N. Y. 


;} Connell 


and an ultimate submission | 


‘ ‘ooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins 


| Crowley 


Cushman 
Davidson 
De Armond 
Deemer 
Dinsmore 


YEAS 
Draper 
Dresscr 
Driscoll 
Dunwell 
Esch 
Foss 
Foster, Vt. 
French 
Fuller 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gibson 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Cal. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goebel 
Graff 
Greene 
Grosvenor 


161. 
Kinkaid 
Knapp 
Knopf 
Knowland 
Kyle 
Lacey 
Lafean 
Landis, Frederick 
Lawrence 
Lilley 
Littauer 
Littlefield 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McCarthy 
McCleary, Minn. 
McCreary, Pa 
MecMorran 


Hamilton Mahon 
Haskins Mann 
Haugen Marshall 
Hedge Martin 
Hemenway Miller 
Henry, Conn. Minor 
Hepburn Mondell 
Hiidebrant Morgan 
Hill, Conn Morrell 
Hinshaw Mudd 
Hitt Murdock 
Hogg Needham 
Holliday Nevin 
Howell, N. J. Norris 
Howell, Utah Otjen 
Huff Overstreet 
Hiughes, W. Va. Parker 
Hull Patterson, Pa. 
Humphrey, Wash. Payne 
Jenkins Perkins 
Jones, Wash. Porter 
Ketcham Powers, Me. 
NAYS—127. 
Garber Livernash 
Gillespie 


Goldfogle 
Granger 

Gregg 

Griggs 

Gudger 

Hamlin 
Harrison 

Hay 

Hettin 

Henry, Tex. 
Hopkins 
Houston 
Howard 
Hughes, N. J. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Hunt 

James 

Jones, Va. 
Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kluttz 

Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Lamb 

Legare 

Lester 

Lever 

Lewis 

Lind 

Little 


ANSWERED “ 
Prince 
Shall 


NOT VO" 


Dougherty 
Dwight 
Emerich 
Evans 
Fitzpatrick 
Flack 
Fordney 
Foster, Ill. 
Fowler 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner 
Gilbert 

Glass 

Gooch 
Goulden 
Griffith 
Hardwick 
Hearst 
Hermann 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 


I 
Livingston 
Lioyd 
McLachlan 
McLain 

McNary 

Macon 

Maddox 
Maynard 

Meyer, La. 
Miers, Ind. 
Moon, Tenn. 
Padgett 

Page 

Patterson, N. C. 
Pierce 

Pinckney 

Pou 

Pulo 

Rainey 

Randell, Tex. 

le id, 

Rhea 
Richardson, Ala. 
Rider 

Rixey 

Robb 

Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ark. 


Robinson, Ind. 
Russell 
PRESENT ”"—+7. 
s in, Mass 
1 

rING—S9 

Ilut 

] Md 
Jackson, Ohio 
Johnson 
Keliher 
Kennedy 
Kline 


Landis, Chas. B 
Lindsay 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
Lucking 
McAndrews 
McCall 
McDermott 
Marsh 

Moon, Pa. 
Olmsted 

Otis 

Palmer 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pearre 


So the resolution was agreed to. 


Speaker, 


yeas 161, 
7, not voting 89, as follows: 


I demand the 
nays 127, 


Powers, Mass. 
Reeder 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Seott 

Shiras 

Slemp 

Smith, lowa 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Smith, N. Y. 
Smith, Pa. 
Snapp 
Southard 
Southwick 
Spalding 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Stevens, Minr 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Van Voorhis 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Wachter 
Wadsworth 
Wanger 
Warner 
Warnock 
Watson 
Webber 
Weems 
Wiley, N. J. 
Wilson, Ill, 
Wood 

Young 


Ryan 
Scudder 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sherley 

Sims — 
Slayden 
Small 

Smith, Tex. 
Snook 
Southall 
Sparkman 
Spight 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer 

Tate 

Thayer 
Thom: Ls, ~ ¢ 
Trimble 
Underw ood 
Vandiver 
Van Duzer 
Wad 
Wallace 
Webb 

Wiley, Ala 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wynn 

Zenor 


Woodyard 


Ransdell, La 


> in 

= y 

: rl 
s K 


Smith, Samuel W. 


Si 

Sullivan, N. ¥ 
Swanson 
Talbott 
Thon Ohlo 
Weiss 
Willian 1 
Wilson, N. ¥ 
Wri { 
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The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
For this vote: 

Mr. ApaMs of Pennsylvania with Mr. SHOBER. 

Mr. Bepe with Mr. Coorrer of Texas. 

Mr. CUSHMAN with Mr. DINSMORE. 


Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. BApGERr. 

Mr. IluNTER with Mr. DouGHERTY. 

Mr. KENNEDY with Mr. JOHNSON. 

Mr. Loneawortu with Mr. SuLvivan of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Orts with Mr. TALgBort. 

Mr. PRINce with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. Srstey with Mr. Kine. 

Mr. TrroMas of Ohio with Mr. LuckKIna. 

Tor the balance of the day: 

Mr. JACKSON of Maryland with Mr. Linpsay. 


Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. DE ARMOND. 

Mr. Smiru of Illinois with Mr. McDrrmorrt. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the 
Ilouse Mr. Hamitton, Mr. Powers of Maine, and Mr. Moon of 
Tennessee. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. ParkKINsOoN, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills and resolu- 


tion of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the | 


Ilouse of Representatives was requested : 
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The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the 


House Mr. Brapiey, Mr. FULLER, and Mr. Miers of Indiana. 
NATHAN C. D. BOND. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill H. R. 16629, 
an act granting an increase of pension to Nathan C. D. Bond, 
with a Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
moves that the House do concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LAURA P. SWENTZEL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (Ii. R. 
14575) granting an increase of pension to Laura P. Swentzel, 
with a Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ABEL GROVENOR. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
17411) granting an increase of pension to Abel Grovenor, with 


Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JAMES SHAW. 


The SPEAKER also laid before House the bill (H. R. 
16859) granting an increase of pension to James Shaw, with 


| Senate amendment. 


S. 6015. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas | 
Ritchie: 

S. G804. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Leefe: | 

S. 6492. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 
liowe > 

8S. 5406. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda D. 
Penick : 

S. 7148. An act to grant certain lands to the State of Ohio; 

S. 7173. An act to provide a life-saving station at or near 
Greenhill, on the coast of South Kingston, in the State of Rhode | 
Island ; 


S. 7108. An act confirming the title of the St. Paul, Minne- 
apolis and Manitoba Railway Company to certain lands in the 
State of Montana, and for other purposes; and 

Senate concurrent resolution 101. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 


That the Committee on Printing of the Senate, with two Members of 
the present House of Representatives who are reelected to the next 
Congress, to be appointed by the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, or any subcommittee of said special joint committee, are hereby | 
authorized to examine into the numbers printed of the various docu- | 


ments, reports, bills, and other papers published by order of Congress, 
or of either House thereof, and of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and if, 
in their judgment, the conditions as they find them warrant remedial 
legislation to report a bill at the next session of Congress making 
such reductions in the numbers and cost of printing and such changes 
and reduction in the distribution of said publications as they may 
deem expedient, with a report giving their reasons therefor; and that 
the said committee is also authorized to investigate the printing and 








The amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

OLIVER H. MARTIN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
15489) granting an increase of pension to Oliver H. Martin, 
with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MICHAEL KEATING. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (1. R. 
16389) granting an increase of pension to Michael Keating, with 
Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move the House do concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 18467, the naval! 
appropriation bill. 

The motion of Mr. Foss was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. DaLzeLr in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of th« 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill H. R. 18467, the naval appropriation bill. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FirzGeravp], which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after the word “ dollars,” on page 29, line 16: 

“ Provided, That no part of the money herein appropriated for dredg 


ing, improving, and building retaining walls in and about the reserve 
basin shall be expended until there has been prepared ready for sub 


| mission to Congress at its next session an estimate of the completed 


cost of such reserve basin.” 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, before that 


| amendment is voted upon I think it is well for the committee to 


binding for the Executive Departments executed at the Government 
P gz Office and at the branch printing offices and binderies in the 
various Departments, and if, in their judgment, the conditions as 
they find them warrant remedial legislation, to report a bill at the 
next session of Congress, making such reductions in expenses and im- 
posi such checks as they may deem expedient, with a report giving 
the easons therefor; and said committee is further authorized to 
make iy other investigation calculated, in their opinion, to reduce 
the cost of the public printing, and report the result thereof; and in 
making the inguiries required by this resolution said committee | 
shall have power to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, | 
to employ a stenographer to report its hearings, to call on the heads 
of Executive Departments and the Public Printer for such information 
in regard to the preceding matters as they may desire, to do whatever 
is necessary for a thorough investigation of the subject, and to sit 
during the recess of Congress. Any subcommittee may exercise the | 
powers hereby granted to said committee, and the expenses of said 
investigation shall be paid one-half from the contingent fund of the 
Senate upon vouchers duly approved by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Printing and one-half from the contingent fund of the House of 
Representatives 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 

ent bill of the following title; in which the concur- 

ren f the House of Representatives was requested : 

li. R. 17331. An act relating to a dam across Rainy River. 

GEORGE H. BRUSSTAR. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill H. R. 17117, an | 
act granting an increase of pension to George H. Brusstar, with 
a Senate amendment 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
con the Senate amendment and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire | 
moves that the House do nonconcur in the Senate amendment 
and ask for a conference 


Ihe motion was agreed to. 


understand what the purpose of it is. My colleague | Mr. 
LOUDENSLAGER] has the figures, and I have been looking for him. 
He was here a few moments ago. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that this para- 
graph be passed over temporarily. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will it be proper to ask that 
this paragraph be passed at this time, to be taken up later, when 
my colleague [Mr. LouDENSLAGER] returns to the Chamber? 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
ButLer| asks unanimous consent to pass over for the present, 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


without prejudice, the pending paragraph. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy-yard, Norfolk, Va.: Piers and slips, to continne, $50,000; 
dredging, to continue, $5,000; electric plant, extensions, $20,000; pav- 
ing and grading, additional, $7,500; railroad rolling stock, additional, 
$3,000; fire-protection system, extensions, $5,000; heating system, ex- 
tensions, $3,000; locomotive, $6,000; underground conduit system, 
$10,000; improvement to 100-ton shears, $15,000; telephone system, 
extension, $2,000; sewers, extensions, $3,000; wharf extension at St. 
Helena, $8,500; roads at St. Helena, $4,000; storehouse and issuing 
room for clothing at St. Helena, $3,500; house for contagious diseases, 
$2,500; in all, navy-yard, Norfolk, Va., $148,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to reserve a point 
of order against the language on page 31, line 3, as follows: 


House for contagious diseases, $2,500. 


Mr. FOSS. Has the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firz- 
GERALD] offered an amendment? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to reserve a point of order 
against the provision in the paragraph to which I have referred. 

Mr. FOSS. What is the provision? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It relates to a house for contagious 
diseases. 

Mr. FOSS. Under what paragraph? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. On page 31, line 3. 

Mr. FOSS. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD] make the point of order or reserve the point of order? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I reserve it. I will state why, if the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] desires. This is a provi- 
sion for a contagious-disease house at a navy-yard. Now, if 
it had been provided for at a naval hospital, I could see the pro- 
priety of it; but to have.a contagious-disease house at a nmavy- 
yard hardly seems proper. 

Mr. FOSS. I do not understand the gentleman. 
so much noise around here. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I said that this provides for a conta- 
gious-disease house at a navy-yard. Now, if this provision were 
included under an item where there is a naval hospital, I 
could see the propriety of it. 

Mr. FOSS. There is a naval hospital at Norfolk, Va. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is it not provided for specifically at 
some place else in the bill? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; that is provided for under the Bureau 
of Medicine and Surgery. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why should not this item be included 
there? 

Mr. FOSS. It should properly go in under that, only that 
the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery desires that Yards and 
Docks should build it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This would not be the beginning of a 
naval barracks there, would it? 

Mr. FOSS. No. That is one of the large hospitals we have 
in the Navy, and it is very desirable there should be some 
small establishment for contagious diseases. As the gentle- 
man sees, it only amounts to $2,500. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Rrxey] is more familiar with it than I am. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My opposition is not so much to the 
building as to the bureau under which it appears. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, the Bureau of Yards and Docks could better 
build it, perhaps, than the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery. 

Mr. RIXEY. If the chairman of the committee will permit 
me, I will state that I understand this contagious-disease house 
will not be put in the navy-yard, but upon an island, which is 


Is there objection? 


There is 
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$3,000; pumping plant for fresh water, $5,000; dredging and filling 
in, $15,000; water system, $6,000; in all, navy-yard, Key West, | 
$29,000. 

Mr. SNOOK. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. Chair- 
man, I had some time reserved under general debate, and I will 
ask unanimous consent to proceed for ten minutes. 

Mr. DAYTON. A point of order. I can not hear what the 
gentleman says. 

Mr. SNOOK. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for ten 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSS. Upon the naval bill? 

Mr. SNOOK. Upon the naval bill; that is what I wish to 
talk about. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SNOOK. Mr. Chairman, the newspapers of the country 
have been engaged in a controversy which has reached this 
House, as to what was the cause of the defeat of our party in 
the last national election. 

Some have said it was due to the personal popularity of the 
President; some, to the prosperity which the country has en- 
joyed, while some have hinted that it was due to the fact that 
we have not done our best to carry out the pledges we have made 
to the people. 

To all those who are inclined to carry on such a fruitless dis- 
cussion I would recommend the advice contained in an editorial 
published in the Florida Times-Union soon after the election, in 
which the editor admonishes the party in the words of the poet: 

Let be! Let be! 
Who can undo what time hath done 
Beckon lost music from the broken lute, 
Or dig the sunken sunset from the sea? 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] 


When I come to consider the vast sum carried by this appro- 
priation for the maintenance of the Navy in a time of profound 
peace, I am inclined to believe that there may be something in 
the doctrine that we have not done all that we could as a party 
to carry out the pledges that we made the people. And I want 
to ask this side of the House if it may not be worth while to at 
least attempt to show that we still believe in the pledge we 
made when we said in our national platform that “a nation’s 
influence should be extended, not by force or violence, but 
through the persuasive power of a high and honorable example?” 

This bill carries more than a hundred million dollars. The 


| war spirit seems to so thoroughly dominate Congress that no 


separated from the navy-yard by what is called St. Juliens Creek. | 


That is the proper place for it. There can be no question about 
that. The only question is whether it ought to be built by the 
3ureau of Medicine and Surgery or the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn, and the 
Clerk will read. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. LoUDENSLAGER hay- 
ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PaRKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had passed with amendments bill of the following title; 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested : 

H. R. 18329. An act making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Naval station, Key West, Fla.: Fire-protection system, extension, 


matter how profound the peace, how little the prospect of war, 
each year sees an increase of this appropriation, until, as was 
shown last year by my colleague, it has increased from $13,907,- 
0GO in 1886 to $100,070,000 in 1905. 

1 do not want it to be understood that I am a crank on tl 
ject of war, that I believe in the doctrine of nonresistance. 

I certainly favor all reasonable appropriations for the Army 
and Navy. But I wish to add my protest, feeble and fruitless 
though it may be, to that of my colleagues [| Mr. Burron and Mr. 
De ARMOND], so forcibly expressed in the last session of this 
Congress, against this radical departure from the principles 
upon which this Government was founded and under which it 
has been so successfully administered for more than a century. 
I do protest against such enormous expenditures of the public 
money in order that we may boast that we have the largest 
navy in the world. 

I do not believe it is worth while for us to enter into a vain 
rivalry with the nations of the Old World as to who can main- 
tain the largest navy. I appeal to the House, if we lay aside 
the incentive that comes from a pure spirit of boastfulness, for 
a justification of this course of legislation. 

If we are to adhere to the doctrine of Jefferson, of friendship 
for all and entangling alliances with none, is there the remotest 
possibility that such a large Navy will ever be necessary for 
national defense? On the other hand, does not this course 
rather say to the nations of the Old World that from now on 
we intend to take a hand in their disputes? More than once 
since I have been a Member of this House have I seen the 
chairman of the Naval Committee try to cut off an appropria- 
tion for one of the numerous navy-yards of the country. 

In all such attempts, although he has shown us that he felt 
sure he was right, he has met with humiliation and defeat. 
Does not the present programme invite every port in the country 
to start a clamor for the establishment of a navy-yard? 

And all those already established to raise a cry for increased 
and unwarranted appropriations? Although this bill carries for 
the maintenance and increase of yards and docks over three and 
a half millions, and although over one hundred millions have 
been invested in those yards, yet, in the opinion of a majority 
of the committee, they are entirely useless for the purpose of the 
construction of new ships in competition with private yards. 
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I Val to tl ( I ( Ol I lid Pensions 
S. 694 Al t gra ran increase of pension to F1 
\\ FF ( { the Con ee on | lial Pensions 
S. OO46. A ict ranting hh Inerease Of ype on to Judson 
| MEann to he Co tee on Invalid Pension 
S. 6048S. An act granting an increase of pension to Brad | 
Burnham—to the ! ee on Invalid Pensions 


Inerense of a 


Invalid 


usion to Peter uA. 





Purdy—to the Cor tee on Pensions. 

S. 6989. An act gi ting an increase of pension to Jacob O. 
Stout to the Conn te on Invalid Pensions. 

S Gad An act granting an increase of pension to Helen PB. 
Vessenge oO e Committee on Invalid Pensions 

S. TOI. An t granting an increase of pension to Annie 
| Ni the Col iittee on Invalid Pension 

~ 7084. Al t ting an increase of pension to John Q. 3 
| - to the ¢ eC ¢ Invalid Pensions 

S. TOG An rl r an here e Of pension to Martha 
Ilndd : to the Ce on Pensions 

S. 7O64. An act granting an increase of pension to Festh ‘3. 
Damo to the Committ on Pensions 

S. 7066. An act granting an increase of pension to Edmond VW 
Kakin—to the Committee on Tnvalid) Pensions, 


Comin 


S. TO76. An act granting a 


VPensik 


pension to Susan Hayman—-to the 


ttee on 


f 
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M. D. Fry, | W. Rt. Jewell, Danville, and M 
1 \I 
( ‘ rded the « ution of the statue to 
l Mik . he | brought out in Ca ra 
{ retined w eS the nobility nd strengt of 
( ; et ( “i oS | v. and 1; 3 Ve 1) 
hel lumManity wl cha erized 1 kk. Wi 1 
eator, ph nthropist, and friend 
tue Is Of Carrara marble, a , 
pre ts Miss Willard standin Ss 
| right arm is slightly exten } 
( the lk arm is at her if 
the han The pose o ’ 
\\ l 1} red Wi nh i { 
( , ~ I< | I ? i 
‘ of Ve yt rbl nd bears tl olloyv , in 
‘ i the t st } es ft f t > 
t f | ! their d, witl 
{ O \ ( t ed | vy the 
? } 1 l Vv 
I nd 7 ers W ied t = tle ) 
I ‘ 1 < t ‘ ¢ is 
>| i bh i \\ ira 
‘ the State of I 





ntative © ne 


‘d lived, had the honor to in- 
this hour to receive and se¢ 
statue of this noble wo : 





1 ) i e Village of Churchville tbout 14 > 
t \ f R ester, N. \ When but 8 years of age 
r'¢ s oved to Ober 1, Ohio, and five \ s afterwards 
{ W iseons near the town of ,] esville, re 
( ‘ 1 rere rm on the ba s of Rock River, 
t e ve r OL he bile At the ‘ ’ 17 
‘ ) eof M vhere het { 
l } i Ie i 1 li¢ al ‘ r ‘ i] { I 
S l t the s College of » 
e Evanston She s L at tl | 
1 Om r of the college ] d 
r hie ( 1S Upon l m . 
te ler, and id she { ] 
( eat te hye of the « \ 2 
Wo! For a time she tught L 
litt og nd a the G or Wi i 
] ‘ 
t { abroad he returned to By ; 
S ole ect ce 1 ol he Won ns College ©, 
\ ‘eat su ss for thre ve Ss \ 
her } nd ents ed upon ti eT to 
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iS who re rt rey] é » he ( nS 
their belief as to tl eatest | 1 so \ s 
swer would undoubtedly | nd he her | 
, ot Her 
he decision of my Stat is s well as those of 
n selecting in this day and! wl S more impor Ev 
shters the best LOV ‘ te as f Ss S84 
n the United States, Frances y of 10,000 people and rd in t ; 
morated in marbl nd st f s! ler po She 
le e of our ;: OX ot ‘ . nN l 
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i ‘ d historic renown of such men as Roger Sher 
1 J than ‘Prumbull, O. P. Morton, John J. Ingalls, Samuel 
\ Charles Carroll, William King, Robert Fulton, Robert R. 
j tor Lewis Cass, Thomas Hl. Benton, Daniel Webster, 
| ( \. Gaartield, Natt el Greene, Roger Williams, Samuel 
1! d Jacob Collamer are so well known as to fully 
Lien filling if mn this Hall of Fame 
Som f them « tributed in a large degree to the building of 
the Rey itis a cular and interesting fact that while 
Presidents contains many of the most distin 
! f « | to 0 ly Ole James <A. Garfield, 
he most intellectual of them all, has found a_ place 
While Iilitary services’ is an eligible feature, be 
‘ lric old warrior of San Jacinto, Samuel 
1] te One them can be said to have achieved any dis 
e trade of war except the gallant soldier Gen 
J S lio 4 to-day has been the sole representa- 
! he State of Illinois. Ife has the unique distinction 
represe ed three States in the Senate of the United 
. | ‘ lhe ‘ »made by this selection, not many 
‘ Will be illustrious for their historie renown.” 
It 1 ble that ny instances the most appropriate se 
have been made, and that but for these statues 
thre vould never have emerged from kindly oblivion 
t Illinois has been for some time represented oniy in part 
» deve of wortl V thiatetl il She has long had e1 ent 
of this reat honor Some of the most distinguished 
of our history, so great and distinguished that they stand 
mountain peaks almost alone in the sky line of histori 
1 . e, belong to Illinois 
No soldier deserves more or will live longer in the hearts of 
! country ni for reat services rendered, from Washington 


Vv, than the unassuming but indomitable Grant. Iis 
‘ | 3 
Phe student of our political history will never read of a more 
! iit ure than the little giant of the West, the great war 
Democrat, the prince of debaters, the patriot, Stephen A. Doug 
\ Leuse In Illinois he lived and died 
fhe greatest figure n American history—yes, one of the 
ci 1! n tl histor of the world the immortal, celes 
1 1 ed Lincs bel s alike to Illinois. She has many 
‘ rious sons With all this wealth of material Illinois 
t es in this great Pantheon the statue of a beautiful 
( { onuin, Who has a deserved and world-wide renown 
disting hed « ce” services 
| her own efforts she had “achieved greatness.” Without 
tive recognition her name and fame were secure It 
\ Written on the tleshly tablets of millions of human hearts 
power of effacement The beautiful marble, the 
( bronze, or the eternal granite were not necessary to 
( tut { It was as firmly fixed “as though graven with 
ron pen and lead in the rock forever.” 
Phiis ie first time that our Valhalla has been graced, 
d, and honored by the statue of a woman Frances Eliza 
heth W rd can fittingly and appropriately represent her sex 
distinguished and honorable Company. Illinois honors 
lye eli \ iving to womankind this noble recognition. It is a 
ost tifying retlection that if the mighty and sainted shade 
{ lt ried Lincoln could have been consulted it would have 


] 


doubt concurred with hearty enthusiasm in this selection 


She \ the especial representative of a great Cause in whose 
( he religiously believed and whose tenets he faith 

fully yn Liced Abraham Lincoln was a total abstainer The 
eerity of his habits and practice in this regard were sul 
ed to the highest test when the committee to notify him of 


\ 
tion as a candidate 


of the Republican party for the 


11 leney visited him at his modest home in Springfield. 
Vite } Ving received the momentous message, in the pres 
if t distinguished and notable gathering he said 
: 
W I 5 ize « r mut l healt! in the 1 rz thy 
God 1 \ to man It is the only beverage I hav 
1 1 it family, and I can not « ‘ ae 
$ S 1 It ! e Adam's 
In rivate and confidential letter written June 11, 1860 
o tl dent. he wrote 
| 1 Ve ind having ne r held the 
dg it was t t Is | 
y i in tl respect 
low the moral courage and absolute sincerity of the man is 
| il t] dent While he did not make his views 


spicuous, he did not hestitate when occasion 
led to uvow them 

lfon. Lawrence Weldon, of Washington, D. C., a distinguished 

nd able judge of the Court of Claims, traveled from his home 


te Bloomington, Ill, on September 12, 


1854, for the purpose of 
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hearing Judge Douglas discuss the political issues of the day. 
At that time he had never met Mr. Lincoln, who was in town 
attending court. Mr. Weldon was present in Douglas’s room 
at the hotel when Douglas declined an invitation to divide the 
time with Mr. Lincoln. 

On a sideboard were liquors of various kinds. Lincoln came 
in and Douglas introduced him to Mr. Weldon. Social drink- 
ing was then a well-nigh universal custom, and in a few minutes 
Douglas said: “ Mr. Lincoln, won’t you have something to 
drink?” ‘To this Mr. Lincoln replied: “ No, Judge, I think not.” 

What,” said Douglas, ** do you belong to the temperance so- 

tv?” “No,” rejoined Mr. Lincoln, “I don’t belong to any 
temperance society, but I am temperate in this, to wit, I don't 
drink anything.” This incident I have from the Judge’s lips. 

Nor did he hesitate to preach in accordance with his practice. 

On Washington's Birthday, February 22, 1842. in his own home 
city, he delivered one of the most remarkable temperance ad- 
Referring to the drink habit, he said: 


ciety ¢ 


dresses extant. 


Let us make it as unfashionable to withhold our names from the tem 


for husbands to wear their wives’ bonnets to church, 


nd instances will be just as rare in the one case as in the other. 
Speaking of the dignity and vital importance of the temper- 
ance reform, he said: 








If the relative grandeur of revolutions shall be estimated by the 
great amount of human misery they alleviate and the small amount 
t! nflict, then indeed will this be the grandest the world shall have 
ever seen Of our political revolution of * 76" we all are justly proud. 


It has given us a degree of political freedom far exceeding that of any 
‘ er of the nations on the earth. In it the Old World has found a 

ition of that long-mooted problem as to the capability of man to 
yovern himselt 

In it was the germ which has vegetated and still is to grow and 
expand into the universal liberty of mankind. But with all these 

ious results past, present, and to come it had its evils too It 
eathed forth famine, swam in blood, and rode on fire, and long, long 
fter the orphan’s cry and widow's wail continued to break the sad 

Th 


silence that ensued iese Were the price, the inevitable price, paid for 
essings it brought 

Turn now to the temperance revolution. In it we shall find a 

mger bondage broken, a viler slavery manumitted, a greater tyrant 

deposed In it more of want supplied, more disease healed, more sor 

mw assuaged by it no orphans starving, no widows weeping By it 


ded in feeling, none injured in interest. 

And what a noble ally is this to the cause of political free- 
dom With such an aid its march can not fail to be on and on 
until every son on earth shall drink in rich fruition the sorrow- 
quenching draught of perfect liberty lappy day, when all ap- 
petite is controlled, all) passions subdued, all manners sub- 
jected, mind—all-conquering mind—shall live and move, the 
monarch of the world. Glorious consummation. “ Tail, fall 
of Fury! Reign of Reason, hail!” This rings with no uncer- 
tain sound. 

The momentous character of this great question never was 
and probably never will be stated more forcibly, vigorously, 
effectively, and truthfully. Te was a most vigorous and 
effective advocate of that logical corollary of total abstinence 
for the individual, prohibition for the State. He spent weeks 
in Illinois campaigning for the adoption of the Maine law in 
that State. The following excerpts were the keynotes of his 


speeches . 


hone wo 





This legalized liquor traffie, as carried on in the saloons and grog 

the eat tragedy of civilization The saloon has proved itself 

t e the greatest foe, the most blighting curse that has ever found a 

} e in our modern civilization, and this is the reason why [I am a 

olitiecal Prohibitionist Prohibition brings the desired result It 

suppresses the saloon by law It stamps and brands the saloonkeeper 
i criminai in the si t of God and man, * * + 

By licensing the saloon we feed with one hand the fires of appetite 

: triving to quench with the other While this state of things 


ntinues let us Know that this war is all our own moth sides of it 

(il this gnilty connivance of our own actions shall be withdrawn, 
I am a Prohibitionist because prohibition destroys destruction 

In 1863 he declared that 


agreed that intem 


of all evils among 


rhe reasonable man o mie 
jy nee is one of the greatest, 11 1 
mankind 

That his wide and varied experience never Changed his earlier 
views is clear from the statement made by him to Mr. Mervin 
on the very morning of his assassination : 





After reconstruction, the next great work before us is the prohibition 
of the liquor traffic in all of the States and Territories 

Inspired by this high and lofty purpose he entered the pres- 
ence of his Maker. a 


Abraham Lincoln was neither a crank, a fanatie, a hare- 
brained enthusiast, nor a hypocrite. None of us need be 
ashamed to follow where he nobly led. [Applause.] His foot- 
steps have made it holy ground. If the shades of the departed 
revisit the haunts of men, we may feel assured that he would 
behold with the greatest of satisfaction the recognition of the 
cause in which he believed with his whole heart by the erection 
of this memorial to the memory of this brilliant and devoted 
woman, 





oe 
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This statue in our Valhalla is a fit and merited recogni Whittier beautifull l 1 
tiol f all that is highest, noblest, and best in womanhood. to her 
In the evolution and development of the race from barbarism | She y 
to ¢ istian ¢ivilization woman has been eradually emancipated Bh 
from the subordinate and servile position to which the aborig rhe { 
nal savage, at a period dominated by physical force and unfeel @ 1 ' 
ing, ignorant brutality, had arbitrarily relegated her. While 
her emaneipation is not yet complete, it has been tardily keeping | penniles i er | 
pace with our developing civilization and is in no small degree ey 
l l i) that dey opie = Ss we no | se! ! S 
s pean 2 
\ litt dearer than his ho It was that other ] 
She is not only the equal, but, in many respects, immeasur fig tree.” enjoy ‘ eS 
ably the superior of the lords of creation. Still, in some re she sacrificed and t S \\ 
spects before the law, with its many relics and survivals of | Christian Temp e | “ 
the dark ages, she still wears the badge of inferiority rhese { ternational Its 
Miss Willard struggled m infully to remove. Notwithstanding 








ie 5 ictlVi S \ i i ( i 
the arbitrary disadvantages under which she has labored, | home and native 1 cel I 
women have in all ages given us shining examples of greatness | faith. she transformed to “ For God and 
and genius that need not shrink from comparison with the In 1883 she became the presidk 3 1 
sterner Sex. ersonal pr of lift l 
Sappho, ft Ss conceded lh: 8S never heen STIrpaAsst 1 In sweetness I ‘ ‘ ois 9 +1 te ‘ 
and grace by any lyrie poet, ancient or modern. Plato ea I x 
the “tenth mus 1 Aristotle ranked her with ession i 
Na) tes sat at the feet of Aspasia dj rned | ry e nehiss ‘ f tl 4 
taught Pericles statesmanship, and is said to have written some } me of courts i 
of his most famous orations. The modest, pure sirl of | sh iN 
17 Joan of Are took the command of an army and led it t Before ul yd th , } 1 ’ 
victory with a success that makes the fame and supernatut 3 f \ 
ort us of the rr"< t N: noleon pale the l nef ll nres I 2 wl ; 
has been well d she is easily and by far tl nost ext! ‘ : ; 
dit nerson the hu ni e has ever ] “ineed 0 ) 
I} ‘ o ed ents ‘ nd tv pul Spit of ] . thy 1 
b | le sible for Colu bus » cis Vey tl it : 
Ne ] hy = «leas ed to beco! t ho f the : 
D ) tl world ever . ; : 
ws er? 0 l by the P » fo +1 ore + ( M ‘ 
fo s } eht 1 Catholie orders nd t ‘ her r |} ( 
] Ss writ rS i 
Queen | heth. althoueh ecraftr nd rnel wos lear 1 and ar } 
‘ 1 the Elizabe neriod ‘ of t < ( 1 t 
I sh his 
| rlyt 1 hevond 1} +7 he ] M ' 9 
he ed te l 1 ju ) 1 \ S f ry 
est of the Austrian ruler While she had 
( } e ‘PR sin y Q he 1 = 1 
\ l I scu 
l | | mJ ] 
a disc Madame De Stael | 1 id \ 
1 ‘ Y r +} } l + + N 
b he r | vas 
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t eof canvas and nearly five miles of solid signatures, 
It represented by societies and associations 
i O00) persons It was ten years in circulation In 
( foand ipressive speech, Miss Willard presented it to 
(| t Cleveland Febru 19, 1895 Phe english branch 
ended by Lady Tl Somerset, the magnificent english 
! | erance reform in England. On | 
thi \ ‘ , \} 


u Ben Adhem, and for the same 


Ne [dar “led all the rest.” 

More vo General Dow, at the request of the 

l eof a drunken husband, called upon a sa 
ot dourged him not to sell to the unfortunate man 
| flout of the saloon with the remark, “ There's my 
| on the wall Phis man is one of my best customers. 
t offend 1 “Do you mean that you will go right on 
| \ » him’ said Dow *T shall sell to him just 
he can y for h drinks replied the saloon keeper 
As General Do left the saloon he said, “ The people of the 
State of Maine will see how long you will go on selling.” = In 

ISO) come the Maine law With the exception of two years 
| ISOS | bye { tly adhered to ever since, 
thre hot contin ! nd effectively enforced as it ought 
to | It | ‘ ‘ l from actual sales taken from old 


that prior to IS51 the people of Raymond, then 
Is, With a valuation of about S150.000, 


e liquor in every period of eighteen years than 


‘ e valuation of the town Po-day no liquor tax is paid 
e tow! nd while its population has decreased to S23, its 
on ohh nereased to S213 576. Phe soil and climate of 
NI ‘ re t el sake the development and accumulation 
th an easy task The natural facilities that contribute 
fo that end are mueh inferior to those found in the Middle 
. t| South, and the great West 
p e | done litt for her beyond furnishing the opportu 
for the development of an energetic, enterprising, vigorous, 
! ent d sturdy people. They hive sent thousands 
hy Is of their hard-earned savings during the last two 
les into the far West, attracted by the expectation of a 
le return thereon Very few of these thousands eve 
e returned, or ever will return, thus diminishing her savings 
ned l hey ealtt 
il hn her pol ey or law that differentiates her 
! ter SS es except the prohibitory law The ons 
‘ ble ! tor of the thrift and prosperity of a people is its 
In tl respect the people of Maine, fostered by legis 
ry erve their enrnings., challenges all co. pALrISOn 
SO) tree Eyes neo ivings banks: in 1900 she had deposited 
SOG 132.077 3 her ings banks While she ranks only thir 
teenth j nonpulation mong the States of the Union, there are 
outrank her in the amount of savings deposits 
l milly even which have a larger number of depositors. 
thout seven times the population of Maine, has 
ST MMOD Tess vines deposit Ohio, with nearly six time 
tly nial 1 of M ne, has SCZ 000.000) less deposits Penn 
h nine mes the population of Maine, has only 
SLO OOO OOO) Tore depos is In other words, Maine has inh het 
banks $05.22 for every inhabitant Illinois has only 
. Ohio, S1O.71 nd Pennsvivania, $16.12. While Maine’s 
mo ohias increased since 1850 only 20 per cent, her valua 
{ per capita has increased 252 per cent. A single concrete 
Ul Onl eC, Ss int fact like this, bearing living witness 
to the etl ev of her settled policy, is of more value than reams 
of newspaper columns. ft of considered and unfounded as 
t e law 1 el practical failure. [Applause 
it itirely true, eloquet d red by 
Governor Cobb, of Maine, in his recent noble message, that this 
very Close to the heart and couscience of thousands 


me men and women’ of Maine 


Miss Willard believed in the wisdom and efficacy of this legis 
Sincere and zealous enthusiast as she was, she was 
‘ tinlly and always broad minded, catholic. and tolerant in 
Ws She knew that intelligent discussion and free and 
tition would in the end disclose and tirmly establish 
truth In her dast important public utterance she laid 
d ( cle ile her guide Never assuine that the mo 
tive of the n who is opposed to you in policy or argument 
less pure and disinterested than your own.” Con 
' he said 
I t der that wisdom will die w 
ne di eing when we were born \\ 
ng ject to a certain pre 
n ! ‘ f men look upon them in ar 
1 not rt of tl ! mentation which politics 
| { I ist an equilibrium ol thie t y 
‘ e mp wit two different kinds of educatio 
view modify the other. How true is it that the greatest 
of a uli is rity 
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The home is the basie unit of our Christian civilization. It is 
the foundation stone upon which our free institutions rest. 
Upon its integrity, purity, and character the character and qual- 
ty of our civilization depend. It is a holy shrine. Whatever 
profanes it pollutes the sacred temple of liberty itself. Who- 
ever defends and ennobles it insures to our children and our 


} 
] 


| children’s children the blessings of freedom and the enduring of 


a“ government of the people, for the people, and by the people.” 
A civilization based upon a lecherous and debauched home is 
rotten at the core. 

Statesmen, warriors, and patriots may strive and build and 
chieve, but all their striving, building, and achieving is in 
vain, even “as sounding brass and the tinkling cymbal,” if it 
disregards the eternal moral verities and does not conserve the 
true happiness and the highest welfare of mankind. This 
divinely gifted woman bent every energy, shaped every purpose, 
and devoted every aspiration of a godly life to the consunimua- 
tion of this happiness and welfare. It is meet that her work 
should be thus recognized. 

This statue stands, and always will stand, as the highest 
hd truest embodiment of all that is noblest, best, and divinest 
in the womanhood of America and the enduring memorial of 
‘whatsoever things are of good report” in our Christian civili- 
zation. [Great applause. | 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, forty-one years ago, when the 
two great sections of our country still contended in awful bat- 
tle, Congress passed an act making out of the old hall of the 
Hlouse of Representatives a national gallery, to which each 
State was invited to contribute the statues of two of her most 
fumous citizens. Since then the States have been responding 
until now nineteen of them are represented here. 

In this hall of fame statues of warriors and of statesmen 
stand side by side. 

Men acquire fame upon the battlefield, amid the pomp and 
glory of war. This opportunity is denied to women. Men ae- 
quire fame as diplomats and statesmen, but this opportunity also 
s closed to women: and so we have in Statuary Hall figures of 
heroic size presented by the States; nearly all of them are the 
portraits in stone and marble and bronze of men who have had 
aecess to these great fields of human effort and human ambition ; 
for them the door of opportunity stood always open. 

Until to-day no State has contributed the statue of a woman. 
No one imagined forty-one years ago, when this act was passed, 
that the heroic figure of a woman would ever stand beneath that 
Dome. But the world is growing in more ways than one; and 
the world is ready now to believe that a courageous wornrmnly 
woman makes as heroic a figure as a brave manly man. [LAp- 
piause. | 
When the act was passed which established this hall of fame 
en were winning the right to a place here upon the field of 
battle at the head of crushing squadrons of cavalry, or directing 
the movement of Jong lines of infantry, amid the roar of 
cannon and all the din of war. ‘Their statues—some of them 
are already here, and there are more to come. But the real 
battle whieh made this a nation, one and indivisible, was 
fought and won after the surrender at Appomatox; after the 
men of the blue army had returned to their northern homes ; 
after the men of the gray army had sadly gone back to ruined 
plantations throughout the pleasant Southland. The real vie 
tory was won long after the green grass was growing and 
the flowers were blooming upon the graves of the men who fell 
n this, the greatest civil war the world ever saw. It was a 
victory won in a battle waged by men and women of the 
South, standing shoulder to shoulder with men and women 
of the North—a peaceful struggle to quench the fires of sec- 
tional hate and antagonism. 

It was at this time that there came out of the North a new 
leader—not a leader of armed men, but a leader of unarmed 
women—i Woman of supreme capacity mental and moral and 
physical. Ilinois to-day presents her statue, exquisitely carved 
out of the whitest of Carara marble, to the nation as her con- 
tribution to this great hall of fame. | Applause. | 

In the years which followed the war one of the forces most 
potent to sweep away the mists and let in the sunlight upon 
North and South alike was the army of women, led by Frances 
ik. Willard, marching through the North and the South following 
the white banners upon which she had inscribed the motto, 


i For God and Home and Native Land.” In the dark days 


| 


which followed the war she furnished the common ground upon 
whieh all could stand, whether they lived under bright skies 
where the magnolia blooms or under grayer skies in the colder 
North. 

She led the fight for the home, for personal purity, for better 
habits of living, for the rights of children, for the uplifting of 
women. Upon these great subjects she delivered addresses in 
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almost all the towns and cities of the country containing a popu In none of Colorado’s 
lation of 5,000 and upward. On one of her campaigns she trav the technical school of 1 ne ¢ 
eled 30,000 miles, speaking almost every day in crowded halls | dist tion draw Y¢ 
and churches e and more le \ 
With chains of gold stretching across the gulf which divided | + ‘ t g 
the sections she bound together the homes of the North and the the \ n who s 
homes of the South until the dividing cbasm dis ppeared and a and relig S Work { rie 
mighty nation n es forward under one banner with resistles ! 
force to the tre endous destiny pre] red for it by the omni Of the six M . s Il 
tent God. If peace hath its victories, it is peculiarly appr rt by \ en's 
priate that Miss Willard’s statue should stand here under this) It is therefore pr | 
don In the State which produced Lincoln, a Douglas I ew 
1 Logan we consider her one of om eatest citizens \ ‘ ( 
plause. | 
The past century has been called the woman's eentury Dut In het fe she 
ing the latter half of the century a woman sat on the throne 1 strength and force to ¢ 
England, and under her gentle and wise influence literature and vanced every good LIS¢ 
the arts flourished and the commerce of the English nation preciate. Others have ted 
whitened every sea. During the same period of time the woman of her life, and ve 
we honor here to-day, with gentle strength, was fighting for the manity I do not care 
success of all the higher moral forces. She made her opportuni been said along these lin Miss W 
ties—none of them were inherited. She did not come into a= of the loftiest endeay | 
throne by divine right; but her purity of purpose, her loyalty at tury Such a life and 
ll times, her tenderness, her breadth of human sympathy, her kind 
resistless energy, won for her the title of “the uncrowned fo-dav the 
queen,” and in the hearts of five million true women of the d I] of | it 
she reigned supreme intellectual ! 
Chree hundred years ago, on the banks of a beautiful river in the g hdeur Ob ie \ 
far away India, at fabulous cost, a king erected a tomb in mem ship with het Oro f w 
ory of a Womal With towering minarets of whitest marble it na ed st 
S ds te-day the most splendid building ever erected ! ( 
rhe women of America have erected in memory of I eS State 
\\ rad TOT nt me de « narble, wl \ umbl ( { 
the passing centuries, but made of that enduring material wh ( 
Withstands the ravages of time—a monument of human love and sult t ) 
human admiration and human sympathy. Applause Lo of these N 
She was a true ¢l d of the prairie, During the fi v ve S | ES f 
of le ctive career she lived in the State of Illinois, and tf ( dl strive 
her modest, quiet cottage in the village of Evanston, where Illinois, the me 
only the murmurs of the great lake broke the stillness, she is- | greatest work, |! © 
sued forth, a modern Joan of Are, to fight the nation’s ene marble \ lh ON 
mies—aglow with purpose—wearing the armor of truth and) the gift of tl 
womanly purity She has won a place in the temple of the rado, with the other S 
truly great. Frances E. Willard is dead, her soul has gone be lasting than bronze, \ to b 
yond the stars, but her memory lives of the tl] ( ! 
The State of Illinois—always the home of great men—mind Phe SPEAKER 
ful of the fact that she is entitled to no more places ! ‘ 
hall, presents now te the nation the statue of this o ( t 
y ( ved, by ( 1, out of the finest and the whitest of ! 
] Lyle Li continued applaus \I LOSS \ ~ 
Mi BROOKS Mr Speake — olol do owes I ch to I S 
] 1 her we derived our form ¢ State constitution fr | I 
also we took many of our statute laws; from her came LS 
the ] ers who helped to give LOT! 1 sh pe to the _~ es ~ 
new life: but no debt of Colorado to her mother State exceeds 
in importance that which she owes for the precious gif EXE  COMMI 
memory of the life and character of Frances BE. Willard Ele 
self one oft thre nitions «¢ pire | lders, she app Is with me l Und ‘ sf : toi X\ 
iar force to the thousands of noble, constructive men and worn. u onus were S 


who look to such examples for their guidance and f 











Miss W rd was wunus v d to mee S < 
She had her owh life seen d bee i part of the growt | ‘ 
development of two of our great Commonwealths slic had incl ¢ ed to | 
plaved a most important part in directing and ennobling the \ rf { S ( 
life of those cor unities berore she entered upon het hiireer report of 1 Co ) ‘ t q; 
and more enduring labors. The men and women of Colorado | to the adjustment of of 
who ar ng to reproduce in the mountain surre lings of he ] | Is 
that State the t nd ideals for which she gave her \ ‘ A lette { { w 
lite’s dey 1 find t every step ibundant material in her his A CoO 
tory to serve as their own model and to her they look for | Labor su 
leadership d ex] 34 | ( 

ller lit has m been without ts definite, tangibl present ( AD] I 
results in that State at least Much that she labored for has A letter tf the S 
there been achieved Cclornado is one of the four States of the copy of 
! 1 Which have ‘ led to w ) full civie rights, whicl ting eS 
recognize in rullest eausure her equality before the law | { ) ‘ \ 
})1 her on Plane in all respects equal to that « ed by ted 
her brothers has been a suecessful experiment nd the A lett . t 
yi ple evervwh Vé . full mensure of approval In every ce 

1 f ci tivities that cor nity has received d has vr es 

pprecinted the benetit of w s counsels, help { es—t ( \ 
constru e worl de these ounsels nd that help 1 e ] | é 


YISOD 
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nit fx copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 

And Crouch, Newton Crouch, and B. L. Butcher, executors | 
of « te of Jacob Crouch, against The United States—to the 

C ttee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 


lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to 1 Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
Li d, as follows: 

\I CAMPBELL, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
Juimbia, to which was referred the House joint resolution 
(11. J. Res. 214) for extension of time of Washington and Gettys 
} Railway Company, of Maryland, reported the same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4632); which said 
nt resolution and report were referred to the House Cal- 


MM BABCOCK, from the.Committee on the District of Co 
lumlia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4958) 
regulating the use of telegraph wires in the District of Colum- 
bia, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 46338); which said bill and report were referred to 
t (‘onunittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

| 30, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 18975) to authorize the levying of cer- 
t pecial assessments, reported the same without amendment, 


nupanied by a report (No. 4684); which said bill and report 





referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
S eof the Union 
\I NEEDHAM, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3576) to author 
: etary of the Interior to acquire for the Government, 
by exchanges of public Innds, the ownership of the private | 
! | hin certain public parks in the State of California, 
ted the same without smendment, companied by a re 
j (No. 4685) 3 which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole louse on the state of the Union. 

! GILLIET of New York, from the Committee on Public 
Bu s and Grounds, to which was referred the House joint | 
1 n (1. J. Res. 168) determining the material of the public 
l of Cleveland, Ohio, reported the same without amend- 
! ompuhied by a report (No. 4636); which said joint 
i mand report were referred to the Ilouse Calendar. 

YOUNG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 

\ WW referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4S3S) to increase 

1} ‘ ney of the Medical Department of the United States 
‘ orted the same with amendment, accompanied by 

! £0 S37): which said bill and report were referred to 
Lhe « tame the Whole Ifouse on the state of the Union. 

\ VADSWORTH, from the Committee on the District of 

( »>wl iwas referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1635) 

{ ‘ of M reet east of Bladensburg road, and for 

( reported the same \ mendment, accom 

report (No. 4638) 3 which said bill and report were 

1 ) ( i OL thi Whol Liou on the state of 

1 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
I 


RESOLUTIONS. 
I f kt NIT bills and resolut s of 
1 ‘ \ ‘ ( \ reno 1 from I a 
‘ e 4 l el | to the Committee of the 
\' | l s follows 
PIN y from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
v referred the bill of the House (11. R. 815) to corre 
1 of James Houselman, reported the same 
\ mendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4628); 
\ 1 | nd report were referred to the Private Calen 
‘ 
from the s committee, to which was referred t! 
) e } S. 2560) for the relief of G. G. Martin, 1 
] the wit mendment, accompanied by a re] 
(} i ’ WI h said bill d report were re ferred to the 
l ( 
POWERS of M chusetts, from the Committee on t 
1) of 4 ubia ) \ referred the bill of the Ser 
} rthe ol t estate of the late John Ja ODY 
r | wit! ! { mipanied by a report 
( ‘ li 1 bill and 1 port were ferred to the 
1’! ( 
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Mr. RUCKER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Hlouse (H. R. 15021) for the 
relief of Gilbert Shaw, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 4631); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Accounts was 
discharged from the consideration of the resolution (H. Res. 
501) to pay Butler B. Hare $223.33 for services rendered and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


» 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 19026) permitting the 
building of a dam across the Mississippi River near the village 
of Bemidji, Beltrami County, Minn.—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (1. R. 19027) to amend an act to pro- 


| mote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by 


compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to 


| equip their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes 


and their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other 


| purposes, approved March 2, 1893, as amended April 1, 1896, and 


March 2, 1903—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 19028) for the relief of the 
Alaska Central Railway Company—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (1H. R. 19029) to regulate the construc- 
tion of dams over navigable waters—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

iy Mr. LACEY: A bill (1. R. 19030) to authorize the de- 
velopment of water powers in the district of Alaska, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 219) for 
the publication of eulogies delivered in Congress on John W. 
Cranford, late a Representative in Congress—to the Committee 
on DPrinting. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A resolution (H. Res. 505) 


providing for the consideration of H. R. 18973—to the Commit- 


| tee on Rules. 


By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A resolution (H. Res. 506) provid- 
ing for the consideration of H. R. 7298 and H. R. 17952—to the 
Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

by Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 19031) for 
the relief of Henry S. Hannis & Co.—to the Committee ou 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 190382) for the relief of Nathan Van Beil 
and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (UL. R. 19083) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David Watson—-to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WAMLIN: A bill (11. R. 19034) granting an increase 
of pension to Anderson Weese—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

by Mr. HOWARD: A bill (11. R. 19035) for the relief of the 
heirs of W. R. Poole—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (HI. R. 19036) for the relief of Bert E. 
Barnes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

iy Mr. LITTLE: A bill (UH. R. 19057) to remove the charge 

( ‘tion from the military record of Robert Shoddon—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (CH. R. 19088) granting an in- 
erease of pension to A. B. Washburn—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 19089) granting a pension to Rosetta J. 
( ild—to the Committee on Invalid Vensions. 

by Mr. MACON: A bill (if. R. 19040) granting an increase 
of pension to Michael McManus—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 19041) for the relief of the 
trustees of Lebanon Union Church, of Lincolnia, Fairfax County, 
i Va to the Committee on War Claims. 


tite weiter iat tak ati 
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Also, a bill (CH. R. 19042) for the relief of the vestry of St By Mr. MACON: Pape for 
Paul's Protestant Episcopal Church, of Haymarket, Princ Michael MceManus—t © ¢ | 
William County, Va to the Committee on War Claims by M MALION: I \ ( N 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 19043) grant lL’ otic Order Sons of A | I 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph Ellis—to the Committee | striction of migratic t ( 
on Invalid Pensions, Nat 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (HH. R. 19044) granting an By Mr. MINOR: Petitie \' 
increase of pension to John A. Greenlaw—to the Committ rel us legis] for t District ( 
on Invalid Pensions. ttee on the Dis of ¢ 

Also, a bill (IE. R. 19045) granting a pension to James L. | By Mr. NEVIN: P of the Middl Ml ( 
Dyer—to the Commit f 


PETITIONS, ETC. Mrieanri a7 . om 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and \lso, petition of citiz f ¢ () 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referr Urrence I e wit t 

By the SPEAKER: Resolution of the Chamber of Commeres itehood bill—to the ¢ 
of Milwaukee, for a law prohibiting dealing in options—to tle \Iso, petition of Swin \ () ( 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ng bill I. R. 18778—to the ¢ 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, tt heres 
thanking the President and those who voted for the Esch-Tow1 Also, petition of t OK (© | 
send bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com the seating of KR » Sor na 





By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of the agent of the tobacco | Comittee « the J 


plat ters, manufacturers, and laborers in the Philippines, as \ls tit S 4 (1 t ! of ] \ 
Ing 2 modification of Dingley tariff law on products from the | 21 tizens of Fi ul { ‘ 
Philippines—to the Committee on Ways and Means Akron nd GOA « ens of ] t | ) 

By Mr. BURLEIGIL: Vetition of Palmyra (Me.) Grange eligious legislat { t List ( ( 
against repeal or change of the Grout oleomargarine liw—to the ttee on the D ‘ 
Committee on Agriculture Also, petitio ‘ ‘ ens |) () ( 

By Mr. CASSINGIHIAM: Petition of V. S. Whisler. of IX 
buck, Ohio, against religious legislation for the District of C ‘ ‘ | Aft 
hy | to the Committee on the District of Columbia Also ‘ J ( 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Petition of citizens of Alverd | Ohio "oO Hl. R. 12778 
Tex., against religious legislation for the District of Columbia d Foreign ¢ ‘ 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia R Mr OTIEN: DP ; { 

By Mr. DENNY: Petition of representatives of the Ba are VMerehant dM \ 
Yearly Meeting of the Religious Society of Friends, against per tive to transport to t ( I 
mitting the sale of intoxieating liquor in Indian Territory after) eign Co ‘ 
t becomes a State—to the Committee on the Territories Also. ne 4 y 

Also, petition of 370 citizens of Maryland, favoring the S merece of M ; ‘ 

amendment to the statehood bill to prohibit selling of liquor | (jj yittee on Ty . hy ‘ 

in the Indian Territory after it becomes a State—to the Commit Also. } ‘ ; p ut 
tee on the Territories Wis. fe evis 


By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Division No. S7, Brotherhood of | yyittee on Interstate | Fo} iat 
Tocomotive Engineers, of Troy, N. Y., against ] re , 

‘Townsend-Esch bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Fo = cae 1 

eigen Commerce = 


Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of New \ 


inst ill-advised legislation relative to freight rates—to the M tI 
estry of St. BP t ( 
Cs imittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. , j s 

Rv Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of t, \ ‘ \' ( 

M IW ukee, against trading in opt q to the tog ] NI RORINSG)S \ 1) 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce 142, Brother! | tl es ; 

Ry Mr. EVANS: Vetition of Camp No. 421, of Schellburg favoring If. Re TOs ‘ a ae 
Tedford County. Pa. favoring restriction of immigration ke Als petition of D ‘ \ rer @) 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization ors, of Jonesboro, At H.R. Tod 

Ry Mr. FULLER: Petition of citizens of Mason, Ill. against tee en the J 
1 parcels-post Law to the Com ttee on thre Post-Otlice nel Iv M RODE Y 1" of : S 1 ‘ 
Post-Roads \] . > 

Also, petition o the re present tives of the tobnceo }) ntere ti e Con than ¢ ‘ 1D , 
manufacturers, nnd laborers in the Philippines, asking a ed Also nt ‘ at < e : a ata ‘I r ei 

1 of the Dingley tariff on Philippine products imported int N. Mex wf 
the United Statest- to the Committee on Ways and Means from the DP aia aye ates re . 

bv Mr. IIAUGEN Petition of citizens of Allumakee ‘i \Is natition. of eitivens 4 < ; ~ M 
Iowa, against religious legislation for the District of Colu concurrence of the ae 
to the Committee on the District of Columb tatehood bill to the ( PE ¢ ‘ ‘ 

By Mr. JAMES: Resolution of the Kentucky legislature sk By Mr. RYAN Ite { t \ 1? 
ing an appropriation for the improvement for the Pond Rives for repeal of the dese 1 ( ‘ 
to the Committee on Rivers and [arbors Publie Lands 


By Mr. LACEY Petition of the Federation of Labor of Cedar By Mr. SPERTRY 1’ 

Rapids, lowa, against the reduction of the tariff on « ) Voril om 

the Committee on Ways and Means Cor ttee « \\ 1M 
By Mr. LIND: Petition of Paul A. Dahl and numerous other Ll} Mr. SULI LN 


citizens of Minnesota, praying that the provisions of the tof tional Busine l 
Congress of February 2O, 1904, author ng the sale and entry { 

of certain nals ithe Chippe. Res ! mended s ‘ 1 ( 
authorize final proof t the end of ol om this nel ‘ \ S 

pave t of S2oo, OST e of tl l due » the ( f S ( 


Also, petition of So citizens of Dixtield, Me., favoring a parcels r st 
post law— to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads the Co tte I) 
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ry Wo 
I je 


y Journal vesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request 


Mr. FAIRBANKS, and by unani- | 
was dispensed with 
Without objection, the 


neent the further 


The PRESIDENT pro te: 


i Jour 
nal stand pproved 


ER CO AGE AND SILVER BULLION. 


PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 


cou 








mu ition from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
nse to a resolution of the 15th instant, certain informa 
relative to the number of standard silver dollars coined 
under th t of June 13, 1808, from silver bullion purchased 
under the of July 4, 1890, during the fiscal vear 1904, etc. ; 
whicl tion of Mr. Terrier, was ordered to lie on the table, 
wd cd 
MES E FROM THE HWOUSE. 
\ ce from the House of Representatives by Mr. W. J. 


Grow NING, its Chief Clerk, ar 
i(lto the 


nounced that the Louse 
Senate to the bill (H. 
Oklahoma and the Indian Te 
State government and to be admitted 
1 | footing with the original States; and 

able the people of New Mexico and Arizona to form a con 
ution and State government and to be admitted into the Union 


had dis 
14740) 


itory 


mendments of the 


I. 
the people of rr 


»>enable ol 
itution and 


i 
1 
into the Union on an equ 
1 


a consi 





0 equal fo vith the ginal States, and asks a con 
fer the Senate on the disagreeing yotes of the two 
Hlous S hereon 

I} message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
1 mendment of the Senate to the bill CH. R. 17117) granting 
al ease of pension to George Hi. Brusstar; asks a conference 
VW { Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


Mr. 


‘ Mr 
Mires of Indiana managers at 


confers nce 


BRADLEY, 
the 


IULLER, and Mr. 


on the part 


the Hous 

| mies e further announced that the House had disagreed 
to tl endinents of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18329) mak 
i ropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the 
1] r endil June 30, 1906; asks a conterence with the 
Si te on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 


swortH, Mr. Henry of Connecticut, and 
the conference on the part of the Hous 
unced that the House had disagreed to 
he Senate to the bill (H. I. 18123) maki 
vide for the expenses of the government ¢ 


] ppointed Mr. Wat \ 
MB managers at ‘ 


ions to pre 


° 
yf 
I i 


the D et of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906 
nd r othe purposes; asks a conference with the Senate on 
th re r yotes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap 


Mr. Burxerr, and Mr. 
the « ‘eon the part of the House. 


r announced that the House had disagreed 


McCleary of 


inagers at 


Minnesota, 
onteren 


PIER n 
Thi 


ess ive 


to the nmendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18468) making 
ppropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the 
{ vear ending June 30, 1906; asks a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 


ADAMS 


onference 


of Pennsylvania, and Mr 


inted Mr. llrrr, Mr. 
ao on the part of the House 


YINSMORE managers at the « 


The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 
If. W. 14575. An act granting au increase of pension to I 


I’. Swentzel: 


H. I. 15489 
Martin: 
lI It 


An act granting increase of pension to Oliy 


an 
i 


16398. An act granting an increase of 


pension to 


Michael Neating ; 

HI. R. 16629. An act g iting an increase of pension to N: 
1 (. 1). Bond 

II. 2. 16859. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Shaw 

Il. R. 17831. An act relating to a dam across Rainy Live 
a 


Hf. Rt. 17411. An act granting an increase of pension to Al 
nounced that the House had passed 
to the acceptance of the statue of 
WW rd, presented by the State of Illinois to be placed 


in which it requested the concurrence of 


} lattx 
re oO l mm ren \e 


FEBRUARY 18, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

HW. R. 1263. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Phillips ; 

H.R. 2114. 
MeCloud ; 

Hi. R. 8080. 
Foster ; 

Pr. aks ae 
E. Hill; 

E.R. 
Ietterhoff ; 

IH. R. 3710. 
C. Johnson ; 

Hl. R. 4461. 
erick Baker; 

H. BR. 5113. 
W. Gould; 

H.R, 5205. 
Wilson ; 

H. BR. 5265. 
ITaskell ; 

H. R. 5284. 
Maupin ; 

H. R. 5876. 
S. Carleton; 
H. R. 5887 
Swinney ; 
H. R. 5995. 
Fulton ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to David LP. 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 


27. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 


ac 


granting an increase of pension to Almon 


An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 


act granting an increase of pension to Sara A. 


An act gr: 


anting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 
LI. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


If. Kh. 6507. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
J. Champlin; 
Hf. R. 6702. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


Slater; . 
HW. R. 6957. An 
ander C, Bowen; 
If. R. 7014. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
os Boyd ; 
Bak. 
White; 
iM. BR. Tse 
Besier ; 
H.R. 
Purdy ; 
ie 
Ryon ; 
II. R. T7760. 
A. Pierce; 
H. R. 7761. An act granting an increase of pension to Quintus 
Ilumme! ; 
Li. R. 15640, 
Hepp; 
Ii. R. 15768. 
ard Wallace; 
H. R. 15769. 
Peoples ;: 
iM RR. ists. 
W. Smith: 
HW. R. 15776. An act granting an increase of pension to Harri- 
son Ball; and 
H. R. 15787. 


dike P. Heath. 


act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 


7097. An act granting an increase of pension to Joln 


An act granting a 


n increase of pension to John C, 


joiS. An act granting an increase of pension to Israel 


7609. An act grant 


ting an increase of pension to Mary A, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
An act granting an increase of pension to R. How- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


An act granting an increase of pension to Danicl 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thorn- 


STATEILOOD BILL. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, in the matter of the re- 
quest of the House for a conference on the disugreeing votes 
of the two Houses upon the satehood bill, I move that the Sen 
insist upon its amendments and that it agree to the confer- 
ence asked by the House, the conferees to be appointed by the 
Chair, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the action of the House of Representatives on the state- 
hood bill, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


ale 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 1, 
That the Committee on the Territories be, 
d harged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
the people of Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory 
tution and State government and be admitted into 
“qual footing with the original States: and to ena 
Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State gove 
be admitted into the Union on an equal 
with the Senate amendments thereto; 


1905 

and hereby is, 
14749) to enable 
to form a 
the Union 


Resolved, 


const! 


on an 






ble 


the people of New 
nment and 
footing with the original States 
that the said Senate amandments 
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Mr. GORMAN I < tl hie itte » OV I . 
rl for one day 
Vir, BEVERILDGE I 1 what ru ; “4 , 
The PRESIDENT pro te the Senator cite the | oe 
( r tc rule bv \ fh, 1 it D> sage Lrom the on e 
li of Represent . ove 
Mr. GORMAN. Under the general rule of the body, when any 
‘ i ‘ I : 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 11 f mn h I H have t Sa eas anes 
Insist on my motion. 
Mr. GORMAN Che irse IL pr » is u t ceneral 
parliamentary law cf 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor If tl is vy such rule t . CORMAN. Tl 
C] r would like to have ft ‘ I lL cite if ‘ ou 1 
The Chair is entirely ignorant of such : ‘ 
Mr. GORMAN. It is under the ge nentary | 
Any matter which is presented to this body uires unanimous p ae 
con { r its ¢ deration on the day 1 it = ’ 
< ] T +) 
fhe PRESIDENT pro tempor Phat ( ( : 
rer 7 
Mii GORALAN It niles to ¢ I i est to 1 ‘ 
Chair that nothing « he und I vs M il w h 
rogates the uni sal rule ot \ ’ 
Mir BEVERIDGI ith ( ‘ that e Truies 
ce ‘ ove ( : \. 
ol { and the « rule y ' . 
l ti he \ now! of « y 7 1 
t ( the it Y the s restic ‘ e § r f 
NI ha In view ¢ t! i o it 3g 
l t rE it te 3% . t l i | é ( = 
Mr. GORMAN. I should like also to say to » Ser rr from 1 
Indiana that he will facilitate the cons ‘ation of the bill by 
{ting this qu ton to £o over } | We Cul h ve an oO : ' 
I I } it Way it « vlit » I ‘ 
be ! I ) s voted upon it is 1 il pose : 
( ry motion, but to fa tate tl mutter \ I f 
t} e restion | , 
Mr BEVERIDGEH I regret to say that I do not feel that I 
‘ take any such lil \ 1 tl . f the I 
\ BERRY Is { t t isp l or for 1 
! I or ieciate ( 1 I i bi ‘ i thi I } fe 
t \ ld not con he | dl « bus oJ SI 
l { 1 rae of the S We e to l V« niogzies ¢ thie 
] es I 1 Pel j } ito 
The PRESIDENT pro tem] ( i s is matte f ty 
be the two Hous The x t! t Presid 
O | lay any <« l 1 tl liouse of BR 
ore tl . ( t anv t ( t wh t VOUS : 
I Ss e being called The Cl] bas not any t but ae 
t thre tter is before the Sen L be >the S rt 
] | the usual w 
Mir. GORMAN. Do I und nd the ¢ r to rulk it tl es 
’ < } eo the Ni 1 1 ! ( 
‘ 1 is} le, « he dav it is j t ; 
Fhe PRESIDENT pro ten l i s ‘inion « SPOONTR 
Ch It is t true of con ‘ repo u 1 the judg . 
ot C} t is true of lest from 1 I se of RK 
es that conferees may be ed on | f 
si e to meet them 
Mr. GORMAN. I 8 tl Cl I f h Will ( y } 
l Wi h takes a1 est I erence ut of 1 
tion that a vy resolutior vy matt ORM. 
. \ ~ a? 
| ( i ( ( \ | u ! ( tT 1 1 
v } S i a 
Mr. LODGI M DP ‘ Se I ‘ ex g¢ the ru 
u I Oo « one oO { it 
S ‘ \ he Lik st I i - 
‘ 
RiESiDI | is the « ( { i 
( t = 
Ir. GORMAN \\ 1 l 1 Mas . | 
vl ] t is y ‘ 
11 L ¢ be the H ‘ 
as { ~ ‘ 
\ LiIsISON \\ e Se r I im Ir. GORSI 
PRESIDING OFFICER booes the Se r from Ma \I GAI (} f 
el ) e sé I n lo \ j 











| PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate please be in | 
ores 

Mr. TELLER It is the normal condition of the Senate that 

lie in hear 

Mir. President, the d result the Senator from Wisconsin 

ticipautes might happen dias repeatedly happened in the his 
tory of Congre 

Mr. SPOONER Not in that way 

Mr. TRLEER. Perhaps not just in that way; but because a 
Se for ht on the last day defeat a bill under these circum 


rule which has been in 
I do not suppose anyone will contend for a 


no remson wliy the 


mnent that it is an act of discourtesy on the part of the Sen 

e toward the House that we should delay a matter we have a 

ht to debate, as the Sepator from Towa, I understood, ad 

d. We can insist at this moment, if we choose, that we do 

nt a conference. We can adhere to the action of the 

si fe, and if we vote to adhere we decline the conference 

Mh rad urtesy, Mr. President. The Mouse has repeatedly 

done th hd the Senate has repeatedly done it in the time 
I t ti (hai wlamyvself and others have been here 

Mh tter of some considerable importance, but it is 
not of any more Importance than ia thousand other bills. 

Mr. SPOONER If the Senator will permit me, T am not de 
the right of the Senate by a vote to postpone the further 

msiderition of this matter until some other day. 

Mr PRELER. It is not the right to postpone it that we need 
rely 1 Before a vote faken on this question every Sena 
I here dia right to be heard, if he chooses. If the dire 
result the Senator anticipates might take place it can take place 

ht now, whatever a Senator asserts his right to be heard upon 


Senate insists on going on with it 


they ding motion, if the 
| Senator from Maryland for a 


hterrupt the 


Moment 


li mr, there are certain rules which govern this body and they 
e the rules the body ought to adhere to. They are rules which 
e careful attention to bills that come before it; and if we 
| len into a different method recently, To am sure no one 
wlio h examined the bills which have passed would have any 
particular anxiety to continue the system of passing bills imme 
diately when they are brought in or doing business immediately 
w! it comes trom the }louse 
[f the motion is passed and the bill must now be considered, 
it ean be considered now The Senate can not agree at this 
{ e to the appotatinent of conferees if any one desires to de 
bate the question. LT Know certainly that several Senators do 
want to debate it We will not be allowed, of course, to crit 
cise the Tlouse Whatever we may think of certain proceedings 


in that body, whether connected with this 
we will not do that 
Mr. President, we have a ri 


ing to insist upon it, 


transaction or any 


rht, and as far as T am eonecerned 
r to have the question presented to 
this body 


and discussed whether we shall adhere to our amend 
ments or whether we shall recede or whether a committee of 
conference shall be appointed We may do any one of these 
Ve dnay appoint conferees to meet conferees on the part of the 
House, or we may dechire that we adhere or we nay recede. 
That is a matter for the Senate to determine, and the determi 
ition of the Senate is not to be influenced by the suggestion 
i! we are discourteous to the LTlouse 


I will not interrupt the Senator from Maryland any longer 
Mr. GORMAN Mr. President, [ desire, in addition to what 
the Senator from Colorado has just said, to enll the attention 
of the Senate to the rule, and certainly it will appear that one 
objection will prevent the consideration of this subject-matter 
it this time. Rule VIE of this body provides that 
the 11 ding Officer shall then call f in the fe Wing orde) 
l pe entation of petitions and met! 1 
] ! i | t 1 select ommit 
| i hucti fh sand joint 1 ’ 
‘ nt na ‘ I lution 
\ whicl | be received and disp d of ir hh « 
onsent hall be otherwise given 
Mr. LODG Ie If the Senator will allow me, IT think in that 
connection he ought to read the first paragraph of Rule XXVIII 
Mr GORMAN 1 will rend Rule XNVIII, if the Senator de 
If the Senator has it before him he can himself read the 
part he desires ro what part of Rule NNVIIT does the Sena 
tor refer 
Mr LODGE. The first paragraph of Rule XXVIII. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE Let the Senator from Massachusetts read 
it 
Mr. LODGE. Tt is on page 26 of the Manual: 
Mi ‘ from the President of t1 United States or from the Hk 
of Re; entutive may bey eived at any stage of proceedings, except 
W se dividit or while the Journal is being read 
" l tion det a motion to adjourn is pending 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


f< ree | 


FEBRUARY 18, 


Mr. GORMAN. “ Messages from the President of the 
United States or from the House of Representatives may be re- 
ceived.” What is receiving? The appearance of the official 
representing the Ilouse of Representatives on this floor and the 
announcement of his presence; whereupon he announces to the 


Senate that the Ilouse has acted upon certain resolutions or 


| bills, and they go to the table in the usual order. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Mary- 
land allow the Chair to read to the Senate a rule which relates 
to this point? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is clause 5 of Rule VII. 


The Presiding Officer may at any time lay, and it shall be in order at 
any time for a Senator to move to lay, before the Senate, any bill or 
other matter sent to the Senate by the President or the House of Rep 


that 
motion so made sball be 


resentatives, and any question pending at 
for this purpose. Any 
bate 


Mr. GORMAN, 


time shall be suspended 
determined without de 


Now, Mr. President. Rule VIT modifies the gen- 


leral rule and provides that the matter can be laid before the 


Senate on motion and it shall be determined without debate. 
Then there is, I suggest to the Chair, the general parliamentary 
rule, which prevails in every parliamentary body, that no new 
Inatter whatever can be considered on the day of its presenta- 
tion except by unanimous consent. The moment this 
was laid before the Senate, in my judgment, under the rule, it 
would remain on the table unless unaninious consent was had 
its consideration. Objection being made, then the first rule 
applies, that we shall proceed with the routine business of the 
morning hour. 

Now, Mr. President, outside of the question of the mere tech- 
nieality of this matter, lL suggest again, in all fairness to the Sen- 
ator who has charge of the bill, the chairman of the Committee 
on Territories, that he permit it to go over, so that we may take 
it up when we shall have an opportunity to discuss the question 
whether the Senate will accede to the request of the House of 
Representatives. I trust, as in all cases, the same rule of fair 
ness which governs shall prevail, and that the request that we 
nay have proper consideration of the measure will be, by coim- 
non consent, agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, there can be no question that 
the reception of a under Rule XNVIIL is in order at 
any time. There enn be no question, under the clause read by 
the Chair, that that matter can be laid before the Senate at any 
time. 

Mr. GORMAN. = Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. The question raised by the Senator from Mary- 
land is that one objection can carry it over. Nobody disputes 
for a moment that the Senate may debate the proposition to in- 


Inessage 


for 


Message 


sist or recede, or to agree to the conference or to disagree 
to it. The point that is made here is that one objection can 
carry it over. ‘That, it seems to me, is impossible under clause 
> of Rule VII and under clause 1 of Rule NNVIITT. It does 


not interfere with debate on the question at all, but it does pre- 
vent the matter from being disposed of by a single objeetion. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, it seems to me quite as 
clear that just the contrary is true. There is no doubt that 
when a message is received, and it may be received at any time, 


the Chair may 
whether, when it 


lay it before the Senate. The 
has been laid before the Senate, we shall 
mediately act upon it. The procedure to bring about the action 
of the Senate is that when a message of this kind is laid be- 
fore the Senate some Senator will make a motion, as the 
Senator from Indiana has done, that the Senate adhere to its 
nmendments and grant the request of the Tlouse for a con 
ference, the conferees to be appointed by the Chair. That is 
debatable, of course, and we are debating it, but we are first 


question is 
il- 


debating whether or not upon a single objection that may go 
over, 

In what wav ean the Senate act upon that motion except 
only by adopting a resolution? Its action must be in the 
form of a resolution, within the meaning of the rules. There 
fore, it seems to me that the action which this motion calis 


for is Clearly within paragraph 5 of Rule XIV, cited just now 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, which reads : 
All 1 shall lie over one day for « 
unanimous ¢ Senate shall ot 
If it be true that we can act upon this matter only on motion, 
and if it be true that the action which follows the carrying of 


lutions 


msent, the 


msideration unless, by 


ierwise d 


sn motion is in the nature of a resolution, as L contend it is, 
then that rule is directly applicable. There is not any rule 
here that speaks of the high privilege which has been talked 
about of considering a message that comes from the Tlouse 
instantly upon its presentation. It seems to me that it would 


unfortunate if should be compelled under the 


be very 


we 
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e whole proposition from objection, which will 


( there is a disposition to give Senators an 

fo look into the matter 
| BEVERIDGE I hope the Senator from Ohio [Mr. For 
l not press his request. The Senator from Maryland 
(rORMA nude the same request, and T was constrained 
I did) not ( t ng such a liberty with the re 
he other Il fo conference, to which request the 


\! GORMAN Vir. Pre dent. IT will sav to the Senator from 


i «l t 


| that | relic | of anv embarrassment on that 
ls} be very glad to have him yield to the request of 
1 > { Ire () rf) 
Mr COCKRELL. LT hope the Senator from Indiana will yield 
to jile It | ( onuble or e;, a2. Very reasonable one, 
| MRIDG! I regret very much, Mr. President, that 
t er which To made to the Senator from Maryland 
tlic er on, have to be made to any request of 
Liv ’ | part of any ¢ ther Senator. 
\i PORAKRER Phere will not be any action on it, then, un 
{ \ 
BeVERTDGI kor the mere reason 
M rORAKER For the reason that if we are compelled t 
d ) a der it now Ml we will keep on consice ns 
M MeELLER. That is what we will do. 
\l PORAKER. If there shall be no consideration shown 
| yr mable request granted, then I propose to ask no fa 
\ 1 l grant none, 
I BEVERIDGI The Senator from Ohio thinks it proper 
1 1h e that line of pol cy to the Senate before I could com 
| ‘ that the object of this motion was merely to 
vo Tlouss ether, if possible, in view of the short time 
of the sc mn), That was the sole reason in insisting 
hn the consideration of the request of the THouse for 
If, however, the Senator thinks that it will facili 
the two Houses together to let the question go over 
\ Toa ling for tl My only point in object 
li ‘ reaue made by the Senator from Maryl iid 
| the time, that only short time remained of 
If it be the policy of the Senate to get togetlhe 
\ t Llouse, o ipt to do so, and if it be thought that 
he fy hered by a day being fixed, and if the Senator from 
( { \ further the matter, LT will agree to his request 
\] FORAKER Mr. President, [Tam glad, indeed, that the 
t reo lidiana has reached that conclusion. Phat was 
I had in making the request, not so much that 
ey et the TLouses togeth for I do not know anyth 
{ t. luit thrat Ce] rit first get the Senate together, have 
( el ent net } nal know t r trouble is, if we hive 
ol e lave di 1 
\ NELSON \I ‘ lent, Lam ii that the chairman of 
{ pent l ‘ eed to tl request, but I 
t is not fair for the Ne rf Ohio to ke a 
I of req that unless we cree to do 
) ) \ do Lso. That, is seems to me, does m 
\I MAKER. Mr. President, 1] e served a good while in 
{ I Ww L requ soa reasonable one id 
\ lel be nted or whether it should not. ] 1 thre 
\ ( to ther « td ul take a particular cou I 
dl to del I remember two years ago we had a 
‘ ( ere that f hree months was delayed by debate, Vd 
ert Ln V1" were then made I have asked for only 
t | ay The matter will go over, as LL unde 
l by unanimous consent until Monday. By that time we 
WoW her we ean get together or not 
I PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator state his 
1 est for unanimous consent? 
Mr. FORAKER Phat the motion of the Senator from Ind 
\I L} t ) to insist on the Senate amendments and agree 
{ he conference asked for by the Ilouse shall go over until 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At what time on Monday 
Mr. PORAIEER. In the morning, I suppose, after the morning 
] “ 
Mr BEVERTIDEE. Immediately after. 
Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Immediately after the morn 
¢” business on M Maa f 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Immediately after the morning business 
that it be taken up and disposed of 
Mr. FORAKER Phat it be proceeded with. 
The PRIESTDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest Phe Chair hears none, 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. 
unanimous consent ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That the motion made by the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. BeveripGce] will go over until Mon- 
day next and will be taken up for consideration immediately 
after the completion of the routine morning business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is it. 


Will the Chair repeat the order made by 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of the Iowa Park and For- 
estry Association, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the appointment of a commission at the instance of 
the American Institute of Architects relative to governmental 
structt and grounds and other public works at the city of 
Washington, D.C.; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of Howard Post, No. 92, Depart- 
ment of Towa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Dewitt, Iowa, 
and a petition of Ed. Hamlin Pest, No. 112, Department of Iowa, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Wellman, Iowa, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to modify and simplify the pension laws 
of the United States; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

IIe also presented petitions of the Retail Druggists’ Associa- 
tion of Keokuk, of the Retail Druggists’ Association of Washing- 
ton County, of Andrew Arent, jr.. and 21 other citizens of ITum- 
boldt County, and of the Retail Druggists’ Association of Win- 
neshiek County, all in the State of Iowa, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to amend the patent laws relating to medici- 
nal preparations; which were referred to the 
Patents, 


Ives 


Comittee on 


He also presented a petition of the Towa Park and Forestry 


Association, praying for the enactment of legislation to 


serve the forests and protect the industries of the country; 
Which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations 
and the Protection of Game. 


Ile also presented memorials of Robert 8. 
other citizens of Bonaparte, of Mrs. Nettie Hall and 63 
Sandyville, of A. A. Bopp and 15 other citizens of 
and of Bk. J. Myers and 5 other citizens of 


MeLain and 151 


other 
citizens of : 
I County, 
Brighton, 


yg all in the State of Towa. remonstrating against the 
enictment of legislation providing for the closing on Sundsy 
of certa places of business in the District of Columbia: which 


were referred to the 


TREMOrLAL OF the 


the Committ 
Ile also presented a 
Rapids, Towa, 
the duty on 
which 


District of 
Federation of Li 
remonstrating against any 


ee on Columbia. 

thor of 
Cedar ov yg reduction of 
the Philippine 


olimitice on the Philip- 


lmported: from 
the ¢ 


and cigs 


referred to 


tobncco 
Islands ; Wis 
pines, 
Miss IF. FE. 
other citizens of Independence, of Mrs. J. C. Bitterman and 9 
tizens of Nora Springs, and of Mrs. Ida V. Cummins 
ul 33 other citizens of Laporte City, all in the State of Lowa, 
praying for an investigation of harges and filed 
against Ton. Reep Smoor, a Senator from State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Ele 

Ile also presented the memorial of EF. IK. Failor and 32. other 
citizens of Des Moines, lowa, remonstrating ogainst the ratifi- 
ention of the Isle of Vines treaty referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Ile presented the petition of 
other cit Winfield, Towa, 


legislation providing for 


Ilamilton 


Ife also presented petitions of 


and 10 


other ¢ 
the « pine 
the 


“LEOTIS. 


>; which was 
also 


izens of 


W. S. Browning and 17 
praying for the enactment of 
arate of 5 cents on packages weighing 
1 pound or less, and 5 cents for each additional pound; 
wis referred to the Comittee on Post-Ollices and VPost-Ronds. 

IIe also presented the memorial of IE. KW. Failor and 82 other 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Eagle Grove: of Loeal 
Division No, 22, Order of Railway Conductors, of Mason City: of 
Sioux Lodge, No.64, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen 
City: of Loeal Lodge No. 124, Brotherhood of Locomotive i 
of Perry ; of Maple Leaf Lodge, No. 581, Brotherh 
rrainmen, of Dubuque, and of Sioux City Division, 
der of Railway Conductors, of Sioux City, all in 
lowa, praying for the 


the so-called 
liability bill; which were referred to the 
terstate Commerce, 

Iie also presented petitions of John Rath and sundry other 
citizens of Ackley - of the Corn Belt Meat Producers’ Associa- 
tions of Webster County, Hlumboldt County, Franklin County, 
Warrison County, Voweshiek County, Carroll County, Mont- 
gomery County, Hamilton County, and Story County; of I. M,. 
Clark and 238 other citizens of Lime Springs; of the Farmers’ 
Institute of Page County: of the Farmers’ Institute of Scott 


which 


f Sioux 
iremen, 
madd of Railroad 
NO. Jsa2. Or- 
the State of 
“employe rs’ 


In- 






Diussive of 


Comittee on 


County; of the Farmers’ Institute of Delaware County; of the 














reial Club of | ( \ il of the Millers’ Club of ID < 
( 1 the State ft le praying for thre ( 
eg to ve the powers of the Interstate ¢ ce | t 
sion; wl 1 were referred to the Com tee « Lrit 
( ‘ 
\I PROCTOR presented the memorial of C. ¢ I): S 
5 ot citizens of Johnson, Vt., r strating ag t the « 
{ ( leg on re * cert ? es of } Sy S 
I ds e 
rt u 
iM ( 
Lis ( 
| ; s 
he ] S 
L « 
‘ 
‘ 
United State ; 
1 it ts: ‘1 Mr. TELI 
, 
| \ | 1 \ ) 
f thre l \ . + ¥¢ + Qe l SV 
f ‘ ’ i Tt — 
é } 3 { ~ 
ep 1 . t it ‘ 
a] 
i t ( ( ‘ ng : V 
\ FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Local Division, No 
( Order of Railway Conductors, ef Indianapolis, Ind., pr 
or the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liabil ; 
h was referred to the Com on Interstate Col erce S i 
Ile also presented a memori: he Indiana Stove W s, of 
insville, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the so 
led “ parecels-post bill; which was referred to the Comiittes 
1 Post-Ollices and Vost-Roads 
Iie also presented a petition of the Indiana Grain Dealers’ As 
ciation, of Indianapolis: of Post R, ‘Travelers’ VP 
\s of Muncie d of sundry citizens of Roe rt . 
1 the State of Indiana, p *« for the enactmer legis 
0 »>enlaAl he p ‘ ‘ the I ‘ tate Comme © 4 ‘ 
‘ } 1" ¢ ( ‘ ( ( » the (‘Oo , ‘ oO | toys ‘ 
Mr. CLAPP presented a neurrent resolution of tl 
1 Mit ) relative to the free ortation of Canad . Per 
ed wheat to the United Stat which was referred to a 
Nl on ] ! and ordered to be ] ed in the Re i 
follows ey 
( { I Ve 
] ; f f ; fe ol é f . 
" ‘ i Rk \\ 
t = ( j j vy ¢ ‘ _ 
( 1 Ss 1 by 1 { ss p 
Mr. CLAPP presented a concurrent resolution of the leg e Col 
ture of Minnesota, favoring the control by the Goyernne Mr. DOT 
transportation companies and other moneyed interests; wi ( ( I 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
Ile also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Albert Is vhet ( 
Pavnesville, Eade Valley nd Minneapolis, all in the State of 
Minnesota, praying for the enactment of legislati to amend M RY 
the patent laws relating to medi 1 preparatior wl Ll we > al « 
referred to tl Cc mittee on Pateuts elo! 
He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lit eld N hh Ame 
M EL. ¢ for the enactme! f legislation to enlarge tl of J 
DOWErS ¢ Interstate Commerce Commission; which was re kore Rt 
{ d to the Committee on Interstate Cor ere Br ( 
Lh » presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Nobl citizens « 
County Minn re onstrat or cr ist the enactment ¢ eg ‘ I 
tion requiring certain places of business in the District of Co »> the Co 
lumbia to be closed on Sundays: which was referred to the he 
mittee on the District of Columb ( ‘ 
Mr. GIBSON presented a joint resolution of the legislature of ese 
Montana, relatis to the enactment of legislation to « ree ( I ttee « 
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\ pen to My > Cole 
A bill (H. R. 17682) grat y an eC of ] ito Wi 
RR Ilartshor? 
1) (23. it. 11 © Of | 1toG 
\ (H.R SS4) g1 ga pension to J Rn. J : 
\ (If. RK. 5000) granting an rease of L tod 
’ Sil }* 
\ H.R. 5914) ng a pension to Ja M. Red 
\ Li nting an increase of yx. ito J 
\\ MLille 
A bill (H. R. 3908) granting an i ea of pension to J 
il I a; 
A bill (If. R. 12095) granting an increase of pension to Sai 
A. McMurtrie;: 
\ bill (UH. R. 15766) grat a] 1 to Henry J. Rich 
n 
A bill (H. R. 5637) granting an inere of s to I 
: | 
A bill (IL. 2 1) ¢ ting an increase of pe 1 to Morr 
>» Sia ) 
Mr. SCOT’! f1 the Committee on Pensions, to whom \y 
‘eferred the bill (H. R. 9772) granting an incre of | 
Z. TV. Miller, reported it with an amendment, and ) t 
\ BURNITAM, from the Committee on Pen { 
( referred t] ollowing bills, reported In st Lh it 
ut ( mer md bn ed reports thereon 
A bill (HA. RR: 529907) 23 ting an ine e of pension to II 
| eld 
(H. R. 746) int in in » of pension to V 
‘ 
\ (iH. BR. <2I8) 2 tin 1 increase of J] nto Alf 
EK. Clarke: 
A bill (H. R. 144 I g ere ( nto Me 
I’, Colb 
A] H. R. 4984) ¢g ting an increase of ] 1 to ¢ ! 
i. GB 
\ (1. R 1) | l | to J 
I li Aa l 
\ bill (H. R. 17661) ¢g g ( pM on to D: 
Lk. S¥a ) 
\I ALGER, f the ! on Pensions, to whom 
eferred 1 1 wing | reported them lly w 
end if, and su it ] is thereon 
| (H.R. 10244) gra ig an increase of pi mn toG 
\ (17. R. 11316) 21 ting ( of p nto D 
1 
\ Il. R. 11105 ! an in e of on to Ve 
\ (H.R. 74 ) | of } to W 
1] ; 
\ (iH. R. 9625) 2 ling an ease of ] to At 
\ (i. R. 7429) grantil in increase of pe mito J 
> ¢ 
I. it | ) i ease of p m to Tho 
‘ iM. 3. Fe y l rease of pe! 1 to Je 
\\ \ 
(iT. KR. 14594) grant Li rease of ] to M 
R 145 r ! ease of 7] ion to II 
| | 
\ | | . dada rranting an Incl of ] mite J 
WM 
\ WETMORE, fr the ¢ mittee on the Library, to wh 
\ ! er! | the (S. 495) fo the eres j st ile 
( Otho Holland Will t Wil fd... r rte 
) \ Imi 1 sul tied a re ) 
\} Ay ArFERRO. f i { ‘ 1% oO to wl 
eferred ( Wing Ils, 3 1 1 everally w 
if linent, and sul ed | throne 
Ab (H. BR. 15233) gra ] . » Mart M. fi 
\b CU. R. 18505) grantit ni se of ] n to Ar 
L. Gritlitl and 
A] (HI. R. 5015) grantir 1 pel mto Will \. Russ 
\ PATTERSO fr the ¢ ‘ & to w 
‘ " rey l SOVE lv Ww 
out ; nd ed re s ther 
Ab (ll. ] 10039) granting an increase of pension to M: 
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I \ ii ( . i 
( _ 

( bill (IL R. 6846) granting a pension to Sibba Mill aha S 

A bill (HL. R M71) ¢g ng an ease of pension to ! | | st 
( Vit l i |} 

Mr. KTPTREDGE, fre he C tte 1 Interoce c ¢ s \I BLACKEI \ 
1 hom was 1 erred the | (1. R. 169086) to pre ie 1 Lihé { hie { 

re it of the ¢ Zi the construction of the I wal : 

( 1 for othe Irpos reported it with lments ‘ 


Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post 7 1) to 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 17865) making ay ‘a Alas 
propriations for the service of the Vost-Office Department for tithe 1 ‘ 
fiscal year ending June sO, 1906, and for other purposes, re Mr. DILLINGIILAM J 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon lution (S. R. 111) 1 1 
Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, tO) progress Lhe S 
Whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. PERKINS ! i ‘ 
( he 15th instant, relative to the erection of a permanent | oy) Py 
rum at the Presidio, San Francisco, Cal. reported it wit! AMI 
el t d moved that it be printed lL ow MI POSTER . 
ving |] ( ed to the ¢ ttee ¢ \ ; ; s 
t hich was agreed to 
; M It er Nat 
i l [ ‘ \ VO] ‘ } ‘ N ~ 





° 5 F yf t ms 
f of certain enlisted men of the Twentieth Reg t of N 
\ \ } t t } } ‘ ' i M ( 
Volunte l to re { fAvol v.\ } 
lie nd to su ta rem I S for the i | , 
. ] 1 ’ { 
4 sideration f the | 
l PRESIDENT pro r" rhe Senator f Micl 1 i c eas 
| M PERNINS 
s for t pres t con | { 1 of the 1 i 1 I j 
Sorry ) 
] ] there rvbvic ( 
1 1 } ~ | ( 
Vir. SCOTT I ask that that bill may go over, Mr. President 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, L the \ 
bill es to the Culendi: 


Mr. McCUMBER. TI am instructed by the Committee on Px te ‘ 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7194) granting + 
ere ‘ DeS to JJ 1 We o report it with ! ‘ 1 
] I ask ul consent for its present cons 
| e he no ¢ tion. the Se e. as in Com ‘ , 
W lu ] eded to ¢ side he |} which had bee rep ( 
] e ¢ n Le ms in hdment line S 
( . | t to sert SIX SO S to ‘ | 
yI rN \Y 
\ i \ 
l | 
( ( 
] ~ 
\ ‘ ( | \ 
1 1 = ~ 
' f y 1 4 
‘ | t \ S rh ‘ ) 
| | Si ‘ ‘ led ( | | 
3 ( | eng ssed for t! adore 
ul a t il je t 
( |} ~ \f ~ I 
I>] 
Mr. McCUMBER I oO ed by the Ce ( ul P 
] to wh Vi S rete 1 the , tes 7210) rl $! as 
‘ © ¢ pDension to ¢ MI. Suter. ft ( t it } } S - 
] l sk ou us it f mediate co ‘ 1) 
i e | fr no object the Se ( mn tte e ¢ z JI 
\\ ‘ re eded to « le t] } which ] 1 bee ' adi ‘ “ 
TI he ¢ tee on Ve _ rh end t ‘ MM PROCTO | _ 
to st e out ( ] ( l wert “ Charles ) t ‘ 
l e the b I 1 ( ‘ 
’ ; , ; e ¢ wc I 
| I : 
} } the Lh l 
‘ | t ( lie oa & 
1 S ( ~ \I . 2 
: Mr. P1 Mr. 1 
} 1 t { ’ 
( It 
Lhe ‘ it Vv = eed ’ | 1] INSTT] \ 
"hae } | vas rm mrted to thr Se tk Ss led ( 
{ redinie vas co ed S “. | \ 
Phe | was ordet! to be ¢ sssed fora t Ll reading end s to 








2si) CONGRESSIONAL R 


1) | hat? C ] 1 
I I ( l ag 
‘ i 1] 
{ { t of tl Sel 1 
. M 1 Mr. ¢ L were aj nted 
R APPROPRIATION BU 
I> 1 before th se te the 
1 é ad ‘ r tot ‘ ‘ l 
) I Rt. ISt6OS) 1 gi I 
l ( for the fiscal year 
( ht mt 
t » Hoi t e0 
\] | ( I ] s ‘ 1 ents 
I It { S to t 
| llou 
j - nt pro t re \ l 
{ ! of t S ‘ 1 
h | Mr, ¢ i IY "t ted 
II) N’] » Te 1 before the S« I the 
11 It ( Fret to the am ¢ 
1 si { bill (21. R. 1 ng an incre » 
i to ¢ It. Brusst for a conte ( 





| \cCU MBER I 1 \ t] t the Senate st upon t 
4 t 1 to the Ilouse of Represe tive l 
1 for by the Hou 
} A 
t e President pro 1 wore was 1 
( | ( { Serate 1 Mr 
A 1 Mr. TALIAFERRO we ppol l 
N (1 
| 1 tii - 16 
+ l ( 
’ + { I] to } SS 
; ( ( nto M nT. } r 
} f ( ( } ( eed to re ] 
t} I e Tlon iS f ) 
Ii recede tf 1 if t 
| J NI ( \TT R. 
MN: eee Se I 
JA ; PP. Tarra | 
Ala @ ¢ i} pa t of ft en 
\\ A. ¢ I LI ) 
( ES EK. I LER 
LOBERT W. M 
j j TT] ( 
] H] 
t ed to 
I IN } \ 
YY ‘ 4] 
! } + 
: ; . { I | 
l I] ) y 1) ¢ 
( ~ ‘ ‘ 
1 
1 
1 1 } « + fi I 
‘ a 1 t ] 
| ‘ \ ‘ > 
tis NG OFFICER (Mr. KEAN \ hie 
I y its 
\ IT \ AT 
I ent for t present 
~ +} elief { Ds i i \I t 
1) iG I] " "} S T { } ( 1 
‘ hie 4 le n oO 7 
\ } 
| } ‘ } , +1 Nfilit y 4 . 
{ 
\] ) ted f b! 
} t Si eC, i ee f ti 
\ to « he | whieh had been 1 ed 
; f ( N \ W 1 an l 1 





amendment 


KC 





] 1 oft he \ 
11, after the a4 
( ig ind in 12 
rue ¢ . SO < uf ‘ 
; ; j / | ; 
een ed 
{f the T 1 Regi! t > 
Au t LS64 ey 
t rized and | 
d t 
LS64 e il I 
] I lment was agreed to 
The bill was repo 1 to the Senate as amended, and the 


was concurred 
ll was ordered to | 
ird time, and passed. 

My RVICES THE 
PENROSE. Mr. President, 


heretofore given to 


The b e engrossed for a third reading, 


MORIAL SI ON LATE 


in accordance with the notice 
the Senate, I 


SENATOR QUAY. 


ask unat 


lous 








r the cor leration of the resolutions which I submit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 
Senator from Pennsylvania offers resolutions which will be read. 

rhe Seeretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That Senate has heard with profound rrow of the 
d f Ilion. Marrubw S. Quay, late a Senator from the State of Penn 
s ’ 
og 1, That l rk of respect to the me ry of the de ed 
tl of S be 1 suspended to er le his s to 

r tribute high « icter i distinguished | v 
l l, That the § tary communicate these resolutions to the 
i f Repr nt 

The resolutions were considered by unanimous consent, and 

un mously agreed to 








eur my st tribute he memory of 
associations of peculiar intimacy, socia 
f\ period of about t ty years. Te 
‘al contests, our relations were seldo 
‘ t 11 r encountered an 0o¢ 
confidence 11 rd 

lI \ rw complex, and his abilities so extraordinary 

sto bet { es misunderstood. A fuir estimate can not be 
made of except with the perspective of time. He was a 
sold with as |! liant a record for bravery as is contained in 
t history of the civil wat a scholar, with as broad a basis 
of culture and rnil 3 was possessed by any public man of 
his time in the United States; a statesman ever true to the best 
principl of American patriotism; a political general whose 
battles will have places in political annals like those of Muarl- 
borough and Napoleon in the histories of military campa 

Kind ( 1 sim ty of eech, sympathy of feel- 

yr were t Ol \ trait his charact He y r - 
ily unaffected and unpretentious Ile was not above the com- 
mon faili of hu lity. He ] ed remarkable s lity 
rf id. Elis ord ry attitude toward calumny was one of 
a litter He seldom harbored any bitterness, and 
\\ reco! d with those to whom he had been 
op ed. Il 1 1 lherence of his followers by the 
( of | courage and ability, and he was f 1 
his oppo \ » 4 ed his m hy vy LOLI and his 
Ti I ent and judgment as to p son t 
and 1 1 not e OC n did he advocate weak or 
An 1 pr Ilis ie Was lmost invari: bly it I l 
e right side of a « stion Many of his mos \ le 
political ts were ap] tly done without consultation with 
r | wledge on the part of his political associates. On these 
oc onus he seemed to t with a sudden intuition, which seldom 
failed of succe ful vindication. Ile seemed to take in a 
, e the weak point in the enemy’s lines, and to know with 
ntuition ul ng to military genius the point to which to 
(} 

I y | the subject of attack he never fa Lat the 
proper 1 » to ime the Cressive He did not deal in 
lofty pretensions, but few men were more careful not to per- 
fi 1 any act that would redound to the discredit of his country. 

Hie had al ife cont ice in the people of Pennsylvania, 

1 me fea » appeal to t n bold ind direet 
time ‘ t what seemed great pol 1 odds Frequently 
he was a] rently 1 y to step from the field to e1 the 
I he pr d oso earnestly to desire, but fresh ass ts 
drove him 1 into the battle Few active ] Ss extended 

Cl g ( e of time than his, and none included such 

nstant struggle, so ny cases in \ victory was spatched 
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‘ ( QUA hoy lidate for s)« er of 
nd ed lefeating him by defection 
Curtin foree 
NO t of Mr. QwaA‘ early political career has been so much 
I \ od | ction in this speaker 
} and he | rved by h , Opponents with cl 
by: | | ( ! sO personal aggrandizement. 
I} for charges of this character in 
t] | s earl ll of the similar accusations 
ng his long career. It is the universal 
‘ n that notable contest upon each 
¢ and able to give testimony, that Mr. 
Y i liter was straightforward and honor- 
S or J.D kd Cameron, who was in charge of the 
0] Mr. Quay at the time, has frequently explained 
0 d f th ( test, and ¢ lL A. K. MeClure, who 
1 Sen r 2D Y a del te in the State convention 
of the preceding ar that nominint d Gree ral Geary for gover 
I | ritt follow 
lent J \ ! ' ry 
( Li f 
{ j i lk ( 1 \ ) - * 
i ( Wiis i 1 der of 
{ ed to ¢ in Ile 1 sident 
J ] nt to trol i tl Ss 
s nd t t q ion pr m met 
Wal | tic ( ron to ve 1e +o 
1 Adi t } A d t s 
tp nie in Qua roon \ I ony 
tio ynivened Phere was much feeling on the subject and the dis« 
! ery reat embittered QUA W silent until most of those 
| 1 l, when he id, in } ‘t way, * There is 
to d not to 1 e who Administration 
J ! idorsed 1 th convention th it shall be done we will 
nd hold a Republican convention and nominate a_ ticket 
| tion W pted, the not vas Ve and that ended ail 
i ndorsin the National Administration Cameron practically 
of t ‘ ition the t ice his battle with 
( 1 } d nor m \ ( AY sat in 
e ni f the 1 linati itil 1 ly da : 
i t Il lie 1 1 a elect rf 1ot 
( Cal 1 er of the party in the & », but terly 
| 1 p destro 1 Re n ¢ n by 
either t ist or tl Ss! ] ! n. 
j and his ray n vy st t nd 
( n 1 it \ dsb lefeat t t e 
\ R ‘ rty tl vietory + k ‘* © 
< f 1 } S t ifter the tior 
ds i et t w DOSITLY Vv in ted for ple lzed 
t + 4 t tri so sil ely i 
() ed QUAY ‘ 1 from the Curtin 
whe e 1d steadily and logically gravitated into the 
( ld He was the Curtir indidate for speaker of the II . 
a1 le eat tt his tic in a dy that had a ear 
friendly to ¢ t Cameron, who was a masterly ipu 
j he t 1 of Ser t 1 « C‘urtin 
i nittio t the ¢ i ndid QUAY’S 
dos ( tin tot Senat f local 
mr Sen ich Grow rt “Ss 
{ r dele ( ( gy Q phe n 
a r i ¢ eron * * * had attained 
1 1 hye ! I feared t Curtin 
\ ! t 1 it d t ¢ 1 by i wit e DD rats 
[A _ \ S led s 1 . 3 then 
t ( politi aff ‘ i ‘ nt 
i { { 1 be no ostraci f t 
I t S ton d le such prop 
lI >) oO Dp! i rift ) AY 
I n t ( I nd my We all } 1 
( 1, and ¢ 1 was emphatie in tl 1 ira n 
v self t volved 1 It g for t 
S Q n in med that he 1 not e y 
ir ‘ t he w ‘ y at ty to act in } V 
( } it I} ; that Q i l 
\ ( 1 ‘ ‘ the non i ( was ) i 
c } \ 1m ha ' n ] Y 3 
i ~ t « | 1 R Ww oO W T 
( \ ed © \ ent w ( i 
n n \ i f the Ww sir 
‘ tir I 4 T ¢ ( nd 
! y end ( tin pov K in lead in the 
W 1 Grant came into the Presidency he appointed Curtin to 
tl Russian mission With Curtin absent and Cameron in the 
Sent the Curtin organization, once so powerful in the State, 
rradually disintegrated, and the political contre! of the party in 


Pennsylvania passed into the hands of Cameron, with Quay as 
mer utenant. Curtin remained in Russia until 
a had reached home he had publicly ident 
himself with the opposition to Grant’s reelection, and logically 
drifted into the liberal Republican movement, by which he was 
candidate at large for the constitutional ¢ ; 
adopted by the Democrats. Thereafter, however, until 
Curtin’s death, Qt personal friendship with Curtin was 
unabated, and in 1S78, when Curtin was defeated as the Demo- 
eratic candidate for 
personally exerted all the power he could wield to aid Curiin in 
his contest. While Curtin and Cameron remained absolutely 
estranged, QuAY held the position of trusted lieutenant of Cam- 


made its 


and 


mnvention 
AY'S 


Congress and contested the election, QuAY 
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| recent a character to require more than reference. 


FEBRUARY 18, 


eron, but never was forgetful of the debt of gratitude he owed 
to Curtin. 

In IS6S the war of the factions was renewed, and the follow- 
ing the anti-Cameron candidate elected State treas- 
urer. In 1879 the breach was healed, and Hon. John W. Scott 
was elected United States and Robert W. Mackey, 
State treasurer. In 1879 Colonel Quay started the Beaver 
Radical, and issued the first number without a subscriber. This 
pauper was conducted with rare ability and soon fought its way 
to a leading position among the journals of the State, and its 

which were quoted extensively, contributed largely 
toward shaping public sentiment. In the canvass which re- 
sulted in the election of General Hartranft as governor, Col- 
onel Quay was his devoted and unswerving advocate, and ex- 
erted a powerful and controlling influence. Governor Har- 
tranft appointed Colonel Quay secretary of the Commonwealth. 
In this position, which he filled from 1873 to 1878, his experi- 
ence in legislation, his great acquaintance, his knowledge of 
the character of public men, and his quick observation and good 
judgment were of incalculable advantage to the administra- 
tion. He resigned from the secretaryship and was appointed 
recorder of Philadelphia, and this office he likewise resigned 
in January, 1879. In the meantime, as chairman of the State 
committee, he conducted the suecessful campaign of 1878, 
which resulted in the election of Governor Hoyt, who appointed 


winter saw 


Senator, 


OPLIONS, 


him secretary of the Commonwealth. He filled this position 
until October, 1882, when he resigned. In November, 1885, he 


was elected State treasurer by the largest majority given, up to 
that date, to a candidate for that office, resigning in Septem- 
ber, 1SS7. On January 18, 1887, he was elected United States 
Senator for the term ending March 38, 1893, and reelected at 
the expiration of his term. 

Near the close of the legislature of 1895 it developed that a 
strong combination had been formed for the purpose of contest- 
ing the leadership of Senator Quay in the Republican party of 
the State. Composing the combination were: The governor of 
Pennsylvania, the mayor of Philadelphia, and the then leaders 
of the Republican organization in Philadelphia, the Republican 
organization in Pittsburg, and many potent corporate influences 
throughout the State. An effort was made to capture the Repub- 
lican State organization by controlling the convention of 1895. 
This was to be followed by the control of the State delegation to 
the national convention in 1896. It was Iate in June when the 
open rupture occurred. The combination announced that it 
would support Bank Commissioner B. F. for State 
chairman. Senator Quay, in characteristic manner, joined is- 
and immediately announced himself for chairman of the 


Gilkeson 


sue 


State committee in opposition to Mr. Gilkeson. He took per- 
sonal charge of the battle, which was waged until the con- 
vention in August, and when the convention met he had a 


sofe majority of the delegates. The factional warfare contin- 


ued with great bitterness until after the close of the legisla- 
ture of 1901. In 1898S those who hoped to compass his defeat 
for reelection to the Senate with that end in view brought a 


prosecution on the charge of having conspired with other per- 
sons to use State funds for private purposes. After full trial 
he was acquitted. Before the conclusion of the trial the 
Pennsylvania legislature of 1899 had adjourned without accom- 
plishing a senatorial election. 

Senator Quay’s second term in the Senate expired on March 
3, 1899. The legislature of Vennsylvania met on the first 
Tuesday of January of the same year. In joint caucus several 
candidates were voted for, but Senator Quay received 98 out of 
the 109 Republican votes present, and was unanimously declared 
the caucus nominee of the Republican party. The 
proceeded to ballot for a United States Senator on the third 
‘Tuesday of January, 1899, and continued to ballot each day 
until the legislature adjourned on the 20th day of April, as re- 
quired by a resolution of adjournment. None of the candidates 
received a majority of the votes cast, and no election resulted. 
On the first ballot taken in the joint assembly, Quay, Republi- 
can, received 112 votes; Jenks, Democrat, S82; leaving seattering 
and absent, 60. On account of members and senators absent and 
not sworn in, it required 126 votes to make the majority neces- 
sary to elect. Seventy-nine ballots were taken when the legisla 
ture adjourned sine die, and on the following day, the legislature 
having adjourned and a vacancy in the office of United States 
Senator existing by reason of the failure of the legislature to 
elect, the governor of Pennsylvania, believing that the State was 
entitled to full representation in the Senate, appointed Mr. Quay 
to fill the vacancy until the next meeting of the legislature. The 
validity of this appointment was called into question in the 
Senate and passed upon adversely by a majority of one. 

The facts in the case and the questions involved are of too 
The ques- 


legisliture 
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The tariff in Pennsylvania has always been the paramount 
ue. It has kept the State without faltering on a single occa- 
m in the Republican column when National issues were in 
volved. With her extensive domain and her boundless natural 
rees, Pennsylvania is precminently the beneficiary of the 
tective tariff svstem. Senator Quay voiced the sentiment 


of the people of Pennsylvania in his speech at Phoenixville, on 














October 27, 1000, when he said: 
i i vania is honest Iler people are honest Iler officials are 
And of ll th nion of tes, Vennsylvania is the fairest 
t i d ti I eg ligent and the best governed. No 
S Union has so t ‘noand grown in population and 
! he under the vernument of the last twenry-live year 
1ds, mines, furnaces, on works, steel works, and factories in 
s numbers have been added to our producers of wealth Within 
! since 1896, 450,000 men have been added to the roll @f paid 
Pennsylvania ; union of States were dissolved, Pennsy 
ould 1 1 nation unto herself. © of her own 
she « d f her prosperity. 1e could place in the 
i and clot ‘ Sist an arm ; e-quarter of a million 
! S! ould own shipy r own navy, plate her 
from her own armor plants, arm them with guns from her own 
rt fact and d them out on the Atlantic and the Great Lak: 
| indust he could levy tribute on all her sister States and 
all fo ntri¢ I ud there is not a drop of blood 
vei I Pen vania blood two centuries old I thank 
{ al Pen ul 
rh tariff bill was passed in the Fifty-first Congress, 
3) ng features was the levying of a duty of S2S per 
n on steel rails, which duty built up our great steel-rail indus 
{1") Fhe whole scope and intention of the tariff act of ISTO 
( most friendly to the American industries, and the conse 
uences of this legislation were of immense value and of fai 
eaching importance. The tariff act of ISTO detinitely fixed 


the revenue policy of the Republican party in time of peace on 
protectionist lines, and it was a strong bulwark of defense for 
the industries of Pennsylvania and of the 

*¥ l Veal ‘> followil ; the panie of ] 3 


it material change for thirteen years 


ntry during the 
vas in force with 
ISS3-—when it 





\ succeeded by the tariff act of that year, a measure of pro 
tection framed on the lines of the Schenck bill, but lacking in 
metry and bearing marks of haste on every page. In the 
itime, however, there had been two important tariff de 
| sin IS72 and 1873, and one vigorous attempt to repeal the 
whole legislation of ISTO. The Wood tariff bill of IST7S gave 
the manufacturers of the country great anxiety, but after a 
¢ discussion it was defeated upon the motion of General But- 
er to strike out the enacting clause, the vote being 154 yeas ta 
1 nay 1 vot to strike out Ilon. Samuel J 
Rand | Ol i ] 1 \\ > sp ker of 1] } Lovtise t the 
t ‘ A deter! 1 effort to reduce the steel-rail duty to S10 


ner ton was made in ISSO, through the Covert bill. but this 








easure was beaten in the Ways and Means Committee, That 

as a critical time fol steel-rail industry. 

Soon after the passage of the tariff act of ISS5 a vig us 

vitation begun fo epeal. In 1884 Mr. Morrison intro- 
duced in the Ilouse his “ horizontal re tion’ tariff bill, which 
led to a long debate, resulting in the defeat of the bill upon the 


motion of Mr. Converse (Democrat) to strike out the cnacting 
ndall and 39 other Democrats voting with Mr. 





Convers Ilouse was Democratic by a large majority. 
Phe vote was 159 to strike out and 155 to sustain the bill In 
November of that year Mr. Cleveland was elected to the 11 

dency. In his first annual message to Congress in December, 


ISS5, he recommended a general reduction of duties; and early 

ISSG Mr. Morrison introduced another bill to revise and 
educe the tariff. This bill was also defeated, the louse, 
Which was again Democratic by a large majority, refusing even 
io consider it, the vote being 140 yeas to 157 nays, Mr. Randall 
and 34 other Democrats voting to kill the bill. For this reason 
Mr. Cleveland never forgave Mr. Randall. In his next annual 
message, in December, 1886, Mr. Cleveland again recommended 
i. reduction of duties, and in the same month Mr. Morrison 
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‘ n brought for rd his tariff bill of the preceding long ses the past twenty-five y ( 
. Congress ng refused to sider it, the vote being | The beyond i 
14 veas to 154 nays, Mr. Randall and 25 othe Demoe! the « trie ‘ 
ve y n tl hecatlve That was. the virtual end of tariff ‘ 
‘ tation n that Congress ‘ ! ss 
J Mr. Cleve id adhered to his dete 1 l his l 
1! eSssice n December, ISST, 1 again recor led t . t | 
reduction of duties Ilis message marked a more rad l ad l ’ ‘ 
\ by M Cleve | ward free trade than ny of his Ss ois threate ] | t 
p us ut es on the t t ques n, and it ala ed tl Line > f \ 
ci I J I SSS, M Mills, of Texas, became tl 1 [dine 
: n of the new Ways and Means Committee, the Hous« end tful s , 
y eing Democratic, and on March 1 he submitted his now his p V has beer | I 
i s tariff bill before aft vote upon its merits had bee by the dai 
tal Mr. Cley dw 1] ed at St. Louis 1 Jul for s of ¢ | 
S lt upon latfo spe enlly indorsing the M ‘ ’ : 
| In the same nth General Tlarrison was nom ted in ny hard | o 4 
( ro for the Presidency, upon a platform in which the Mills lest ng hand ) ‘ 
| was indorsed by name. On Jt 1 the M bill passe eft of Welle th QUA 
the Ilouse by a vote of 162 veas to 149 nays Only four Dx , tries of Pe S 
C1 oted ag st it Mr. | lall would also have recorded his \\ en or QuA 
\ L st t hill if he had not been too ill to b his sezt ‘ 
I r lf of the Republ I ritv in the Senate substitute s e that lh 
av Mills bill rt red and submitted Both bills wer ‘ . sc] | 
fully d ct he Senate, on the stump Wi in the me } ince to s ‘ ‘ r 
ye du ti rema lt of the Presidential ca ’ nn Lite | 1’ S) I 
i SI tute ? 354 hodyv on Januant P97 IND < * m7 ‘ ¢ | ‘ 
vote of 32 ve to 20 nays. It was never considered by the f wit early ¢ \ 
Tlouse rhe Mills bill was, however, dead In the meant Wol f history dy ‘ \ 
Mr. Cleveland had been de ted for tl Presidency by Close 1] | ft { tard f 
vote, the prin l le being t t fi estion as expressed to the d of ] | 
the two bills referred to ( I ! . | 
It was in tl C1 ore so f rht with portant conse h knowleds ‘ » N ( \ 
qi s to the it es of the country, that Senator Quay ( \ { \ 
first took up h ctive work in uphold our protect worlic cl ) ent f { ‘ ( 
s fter the nomination of General Harrison, in Ju ISSS, | Was I 
Senator Quay, who had entered the Senate in March, 1887 het] there ’ 
wl whose reputation a wise political manager had preceded | t s to ! 
l was made chairman of the Republi 1 National ¢ q ed y t 
Inittee The task set for him was the election of General | was not esj. | 
Harrison and a Republican ITTouse of Representative He | literature \\ wich rm 
ecomplished both of these objects. 'The count rang with | the w S \\ S 
his praises. Everybody conceded that without his skillful lead Telloy Of the « 
ership the battle for protection would have been lost, for New | w ever ready to take t hie 1] 1) 
York, the pivotal State, was carried for Harrison by only about | Goethe, S nd S ‘ | 
13,000 plurality. If Mr. Cleveland and a Democratie House | have been wit ! le 
had been elected, the Milis bill would have been indorsed, and | dor rt ) to 
i t n on free-trade lines would have ¢o1 led M ] 
Cl Ll had eady ] t v destroyed the protect \I ) 
( t in 1 OWN |] 1 Randall was on 1 leathbed ec 
L} | ! s election nder S r QUA lership, put 1 
| four ye to ee-trade | ‘ s 1 
\s a I" of the Repu » success in ISSS, ¢] ‘ 
Tlouse f Represe { es, when t met 1 Dece! ( ISSO, 1 \ | 
dert the re 1 of the t ( ISS3, on the of tl 
S t for the M rhis revision subs 
] \ he Melk ev tariff bill It } d the I ‘ f 
‘ \} °1. 1890, by a vote of 164 yeas to 142 1 It } | = 5 
the S . ember 10 by a yote of 40 ye to 291 ‘ 
Phe Se te had 1 le | ; 1 the Mchk ‘ | 1 I 
S O ¢ CSO « ‘ mist reducing duties, but ! 
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| I> es held a ¢ e eastern Di 1 of his ancestral relationship with 
that t \ { { 
| d W he I No er, J hie ed a des he had often ex 
thr ( 1, to visit the D ! id attend their a il 
) ead of f : d e at Dewe l gcreatly i I ed with 
e inside of ‘ cere hile Qn this ocecen n Mr. QuA Wii Was recog 
| 1 on horse ( t 1 by the D vires n Indian, was elected war chief of 
to be the fastest 1 ( das such he w ever be known by that people 
I ed about So,0O0, ] ry Ol \ ton his return from the Indian ‘4 is 
\ I c yi Tlie \ me { LJUAY 1 th ! had been through the wa d 
e t] rds, and the white ‘ perienced 1 iV solel occasions, and nothing had ever 
I I res could not re ! him as being as emn and sincere as the actions of 
| went, not a 1 e, but : the Deliware Indians at this dance, and that he felt as proud 
thie 1 t fhe f the honors conferred upon him by the Delaware Indians as 
1 | es of tl 4 i rm he had ever held, and that this office was 
nd the f gon ‘ ed up him with y and love, and without y 
‘ ; iL] ef t or solic ition on his 
\ I { vy « Regarding the calumn and detraction frequently leveled 
es of 1 Ca ell as the Republican party, he ive charae- 
( 1 Stic ¢ ESS on everal oO al In his Phoen eC 
\ { 1 ] sald of those po ed with such a distorted \ a 
‘ ! ( ' 
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1 iS < | I 1 hR ibli I t\ ili ) ’ 
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} 1 eas pare : ; ‘ ; 
( e N nt Or \ 
| — ~~ 
( | eri 1) re Lite 1 t I on \V 1 to ] 1 ove \ i to 
| » M QUA d he | { 
In the same conn ni tor Quay said, in a speech deliy- 
. . tions were attem] 1) ered at Lewisburg in the same campaigt 
( nd the Cherokees, an ¢ t can always 1 re the 1 y and sine of a man by the 
the D res of much of the land w! ty with w t the world traducing the } ty 
Yo ( mer 2. * * 'Thes e the n who 
| ed nd wl 1 they had paid f , : 2 man } 1 
} I i 1 re re l 
eement of IS67T with the Cherokee { n ) en ) of ré erect 
! i at | t to s \ kr minist nd knee! in Pennsyl i at 
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of t thre the Court of Claims and 1 ] i I rm 1 
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( 1 i] i ( | ttentive tO i r tO SE ve i vanity t } ’ II t! ‘ t t 
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d : ind ay ! ry ‘ 2 |W y too 
ested in t case | al tors I 1 Iam! er 4 tho 
ef ‘ I ‘ Indian bl ] Ile stated to ! t t 1 lbead e for monop 
I . } ove p ar — nl i: 7 ‘ ‘ I In { t I sl} 1 in \ 
() 1 rried an Ind l : Se tee ee 
‘ \\ a Nucl Tine ber of { ! ( ! I ec ft erie with the b 
) ( 1 +} t time My ) ; . i : 
end the Indiar Iie deprecated the fashion ¢ 
} re | | e the De decry the malfeasatr and abuse 
( vania, and he had ust ] o 
t h ‘ SS e in tl lk of wl 
( { |) dt { ) ! { active part pant tor so ] I 
een redu I Pennsylvania has aly bor 
ca of c¢l { i f« public edueatior The pul 
t here thi l lived 1 ed early t! ] v of tl State under the leadership 
h valle f the Cherokee } of Thad ; Stevens 1 the State has with every vear made 
| ni ' } r for t] ' t } {hha } tfey fs } 
I ( I ‘ en yy proy on Tot Ipport and 1 Dette! nt of pup 
¥ ‘ i the ¢ rt of Cl rl { edueation The constitution of the State requires that a 
t the Gove t t Ul ‘ eunt of S1.000.000 shall be muall ippropriated 
iM) ( I ful settleme t of hie suppo t of the « } 1 school For many ve s this 
{ 1 Stat lastly, the 1 of 1 been great exceeded ntil at the present time the State 
( their im} ( ( ( Pennsvl 1 Dt { more money for the suppo ot 
CO mon | ‘ pl ‘ 3’ school thre re li ls hoo Line 
\I ( f 1 of the De ce y superinte: and the depart nt of publ nsth 
{ tribes IIe 1 t Ol n othe Wo! for educational put es, 1 cull 
. . { \ York Indians. the s rs ‘ | . thre 1 amount, and a much 
{ ! 1 Vv ot I] larger percentage of the 1 il revenue than anv other State, 
d be 1 inted over 6£ per cent of the t l revenu of the State of Pennsyl- 
ry aid to memby ( Vania being devoted to edt nal purposes 
\ s never, h evel The tax system of Ve \ nia is looked upon by students of 
ed 1) t to Canada he caused to | taxation and political ¢ lie 1 model stem of State 
‘ ‘ { ‘ ] { n Village enlled VPierrs taxation As the result of « I ued ; tation in the S te oon 
\ ) ( ( la evidence of his friendship i the part of tax reformers and the various associations of 
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e to the S te if was my ] lege to le s- 
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defeat and | ray n the Senate. Senator Quay was | tory is writt l 
apn ( 1 governor to tl va icy, and the < test | tl but 
wis 1 to this body, w there was a wide difference | give 1 ] ef 1 
ot nas to the co utional 1 t of the gove1 to ay things wl 
point under the cir ances. It ¢ y ( arent tl I y to 
the vote would be close, | \ it | had former cas d ed S r AM . 
tale stro ground ns h ht tin unde! l . ‘e 
8) ir cond ns Ne r QUA did not se { iV Suppo! \ et 
and I spoke 1 voted against | Ivy vote w l ve gi | Q 
h the seat i lik ally I si pect d that he tht sl Vs I ed » i 
re tment Subseque he w elected { when he te I 1 t ig I 
his seat he do s 1 to say tl t hold Se } hs | = 1 i | | 
did 1 V act vas € ely onsistent lp ) i t t ine ] 1 I of | 
i 1 find no fault whatever with it | t wv ! teris f g to } 
of t man, and the incident y ned my alte n for | l ner 
Senator QUAY was a scholar and a student He had a cho was true. That 
library, and his books were Ss consta co ms, IH that he never f 
knowledge was broad and comprehensive, his ideas well 1 I ed, his 
tured, and his conclusions on i! taunt mat s irked o \ vy fur ss 
With a care and precision that 1 le his advoeaev « ny cause } 1 make 
quite potential. We all remember, in the last ¢ ss, at S yr Quay at { 
time when a fatal disease was d ry its deadiy wo! how ¢ the s e of 1 { 
nestly he labored for the passage of the statehood bill d hoy { n. Just af ‘ 
philosophically he accepted vhen it 1 me ¢ le that the |} of | 
a vote could not be secured. w that it was a grie d \ f t Will 
appointment to him, but li lly learned the lesson of b { t i] 
ing to the inevitable, and he accepted the result without sisted t t M 0 y 
lind or bitterness, ‘ 
tor Quay had a kind heart, and his sympathies w t out ted to } 
to the poor and alflicted of earth. His interest the It nd « 1 its 1 
tribes of the country was sublime. One of the last services | he § Mississ 
pel ined in the Senate w to make uiching and pow l 5 re l 
appeal in support of some matter of lation that ected t ( l e | ‘ 
init ( Ss Oo ertain In is Llis t te nowledg { ‘ wis Ve! Ni 
le tion of ¢ gress regarding the Indian tribes « { i ts 
to eak wit] uthority, and his s in tl | cond | 
I y e\ 1 \ he ld 1 ) 
Senator QUAY was a modest man. He never | ed of | h tl ' ‘ 
ac] lit t \ ! ive nd ( S oF si) i so ] } +) 
e\ entioned 1 that he had served the Al : 
id of his Stat his honors with becor g li f ) 
1 ips the gre litical general of his day, h ld f 
ev alluded t p n the field of pra f 3 1 os 
Quiet, retiring, and undemonstrative did his d WV ( 
W it the mm and bluster that s men s ; a Mi 
p! itention to the | S le ed | 
th . d true to his convict s i true t f f S 
m f indomitable will, of resolute se id of f ‘ . ( 
f of ¢ r C] Ile did not est ipe calumny and 
but l ( buse \ ‘ , 
ul ] l he i ed (} ’ a T ‘ { { l } 
Dp e of his State would uphold d vind » him { | obset 1 
never failed to do. Pet t he was not d pe tion | ! seal 
not claim, but those of us who knew ! 1 l « 1 . 
his true worth, and were ] 1d of | - < ; Vat 
M Ire 1 iT, the cn ae { » | W 
pu ] if VW s ever SO ul ed Ss \ s me ’ () \ 1 ~ ‘ 1 
tion of the publie press foll ng | with bitter d t t ] 
to | : ‘ ( rhing th esh cove} © f his ef e ; 4 
il 1 org ¢ the philosophy of E t Hubb t | : 
a ve is life and hate is death W ean en ‘ \ ; i ( 
s r that been uttered st h S rey | ) ( 
a tied after his life had ebbed away. I ring the 
th the s 
NO! 1 < n 5 , 
and ting the teachings of Him who in His own 1 S 3 WHO” 
ti thi <sed doctrine of love 1 f veness, he 0 mn 
sur » | ’ With a V \ ss and bit ess s we if 
din our history. But notwithstanding t t] this effort 
of | Stat nad the en with w he served this 1 \ put 
i mf Ss \ l f ve ] »>h S ~ 
, tor new l la full 1 f t en 
] nd <i s that come to all 1 n pu life ™ « 
f y look er » interests of their « uents. H 
. : “ ‘ ‘ ; Bert nd ; 1 I e t 
strength 1 Land 1 es grew | ould well be s I 
h GC + 4 ¢ t é 
‘ \ HIANSBROUGH \ 
And l l rs bi 
rl 5 
\! McLAURIN Mr. P lent. between the tw Anat of t \f 
bir nd death the history of t S mad Eve ! 


tl . iryer ‘ , 1 1) ] } 
Me iUadstis Ol, ail Aliclint » Als VU 


wh history. How that life’s h 
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‘ i 
Is t l 
' 4 \T I’ 14 e ] V4 erse form the dist “ =}) 
lee oO bv » lead t hie hier teris 
‘ t eve of p { 1 statesman 
«| it t he execlled 
mg these parallel | 
Lhw je uS rivals, can not end 
e with Mr. Oua eXte led ovel \ 
I first saw h wil con 
} ) nye Ove the OL Tee 1 
» 1 of the Penns, dele 
ered to on roll cull Phe ce t 
1 < ‘ ie’ by veas and nay 
ce C7 ed the instructions of the S ‘ 
{ t | } I Mit ‘) Ay ( 
{ oul hot go lo another co ( 
did 
| ( 5] 4 OT 1) rtv ores; n | | 
Oo ! t , Possessing rare ge 
! l ul I nd tru 
‘ ‘ ol I l i ( 1 i 
, ISLUT'¢ 1 ri ( L ¢ 
fol dl ryan ey in the ge t In 
‘ iwi ly ( na 1 eSLLOT Were ) oo 
( | he assisted in fe Hating party p 
isa er he had no superior Ilis str 
( df re hal phe Lie l nowledge oO 
Lunn ambition ed in politics, were to him as. the 
1 7 io to Paderewsk Did he ] Upo 
t motive of ambitious men? Undoubtedly 0 
! Clist {1 ! With them, but rather with the 
Ont : fae 7 ul result of bringing hem 
‘ rd In | t best parl hel I . 
Whom they had been selected, wielde« 
e ( ‘ were a Ws heard each in his resp 
miot e so ] \ ind at the OPPOrtule 
t a e int most ir tant delegatie 
ention had adjourned the rank and file appian 
’ Wol f was at once apparent that 
lL most ay e men in thre party had been me 
\ t before the tumult of the great gathering | 
1 tl mdest polit 1 philosophic out of whose bi pia 
1 been achieved, was complacently dallying w 
of the lakes an - the cooling woods of Maine, evol 
) I \ 1 Nove 
| history will ju t hi SNK n so often made that 
] I ’ ed their si COS n ISSS to the | rb “ 
' Lyle ll, of Mr. Quay Only the unfoer bell 
on of the Pre \ l candidate he favors 
\I 1 conven ) prevented a Republican victor 
\I tances of this cl ter howing his 
le ld of p sim polities, might be cited. For 
! ie ra ‘ \ L by iw 1¢ lie t ot }? { 
| ‘ sf ul ude of en who d ot | 
} t of ) a rte 13 few du 
\ OSS to ¢] fy, he w Inisrepresented 
| | tured u 1 thoughtl !) ‘ those y I 
Without knowing or « eto \ ivt 
‘ I s STO THe \ ! CS ‘ 
] ‘ { ( ‘ ( I i\ he (LIST'¢ tl iv © | 
e he did me Su et thy le tl v 
d ed tl theore l Lo whoas the party o1 
re hide Ss ( I how nh the pore 
e ¢ ( S| d Sst ly ve OL 1 ho ne tO | 
t] occupy here through the ma ery Of | yj 
| the less true of our predecessors and our ik 
c e other end of the Capitol It will be true t 
oul | their successors It has been so as to all our Tre 
dent Underlying and serving as the motive power of. tl 
I | e certain fixed political principles, and yet n 
who has succeeded to place through the agency of this 
ec} { rest his claim to distinction wholly 1} 
his adherence to party tenets, entirely apart from the intl ( 
Ww | } hold parts eri at s together. When a oman pro 
c] tliit » will ept an office if it comes to him unencu 
I | edge or pre e, the world applauds, as it has a right 


to do, for here sa lhe self-crowned though he be And vet 


{ but ot Way \ h this exceptional candidate | 
si 1 suving that he is “in the hands of his friends 
\\ e these frie s? None other than those who must o1 
‘ uccess, und this organization is the party machine, 
n e perhaps, and surely no better than the one that pre 
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ceded it. 


But, while party organization endures, dyspeptics 
ii misanthropes will complain about what they offensively 
term the “ machine,” and how true it is that 
On eagle's wings immortal scandals fly, 
While virtuous actions are but born and die 
Mr. Quay rarely indulged in speechmaking. He belonged 
to that class of men, small in number though distinguished in 
deeds, who proceed upon the theory that in silence there is 
<dom. It was in action that he was strongest. And vet, 
re speech became a prerequisite to action, he did not fail, 
His public utterances during all the years he was a member 
of this body cover but few pages of the Recorp. Yet in that 
eno great questions were determined without the aid of his 
dyice. During the period of his political activity he labored 
essuntly for the success of the party in whose principles he 
eved, and in his own State his leadership, never successfully 
chatlenged, was acquiesced in and encouraged by the many dis- 
vuished men whose combined wisdom has brought renown 

















Pennsylvania. Ifis title to the place of leader in his own 
State can be easily traced. It was based upon a complete 
iowledge of public affairs and a simple purpose to better the 
condit romote the happiness of a vast constituency. 
We tind of this fact in an address delivered by Mr. 
QUAY te e League of Republican Clubs, May 14, 1901, at 

| cle the course of which he said: 
nee the Republican party came into power the State govern 
n Wisely and econon tlivy administered idministered, in 
1, wit 1 economy Which, in view of our population, wealth, ter- 
m ipplic indust manutactures, mines, oil production, 

ids, and canals, seems almost parsimony. 

When the Republican party came into power in Pennsylvania the 
Q te debt approxi ted $40,000,000. now it is less than $1,000,000, 
| n tl annual interest charge was twice the amount of the total 
debt and annual interest to-day Then all lands were taxed for State 
purposes $ now they are exempt Then horses, cattle, carriage 

Ss, 0 | a professior were taxed for State purposes; 
{ ire exempt. and in the meantime $10,500,000 } ve been spent 
’ 1 s lie orphan Phese taxes repealed have not been 
1 by { m individual 
nual appropriation for common schools has 
ad fre 1 SHOOLOOO to $5 500.0 mM) Since then the lnrge reve 
ad ved fro ‘ rv licens¢ have been diverted a V 
1 State to the treasuries of the counties and muni s 
} ! Wi yupelled to maintain its own indigent insane ; 
‘ half the burden rhe rey ed taxes have been 
the revenues derived from moneys interest, three-fourths 
which is returned to 1 counties, and by iposing additional bur 
corporation It is proper also to allude to the fact t t 
i Repu in | ty came into power laws for the protection of 
were alimost unknown Now their catalogue is too long for gq 
" 


Mir. President, to have been, during most of the period in 
\\ h these important events occurred, the leader of a political 
reanization so closely identified in policy and aspiration with 


licient and a lasting monument to any man. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, MATTHEW STANLEY QUAY 


\ hairked character. Ile excelled in those qualities which 
Henge admiration and inspire love and affection. Ile was 

ly elevated by the votes of the people to prominent 

places in the great State of Pennsylvania for more than half a 
century. dle was a friend of the people, and in return the peo 
were his friends. Tle entered without flinching into many 
contests with the most formidable political combinations in his 
State. Ie was fearless in his contentions against wrong: he 


s generous and kindly in his intercourse with the weak. 
Although IT knew he was a dominant force in Pennsylvania, my 


] it" onal acquaintance With him commenced after he became 
lonited State Senator in ISS7. We were both members of the 


Committee on Claims. Te displaved remarkable patience, in- 
dustry, a do oan intuitive sense of justice Without the slightest 


I oon found that he was a man of remarkable will power; 
that h lI things. Although a scholar and 
ister of » Een h language, he never atteinpted to gain 
itt ‘wrote to express ideas and not 

or thy publie with literary rainbows. 





During the first session of Congress in which we served. to- 
ther IT met a poorly clad, sickly old woman selling flowers. 

listressed condition attracted my attention. I stopped and 
ive her a quarter of a dollar. She said to me: 

‘You are good; you are almost as good as that man over 
there,” pointing to Senator Quay, who was walking on the oppo 
site side of the street. I inquired of her: ** What did he do for 

uy” She replied: “ W&gives me a little money every time he 
nd if it had not been for him I should have 
starved to death. IT pray for him every night 
This little instance gave me some insight into the character of 
iuitor Quay. There was hardly a month during the time he 
was in the Senate that I did not learn from the poor and dis 
tressed of similar charities by him. What he did in that line, 





comes along. a 


s 


a 








2 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. FEBRUARY 18 


’ 















f Nez Perce, Senator Quay offered to pay | not ready to render in behalf of his country and his countrymen. 

1 | ( fo his own je ket, but Hill happel 1 to VV hie rever duty enlled he was ready to £<o, 

0] his own expenses and did not accept I had but little personal acquaintance with Senator Quay 
prior to my entrance to the Senate. I can never forget the 
care only af of the many instances of this | kindly and helpful personal interest he manifested when I came 
| pel bout here, unfamiliar with the important duties and the great re- 
| ( rved with him on this | sponsibilities which rest upon a Senator. For years we were 
A SAAR that he is no more with us T know | as ated upon one of the most important committees of this 
it sur deliberations there, and that his | Chamber, and in the consideration of the questions which came 
to eC indu es 1 n the deter herore it he was actuated by but one motive, and that was to 
= que Oils hich cont Ht us promote in the fullest possible degree the public interest. He 
i as an enemy h lw was inspired by no other thought in the discharge of his duties 

I doubt if anyone who has served his coun- | than the advancement of the welfare of his countrymen. 
‘ ( ru last qu or a cen could Scnator Quay rarely engaged in debate, but when he spoke, 
igh his personality as he. he spoke pointedly and clearly, Ife had the power of luminous 
S tru d reliable He w qu to give &@) and compact statement. His utterances were not embellished 
I i ed in its performance. Ie would make ; With those graces which the skilled orator employs to fascinate 
1 While the case was be ~ stated and was ready | and fix the attention of his auditors. As a rule, he spoke only 
: Mis a) binding, and if the request | when necessity required, and in the discharge of some duty 

‘i | erred by irien s Always a pledge of assistance, if | especially imposed upon him by his committee assignments. 
' a n which rendered h SSISta tit}? Ife was diligent, painstaking, and earnest in his committees 
i Pratl 5 ited why he could not aid His | service, that service which is beyond the reach of the public eye, 
I re a I We | Ligue nd wonderful charm | and which sso essential in the proper discharge of the business 
nirce OF his great power of this great body. No important measure promotive of the 
QUAY was a student and possessed of much literary public welfare stands to his personal credit, yet he contributed 
lee 1 had a p of great problems o iis full share to the enactment of laws and the establishment of 
; is sought and followed by the gre G mlicies which conserve the publie interest. Legislation am 
I love to think of him, however, and shall alway publie policies are largely the fruit of many minds, the compos: 
m, as an ideal of what a kind and symipathe ane te reflection and mature judgment of many statesmen cooperat: 
true friend should b | ing to a common end. Tle made his just contribution to the 
}inenrsures which engaged the attention of the Senate during his 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, we again pause to pay our membership here. 

Ul e to tl memory of a friend and coworker in the public liis most distinetive and effective service was in behalf of 
Vacs \s the years pass we are forcibly reminded of the | the protective tariff. Representing a State vitally interested 
requency of this sad and loving office, If the roll of those who | in protection, he became an intelligent student and effective 

laid down their earthly responsibilities during the ¢om- | adyocate of that great economic policy. He made himself ong 

| tively few years of my presence in this exalted Chamber | of the masters of the subject, particularly as it bore upon th 
were to be called, it would be a long and notable one, Another | jyanifold interests of his Commonwealth. 

been added to that distinguished list, and we ar He was a man of fine literary tastes. Ife was a lover of goog 

do it honor, Upon the morrow we shall meet to record | pooks and made himself familiar with them. The atmosphere 

{ ng of some other coadjutor, but who it will be is | of the library was congenial to him. His books were his che!e 

KI 1 only to the All-wise. We know only this, and that is | est companions and he loved to dwell in their fellowship. But 

the hari f death is unending. a few days before the final summons came he requested to be 
. MATTHI STANLEY QUAY was essentially self-made, | taken into his library for the last time. His wish was granted 

rm ho most impress themselves upon their times. He nd he glanced through the choicest volumes and parted with 
O to neither wealth nor station. Ile came from the mod them as with friends of many years. 
of a Presbyterian minister; a home pervaded by : Mr. President, our friend has left us a legacy of many kind 
nerous, Wholesome, religious, and patriotie spirit; a frus: nd generous deeds, which we shall hold forever in grateful re 
sl home, where love of God, love of neighbor, and love of country membrance, 

was inculeated, where self-reliance was taught. 

Senmutor Quay was a political general of extraordinary capac Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, it is diffienlt to speak satis- 
Ile was one of thi a asterful political leaders of his netorily about Senator Quay. Pretty nearly everybody knew 

a Me was the undisputed leader of his party in the great} him in a general way, but hardly anybody, so far as my knowl 

of Pennsylvania tor more than a quarter of a century. | edge goes, knew him intimately. He was a unique and much 

He also held a place of commanding influence in the national | misunderstood personality, who had all kinds of experiences in 

of his party. He was once intrusted with the leader- | jis public career. He had unusual success, but it was attended 

( national campaign. The result was success, due in | with some of the sorest and severest trials. Ie had legions of 

easure to his superb generalship. Ile was adroit in map friends and devoted supporters and admirers, but he also had 

out and executing his political campaigns. Ie drew about | hitter enemies, who unrelentingly opposed him while living and 

whose loyal purpose he had faith and in whose ca bitterly defamed him when he died. Only extravagant praise 

y to execute his plans he had the utmost confidence. He | would be regarded as just by his enthusiastic friends, while any 

exacted the most loyal allegiance and repaid devotion with his | eulogy will probably be regarded by his enemies as insincere and 
own elity He was a man who had in full degree the faculty | ynmerited. 

of 1 ing and holding fr ds. ‘They stood by him under all However this may be, I can speak of him only as he was 
conditions, in sunshine and in shadow. He verily bound then known to me in the long yet limited acquaintance I had with 
to } 1as with lOOps Ol steel him. According to this knowledge his friends probably over 

Ile was a man of rare self-control. Amidst the storm he was | estimated him in some respects, as certainly his enemies grossly 
moving with almost resistless power to the accomplish underestimated him in many. He was largely known only as a 

of his purpose. He fought many sharply contested | political leader, but those of us who were better acquainted with 
battles. Ile received and gave many hard blows, and | him knew he possessed the qualities of statesmanship in a high 

to some he seemed indifferent to criticism, but there were few | degree. Many knew of him only as captain in the tempestuous 
with more deeply sensitive natures than his. He had a} strife of party politics, but those of us who were associated with 

lie hich was easily touched. He cherished in full measure |} jim: here knew him also as a man of the gentlest nature, as a 
e good opinion of his fellows and was deeply grieved when he | devoted student of literature, as a man of scholarly attain- 

the approval of a friend. |} ments, with corresponding culture and refinement. 
Senator Quay testified his loyalty to his country in that hour Many who knew him only as the great leader of a great party 

\\ 1 put lovalty to the highest test. He was a believer in the | in a great State, largely in the public eye because of his reta- 
\ e of our institutions, and when the National Union was in | tion to turbulent contests, never imagined that he was yet one of 
peril he promptly entered the military service of the Gover! the most silent, quiet, modest, patient, and unassuming of men. 


ment. Ife met all of the arduous demands made upon him with | It is impossible to comprehend his apparently many-sided ebar- 
te ent and firm resolution. Ile demonstrated at all times | acter without recalling his whole life, and in that way the early 

his bil tv as an organizer. By gallantry displayed on the field | influences that operated to mold his character and make him 

< brit le. he won and received from the Congress of the United What he was. 

States a medal of honor. There was no service which he was | As the son of a Presby 


\ 
i . 


terian minister, he was born into a lit- 
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‘ spl ( nad his « est years was sul led by services S 
l 1 ed e, who appl ited edt 
lite 1 ‘ s lie had an unusual t ( : : 
S iv ( 1S | tious in the equire of ! the ve 
ed ‘ \t t \ 17 he was gradu t $ s 1 
s 1 Jeffers ( re After leaving ¢« ‘ : 
years he « | s to 1, teaching, and lectu thus 
f o Q oy 4 use ] ’ of it. the ed ! 
had received Returl x to VPennsyly i. he engaged i Mr. CLARK of W \ 
] ( e 4 Li¢ \W iit t] I r tl A ‘ 1 I = ( \I _ 
rr the pr ‘ it ot tl | ) ie 
\ soldier he was so distinguished for bravery 1 ¢ t . 
( y tl t he f I ly itt ected th tel I I Ce GOVE 
( his Stat \ ) Ly ] to pos ms of trus iu 
1 where he idl ortunity to beco! ju ed with t! | ( ‘ 
f his State which, 1 I L strides, vor be ‘ t ted 1 
( wledged leader As such h is sent to the S te, | 1 i} ‘ ( 
here tf many years le ntained a cons lous position d | flect « t { 
t ted a co nding influence t 1, the ¢ 
I mere suggestiol f such a eareer is enough to show ft t dl ecesses | d tf 
he possessed unusu itellectua!l endowment, but this is that the full ‘ 
t vm est when it is recalled that he had no adve { 
{ . d to success Ile was small in stature, ight in weigl ( ul 
d not impressive o1 posing In appearances Lie de no pre iC 1S ] 
tensions to o sel po n pul and possessed | the ( al \\ 
‘ the « rms 1 fascil ns that so freauentlyv 1 had ‘ 
il to pul me Ile had no 1 iral influences o1 va ( 
1 oO support lt advance hit His repeated and lo ) tion ( l 
t successes were dist vely h wh achie \ ¢ ( 
ere due t he fact that he had ul iil sound juds it, me r eu 
{ istry, 1 sing energy md fatig ‘ 1 Y : 
conceived purpose, coupled with unusual executive ty 1 ' 
a most remat le knowedge of human 1 ire, that « | . 
I to comprehend situations and utilize individu 
lle had many ere triumphs, but prol the greatest. be ( 
( he most fa wWhing and most appreciated 1 his party . : 
\ that wl lr te chieved as nat el 1 wii ia the Ie : \I , ! 
I Wh ‘ l e < | m of ISSS, when | Set \ t ; : 
erted the ttention of his onents from New Yor Ss _ 
‘ ( le i, t real battle ie Sout! \ Lj+ : r l 
: ; 
Wi rn State i which he made great cd mstrations, | ms ; : 
real only misleading feint t 
1] further strengthened d popularized | self witl ; : 
i 4 ’ i 
| t izhout the country, and particularly in sown S ’ 
| fo r tl doption of more satisfactory schedu 
t ‘ r ' 
\ on-G n law by holding the tloor of the Senat Y , 7 : 
ending continuously 1 vor of a protective t f l 4 ; 
+} + , eh rere of t} . ( pitu ted nd ed ; . 
‘ rates Ile also, thoug . different 1 ! 1) 
le I l ge |] u n | ) \ ived the Melsinley ¢ 
bE me i ‘ i 
I ve an ns eve S ( a] ; . 
( ld c tly to his f g } . L to | ‘ ( 
‘ ] | \ M vy oth like ustrat . g 1 ‘ 1 
i 
g ( ‘ l l Fel i d leg t oO 
i! { s of t ldress preclude Suflice it rs 
Wis ¢ ert 1 res il wl her conduc ral 
( Ox ol ror] No ‘ kness of 3 1 } ‘ 1 
\ ry es 1 while the battle lasted no yuh 
| Ss] 1 | \) 
\ i did 1 SO these ¢ tests ,awW he see | 1 : 
( l d t v with w h he usually em | 1 
‘ } } ] ] +7 ent us S] ( ly ttle n | 2 , + ‘ ; ; 
‘ cr] vith ‘ l energy when it was ust eS ] 
hi l est i ( s found in h books, to l t 1 i] 
rs We ( \ ct I re nil ] re tt iched \ . 
Only a few days before his death, when he realized t hey are 
end Ss] l l) f 1 companions in whose pages | 1' the M { 
SO ¢ 1 found } beauty, hope, and insp on, | et g fr d 
* before his 1 | d turning to his tendants he said e Great S 
\ tf to see hn bo Ss 0 ( re hefore [ die \ corres £ ‘ = 
relates that whe rried oO | library “he fondled t er rl 
Ss, read a e | d ther urveyed them loving ( es 
longling un Ls ¢ | osed, and like a tired child he s on 4 
‘ ried away fro them foreve1 Iie was the first to 1 rl ! | 
Lt aqdeath \v : ( , l onths before the « ] \ T ‘ 
( ] CTE] 1 s¢] } ] ) ceeded iy] a yet i thy. ( sce cs , p , Nt ‘ 
of all his ilties to “set his house in o I Without | was crowned ; 
urmur ¢ com] ee regre but with « 1 resig e D | 
li lor \ ed f ; ~u OLS nad wl it « \ hye \ rs 
strugek ¢, he fe sleep in the midst of his ed pre 
©) es | al ( | } 
Men will differ in tl r estimates of bis character a d | ib the ehar ( 
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9 
dustries of the United States than did S itor 
L Sé lule came up for discussion that did not 
remarks showing the close study he had given 
and 1 exact knowledge of. it. lie was appar- 
ir with conditions in California as in Pennsy]l- 


interest in the great policy which has done so 
ted States was made evident on the ocension of 


if the Wilson-Gorman bill, when, although infre- 





1 
ng the Senate, he began a speech which Ss one 
1 record, and which he was prepared to extend 
util his object was accomplished—the acceptance 
e amendments which had been added to the ll, 
1 were vitally important to the prosperity and 
untry. That his object was attained is an l 
Sa ae 1 on the great political battle ground 
ecan prominent and where he d Naved t! 
racity which so often brought uccess to him. 
tl Army during the civil war, and in action 
courage of the highest order and military judg- 
l e given him a high rank in that service: 
se of these qualities w transferred to ti eld 
| ] mtests re re the exe ot ust 1 » 
I required b lL general 1 the field CX t l 
low | e f conditions, ability to take ad- 
COT e to carry into execution daring } S, 
carrying them out, resourceful in surmounting 
cles, knowledge of men and ability to attach 
o that they make his aims their own. 
of the greatest political strategists of his time, 
! a we r, less courageous, or less resoures 
have lost. His genius for organization and ex 
the entire country. He was able to unite wide 
ements into a solid, homogeneous force which be- 
le. This genius made him the most powerful 
n hi own great State, of which he was so 
} 1} hns snoke 
of Qe ‘ 











} “I ( 
s which 

] T 
{ laf ’ rt ! ] nh who possesses 
t] ( confidence, in time of need 
friend s were lifelong. Only treachery of 
_ ld cause him to withdraw from anyone 
ned the it privilege of h friendship and 
Iie could harbor no resentment on account of 
1 differences if h tly held and honorably 
The most notable example of this fine trait of 
een on the oceasion when an intimate colleague 
s re hit nted Senator by the gov 
S ia of reproach had Senator 
niv al ig reference to the failing 
ld friend him as kindly afterwards 
had on that « ision been his most stanch and 
ca mony of my asse tion with Senator Quay 
portant littees of the Senate, one of the most 
“hay be r the Committee on Appropriations, by 


l gave to every item there presented the 
lve and } staking thought that he would have 
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en to his ¢ ! vate busines Ile was loyal and true to { 
Ss of he Gov iment His thoughts were not « : 
: : ait 
1 by V st il boundal Ile gave the s ‘ ' 
( |? { ( (it { hn to ¢ ery l is t] tr < ( b é 
t t committee 1 ay ve to ¢ vy pu ( st i 
v - | 
} Pe Wils Mt to i 
i : , 
Il’ ¢ a long life Ve ( 1 S nd « ) nh po { 
tties of crl"¢ { ) ‘ ~ 1 ) ‘ \"\ g nearly ~ ’ S 
P ’ ‘ 
wed fror that s Ipoint alone | t one w e energies () 
re devoted to the greatest of ll games. wl h usually ! \ . Ss re el 
} ‘ 
rbs all other ( had a domes side to his life which S . 
very touching to contemplate s. though it should not be ( t . 1 
; ' : 1] ’ : 
{ter for some surpris that the Quay of publ life was Aiis ft was t 
t the QuAY of private fe is well known to his tit ti ( revi¢ s the ¢ 
1 P » vw ly a) } 
ends In his hoe 1 ongst his pers 1 friends all the 1’ sylv: 1. of 1 : 
t ¢ Tf ~ ‘ 4 a | 
ntler qualities of manhood stood forth and made him a mo iS \ 
. 4 4 mereea learnine 1 « ‘ 
raging personality Then pol es were cast aside and often I , Je8 -. 1 


Its place, for Senator QUAY Was a voluminous OL ¢ 1 other as 


r of the best products of the human mind, and his knowl- | ©! nity is thrift ! 


of the gre: 


vy is one of 


DANIEI 
ol Pennsy 


ed perk ad « 


it writers was wide and minute lis private | combination of diversit | 





the best in his Stat t was put to Steadfast purpos | 
undantly proven on | visits of his | tudinous departments ( 
ST triys< stal ’ i 
for many months prior to his death appe d eady +} { : 
iid : ; 
s days -were numbered. On several occasions ert s 
eted him with kind words of encouragement, | r' 4 
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was only one pre x field to enter, in which the grinding 
ind prosy t less Of our complicated industrial life did t 
pre l, in which the spirit and energy of the hervie mind could 

i vent and here, the realm of polities. Greater men than 
> r Quay have been creatures of this inevitable impulse 

! t Abraham Lincoln was a lawyer, and for a brief 
t a soldier. Tis true spiritual atlinity was in neither of 
these callings. Tle was restless, and found no opening for his 


energy and no rest for his spirit except in the political aren 
and in this field he grew spiritually and intellectually, as he 
could not haye grown in any other sphere, until he became one 


ros of 


f the greatest and noblest characters inscribed on the pa 
hit in history. 

Unfortunately for Senator Quay, when he entered the polit- 
ical arena in his State his party was then and for years had 
been divided into two factions, with more or less of the political 
rancour prevailing in such cases. Under such circumstances 
ne has to take sides; he can not well remain neutral and be 
an active participant. And so it came to pass that Senator 
QUAY became, in a measure, the legatee of this division and ran- 
cour, and he was a victim of this legacy in one form or another 
to a greater or less extent during a large portion of his political 
career, But the opposition to him came mainly from a small 
coterie of politicians jealous of his energy and power, rather 
than from the masses of the people. How strong he was among 
them and what contidence they had in him appeared when he 


\\ the candidate of lis party for State treasurer in 1885, when 
he received the largest majority ever given in his State for a 
State officer save once, when the Democratic party was divided. 


[lis opponents bitterly maligned him through the public press 


nd otherwise, Che attacks did him less harm at home and in 

sown State, where he was best known and understood, than 
ihbroad, but it can not be denied that in other States where he 
Wis not so well kKuown the maligners bud, to some extent, poi- 


t 
ned the public mind against him. I had myself aequired a 
{ E 4 t of the virus when I entered this Chamber, but I 


id he sooner 1 





nade the acquaintance of Senator QuAY and 
earned to know him as he really was and to understand his 


worth as a man and as a legislator than 1 realized how 
rl 47 : 


erly groundless were the charges of his enemies and how 


basely and wickedly they had maligned him. It is the lot and 
A 


: fortune of some of our public menu who enter the sea o 
to have smooth, calm, and unobstructed sailing from the 

to st, While others less fortunate encounter, as it were, a 

very hurricane from the beginning and are seldom in placid 
wiallers But the eraft that outrides all storms and finally en- 
ters the harbor undismantled and shipshape is surely of as 


t 
und material and of as substantial make-up as the craft that 
lie er @Cl untered a Sstorn 





The strong, manly, and rugged character of Mr. QUAY never 
ired to greater advantage than in meeting the attacks of 


| traducers. He bore with serene dignity and quiet stoicisin 
he onslauchts of his political opponents, striking back or wiard- 
off a blow not with the blare of trumpets nor the beating of 

‘ *, but in a quiet, self-contained, Cromwellian manner that 
won the respect if not the approval of his enemies Yielding, 
inered, pliant, and drifting men encounter little strife 

d have few adversaries, while strong, rugged, aggressive, and 
ressive natures are never at rest, never lack enemies and 


triducers Who had more vindictive and malevolent traducers 
n his lifetime than that foremost type of his race, Andrew 
Jackson? He outlived and confounded them all. And so has 
Senator Quay outlived and confounded those who were ever 
dinming, ever belittling him. Tle bad a long career and was a 
vigilant and potent factor in this body. Few wielded greater 


inttuence. “One is Allfather, but many are His messengers,” 
snith the great Swedish et 
{wo classes of men, each in its own peculiar way, bring about 
legislative results in this body. ‘The one class, of few words and 
tle participating in debate, formulate and in committees di- 
est, prepare, und re rf measures, grent and small, for the tinal 
etion of the entire body while the other class, prone to debate, 
date with their oratory all the intricacies and mysteries of 
, itio The latter class cut a bigger figure on the publie 
| more sy} ein the Recorp, and iu the public press are, 
sn rule, better Known ing the publie outside of this Chain 
ber. and their oratory lirgely smoothen the wheels. of legisla- 
tion and eliminate much of the prosiness that appertains thereto, 
id « Lin Wihole vive the publi \ elle Lille s ding of the 
e The work of the former class, necessary and important 
sit mav be, is, nevertheless, less conspicuous, less known to the 
public outside of this Chamber, though well known and appre 
einte 1 here, occupies less space in the Recorp and in the press of 
1 country, and is oftentimes less thankless. 
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with it in this power and in its responsibilities to the people, 
who supply and sustain and execute their powers of sover- 
eignty through these tribunals, by elections Conducted and con- 
trolled by the States. 

The people of the United States have, in addition to the 
rights, duties, and powers of citizen hip, the sovereign right to 
rule in all the functions and through the instrumentalities of 
rovernment. 





They constituted the Senate and conferred upon it this co- 
ordinate power of representation in lawmaking, and of pro- 
tecting their rights and liberties within the domestic circle of 
the Union 

They also extended these powers to all the wide field of for- 
eign affairs and relations, and to insure uniformity, justice, and 
safety in our intercourse with foreign powers they surrendered 
to the Federal Government this highest attribute of sovercignty 
Which belonged to each State that formed the Union, and so 
guarded its exercise that no treaty or binding obligation could 
be made by their diplomatic agents without the consent of two- 
thirds of the Senate. And these sovereign States consented 
that such treaties should be the supreme law of the land, and 
that they should supersede and annul their constitutions and 
their laws when in conflict with them. 

The sovereigu people nlso conferred upon the Senate the right 
to confirm or reject all appointments to office, on the nomina- 
tion of the President, leaving the Senate as free to reject his 
selections as the President is to make them. 
fhe sovereign people also conferred upon the Senate, sitting 
as a court of impeachment, the power to expel from oflice any 
person holding civil office under the Government of the United 
States, without respect to its dignity or grade, upon conyiction 
by the Senate of high crimes or misdemeanors in oflice. 

The sovereign people also conferred upon the Senate a per 
manent organization, without lapse or provision for periodical 
enewal of its powers; and held its parliamentary control and 
the right to settle a tie vote in the hands of their chosen agent, 
the Vice-President of the United States, who is not a Senator, 

Wl is the only officer chosen by the people who has the right 
to participate in legislation. 

And distributing the powers of Senators equally among the 
States, without respect of their areas or population, the people 
} 





ve to each State an equal suff in the Senate and provided 


that the equipoise should never be disturbed by an amendment 
f the Constitution. 


The sovereign people also gave to the Senate, acting eoncur 


‘ ra 

rently with the Llouse of Representatives, the exclusive right to 
submit: proposed amendments of the Constitution to the legis 
latures of the States for their action and the calling of conven- 
tions to consider amendments to the Constitution proposed in 
wv ocertain form. And they also gave the Tlouses the exclusive 
right to declare war and the exclusive right to admit States 

o the Union. 

livery day since the Constitution was ordained and the Goy- 


rniment of the United States was established the Senate has 
been in full organization. Its membership has always been 


ready to perform all its duties, and it has witnessed the coming 
noand going out of Presidents and Cabinets and Houses of 


Representatives and of the millions who compose the entour- 

of political parties, and the exigencies of foreign and doimes- 

e wars without the slightest change in its organization or the 

I of any of the powers conferred upon it by the sovereign 
people 


No aggregation of publie trusts and powers equals this in its 
importance, its breadth, its permanency, and its responsibili- 
ties. It is only excelled by the majesty of the power of a grent, 
Pree Lraelepn hachnt, and self roverning people, Whose sovere rity 
ordained the Constitution, who protected their own liberties 

der a written charter and their pence and prosperity by re- 
quiring everyone, high or low, to obey the laws. They bound 
their representatives by an oath of office, which is all the 
security they could exact from their servants. 

A Senator who contemplates the powers thus intrusted to 
him by such a people and is conscious of the pledge he has given 
to do his duty in obedience to the Constitution and the laws 
uust feel a sense of incapacity that needs more than humen 
help. Tle must real 
his judgment and dispel his prejudices, and he must regard the 
honor of the trust contided to him and its faithful performance 

far exceeding in value any achievements that may be due to 
extraordinary genius or to towering ambition 


ea weight of responsibility that will sober 


In speaking of MarrHew STANLEY Quay, if LT was moved by 
the affection of long and intimate friendship LT could not give 
him higher praise than to say that he performed the duty of 
aun Aierican Senator during a long service with faithful devo- 
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| n his vul i} side and gain a hearing and in 
| ) As a political general he possessed that ¢lain 
y I dete thie eak points in h own and his 
‘ to st hie his owl 1 to storin those of the 
( Ile hot @:-t060°% tin id it is quite poss ble 
! ned his | l strength by constantly going to the 
f all enctl people—renewing his acquaintance 
\ t 1 tl ffection for him. Certain it is that his 
I }»! predicated utility in contest, for he has 
ol } | t | el tions keep political parties strong 
| or a State and a nation, bringing people 
‘ 1! 1 tor ntain an interest in, those 
{ their own welfare I would not say 
( \] Quay d lv sought contest, but when encoun 
tered f l in it a of party and personal political 
hey how L SILece of political leadership or wide 
{ { not nec rily the man who is concerned too 
th matter cle !. Detail may frequently becloud 
| ent dust caught | the wind and moved from its nat 
\ | tion vy obscur \ mn Mr. Quay however, im 
| ed ‘ being the exception proving the rule in this 
! f ! had within h rrasp the most minute detail of 
the ted party machinery of his Stats Ile planned his 
( With eat wisdom, never mustering his forces with 
t f red that he po ed the requi ite votes: and 
result of 1 estimate he appeared to lack those votes, he 
would proceed intelligently to mn them lle was a man of 
tt cit of pu ( Tle never wasted effort) upon 
\ 1 never suf ed delusion to possess his mind; but 
I Li r ab loned the effort to accomplish any object upon 
\ » his ju nent had favor: bly passed. If the means of 
! ent were hot apparent, its achievement was 
( y det 1, tha h always kept in view. lis intel 
( empl fin weighing probability and possibility, 
| ‘ t of condition to fit some other set of condi 
i ent remot amd in the intermingling of many 
ed processe he frequently found the possibility of 1 
working out che hed hope tis was ans active 
{ us intellect, constantly engaged in storing up resource 
f which het ht draw in the furtherance of his vy lant 
{i 
Mir. QUAY last election to membership in this body is not so 
I in event as to have pus ed from our recollections. We 
who comprehend the intricacies of such contests, who recog 
their « Uplenitic and the degree of fin se requisite in 
ttain Ec in such an undertaking, can not fail to dis 
( n M Quay a political analyst of the first rank One 
inst tending to ustrate his original genius as a political 
Pas well as his ability as an organizer came under my 
por iW observation at the time he, as chairman of the Repub 
i Wink ul co tt conducted the campaign for the elec 
i of tepublican President in SSS. With his headquarters 
in the city of New York, he was brought into immediate con 
tact th the methods and operations of Tammany IPHall So 
| tical a politician was he that we who were in direct charge 
( t! entopaign in that State were not o1 ly saved the loss of 
ene! oO frequently incurred in combating academic methods 
\ wet national campaigns, but were able to) readily 
( lin of the necessity of meeting desperate opposition 
witl eful a ! At that time the machinery of the munici 
unient im Ne York City was completely in the hands 
act ‘I Iiall, who were by no means serupu 
lou { oy eof power Mr. Quay, under the guise of 
i { for the « moof a new city directory, in 
tion of which his name and personality were wholly 
od ecured possession not only of the voting lists of 
tv of New York, but, as had long been suspected, the in 
fion that “Ponmunany had thousands of fraudulent names 
revistered for use on election day At the proper time, to Tan 
1 tl Mire Qua ht this message 
a ' f na fide vot ‘ very ¢ dist \ 
i | i pled 1 election day we 
1 d t t w will { it that the { ) 
! 
( { V reigned in the ranks of his enemies, who became 
f { th ughily demoralized and disheartened. The | 
thriit @ Pemoecriad inajority in New York City that ye 
\\ opt is j { md the State of New York, whose 
el mal vote eve to elect a President, was secured to 
t lidate wl ( e he so fearlessly and intelligently 
{ used 
ru ne to other thir he possessed great political and per 
l«l I not only toward friend but enemies as well 
Lhe true to h friendships whenever it was possible, and 





ESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE, 


FEBRUARY 18, 


yet he was always making peace and taking into his fold any 
ible recruits either from a new field or from the camp of 
old enmities. 

Those who knew Mr. Quay more intimately than I tell us he 
Was an omnivorous reader; that he in classical Jitera- 
ture; that he was never so happy as when in his library, sur- 
rounded by the books he loved. of us who engage in 
practical politics and are ever distracted by the activities of 
business and political life realize the need of the regeneration 
of vital faculty that can never be better attained than in com- 
Inunion with the best thought of the ages. I fancy much of the 
superb self-possession and poise that distinguished Mr. Quay’s 
life came through some such mediumship as this. 

Mr. President, when we hold up to critical inspection a char- 
acter exhibiting the qualities of which I have spoken—qualities 
of courage, versatility, resourcefulness, strong feeling, high 
thinking, and the ability to make and retain friendships—we 
have performed a service to mankind, since their contemplation 
carries inspiration and bespeaks emulation in the minds and 
hearts of men, 


Poss 


reveled 


Those 


Mr. 
of the 


before 


KNOX. 
senate 
moving 


Mr. President, I 
permits, and my inclination surely impels me, 
an adjournment of the Senate an additional 
mark of respect for the distinguished dead, to add a brief word 


am informed that the eustom 


as 


of eulogy, which T will limit to the relations in which IL knew 
Senator Quay and in which I knew him well. 

We have listened with profound interest and gratification to 
Senators who have feelingly and eloquently deseribed and 


iMustrated the manly qualities, the striking characteristics, the 
dominant political tone, and the public services of the remarka- 
ble man to whose memory this service is devoted. 

Senators have spoken from personal knowledge and that pecul- 
iar affection between men which from service in 
the affairs and trials of public life. 

I knew Senator Quay for a shorter period and less intimately 
on that Ilis gifts as a born leader of his eminent 
ervices to the nation, the State of Pennsylvania, and his party 3 
his mastership of the art of statecraft and political finesse, and 
his magnificent strategy and courage, which on than 

turned threatened defeat into victors struggles 


COTLIOS long 


side, 


more 
in 


one 


of 


OCCUSLON 


creat national consequence, need no further tribute fron: me. 
Though Senator Quay at times conspicuously suffered from 
that intolerable thing which it seems the public servant must 
endure, intentional misunderstanding and persistent misrepre 
sentation, his just fame is now hevond the reach of the cheap 
detraction which assailed his life but can not obscure his real 


career and character. 

MATTIEEW STANLEY Ay came of that strong Scotch-Irish 
stock which constituted one-third of the population of our coun- 
try at the time of the Revolution, which has added so much to 
the greatness of this nation, and which in) Penusylvania grew 
and throve along the hills of the Cumberland Valley and beyond 
to the Monongahela anit Ohio. 

Ilis youth was passed in the atmosphere and inheritance of 
those intellectual and moral ideas his race has drawn from the 
capable brains and patient and courageous their 
fathers. Conscientiousness, independence, resistance 
ssion made 


(dt 


I 
} 
I 


hearts of 


and to 


them what they were and brought them across 


crcrye. 
‘ 


nee 
the sea to the new opportunities of a new world. Out of such 
evolution came the wit and the resourcefulness, the steady mind 


and the strong composed heart of 


aeteristics of Mr. Quay. 


the leader which were char 
lle was kindly and affectionate, tender 


in his domestic relations; loyal and helpful to his) friends; 
cherishing and valuing them always and most genial in his 
quiet way. Grateful for a service, he was prompt to recipro- 
ente. Ite volunteered helpfulness without ostentation; his 
heart and conscience alike expressed a large charitableness, and 


under a cool exterior his sympathies were quickly and deeply 
moved. lis days were full of “little nameless, unremembered 
aets of kindness and of love.” 

Like all men possessing leadership, he was a fighter, and he 
fought a fight to the end; but when it was over, it was over in 
oll way Ile was not vindictive; one of his most notable char- 
acteristics was his magnanimity. Throughout the many politi 
eal hostilities of his State eareer close personal friendships in 


volved in them survived almost untouched, and, if at all im- 
paired, were finally and fully reestablished. 

Senator Quay was known to his friends and intimates as a 
nan of the most extensive acquaintance with the literature of 
his language and of large acquirements in the knowledge of 
books. The classie literature of England, the great books of his 
tory, the biographies of renowned men were all familiar to him. 


Ile was versed in Mgyptology, had studied profoundly all that 
pertains to that great domain of learning, and was a student of 
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to the Speaker of the House, and by him they are referred to 
( ae! ttee lor net } 

Mr. STEPHENS of 1 What action, tl does 1 1 

tice take on these accounts? 

Mr. BATES. The committee has hearings and decides 

iether these papers shall be disposed of, and we also visit the 
Departments and examine the papers personally. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact that ery ¢ of 
hose schedules are made out by the Department and sent to 
our committee? 


Mr. BATES. Why, 

Mr. STEPHENS of 
if the committee? 

Mr. BATES. But 
ing, a record must | 
mmittee, 


f th 
if to the 


SO 


eertainly. 


Texas. Without any action on the part 
have been do- 


so of the transactions 


when they multiply, 
e kept of them, and al 
and, as well, of t many communi 
different Departments touching our action there: 


as they 


st s he ations 


yn. 


Mr. HILDEBRANDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a yoite. 
Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I would just like to say that 


iething in this business ry than that which 
a mel that committee, 1 can not 
it. In other words, the Secretary of the 


less there is so1 
] had to transact 
the 1 


for 


iber of 


SAea 


( SSity 


Freasury and of these other Departments had all this work 
don We never did a thing on the face of the earth only to 
» up there and look at the papers and schedules, sign a list, 
iv our ear fare, and stay ten or fifteen minutes probably 
Mr. MANN May I ask the gentleman from Georg | Mr, 


MEADDON 


\1 ¢] a question? 
Mr 


MADDOX. Yes 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman from Georgia [| Mr 
| think it advisable that a « mittee of the Ilouse, d 
juestion of t, should keep a record showing what 
ive been d 1 by permission of the committee? 

r. MADDOX. Now, I will just answer that the House al- 
ways did that. 

Mr. MANN 


MAD- 


on “ling 


this sor 
naners |} 


3 I SLTOV Es 


Did what? 


Mr. MADDOX Ilas not the Ifouse always done that? 
Mr. MANN I do not know whether this committee has al- 
done that or not; but it is perfectly evident if the com- 
mittee does do that, it has imposed upon the clerk of the chair- 
1 of the « ! e a duty which other Members do not im- 
e upon their own el ; 
Mr. MADDON It is the clerk of 1 committee, then, that 


we have to pay for the extr 


Y. His conn 


Mr. MAND nittee has no elerk 
Mr. MADDON Then where did the chairman of the com- 
tt. it 1} . T°) re ’ ) 
Mi LN 1] private clerk has been re ed to do the 
l or ] rivate Clerk is not 1 d to do 
! ate clerk is mpelled to do committee work, 
ld t that « recei pay for the co » work 
( that h ; working committee cl 
) | 1A] (oN I 1 { formu the ¢ tle! 1 tl we 
r hind ¢« roa » clerk or anybody's clerk to do 
\ NLANN IT und tand perfectly well But I asked the 
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Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I am not confining it to the coast of 
Maine. If the gentleman will take into account the situation 
he will discover that “the gentleman from Maine” is not so 
provincial as to confine his views and interests to the coast of 


Maine. I have stated, and it is true, that the almost universal 
coastwise trade of the Atlantic coast is on record protesting 

st this legislation, and that is Jarger than the coast of 
\ e; it includes eae ichusetts, it includes New York, and it 


in lude S _ the way down the whole coast. 
Mr Soa INWE LL. The gentleman is — for the entire 


i] 

ILL. All right. 
YTLE! va Of course, I have not got it here, but I 
ean furnish the gentleman at any time the records on file in the 
Connnittee on aoe nt Marine and Tisheries, showing that 
hundreds of people representing the merchant marine are 
against this legislation. I do not mean this particular, spe A 
bill, but I mean legislation of this character. I have no feeling 
about this bill—not the slightest in the world. 

Mr. DUNWELL. Ob, I know the gentleman has no personal 
interest; I know that. 

Mr. SMITH of New York. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentle- 
man’s time has expired. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Very well; I will not further trespass 
upon the time of the gentleman. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Maine a question. 

Mr. SMITH of New York. I will yield to the gentleman from 
Maine time to answer. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I want to ask whether we have ever before 
refused an American register to a vessel that had once borne the 
American flag in time of war? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not know that we have; but I will 
say this to the gentleman, and I want to be frank about it, that 
the War Department now has, I think, perhaps eight or ten 
or a dozen vessels that it would like to dispose of. They could 
be sold at a higher price if the War Department could sell them 
so that the vessels would get the American flag. This vessel 
brought, when she was sold, a much less price than she would 
have a ight in the market if it had not been that she had 
foreign ster. 

if ie could have been sold by the United States Government 
with the right of American registry she would have sold for 
twice or three times what she sold for. This legislation Simply 
gives her that right and adds that much to her value. If we 

t this ship that has once borne the American flag every 
other ship that now bears the American flag and has a foreign 
register and was built in a foreign yard can refer to this as a 
precedent for that action; and that is one reason why—while I 
i entirely friendly with the distinguished gentleman inter- 
‘ | in this bill—I feel obliged now to call the attention of the 
Hor ise to the fact that this ship probably will be the precedent 
for othe ‘rs to come in, and for that reason the bill should be de- 


'L I’ E ELD. I am endeavoring to do so; yes. 
Mr. DUNWE 
LI’ ] 





Mr. BOUTELL. Well, I sincerely hope that it will be. 
Mr. S 


MITII of New York. Mr. Speaker, the distinguished gen- 
from Maine [Mr. LITTLerieLp] has stated that this bill 


did not differ from any of the other similar bills that have 
passed this Tlouse, except that this ship bore the American flag 
nd is the only vessel for which American registry has been 
‘ lid bear the American flag. ‘There were five bi! 
considered by the subcommittee, of which the distinguished 

tleman from Maine was the chairman. All five were reported 
favorably, and four of them have passed the House without any 
decided opposition from the gentleman from Maine. I just 
want to cite one instance. There was reported favorably from 
this committee a ship called the Pyrenees, a British ship, that 
was wrecked 4,000 miles from the American coast. Tie distin- 
guished gentleman from Maine said that he would not object to 
the passage of that bill for the reason that the owner had in- 
vested all of his money in that ship and would be bankrupt if it 


gen- 


d obtain the American registry. Now, while the Members 
of tl Iiouse admire the generous spirit and charitable atti- 
tude of the distinguished gentleman from Maine, they also ad- 
mire one other quality which he possesses that of being fair, 
1 d minded, and liberal when justice is asked. This is the 
only ship that ever served or ever was baptized in the service 


f the American Republic, wrecked and purchased by an Amer- 
n citizen, on which were expended over eight times the 


int the Government received for the vessel. It is the only 
stance where the owners of such a ship have asked for Am 


The vessel referred to in this bill, now known as the Brooklyn, 
is formerly the Obdam, At the commencement of the Spanish- 
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Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, when a man has a chance, or 
his friends have, to describe his merits without regard to the 
iwerits of others, it is never a diflicult task to ascribe great 
merit to the individual. 

Mr. COWHERD. This has been recognized by Congress. 

Mr. NI ANN. This) put cular Case does ck erve urd, but 

T 


! 
if we listen to the tales of woe which will be poured into our 





ears by others, yt rhaps other cases will seem meritorious, and 
I do not wish this case to be taken as a precedent for the others. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I fully agree with what the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Cownerp] hes said about this case. It is a very 
reinarkable one, a very exceptional one, and, in my judgment, 
can hot be regarded as a precedent or as establishing a rule by 
Which the other contract surgeons in the Revenue-Cutter Service 
can Claim a permanent relation to the Government. I believe 
this man ought to have some reward and a very great reward. 
I do not believe that anything has occurred in our history dur 
ing the last fifty years that exemplifies the same devotion to 
duty and the same measure of wonderful sacrifice as these men 
engaged in while upon that expedition. And therefore, Mr. 
ker, L certainly hope this bill will pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read a third time, and passed. 

Qn motion of Mr. Cowtrerp, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


JACOB LYON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
oooc) for the relief of Jacob Lyon, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to issue to Jacob Lyon, late of Batter 
] second Regiment United States Artillery, a bounty-land warrant of 
160 acres by reason of his military service rendered prior to March 
1 





Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, [T understeod that bill to be 
one of those that were laid on the table last Saturday, or was it 


passed 


Phe SPEAKER. The bill was pending last Saturday. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITIT Mr. Speaker, this is a Senate bill 
troduced by Senator ALGER, and has passed that body. The 
bill was reported by my collengue, Mr. ForpNey., who is now 


sent, from the Committee on Publie Lands, and simply pro- 


Vides for giving a land warrant to a soldier who served in the 
Regular Army and in Indian battles prior to 1855. In : 
cordance with the act of Congress approved Mareh 3, 1855, sol 
diers of volunteer forces were given bounty warrants good for 
homestead Commutation 


Mr. BARTLETT. Well, if under the law he 
this land warrant, why do we pass such a bill? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITII 
Interior Department when the warrant was applied for by the 
soldier, was whether the service rendered by Jacob Lyon came 
Within the provision of the law. There was no question about 
his fighting the Indians and rendering the country a valuable 
ervice, but this bill authorizes the recognition, and I ] 


The question which srose in the 


ive ho 


doubt, from the statement of Senator ALGER and the report of 


Inv colleagu M ForpNEY, that it is meritorious legislation, 
nd PT hope my friend from Georgia will not object to its pas- 


Mr. BARTLETT. To always have to submit to the persuasive 
voice of my friend. 

Mr. GIBSON Mr. Speaker, this bill has been twice favor 
ably reported ino previous Congresses. ‘This soldier served 


seven vears, and the case is exceedingly meritorious. It has been 
fully discussed Phe only objection to. it when it was entled 
up, Was made by the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. WANN], and 
he is now thoroughly satistied of the equity of the bill. IT hope 
that it will pass. 

the bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
ily read the third time, and passed. 


on of Mr. We. ALDEN SMITH, a motion to reconsider 


aceord 


Qn mot 
the vote by which the bill was passed was Inid on the table. 
LIEUT. THOMAS MASON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
PoOD4) to authorize the promotion of First Lieut. Thomas Ma 
son, Revenue-Cutter Service 


Phe bill was read, as follows 


] t ¢ f et Vhat the ] lent of the United Stat nd 
he ‘ \ iuthe to Ivance Lieut | mais M teve ‘ 
Cut ie, 2 t lieutenant to that of captain, on 
tha t wait made list in the Revenue-Cutter Se ies I 
mie Wi e int service of the Navy ind of the Revenue 
Cu the 1 ted States: IP ided, I ‘ r, That no in 
erea or allowance is to be made by the advance in grade 
here ed. 
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After the organic aet was passed the mission continued in pos 
session of this land, where they had erected numerous buildings 
Among others, in the nineteen different buildings which they 
had erected at this mission, were a church, a convent, an old 
‘ss’ asylum, an orphan asylum, a storehouse, a bakery, : 


‘shop, and many other good and substantial buildings. 


achment of troops that were quartered at t 
same place, and, in TSo0, about two years after the or 


After they had established this mission the military authori 
h hi 


ties sent out a det s 


’ SUnle ae 
of Oregon was passed and twelve years after the mission was 
established, the commandant of the military post issued a prov 
lamation proclaiming this 640 acres and other lands to be a mil 
tury reserve. A couple of years after that Congress, utterly 


rnoring the prior rights of this mission, passed an act creating 





aomilitary reserve at this point, and including this 640 acres of 
land claimed by the mission. 

The bishop of Nesqually, the Rev. Edward J. O'Dea, com 
menced legal proceedings to confirm the title to this G10 acres 
of land in the mission. That case went to the Supreme Court of 
the United States and is known as the case of the Bishop ot 
Nesqually against Gibbon and others, found at page 155 of 15S 
United States Supreme Court Reports 

I wish to state frankly to the ITlouse that in that decision 
made by the United States Supreme Court the court did not 
find that the mission was entitled to this 640 acres of ground 
We are presenting this claim here as an equitable rather than a 
legal claim. The reason the Supreme Court failed to find the 
legal title in the mission to this G40 acres of land was, | think, 
because of the unfortunate method in which the case was pre 
pared and presented to the United States Supreme Court 

The claim was presented by ex-Attorney-General Garland 
upon the theory that, as the unquestioned fact existed that this 
1 sion had been established and that the organic act cor 
firmed in all missions then established 640 acres of ground, or 
the title thereto, he felt that it was only necessary for him = to 
show these two points The Supreme Court, however, took the 
ground that it was not sullicient merely to show that this n 


sion was founded and was in existence when the organic act 


Wis JX ed, but in addition thereto it was necessary to show 
that the mission was in complete occupancy of the entire G40 

res And the court finally determined that it was only shown 
by the record in the case that they were in actual possession of 
the one-half aere upon which they had built a church 

Now, the facets are, as abundantly shown to this committee by 
t! inguestioned records, that they had constructed on this land 
nineteen separate and substantial buildings. Among ot! 
things they had planted an orchard of 7 aeres, and I think th 
contention that they were not in permanent occupancy ef any 

re than one-halt re is answered by the fact that among 
other things they had established a cemetery of about 5 acres 


Now, for my port, TP ean not conceive of any character of 


paney of realestate that is any more permanent in its character 


than that of a cemetery | Laughter and applause. | 
I] : {lee ¢ I’) Vitle ] inal Claims ¢ nsichere ] th CrLSt 
very carefully These people in the first instance asked t 
SP OOOO vhich would be a modest estimate of the value of this 
GiO-aere tract, whieh abuts upon the citv of Vancouver, we of 
the substantial cities of the State of Washington But the Com 
ttee on Private Land Claims said they did not think under 
the peculiar circumstances surrounding this case that we should 
report a bill for S2oQ,000, but we did report a bill, based) upon 
the « table « ‘ tl ‘ ple, for S £5,000 
| “LIND \\ thr elite ui Vield for quest 
Mr. CUSHMAN c's | 
Mr. LIND pon what do you 1 eth voluat 
Me CUSTIMAN L shill be Ind to er the ‘ ‘ 
que 1 ! In tlie I { ]) at tlre woneontradicted le ] o 
1 ya) Yt t tl © ii Laird had erected there 1 ld oft 
the value of $25,000, which buildings were taken pesses Lot 
1 « | nad Ine « then: destroved, by the 1 is 
1 ‘ il | tituite SOM Oot thre 1>.G00 in tl Will 
rey l | ] ‘ ‘ Lice Phy rel iit pA SUM) = ‘ 
ed 0) es of the 640 neres, at a basis of S46 pet ° 
Phat would make something over S19,000-—-in round numbers 
Seo0o00— for 450 res of land, which, added to $25,000 for the 
huild f Dike S#5,000 You will observe that in this bill we 
‘ y for the improvements and pay for 480 acres of land, 
nd not GLO aeres Phe reason for that is that various citizens 
| State of Washington, recognizing the title of the mission 
to this land, have bought from the mission and paid for 210 
res of this land We do not ask pay for that twice 


Mei LIND. Let me ask the gentleman, when was that decision 
of the court rendered 
Mr. CUSHMAN Phis elaim las been in court for a number 


of years, and the final decision made by the United States Su- 
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preme Court was made, I think, in the year of 1805. Che case this land—that their 1 & t has 
wits started, IL think, about the year 1SS87 s of the Supreme Court 
Mr. LIND. When was the claim first brought before Con Mr. CUSILIMAN 1 \ v tot 
ETess : louse, that our committes { 
Mr. CUSHMAN It was brought before Congress a short | sidered it mere f 
time atter the iiverse decision was rendered by the Supre e tunate that ul time thre . wert s 
Court l first came into Congress in 1899, on the 4th day of | was presented in t 
March, and this claim was pending here at that time, and our Mr. BARTLET \\ suv t ent f \\ 
cominittee, after a most careful examination of this claim, have | ington that the gentleman he 1 rr 4 
twice reported a bill favorably to pay these people $45,000 for these Claimants was a ¢ . ) vod thi } 
the damage thev have sustained profession and who \y ( | 5 ; At 
Mr. LIND. Why should not this claim take the course that | General of this Gover 
other claims of that character usually do, by being referred to Mr. CUSHMAN. 11 : lest 


Court of Claims? unquestioned re ds ot ir Le tory } x 


Mr. CUSHMAN. I will say that we were acting directly under | these people were i YOSSES 1 of t i 


a precedent established by Congress in the Thirty-sixth Con hor es went t ! { ! 
Cress nineteen different buildings; tf t they had } \ l 
Mr. LIND. But we did not have a court of claims at that) they had planted 7" re ol ra: 1 they had « I 
time. 1 cemetery, and had 46 es of this it t ft 
Mr. CUSHMAN. That may be, but the fact that we have a) pasturage, and all that sor ft \ 
Court of Claims now is no reason why this Congress may not, the Government ne 1 1 . pos 
consider an equitable claim. And we are pressing this as an, \ ch these peo} hard the elit 
equitable and not a legal claim. Oregon 
Mr LIND I will suggest that I know of thousands of Congress has lt lv re ( 
( s that are now |} ling before the ¢ irt of Cl Ss t tl t the Met | ( 
‘ ble. iy Ss é ~ ( () \I . 
Mr. CUSHMAN That may be true, but does the gentleman | fer the \ e ott I is 
that the military authorities of the United States should Mr. BARTLET! Mr. Sp l 
be permitted to take what belonged to this mission and forcibly | but the gentle seems Co rest od 
eject these people from this land on which thev first settled and | Theat the Gover tt | t t 
t hich t \ hiaty 1 equitable tith ndan r l right tel q ‘ res i ft t 
Mi LIND Phat not y question at al \\ tc i we 1 | t tC ol eres l : the | 
know is in what res] t this claim is different f1 rothers the right to retail ‘ 
that are habitually referred to the Court of Claims, and fot Mr. SOUTHARD. What w t! 
the determination of which the Court of Claims is established brought to get possessio! { t 
Mr. CUSHMAN I just stated that one reason why we Mr. CUSHMAN It was 
lopted this method was because we were folloy ¢ in direct | ejectment, to eject the 1 t 
line with the precedent established in the ‘I rty-sixth ¢ the legal title to the ] a 
gress Provision was then made by Congress to reimburse the Mr. BARTLET] hie 
Methodist mission for land that they owned at The Dalles, rf His cla 1 hiss I eu ‘ i 
Oregon rhe Methodist mission at The Dalles had secured Mr. CUSHMAN N the legal t } 
their title to G40 acres of land in exactly the same way this Mr. BARTLET l lerstood eg 
St. James mission secured their title to G40 acres of | nd: and t was nh action eed 
the Methodist mission lost their land just as these people he equitable rights of the | 
ost theirs, that is he tary authorities taking forciblk Mr. CUSILIMAN oO 
session of it Vl land in the ease of the Methodist mis title IS necessarily t And 
a ] dl for by ¢ ress by l | “Opr on of S46 yy t I = ¢ st t l 
re for tl | lL which was taker d the land taken in that. § t equ t t 
t ily valuable as the land taken in tl Crust ‘ | I 
N the 3 ( ey t to w h I would like to « this that | 
‘ f the Merl s of the Llouse 1 that is that that 1 mis ‘ t 
t S eme t has already « ed th ibsolute t f ed this n t ‘ 
{ ]' ( » tl ] f e ot g und wl } l iif ere wt ! ti t t ‘ 
t ] el a4 er < the Ss J t l EX y 3 t 
( 1 Stat ey have a right to that { 1 \ { ( t ( 
rigl f ss 1 ¢ ss to that property d if tl t t 
re thirt juesti ed, that f t ow t \l BARTLE! 
@) ‘ 1 \ 1 the y ie of tl I" i 
7 hace ed heater wien ; \ CUSIIMAN 1 
t y t ‘ reater t] 1 the it of this « _ 


st to the genth that the \ BARTLET’ W it 
fact that the Goverm it does not own that piece of land in the Mi CUSITIMAN Wit 


! ddle of e resery I r sO ¥ \ mi rteyrt Dyer nse thre t toe is lew ve { 
Crove ent can by fal sonal ‘ ‘ ted \ 
In other y : y to pass tl spire tow s 
; ‘ { ( e is parte so f s the G 
‘ t t ed re the Gove t to g hi | . s \ | 
f | idle « se if that is the } the R 
( nt has the sovereign power to ct the propert se in Oreo ny ( 

Mr. CUSHMAN, I will say to the genil n that there is | pay ther t! Sin ‘ ( 
evel easier y than that The Gover nt can Metl \M 
I 1 ol e without IV conde ‘ 74 Vhirt x ( 
eedings ist possession of the 639 . eported fi ! ( 

Lau I Report No 2 ( 

Mr. BARTLETI I did not suggest that, because it is not | afterwards passed ( 
the right of the Gov ent to take private property for pu IS, 1860, by Pres t J S 
use without just c% t “eth | a | 

Mr. CUSHMAN And y the Gove ent has already don 1 now eld, Mr. S 
that very thing 1 t the ge ‘ i has spoken of 1 this case VW t MI J 

nd it is by reason of that that we ask for the passage of this rhe SPEAKER. 
bill ments to the | 

Mr. BARTLETT. But the gentleman from Washington must Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. §| 
recognize the decision to which he has just referred, where the The SPEAKER | ( 
Government is charged with having illegally takea possession of The Clerk ag t 
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\\ fr. Spx er, 1 do not think IT eat Mi JONES of Washington I understand ; 


if he 


ili | Hhiistaken, however, 


Says this 
PERAKER iT ent entitled to his time A the property taken. 


Thes 
$25,000 without 
itself, 
1) eoprey is ol worth $5,000 per ¢ 
1) Mar. Speaker, I do not care f the gentleman does Mr. PAYNE. But 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 


3 nse ol 


r, unless « tleman from | This lan however, is very 


rt Lhe entiematr reservation. 
an t Mr. PAYNE. 
WALI Che Clerk will report the amendment the | belonged to these me 
) Mint i offers Mr. MANN 
Mr. PAYNE. We do not 
t {y-five” and Mr. JONES of Washington. They have got 


Mr. MANN. If the Government take 


dot Ss 





LIND belonging to anyone in the country under the ul 
Al | [) 1 | hn vield private owner file a claim in the Court of Claims and 
MONTES of Washington llow much time does the gentle- | jud ent? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. The gentleman is better 
NT) () ' apswer than Lam 
Vics Wasl ! I \ l to the gent n for on Mr. MANN. I will inform the gentleman there is 
question about that. If the Government dees se 
LIND. M : it se to that this bill ought |) property under such circumstances they have 
We bave a Court of C1 is for the de Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, { i 
14 . 4 that 1 1 t ik it is very I do not think the amendment ought to be adopted. 
to to) the de ) of tl fhe SPEAKER. The question is on the an lini 
( Granting all the gentleman claims, that this | amendment offered by the gentleman from Minn ti 
I 4 | to the value of S25,000, lie ought The question was taken; 1d the ¢ ir announced 
t | mito re bul t noes seemed to have it. 


d were taken, 1 can not consent Mr. LIND and Mr. BARTLETT. Division, 


f IO acres of nd whieh the Supreme Court of The Tlouse divided; and there were—ayes 63, 
1 it had no title to So the amend it to the at 1dment was 
INES tr W | ! | : er. I t to to The SPEARER The question is on agree 
{ 1 ta I | lint 4 CO ‘ ! t endment 
re here. Under 1 t of que mwas taken; and the amendment 
© | | were entitled not lone to w t t! 1 t 
i I to m but t i t es | | » bill a meh al oW s ordered to | W 
t! 1 ' ! t thi ! L ¢ eed it ra n dw t i! tin 
f we | l7orsS ae \ DALZELI Ir. Speake let us have 
1 wh ( misite \ tol l v ‘ thy hill 
l ! | yy $25, G00 j SPEAKER Without object EU 
t ) hat it i r t l l nit led oa )) ) {After i pause. | 1 
\ \ i ly ve tl 1 the value of ft 1 objection 
\ { i} V ¢ t The question was taken on the passage of 
\ ( i ( t ‘l Spe t it Li 1 tl th ve seeme| 
0 \ t M 7 \ BARTLET! byivision, Mi sp ‘i 
t 1 OOO, | flouse d ( nd there were ve 
: % i st it 1 ‘ Oo le ll w 
y 1 t ( On motion of Mr. Jon: f Washington, a mot 
{ it I j Nov | t vote was laid on the tabl 
i at ¢ j ] i ar 1 Ky ( } 
l | not t ughly fa tr with sate 
rr . ti hansot a toxt-om | next | on the Private Calendat 
733) 4 thet fof M. L. SI 1 
{ | ( ‘ a bill fol \\ 
mN \\ 1 In the nat of / t 1 of $1014.94 
‘ ( N ( ! t} In i 
! \ e ps p ! 
1) 1 1 | . a 1 i t ( i ; 
\ COI 5 ! ! 1 t n \ 
1) f W But : Court did not > 
elegy oe - it did s PEAKER. The question is on the tl 
| ud { bill 
' rhe bill was ordered to be read a third t 
i 8 \ ) v i ih th } issed 
\ ! } it not 
er \ wes U1 ent WILLIAM TI. BEAL! 


( i aid { th i the | 1 dit. R IB044) for thet ief of W 

t ( hap } i Clerk read t 1 \ lows 
1! SI eme ¢ 1! I y , | « : r XN 

j thr I urt | ‘ 
4 ' 
1) SS: ’ i I c < W { f ‘ ; 1 ‘ " I 
‘ \ 1 ' 
lof { | SPEAKER Vhae { is 1 the « 
1 i y | ’ 1 Li l ; of t] } 1 
eme | rt oF | Phe bill w ordered to be eng 1 and 
, y 4 —— read the third time, and passed 
’ i ie] 
( ! | mld be perfectly w ne to A MIP 
‘ ot ety there be equitic I] next bu ss on the Private Calen rout 


| th ! } the bill (HL R 
it to ie to 1 jud t of the Mitchell, deceased. 


buildings were put uj 
reference to the valu 
Valuable, bei 


The Supreme Court decided, I 


the Government does not get a half 


Yes, sir; the entire 


Will the gentleman yield for a question 
get title under this bill. 


vate 


understand, that 


that the 
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l Cle } ad ti } = follows \ 
+ ¢ | es f the Tre 5 rhe nex . ‘ 
i { i 1 to iss gists 1 is of ‘ +} } 1? 
iOS 1S e state of ] sM Was t tI] a tee s 
y 1, 1901 ( f United States Trt { \ 
STOO «¢ ? ered 46037 t ( tt i e ¢ 
‘ 7M 1 f } 
; i ua ‘ 
\ Denart t iin e nM « fd \ 
‘ t \ \ 
i d the d t st e of ¢ i : 
l iw s hs t is \ t Pe 
\ | ad \ | d Stat \ 
The SPEAKER The question is on the engrossment and ! ! f 
7 : o he hill \\ ‘ { S 
iird reading ce bil pee : 
Thre ll was ordered 1 be engressed and rend third time i 
\ ere l ad t ( do passed t ¢ 
a l 
MAI N WESCOTT i. GREEN, AND aI \\ s f 
| { siness he my te end l kk t ord > :; ‘> 
| . on the Private ¢ dar und fhe SPEAKER. 1 
Wis ‘ 1 (il. R. 14827) for the relief of In l lers M rd rene y of the 
rion We t. Fk. F. Green d J. A. Leige hill e ered 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas Mr. Speaker, 1 would ce to | \ ‘ | t} | ‘ 
i ex] nation of that bill. What Committee reported 
The SPEAKER The Committee on Indian Affairs CENTERS sates 
Mr. STEVIITENS of Texas I do not remember the bill I rhe next busine ‘ the 1 e | 
would like to have some explanation of it. I sk that it I oor) for the reliet the ¢ It N 
laidl asick t present without prejudice | : 
The SPEAKER Without objection, the bill w l be 7 SN 
o-] \ ] 1dice | Clerk \ rep t 
ec N 
\ 
| N Ss BOV SI 
ha ext by ess on the Private Cale lar unde the « \ \I 
was the bill for the relief of Nelson S. Bowdish 
The Cler] rend Ss follows 
l ; N ~ 1 » ol ‘ 
l ran \ been | v d } if { end t 
1 Unite t l t | j () ot NI 1) 
N vy } \ on t ( V t se t LSO! . 
f t wit t leave tanding 
f 1 re t shall hereaf be held i | i 
$ i w effect P l I t 1 pay 
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ f | 
WN} ) | 
\I FINLES Mr. Si er, I would like to have lh @X 1’ i | 
tion of this bill ‘ 
\ BRADLEY. M Speaker, may | briefly explain to thy Che | \\ ead, as 
hil uti 
The SPEAKER The gentleman from New York [Mr Bra t rm t A 
l S recogrh ed M \ 
M BRADLEY This is a peculiar and vet simple case ny =. 7 
’ oO Y rill on the part of Nelson S. Bowdish of . vl GERALI 
1 f+) 9°) ‘ 1] Ons i ' that genet Vopr 1 « | ‘ 
rrTTT ‘ 
j tlre ] ‘ f 1S6] Ni S. B vadish recruited ( M M11 M S 
( esr) { 1 «« le ent of n ! lv nd t his <« OX 
| ‘ ed W them to the Ljutant gene l \l ; ‘a 
[ ITAZGCERALD \ 
Ny | ne \ Ss part company, Was mustered fr. FETZGERA 
. 1 | | 
the Forty-third New York Volunteers as a second lieut Mr. TiC 
i ‘ I | ( Vas Ss into a northern cor tv of t , 
State for the purpose of recruiting re men. While eng Naval Acad 
i tl wi der was to | 1 to report to his re i 
' \ ’ 
that w ikl leave f tl mt on cert nm day Ile re ec \ | 
ly, ; 
the ordet Lt Like egiment had left In his igno nee | Wi ‘ 
I \ ra ‘ { e lL he | 11 rl inot le ( Lhe , 
took this st leted ¢ y to Albany and was 1s st 1 
te l : e] en } . Ol it I} > Ne f 
York Light Batte Ile was not vare that on December 2S i 
Is \ " are he Wi ( ml from. the l S ¢ 1 = ° = 
1 
kortv-third New Yorl \ ( s f bsence withou ‘ P ( 
He had then hee 1 t service, | nissioned as eat iti fe M 
ty nd th his reg nt had be t the se of w = \ . 
Nove ‘ =. HeVE \ t s | to his I ¢ cht peal f1 


4} ' } ‘ ‘ I 

“Mr. BRADLED r done: half veare of service ai ae Phe bill was read 

t ‘ a4 wis | bly d harged y le diut t of } 

regiment on irgeon’s « e for disability a 
Mr. FINLEY. Was he mustered into the Forty-third New $1 efund 

York regularly ‘ i f 
Mr. BRADLEY. Yes States to 
Mr. FINLEY Phen he was regularly mustered in twice : 
Mr. BRADLEY Ile was ustered in twice It was in the 

year IS61, wher nee seemed to | l of \ Mir. DALZELI I 
rhe SPEAKER The quest 1 is on the engrossmie and | on ¢ ; 

third reading of the bill Mr. GRAFF. I 
Phe bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; from Penns 











CQ 


NGRESSION AT 


RECORD—HOUSE, 


FEBRUARY 18, 





I i M 1 Surgery, in ai t dated D } 
l Li tt tion of the Depart nt t s ind ment 
tJ 1 2 juoted id, for the e sed in that in- 
it, appre se i71 
\ I t PAUL Mor 
se 
if I Ii 
( ? ( f Na 1A li? 
li nit Rt ‘ 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. ‘That comes clearly within the r 
Mr. DALZELE I believe it does 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. It does not ivVolyv¢ L person t] 
Ar ro under the la | 


Ir. BENTON, 
Mr. GROSVENOR. There 
Phe bill was ordered ti 


rly read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. BentTor 


What is thi 


| \v | hb the bill y s passed was laid on the tabl 
AMES HOUSELMAN. 
Phe next busing on the Private Calendar was the bill (IL Rl. 
S15) to cor t 1 tury record of James I[ousel 
i! \ a s follows 
oft i t ] rders a T 1! 





f ft { ted States e | 
d and ft ‘ ry of War ‘ j 
nd d ! n hot d 
| i, 1862 
Mr. GROSVENOR Mr. Speake I would | to | \ { 
£ OL 7 ligging up of ancient ac m the | 
War Department is based uy t least. 
Mr. PRINCI Mr. Spe er, In answer to the inquiry of the 
3) L Wy ld state this: James Houselm 
sd ted, und rders of | capt , to go with two 
rad earch of a rade that was out of Lis mind, by t 
ul or Tk Wi 1 search of this wm rtunate ¢ 
| met a np: of foragers, I believe, of the +s ’ 
brigad I] ked these foragers if they had t] \ 
l \ rey ew had not At that time t e ro up 
( I 1.0 Mel son LG { | ! d it 
( i Decent S62 Oxfol Miss 
| ordered them nd 1 | Vv \ ( 
» the gu ! ul t ) e or tii Ol threore 
f t! oll \ without 2 trial of y | LL 8 
{ ‘ but they would not sten to the 
S t t! { it was in the rly days of the vw 
| { ( 1 had 1 sti orders ag s 
c x | y igglers. evidence d los t 
t tl he was in tl line of his y, seeking to restore to 
! sor to 4 » this unfortunate crazy 1 hd that 
took no p \ te in t oraging. Menwho were taking 
1 sta th they did steal et \ that 
3] 1 lind g wil er to do with the 1 iw of the 
\ ) on i with ther l 1 
‘ 1 1 the line of ] dut fe 1d 
| } ( ) unfor ite ¢ VA 
| ft der was issued dismis I l 
‘ | ( had its ed wat ‘ 
: wd st i to tl 1 tof General Grant to ‘ Xx} 
ihe “ to move to ds Vieksh 
1 wer to r of the General at that 
Il iad ( t s ind 4 \\ l ( L ot 
We t t] 1s hese s testif 
t t be 3 {} alert t + | 
dl { t | 1 « ed | e, that 1 
\ ssed withou ) 1 to ex] ' 
ey il her ¢ mw to le ven | l lis 
| Mhy ‘ the 1 Ss nearly Be e them to 
I > 
Vir, GROSVENOR I his the first time effort has | l 
‘ to et ord of the War Depart: 
Mr. PRINCI No; [ think the first efforts were mad ISS7, 
en Hidiny we de 
Mr. GROSVENOR. While sot if these peo were alive 
Mr. PRINCI | captain, th ul dj 
4 1 t] Lt tof t ! md that is 
‘ t } thre i 
Mr. GROSVENOR Can the entle } tute now that 
irl ‘ \ made to get ft r set right 
Mr. PRINCE I thintl it, prior to ISST 
\Ii GROSVENOK \ eve ly « ed mn 
Su ot ier w 1 
\l PRINCI l ‘ le the order te | 
s { ( I Who ¢ 1 the l it 
air Les ( l C he gay thre ‘ ] 
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Mr. GROSVENOR kor the purpose of my argument, that is 
I 4 bisat tive \ 
1 d | i very i ‘ 
| was not with h my 
wa ita rt distan 
1 ) \ in CXplanation ft 1 
his ind in a fe day a hie 
| Grant make an order dismissing 
| pay and allowance 
I ‘ tt of the gentleman from Tllinois | Mr. War 
of 1 it it the is hot deprived nnd eould not be de 
| i a 0 nees ty that order dismissing him, 
“ ( hitde that he was deprived of his 
\I VARNER Let me say that he could be, because he was 
eth @e that officer who was put in the guard 
il ho went to the general Phe general said he could 
‘ t in thy irdhouse for that, but the man replied that 
tlreneady thr 
\ GGROSVIENOR le ntleman know that over and 
Where thre yal 1 tool yl @ Ute pus and allow 
re 1 veered Ite vite 
\ WARNER Where proper steps were take 
\! GROSVIENOR I] tep was to make the claim 
\i WARNER It tool ome aetion on the part of the pel 
| had been deprived of hi ports 
\l GGROSVENOR La ul ee what he ivs further about 
ho ! the oo , and Logan was the Pline 
| 1 l Ne te from Tllinois, the gentlemium 
\« low pear that Logan was ever 
cil t ul Let 1 What motive he attrib 
J ‘2 ! 
re | sz. 2 \ ] 
i ! \ 
cf] ‘ag dl 
\1 WARNER Does thre ithe in V that Plousel 1 


NOOR No: but it tid in 1 behalf It iI 
t de | | ft | regiment Well, Mre Speake 
to} { { re to > bn 
\I LACE?) Mi ( l | 1 1 Louk Cpu 
i SPEAKER pro t vane Dave tla les nh froin Ohio 
the conte 1 fro lows 
\I GROSVENOR Ye 
\| BRACE Y Mi SpPewhkel how 1 ny o Grant’ soldiers 
‘ i} would lave One « iv through to the 
wWwitr it ody Who took a chicken or a turkey had 
il 
Vr GROSVENOR I never rved in Grant's ariny, but that 
ant hiv hard thing in the army I did serve in 
I live done v «duty lL have culled up the facet 
eopl bly 200 cases quite as strong as this, and if 
a we had better have another general 
) | en who d ed the service during the war 
SPRAIN pro tempore. The question is on the third 
thie | 
\ ordered to be read third time, read the third 
G. G. MART 
| ext bu ‘ on the Private Calendar, under the orde 
{ bill ¢S HO) for the relief of GQ. G. Martin 
| Clerk read tl bill Pollow 
i | ‘ 5 ae ’ 
1 GG. a 
| t1 i ( ee | | al i 
| ‘ .. # 
SPEAKER pro. temy ‘ rl que on the third 
the Ne te bill 
\I GROSVENOR Mr. Sy» er, T would like to Wo oWlist 
Mr. PRINCI Mir. Sy l n the ease of My \j 1 he 
lotrel « 1 colored regiment stationed, Lb think. near 
1’ uth oT diay not the exact place before in 
, ¢ eve. | | me of h fellow-ollicer did 
‘ borat La i little more liquor than perh 
to | heotne Near by the camp lived his wif 
{ Neer hi 1 the right to make her home 
t te | troop We stationed at t if p t 
1 ‘ ! heen drinking a little they went to 
lieth \ elt 1 Portsmouth or Norfolk Presen 
\ ( | I. Butler, the officer in Command 
‘ Ke to bE ( vr dae elled his breath 
\I CAPRON WI | ‘ Laughter. | 
\! PRINCI \ bu Hed the officer's breath, and 
ed { rth CLV ICE 
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Within a day or two after 
a trial—this officer who, 
anything before, and 


he ordered him dismissed, without 
under the evidence, had never drank 
under the evidence before the committee 
never drank anything since, who was at that time a member of 
Plymouth Chureh, and his pastor was Henry Ward Beecher, and 
there is on file as part of the papers an autograph letter from 
Mr. Beecher asking action on the part of President) Lincoln 
favorable to this man. President Lincoln ordered that the man 
be returned to his regiment and put im command. General 
Butler hearing of this order, telegraphed to the President that 
he was a drunken man and ought not to be restored to his com 
mand, and asked to have the order suspended, or 
his order. President Lincoln approved of his first order to the 
extent of suspending the first order without the knowledge, so 
faras the papers show and any evidence that we can tind. 
General Butler insisted upon the man being separated from 
the service, and he was separated from the service by order of 
the Adjutant-General, but the facets were not called to the atten 


insisted upon 


tion of President Lincoln. Tis order suspending the action of 
the commanding general, General Butler, still seemed to be in 
force and effect so far as the knowledge of the President was 
concerned, and the subsequent order of the Adjutant-General 
did remove the man from the service, approving the act of 
General Butler. Mr. Lincoln passed away. The matter was 
brought up again to President Jolson. He approved of the 
doing of what President Lincoln seught to do. No action has 
been taken looking to restoring the man. He made application 


at once within three or four days for removal of the charges 

ruinst him. The proof is that the man was not a drinking 
bain, and if the drinking and getting drunk en one occasion 
would warrant dismissal from the service without a trial, with 
out an explanation, Toam frank to say that a great many 
splendid men on both sides of that great contest would lave been 


summarily disinissed from the service, and perhaps some of them 
on each side of that great later on might not Ihave re 
‘ived the great credit that they have from the people of this 
country. Those are the facts as near as | can them to the 
ventlonuan 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, 
busines resurrection. Now, here aman with presumably 
enough to be a colonel of a regiment. There has 
been report received. The Tlouse driven to this legisla 
tion, and while other Members of the House may perhaps have 
hundreds of these bills pending here is one that comes in here, 
it is snid on vesterday, a Senate bill without any report, and it 


contest 
rer 
vive 

we in the 


it shows 


is 


are 
3 of 
intelligence 


Is 


ho 


is to be put through. It is presumable that this man dad in 
telligence enough to Know something about what he bad a right 
to do Ile had a right to demand an investigation and a court 
of inquiry could not have been refused him, yet he has steoud by 


for forty vears and upwards and now comes when Butler is dead 
and Lincoln is dead and everybody else is dead and asks the 


Congress of the United States to take his unsupported testi 
mony of a set of facts which go to show that all that was ever 
aid of Butler was not half enough, and that Lincoln was a weak, 
cowardly man who would make an order and then stand by 
und know it was disobeyed absolutely, and a colonel of a regi 
ment, who could have written a letter to Mr. Lincoln at any time 
on any day of the week, and who wrote him at no time, is now 
here forty years afterwards asking to be taken upon his own 
naked unsupported statement of the facts. If that is to be the 
ease all L have got to say is Tam just simply registering this 
particular protest applicable to all the cases of resurrection 
that are to come. ‘The Committee on Military Affairs has given 
out word here that none of us could have any bills reported, 
and nobody has hind sun bills reported, Now, for some renuson 


or other there are two or three of these favored bills coming in 
here and are to be put through on this occasion I protest 
iwainst it; it is utterly unfair, and in my judgment well cal 
culate to demoralize the administration of military justice in 
this country if this sort of a thing can be done, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And To might suggest to my 


friend from Ohio we have one safeguard even if we should make 
iomistake in favor of some soldier who has gone forward in de 
fense of his country and served his time, and that is in the Pres 


idential veto of 


measures like this when a not meritorious one 

s sent to the Llouse 

Mr. GROSVENOK I think the Touse of Representatives 
ought not to shift its responsibility onto the Executive 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. ‘The gentleman does not under 
stund me. - do not say that there should be any shifting of re 
sponsibility I think the most liberal rule ought to obtain here 
in reference to soldiers who have gone forward, even after this 
lapse of years 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman think it would apply 
to a man who was tried or dismissed from the serviee by the 
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\l ‘y ') \ Onht And t put end t thi iction of M 
PRINCI Mr. 1 { i suspended the order resto 
) ) i | 
\ (GROSVENOR \ I ( al t t wily 
i PRN \! ! | t il I have so said 
M GROSVIENOR I t t possible, I will ask the gentle 
| , 1 t there might have been 
vd t! mun should be discharged, as 
\! INCE Mt hat IT have read of the evidence, I 
lsat ‘ ’ y offense that officer coimiitted 
had the. to dismiss a man, off duty, for get 
i v. thie he was justified in doing so 
Ir, GROSVIENOR Now, Who said he was off duty 
\I RING lle ow hot the line of duty Ile was at 
! fro. his duty, and no part of it 
\I GROSVENOR Now, does not the gentleman think that 
{ t of | nb, and giving full credit to it 
e period, you could upset every court-martial and 
\\ I roinent made during the civil w 
\ PRINCI No, | do not; for the reason that there were 
\ er 4 | f whiel ve fully set out t! 
Nothtng 1 een concealed in the slightest degree 
eatlidavits from men who served with him—from oftlicers 
{ men who knew him in church life and in 
that the mun y nota drinking man. There was 
| e tl ever did) drink before There was no ey 
t a quor about his home or his tent There 
\ ‘ ol mv ¢ dey tending to show that the 
ed liquor except upon this one occasion 
Mr. GROSVENOR Is there anybody living who knows anys 


ut tl 
\ PISIN¢ 


1 


GROSVENOR I+ t 


hese « 


Mr GROSVIENOK Li 


l woul 


il to see it 


\I ROSVENOR 1 t 
} ere ft — 
{ red thre thre 
‘ ‘ thy ‘ } 
{ il tars 
l t the ] 
} i = 
1 SPEAKER pro t peo 
1 i) 
A ROBINSON f Ind 
| but upo tlie 
) est 
ew fir 
{ re : 4 ‘ 
| i 
{ | Lt 
‘ » Le ‘ 
4 1) t} 7 ‘ ( 
rf just ad I I 
t NIS eX ] iy oie 
t the first t 
of t] ( tte 
{ ‘ vi 
‘ { l l Lhe l 
t \ 1] aj 
t ‘ ‘ { cs } 
‘ el tor 1) ] 
‘ ‘ ) ley Ws t 
cle tly tl 1 al 
| 
It | ‘ Cs ‘ 
| vou 1 @ ¢ olé ‘ 
nt t re I 1 


I Phere are athe 


reneral subject of legislation here. 


] ts from men who were living 


it this, that nobody testifies that 


wny men testify that so far as they 


dean you not prove anything you 


‘by that method of proof? 


iss of evidence that was nad 
of men who told about the time 
al 
thie entleman had that report 


It not my fault that it is 


it to the Printing Oflice yesterday. 
sa 


is entirely premature to bring 
the first d VY it appears on the 
Llouse of Representatives to take 


ber of the conmmittee in the total 


f wWpon iny one oft these ques 


of this bill, and I think it 
Phe question is on the third 


Mr. Speaker, not as bearing 


We have this committee coming 


orable reports upon a certain class 


like this Why can not the com 
reneral law opening up to the Ds 


3s of « ~ ied by the ¢ 
e! y the D rtment te ran 
tte I eved fre re 


I have presented this suggestion 
‘on Military Affairs has coincided 
hd it would spare the committee 
riinst Members and would 
ft such a 


eneral bill. It would 


d would allow relief to these mer 
hipse Of time We had such a law 


nv yvears, but owing to the lay 
of the law by the Depart 


these cases without special | 


Ineritorious, the time of Congress 


ould be presented to a bureau that 


ises, und the committee would 


first answer by saying that that 
a very dithicult problem to pre 


1 of the occasions that arise in 


this class of cases. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] 
stated very properly a week ago to-day that he was a member 
of this House in 1SS9, when a general bill was presented which 
had for its purpose the removal of charges of desertion. Ile 
said at that time he thought he had made all the suggestions in 
the nature of amendments (and others had done likewise) that 
would cover the various classes of Cases that ought to be covered, 

Now, this is a case of an otheer. There is no law covering 
the case of an officer. There is no law covering the case of a 
niin Who enlisted in the Regular Army. The law that is in ex 
stence is for the benefit of the enlisted volunteer soldier. Be- 
cause this is an officer whose case is not covered by the zeneral 
law, this bill was introduced in the Senate and has been passed 
by that body. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I am not complaining about 
this bill. 

Mr. PRINCE. We took this up with a view to disposing of 
legislation that had been passed by the coordinate branch of 
the Government, so that we might not be charged with failin 
to carry out legislation which had been carried through anothe 
branch of Congress. 


Mi. ROBINSON of Indiana I might suggest to the gentle 


ine 


man that it is a very singular confession of impotency for 2 
conunittee having these various measures in charge to say that 
they could not frame a general law in terms that would clothe 
the Department with power to grant relief in these cases, when 
they come into the House of Representatives and themselves 
define the elass of cases, although they may be various, in which 
this relief is asked of Congress. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In deference to the wishes of certain 
gentlemen sitting around me, I ask, Mr. Speaker, that the mem 
ber of the committee in charge of this bill lay the bill aside 
without prejudice until this report can come in. 

Mr. PRINCE. I have no objection to that. I do not want to 
press anything here 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent that the bill may be temporarily laid aside 
Without prejudice. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


GILBERT SHAW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar under the spe 
cial order was the bill (HL. R. 15021) for the relief of Gilbert 
Shaw 

The Clerk read the bill. as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That ¢ rt Shaw be, and he is hereby, ant nod 
to select a tract of not m than 160 acres of the publie lands of the 
United States subject) to " tead entry, for which a= pat ill 
issue forthwith, without y requirement as to occupancy ot 
ment, and without the payment of any fees or charges (homest 1 fees 
and harg having he fore been paid by him), this grant ne 
made by way of compensation on account of the loss of the \ f 

m 31, in township S north, range 7 east, in’ Lancast ‘ 7 
N n good faith taken, « pied, and improved by him, but found 


raced within a railroad land grant previously made 
With the following committee amendment : 
At the end of line 10 amend by adding * northwest 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear something 
about this bill. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dr Ar 
MOND] introduced the bill and I think is able to explain it fully. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill to permit a 
man who teok a homestead which he lost by reason of the land 
upon which he homesteaded being embraced in a railroad grant, 
as was discovered some years after he had taken it and gone 
to considerable expense to complete the improvements upon it, 
to take another tract in lieu of that which he lost. 

This man is an old soldier—has credit, of course, for the 
length of time he was in the Army, the time that he lived upon 
this land; and the necessary time, after counting that, to give 
him a homestead if he were to homestead now, would be com 
paratively small. In view of the fact that he lost this piece 
of land, taken at an early day, that he is now a comparatively 
old man, and the further fact that the best lands have been 
tuken up, it was thought by the committee to be proper, and | 
think it is proper, to permit him to take a homestead of 160 
acres of any of the lands of the United States subject to entry, 
and give him a patent to it without requiring him to live upon 
it, as in the ease of an ordinary original homesteading. 

That is all there is of the matter. I think there ought to be 
no objection to the bill. It is a very small matter to the publ 

and vet a considerable matter to the individual. I think he is 
entitled to what the bill gives him, and I hope there will be 
no opposition to passing the measure through the Tfouse and 
hastening it to the Senate in order that justice may be done to 
him at this late day, after the deprivation for many years of tke 
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mestead which he took 1 good faith nd lost without \ ‘ ected by the ¢ c ss of ‘ S 
It « his at 4 C oe : 
I} ey ‘ rm mmended by the com! ttee was agreed thie 3 7 : a. ' 
i } wis lered to be engrossed and read third time But more ‘ It ; ; 
s read the at SSE S ; ; 
‘ { t slon I Ss 1 le \ is 
l VSION \ I N I ss ' 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS \I Sneaker. I move that the He f t vy a . 

resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state | ° ti doing Ly 
f the Union for the consideration of the bill (IL. R. 173380) | ‘ ssioner of DP 

* appropriations for the payment of invalid and othet es that ther e 4s 
pensions of the United States f thre seal year ending Ju 0 er ordel nig ) : 

I ( | mW S ereed te . ‘ ater bet ae 1, . =. 

\ccording the Ilouse resolve elf into C tian of +1 10). OM ms we d , : ‘ 
Whole Llouse on the st e of 1 | I with M GRAFI t < ay by¢ ul , X = 
( r atk tical al 

Che CIAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the | 22d would not have done s 
\\ e House o the state of the Union tor the consideration these claims. tiled or 4 
of thre Wo. R. 17350, the pension appropriation bill i the that t | tat | ‘ 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- | order they have 


Si t the st re e¢ of the bill be dispensed wit} S it pens 
CHAIRMAN The gentle 1 from New York sks | tly Wwoahd without { ( 
1 ous sent that he tirs rend r of the 1 be d e that t s ~ o 4 | - 
yy i t! Ist re ye ‘ I . ‘ 
i re was rob ect t 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, this bill carries at 
tion of SILOS .250.000, being the full smount est ted | Mr CAPRON \\ 
1 Pension Bureau fo L thie ‘ . the pens =\ I ( AIRMAN Doe { t 
| s less S110.600 Tt] the } of last ven Aside f \} UNDERWOOD \ 
t wr ; ount the bill follows the language ot Mr. CAPRON, 1 | 
( eu \V « ; J0r W d. so t t the « ttee Ww eve ] 1 i 
: i the b Without 1 t e for further ex 1 
| ess there S ‘ st nm to bye sked. I will vield to ~ \ { yy } | 


Vire UNDERWOOD Nii cl rman, this bill earries S138 \{ UNDERWOOD Il st 


ZOO ft : It is about the high-water mark « s be e the I! { 

It es a little more 1 ey than any other genet ‘ ld 

| has ever carried heretofore L have no oy Mr. CAPRON Phen t 

S 1, nor do the minority members of the Pension Committee Mr. UNDERWOOD \ 

Se | g the pensions that have been ascert ed und twee thr ‘ 1} 

by t i’ Bureau or thet have been passed by ‘ I t 1 t ordel ( 
l s here lL} there . ( S¢ i the bill that we do « v t i ‘ I I 
t 1 e | ‘ ed y report ting our obje ‘ t put it 


cle ly . ‘ ] ise last spring we ioved to s $ \ Tie 
out t! t ol l nd one-] it { Ve 
( ~ ( under order No. TS, | . sold 
‘ ‘ ‘ 1 bre ‘ the | ted States dire ‘ C gre > tC iM 
( 1’ it lL sold s who are \ se l 
( red tft \ ‘ N ‘ t! pension rolls 4 le 1 ctl t \ 
4 ' 4 ; & \ ‘ , } j t 
N ‘ ( lier ors ( who | t t 
‘ ‘ i o ~ tier r tr t ! 1 
( ed by his own vicious habits 1 
We thre t] positic dt p } 
‘\ Ss \ _ ‘ | 1 mm of Lue bilW Sse ~ ’ “ { 
‘ I’ ‘ ea usurped , 7 or ‘ No I . 
= evis } f the Gove ‘ I 
I ev iele ( ‘ vt must be suffe e : t - I 
1 A. t ‘ 1 tro do ‘ ( ’ 3s 1 
) I ‘ ‘ m under the law of J e 27 : 
ISO, but under ord No. 78, 4 e by the President of t1 bo ye Sof age 
tL nited States. for 1 nto be pl ¢ on the pensio rolls to-« Nir VAN VOORTITS \\ 
der 1 ‘ ‘ i ; is san : Rit Se eters Vr UNDERWOO!] 
1 t he was y d ved 1 i the Ariny or the Navy Mr. VAN VOORHIIS 
l that he is G2 years « N t is « 1 evid his stat 
| 1 ‘ S I \ re N ~ ile 3 v iW i 
5 4 ‘ read who « 71) 
‘ t } \ ’ t ed ’ , ! ] 
| I a t - ¥Y WAY i ft \ ‘ 
; ‘ se who re t} ; ; t wna f \I UNDERWOOD? 
‘ of 1 st \ » ob i} s ay tt ~ 
GO? ve < g it + hy r the enc - t 
‘ ( Swit t is hivs l fact ut IT sav tl hi« 
ere is ove 62 vears of age who is not suff ’ t | 
{ ‘ ent dis ty not ted bv his ; t ( 
| ho ble to do ' | 1 nd this ord an 4 
Ire laaryt } my that pens . then it is d » Me ‘ 
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batt for his cou ike, and for what he believed was just 

| clit, tl 1 then or suf Ss now, because of 

Cl S | Sell < s rice at thie iltar of his count ‘Ss 
vlory or h country’s f e, it lies not in our mouths or in the 
iouths of our people to detract from the hanor and the fame l 

that | ) > him; and we would not do it. But I 

s that \ vty hird of the pensions of the United 
. +, We who receive pract lly not a dollar back return 
I ‘ i r ght Lo Vt ‘ we have al right to dem l 1 of 
ou that you « pay pensions under the law, and not in vi 
lation of the law. [| Applauss 1 the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, T reserve the balance of ny time 

Mr. VAN VOORIDTIS. Mr. Chairman, this bill provides for a 
lump sum, out of which the various pensions are to be paid. If 
tl mendment which the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN 

RW proposes should prevail, it would affect all the civil 
W pensioners, It would not affect the pensions granted under 
ord No. 78 any more than it would any other civil war pension. 


me there is another way of reaching this 
han the cutting down of appre priations all wlonug 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] pro- 
by the $4,500,600 amendment Now, as to order No. 7S, 
In Alabaina | Mr. UNpeRwoop] differs with ev 
on and with every Pension Commissioner tht 
served in that office since this law wa This law 
arcely a year old until the Commissioner of Pensions de- 
red that age was a disability, and granted pensions on age 
Then, later, in 1893, Co Lochren 
fixing 75 years limit under which a pensioner ¢ 
the maximum rate of $12 per month. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, there appeared in the New York 
1 October 17, 1904, an article the of C 
sioner Ware which I desire to have printed in the Recorp as a 
part of my remarks, and I unanimous consent that it 
so printed, 
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unanin 


S enacted. 


issued an 


uld 


nmissioner 


as the 


order 





recelyve 


over signature l iis 
tui iki 


ask 


;] asks that he 


eert n 


‘re objection? 


ous consent may incorporate in his re 


I ivTKS a 





Was no ol je tion, 




















ic article is as follows: 
I L HI Y Ol N ( TS—COMMISSIONER WARB SETS } it 
BA Vil Hob UP ZO Vi ADOT N 
i t I foo 4 I") ne 
The Pen n Bureau, unlike other of the Government | ; 
! the imt aiat ( irge of the Vresident, and 11 t ) 
ibe tl duties of t Commissioner, which in rf 
ng what the Commissioner shall do and how he 
| luty has for many y been exercised, and he t 
rt law is as f vs, taken from the United ite { 
1 
S 171. The ¢ ! ner of Ver mn ! per 1, und the 
1 I t 2 Sect \ e3 Int such 3 i the « n 
f i 3 isi i { land \ is muy be pre i 1 by 
dent 
Ove 7S } i i pon tl t of Jun 7, 1890, as a led 
s t, wl { y ! Ws 
\ | y ion y days in tl 1 
ry ‘ ry rf t ds eS ¢ iz the | t \ 
nd Ww ive her d i ed therefror ad oO f 
fs I men roply il disability fa nanent ¢ I 
i f Wii meal tine 
D y fn | i to render tl] t ‘ n 
ha nil n a ’ f of the fact ’ 4 
11 - y of t Interior may p | d 
f ! entitled to receive pen ni! ex 
per | t than $6 por ed to tl 
L ! ility t noua { ind in a I nit ‘ h iy 
, ar \ duly lered, and tl 8 
the disa 
l 1 { Vhs | ! been pror 1 an t 1 
has for inv vea i lin tl ’ ) | t ‘> 
is i 1 I not | It only made ¢ tain tad 
I { I 
j } f t f Tso ove quote 1 t n { 
! vy 1 1 ixed { ( I loner Mia ; 
187 d \ 3.01 ision to wit Apri g, INS4; 
) 7 188 Sey r : ISSG Nove r 5, 188%, 1A t 
. 
4 } ' ! ] fi every form fw 1 1 
j r disa { i 1 in ne { t\ Vv 
{ t { ui ( a8) ! who W i 
1 after t ‘ ie of t ve fo ma 
r s done, at pas 8, 29, 30, and 
1 the 1 1 nt edition ef d ta mW \ 
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I 1 } ek 1) t } i S17 
| th nidex, midd ’ I 7 
I thumb lex nd ida it 
| r-? nh .. | x ~~ | 
ft nd a 
f tl lex j ! 
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I t ch 1 ‘ ‘ ‘ ' f sve ! 
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Aft the pte 1 of the new pension [av pune ao TSH0, y 
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The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. VAN Voor- 


rticle from the newspaper which he mentions. 
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nd unutterable contempt that appeared upon the visages of 
; 





t! Democratic leaders in this country when they read that 
; promulgation formed a picture that would have made my ever- 
lusting fortune if LT could only have depicted it upon canvas. He 
had made his escape there. It was his first escape and his last 
\ (kt [i ¢ I eld to the gentl n | escape. Laughter.| Ile was perfectly willing that the sol 
) | diers should have the money—that was all right, the regular 
GRO ( ubject-matter under | gradations of six, eight, ten, and twelve dollars—but there was 
is hot entirely new in fundamental principle involved in the way they were to get it, 
breve made by the distinguished ger and that was the thing that disturbed the peace of mind up at 
\] | hWoOOD The order was mad Usopus or Esopus or some kind of a Sopus. 


eof the lust Presidential contest by the Mr. WARNOCK. Softsoapus. [Laughter.] 


the United States, Mr. Roosevelt An Mr. GROSVENOR. They thought it was softsoapus at the 
t mor Of this Louse, and severe, and, | time, but it turned out to be hardsoapus before they got 











1 of that order had been made. | through with it. [ Laughter. ] 
t became one of the variou nied Now, let us see. My friend, I believe, is a lawyer. Let us 
that remarkable « paix ee what there is in pension order No. 78 

d for Vresident of the I thrashed out all this straw on this floor a year ago, and I 
ed to know nothing about | want to apologize for going over the same ground again I did 
But it occurred to | t believe there would be a gentleman on this floor who would 
repress of the pertinar is iD Ocracy 1 t e again the speeches that were made a year ago; but some 
tu y 1% t we do better to make our old Spec hes than w do to at 

s of our countr I t to make new ones It takes less brain work. 
tions of th ry 1 Now, let us see. The law of 1890 is a very simple provision. 
I) uth of that 1 nd it o md Tt is not 2 law for indigent soldiers; it is a law to compensate 
t to { nd s for disabilities that affect their power to earn a living 
I ual labor. It applies as well to the millionaire as to the 
itot of New York and 1 L indigent. On one occasion we had pending here a_ bill that 
\ L volu usl pub- reached out in the direction of indigent soldiers. IL was opposed 
\ t he ide an emanation, and that that bill, and IT have ever been opposed to every bill or any 
rider No. S83 and ify friend bill that contained a single suggestion that a soldier should be 
\ en touch with the literature of that cur- compelled to prove his poverty and expose his indigence before 
understood that every straw Ria uld be entitled to the benefit of the pension law. Yet when 
thoroughly, effective] eX istivels we passed the act of 1S90 many enemies of that bill made haste 


t! ed out Laughter.] After these nume to proclaim all over the country that we had passed an indigent 
1 wault i ps ul nd down on the cars, that wet | on bill; and L appeal to my comrades around me if they 


of racy of statement, mebod e not still constantly receiving letters referring to th 

t t t would not do to jump on pensior digent pet mlaw,” protesting that they are not willing to prove 
he « ed to shift h | { | { poverty 
| laughter ind attack, not the money that Now, the act of 1S90, which is the law of the land governing 
{ diers—not that, but the principle, the | the distribution of a large part of the $140,000,000, or whatever 
v 1 t to furnish a foundation and lin we appropriate in this bill, provides that that money shall 
It 1 1) President Roosevelt t for) go to the men who are disabled from earning a living by manual 
wh that he w too liberal 1 too bor regardless of the question how their disability arose, pro 
» tl | of the country, but for the purpose of | vided they did not contribute to it by a vicious life. We got 
hey not a good liwyer and did not underst 1) that matter pretiy well straightened out. We understood the 
position involved in the enormous question | | It was being administered fairly ; not quite as rapidly as it 
Laughter.|) Roosevelt had got t! bert t to have been, possibly. Perhaps LT am mistaken Now 
ve " question of la 1, to t lwe have? Itw simply and solely a question of fact, 
ent friends, he turned out to be a better) or a question involving a number of facts. First, was the ap 
vi) than the distinguished ex ef |] ant a soldier? Did he serve ninety days or upward? Was 
\ t ot pen 1 tl W | l \ ly d hia | Is he suffering under some physical 
enfor ent of the antitrust | ist l ental disability that impairs h power to earn a support 
‘ 1 Pst \ ivst 


‘xactly wrong Vv manual labor 


Ife did not. ! t! Mr. GROSVENOR Those are all the questions to which 
\' 1 Telegraph Company to I} we have been subjecting these claimants—to prove each one ot 
pr tion that ‘ dividual f [ have stated 
hoo dy ou ) llow n h of S12 was t lividual to get That is a ques 
. \ leWspap the Wall St 1 of Wi ls to | t decided by the local 
{ it ( t! { f N \ , rel of | sion Phy 1h) stl on of that Lis 
t i If WOOT t rv tot Huniber f rensons, one being that the 


| haat uid ‘ t! I that his « Lio uch worse than the examiners h 
1 enden 1 bis to the | I i VW hinget l ert ! 1 the real fact to be. So this suryes 
ite and Ty t out t nv tion of a rule of eviden was submitted and discussed ia the 
\ ut firiiure { indert le on Office nd the President of the United States took an 
f that question of ler No. 7S Drive ntelligent nd wise view of the whole situation. How much, 
the Democratic « didate the 4 matter of fact, is A disabled from earning his jiving by 
t Not that it was a too tree or ge ou nual labor Why, one of the facts that always entered into 
() not at al i vid { oof ot \ | facts, was to prove to the ex 
e the | had rare thie e ¢ the applicant What was that 
ething like San Ju iI ‘ for What hod that to do with it? It was done for the piu 
Rider made a charge on th ) ot erta mr what would be the probable effect of a « 
Rough Rider wanted to know dit hed ribed by the irgeons upon the individual at 62, 65, 
| il I il il wl [ he | (ry) ed to Os sf) VE 1 oft t So this order ‘ nes wa: | S s 1 
‘ | Judge Parke do ) 1 | n oof this money must be upon the | ( 
i 1 should be e! ed I | bility i ertaining how much each individual is 
| ia 1" will 1 t t ‘ tled to e will presi that a man at 62 years cf ‘ 
l ht Iw 1 ) 0 oO ble to « nh by i 1 labor w-half of whiat » al 
! \ that wh vstem vtiod 2 1 ible to « ! Mhat is all Why t \ ol f 
t f w United Stat but I ments be t It was one of the iten f preot | 
bist t nstated | ly made aq n the particular force that is given to 
e busine ind the look of utter, it by order No, 7S 
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at tter of law and determining it on that broad 
| 
I ‘ t a man who st Is here the gentleman from 
Ohio, the gentleman from Towa, or my colleague on the commit 
ter vho can rise on this floor and say that it is not possible 
{ 0 enSic rolls under this order who can 
rt t on thie iit If that is the case, every 
nian tl | ler the order who could not get there 
\ ‘ SM) doing it in violation of the law of the 
1 dd Lappropriate this money to pay the pension 
he gets there vou are violating the law of your country: 
t ( ho in this. It is right under the law, and if 
u do t think the soldiers of your country are being fairly 
dQ dione treated under the law do not hide behind the 
Presid e United States, but do your duty yourselves, and 
ce ina bill here to remedy the law and pass one that you be 
ll do this for those soldiers. Do not require the President 
f the United States to issue an illegal order to do that which 
ou fear to de yourselves. [Applause on the Democratie side. | 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to 
! colleague, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLetr]. 
Ir, GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, as a mem 
| of the comm ttee, IT wish to say a word in response to the 
t] n from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop]. It seems to me 
Xtraordinary proposition that he makes, that this is a 
tter of partisanship on this side of the House. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. IT beg my colleague’s pardon. I did not 
ke that point, but the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] 
rted it 
Mr. GILLETT? of Massachusetts. The gentleman from Ala- 
i just tid that it was partisanship on this side of the 
Tlouse 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I said that was an argument the gen- | 





tleman from Ohio made. IT said nothing about partisanship. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITII. Before election? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I beg your pardon. The 
entleman has just charged us on this side that we are going 

vote for this because on this side it is being made a partisan | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I said the gentleman from Ohio made 
his political argument on this matter to get you to follow him. 
I did not say vou were going to do it. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. You say that effort was be 

f made 

Mr UNDERWOOD. Well, it has been made and is being 
made by the gentleman from Ohio, and not by myself. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I wish to say it is the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, in my opinion, who has made a partisar 
argu It has not been begun on this side of the House. 
It did not begin even with the gentleman from Alabama. We | 

I] remember probably how this argument began in the last Con 
I confess [ was surprised then when a distinguished 
gentleman signalized his return to this House, which we all 
welcomed, by making the proposition that this order No. 7S was 
t] ting of the ways, was an encroachment upon the rights | 
of this Ilouse by the Executive, and now the gentleman from 
Adal L repeats practically that charge and says that order is 
not lawful, but is a rule which is contrary to the law. Now, the 
lar thing about it is, as we all know, that this order is no 
vation, but is an exact repetition of the rule that was 
dopted under the Cleveland Administration, when the gentle- 
imam from Alabama was a Member of this House, and yet the 
gentleman from Alabama then never saw anything in it which 
he thought made it incumbent upon him to object to or criticise. 

The very principle that is carried out here was adopted 


through and through by the order of Mr. Lochren, and was ap- 
plied just as this is applied, and yet not a word was ever said 
on that side of the Ilouse to suggest that that order was any 
violation of law or any infringement upon the rights 
and therefore it certainly is not unnatural that we should 
ve a suspicion that instead of partisanship originating on this 


le it has originated there, and that this argument is made by 


of 


the | 


t 1 not because they really believe it is a violation of our 
rights and a violation of law, but because they see an oppor- 
{ ty for partisan gain in it. The statement by Mr. Ware, | 
hich the gentleman in charge of the bill has put into the 
Ik . is absolutely conclusive, it seems to me, to any legal 
dof the rights of the case, but, of course, it is always easy 
to try to becloud it and charge that we are infringing the law, 
{ the gentleman’s amendment, which he says he is going to 


fer, to strike out $4,000,000 is just about as logical as his argu 
t! be« if he strikes out $4,000,000 it does 
strike pensioners. Ile can not make it apply to the 
lax men to whom he objects, but it just reduces by so 
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much the general appropriation. It is perfectly illogical, and it 
seems to me his whole argument is just as illogical. 

This order is simply presumption of evidence. The gentle- 
man says he can not see any economy in it. Why, the records 
that 2 per cent only of men above 62 years of age are 
found able to so perform manual labor that they could not 
avail themselves of the law. Consequently if this rule was not 
in force the 100 per cent would have to be examined, but 
9S per cent of that hundred would be found to be entitled 
to the pension; therefore we save examination of 100 per cent 
and only 2 per cent of them could be rejected anyway. There- 
fore I think the gentleman will recognize there is economy in it. 

Mr. BOWIE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. BOWIE. If that argument is sound, what 
having a service pension bill to begin at 62 years of age? Why 
is there any sense in having a service pension bill if you can 
put them on by simply saying as a matter of evidence a man 
G2 years of age is disabled? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
sion in the Regular Army? 

Mr. BOWIE. There have been various pension bills at va- 
rious times in the history of this Government relating to Mex- 
ican soldiers, Now, what is the use of having a service 
pension bill for old age? What is the use of having one if vou 
can put them on when they reach 62 years of age without a 
law to that effect? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I 
man’s logic. I do not see his-point. 

Mr. BOWIE. The point is that heretofore it has been con- 
sidered that if you are to admit to a pension every man over a 
given age you niust say so expressly. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. BOWIE. That has been said with reference to other 
wars than the war between the States. As to the civil war, or 
the war between the States, there has been no such act passed. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Of course, we never had 
any act like this act of 1890, saying that when a man was in- 
capable of manual labor he should be entitled to a pension of a 
certain amount. We never had any such law before, and so, 
of course, we never could have such a rule of evidence as this. 

Mr. BOWIE. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. 
GILLETT] hold that the act of June, 1890, is legally equivalent 
to a service-pension act, as was passed with reference to the 
Mexican war or the war of 1812? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I 
that applies to the Mexican war or not. 


show 


is the use of 


You mean a service pen- 


ete. 


do not see the gentle- 


do not know whether 
I do not think it does. 


Mr. BOWIE. We had to get a service-pension bill through 
Congress in order to give everybody who served in the Mexican 


war over a certain age a pension, and the whole point of the 


objection to order No. 78. as I understcod it, was that you did 
not get the consent of Congress to that same character of 


legislation in this instance. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman from 
Alabama | Mr. Bowre] object to the order of Mr. Lochren, under 
a Democratie Administration, when this law of 1890 began to 
be administered ? 


Mr. BOWIE. I think there is a good deal of difference be- 


tween the order of Mr. Lochren, as it has been explained to me, 
and order No. 78. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. BowreE] point out any difference? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITIT. The difference is that one was 


Republican and the other Democratic. 

Mr. BOWIE. No; the difference is more than the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. SmirH] has stated. The difference, as I 
have understood. between the Lochren order and order No. 78 
is that, in the first place, there is a very much stronger pre- 
sumption of disability at 75 years of age than at 62 years of 
ace. 

Mr. GILLETT of 
duced to 65 years. 

Mr. BOWIE. The 
years. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
did. 

Mr. BOWIE. The original order did not. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The original was 75, and it 
was reduced to 65. 

Mr. BOWIE. The reduction to 65, as I have understood, was 
during the MceKiniey Administration. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I 
sure about it. 
ciple. 


Massachusetts. That order was finally re- 


Lochren order did not reduce it to 65 


One of the Lochren orders 


think not, but I am not 
Of course that makes no difference in the priu- 
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t so qu because of assurances that the soldiers would 
t |e ition through a service-pension bill? 
Mr. GILLETT of M: husett I am a little surprised that 
© gentleman should it t such a question as that, when he 
I s that I have just little information upon the subject 


king all this time. I just wish now to read 
the ¢] words of section 2 of the act of 1890, which says: 
‘ing such inability each and every infirmity shall be 
! do and t aggregate of the disabilities shown be rated. 
Now, there is ample justification for any Commissioner to de- 
cide that at the age of 62 a man is entitled to a pension. Under | 
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Republican—is responsible for the legislation, and if you do 
do it now, if it is too late at this session, commence on it 

next session and insist upon its being done and stop all 
this political palavering about the pension question. 

I will not quit my place on the floor until 1 congratulate the 
country on the fact that the House of Representatives is again 
in touch with the other end of the Avenue, as has been evi- 
denced this evening by the strong indorsement given to the Presi- 
dent by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. [ Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill by para- 
graphs. 


The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 


hot 


earls 





the very language of that act the fact that the man is 62 years | follows: 
can be considered an infirmity, and it seems to be prepos- | or army and navy pensions, as follows: For invalids, widows, minor 
is for anybody to claim that it is any infringement of our | children, and dependent relatives, army nurses, and all other pension 
. ‘ . j rs ho are no borne o1 1 olls . ho ms res er » lace 
prerogatives under that provision for the Commissioner of Pen- | 5, who are now borne on the rolls, or who may hereafter be placed 
: : -_ sees Sie. } thereon, under the provisions of any and all acts of Congress, $157,- 
IS to Take su ian oraer, | OOV,000 : Provided, That the appropriation aforesaid for navy pensions 
It certainly is extraordinary for gentlemen on that side of the | shall be paid from the income of the navy pension fund, so far as the 








House who sat here in silence when President Cleveland begun 
they now charge as encroachments to expect that we shall 
® them much credit for sincerity in these very late atttacks. 
Mr. BENTON Mr. Chairman, IT am on the committee and 
I sned the minority report. The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. | 
GROSVENOR|], Who spoke at length on this question, told the 
truth when he said that we thrashed out this question last win 
ter I talked at some length at that time. The political ques 
tion connected with it was thrashed out during the campaign, 
and the gentleman's party won, as far as that is concerned. On 
that subject, if the argument of the distinguished gentleman | 
f n Ohio is worth anything, it is that whether you do a lawful | 
t or not, if you win in the election, that “heals up and hairs | 
over the sore.” That is all it amounts to. That is what the | 
uinent of the gentleman means, 
i desire to say this much on the subject, after t rans from | 
M achusetts, Alabama, Ohio, and Kentucky en heard, 
the real question is this, and that is all there is Should 
Wwe pension every man who was honorably irged who 
eryed ninety days or more in the United St y during 
the civil war?) My own opinion is that we ought. I have stood 
ready here for years, as it is generally known, to vote fer a 
S ce-pension bill. IT believe it is best for the country; I 
believe it is best for the soldiers, and I do not want to put it off. 
Phe politics of the question last winter was just this: There 
would not have been 25 votes in this House against a service- 
pension bill. IT was in favor of the bill introduced by the gentle- 


niin from Indiana | Mr. HemMeNway], chairman of the Committee 


Appropriations, which was to give them all $12 a month. But 
When the figures were made up by the statistician it was discov- 
ered that it would raise the pension appropriation bill something 
like $58,600,000) per annum. From the Republican standpoint 

was hot considered safe to raise the appropriation that high 
When we did not have a great deal of money. Therefore no bill 


wis reported, but this jack was turned from the bottom—or 


der No. 78 Phat is the polities in it, and a lot of men on our 
de kicked on it for political reasons, too. There is no reason 
to Kk about it, except that if you intend to pass a service 
( n bill vou ought to do it. If men on this side of the 
PLouse re rendy to vote for it, you who pretend to be the 
( 1 ch pions of the Federal soldiers ought not to fool 
{ You ought to tell them the truth and say why you do 
Sa service-pension bill, because you do not want to add 
S1O.0G0,000) per num to the appropriations. You ought not 
to hold out any such false notion as that. 
The truth of it is that under order No. 78 a man has to prove 


ict and his age, too, before he goes onto this roll. ] 


have 


} 


Inplaint to make of order No. TS, except that it has no law 
behind it. hit wll there is to it. I say you ought now, as | 
you m to pass a service-pension bill and stop all this | 

1 wut it You might just as well spend this $40,000,000 for 
t! n who w service for the Government as to be spending | 
r other ways, because we spend all we in Congress can get | 
our h ls on, and then some besides. 
Phe lenders of the IHlouse, who are responsible for the legis- | 
on, are struggling now to keep a lot of bills down that appro- | 
prisite ES We could just as well appropriate it for the | 
ex-Pederal soldier as to appropriate it for other things that are | 
hot any more necessary. Just simply state the plain truth 
when you talk about the politics of the situation. Our candi 
date for the presidency thought he would make something out 
of it on the question of economy, and the other man “ out- | 
irted ” him on the question and made more out of it in the 
political campaign. ‘That is all there is to it. | 
Now, Mr. Chairman, 1 do not think we ought to appropriate | 
n ey by a special order of the President. I think we ought | 
to puss a service pension bill. That side of the House—the 


same shall be sutlicient for that Provided further, That the 
amount expended under each of the above items shall be accounted for 
sparately 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend this 
paragraph by striking out, in line 12, page 1, and line 1, page 2, 
the words “one hundred and thirty-seven million dollars” and 
inserting in place thereof ‘one hundred and thirty-two million 
five hundred thousand dollars.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


purpose : 


St 


On page 1, line 12, and page 2, line 1, strike out the words “ one 
hundred and thirty-seven million dollars” and insert in place thereof 
the words *“‘ one hundred and thirty-two million five hundred thousand 


dollars.” 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, I repeat what I have 


| already said in reference to this amendment, that we appropri- 


ate a lump sum. There is no special appropriation for pensions 
allowed under order No. 78, and if this amendment should carry 
it means a reduction of pensions all along the line. It would 
not apply solely to the pensioners who are drawing a pension 
under the age limit. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment to the same paragraph. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 5, page 2, insert 

: money herein appropriated shall be used to 


‘Provided, No part of the 
pay pensioners who are now on the pension roll under the law of J 


7. 1890, unless it has been proven that said persons served ninety days 





mb, 





in the military or naval service of the United States during the late 
war of the rebellion, and who have been honorably discharged there- 
from, were suffering ma mental or physical disability of a perma 
nent character not the result of their own vicious habits, which in- 
capacitate them from performance of manual labor to such a degree as 





to cnable them to ear: Pz. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
against that amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio, 
in the first place, that this is a limitation on the appropriation 
which can be made. It is not a change of existing law, because 
I have, with the law before me, copied the law of 1890, and have 
merely said that it shall be proven that these facts are true— 
that that the facts as stated in the law of 1890, word for 
word and letter for letter, merely requiring that they shall be 
proven. If order 78 proves them, why you have got no com- 
plaint. It not change the law. If order No. 78 does not 
prove them, it does not change the law. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. = Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think that putting the same 
law on the statute book in two places makes it any stronger? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; but I think this the ques 
tion that the Comptroller can determine whether order 7S, re- 
quiring the pension applicant to prove that he is 62 years of 
age, proves those facts. 

Mr. MANN. Why could not the Comptroller determine that 
now ? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. He may not desire to determine it new. 
If we put this on as a limitation he will have to determine it. 
I am sure my friend does not object to having the question de 
termined whether we are obeying the law. 

Mr. MANN. I have no desire to evade the determination of 
the law, but I desire to prevent putting the same law twice on 
the statute book in different places. I can not see how you add 
anything to the effect of the law by enacting it twice. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We do not enact it twice. This is 
merely a limitation of the payment as to this particular mone? ; 
after this money is paid out the limitation is gone. If it is not 
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; aero es 


\ C gr: ; rease of pens to Hugh HW. R. 165908. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
. a Bryan; 
\ ( CLUS E on to Webste Hf. R. 16605. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


S. Williams ; 
\ uit crease of pension to Will If. R. 16689 An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 


Hf. R. (GSS1. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 


m to Thom Hf. R. 16574. An act granting an increase of pension to Leon- 
rd C. Davis: 
\ et granting an increase of pen n to Alex HT. R. 16575. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
] Llurley 


\ t gy an increase of pension to Jo- | H.R. 16002. An act granting an inerease of pension to Henry 
1 Raeder 
An act granting an increase of pe n to Wil H.R. 16685. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 
M. Adams ; 
\ n increase of pension to John | H.R. 16687. An act granting an increase of pension to M. 


} Helen Orchard ; 
\ { ng an increase of pension to TI. A. | H.R. 16750. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


i 


1S h; 

\ { ran increase of pension to Henry H.R. 16740. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura 
} Col in; 

\ 1 increase of pv 1 to Edw Ie. 16731. An act granting an increase of pension to Wal- 
Wd 

in act £1 fan increase of pension to Bryan H.R. 16701. An act granting an increase of pension to Eman- 


D 16707. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
POCHIAN 

\n inting an increase of pension to Gustay H.R. 16702. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Cari 

\ { ho inerease OF p m to Hen H.R. 16668. An act granting an increase of pension to Emile 


II. Brie, al 
se of pension to Iehiz Il. R. 16684. An act granting an increase of pension to Lena 
Loeser 


o Iler H.R. 16654. An act granting an increase of pension to Isane ¢ 


Amede Bren: 


no act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 


n act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


An act I ng an inerease of pen m to Green S. 6017. An act for the relief of certain homestead settlers in 


im: ran in increase of pension to Cl e S. 4600, An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
wint a deputy collector of customs at Manteo, N. ¢ 


An act huing an mere of pension to Alft JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN OREGON, 


Me. GQULLERVL of California. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous 
present consideration of the bill (S. 285) to 
sa divide the State of Oregon into two judicial districts. 


Hh ow: rend, as follows: 


~ 
>) 
I 


c. 6. Phat tne office f marshal and district attorney in each of 
{ said district deputy marshals and assistant district attorneys, and 
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d in't inant tal Les , , The Clerk 1 1 tha 
i 3 of 1 judges, distri itor! Phe SPEAKER. Is 
{ in said districts, en See ed Mr. HOWARD. 1 


M 1 cau Ll land t rhe SPEAKER. Is tl 
3 | motion and uses S ntted aan. MI HOWARD 


Seal e Oo Mr. BURKE. Mr. §} er, I t 


Mr. MeCLEARY of Minnesota. Reserving the right to object | rer 4 


AI Gil Tk OF 4 It ! 
i Ne \{ } 1 \ 
Mu ( t e | ‘ ( 
1} st ‘ ‘ W . 
I mh OT out or ¢ ib ] | n ‘ Crewe \ 
S Waisl ton as bill has pass iI \ 

1} ] t } ( t te S { * 
\\ 4) “ eat St ‘ i ( 
I rn | e Stat ‘ ‘ ( 

1 , +} } 
i 

i ‘ ( I vi { (ry \ - 

i t Isc oO ‘ that the l I l ] t ( 
S 1 the east | heaste 
t! \\ ' > =F it t oft { 

w e feel t { I ‘ \ { f « 


bliin or | nbd sions of the court held there?) Wt fe 


I ‘ l i e tl | tthet v ri" 1 
by Senator I N, of Or 1 Mr. WILLIAMSON, « REPORTS OF COMM ON 1 | : 
1] » ti t ¢ " wy es for t vere ven i LI » 

\I PAYNE It ‘ sas if one judge could do all tl bu Una ‘ Z I NIT] 

Ve ] | ) li yt 1 ‘ ’ 

Che SPEAKER Is there objection? to the Cl ‘ Sot i 

M HOWARD lL object 1 ed { 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Georgia objects. Mr. POU. f1 the ( tte ‘ ! ' ( 

+ } ; 
‘ { wl Wiis 
LI ACROS RAINY RIVER, MINNESOTA F 


Mr. BEDE Mr. Speaker, I sk 1 riz Is consent for t 
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fee on Military Affairs, to present St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company— 


i the H t resolution (H. J. Res. 217) to the Committee on the Public Lands 
1 Union and Confed By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (1. R. 19047) to increase the pow- 
it amendment, acco ers of the Interstate Commerce Commission, to expedite the 
d joint resolution : l final decision of cases arising under the act to regulate com- 
( iittee of the Whole House on | merce, approved February 4, 1887, and to penalize the charging 
t or collecting of unreasonable rates and the making of unrenson- 
| ( ttee on the Publie Lands, to which | able regulations by curriers and others engaged in interstate 
rete { lof e llouse (HL. BR. 18862) to provide for | commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
( d Carbon counties, in the State of | merce 
Billir land district, reported t! By Mr. HEARST: A bill (H. R. 19048) to protect trade and 
ent ccompanied by a report (No. 4645); } commerce against restraints and monopoly—to the Committee 
i report were referred to the Committee of | on the Judiciary. 
1] n the state of the Union By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (IT. R. 19049) to 
GRAIL from the Committee on Claims, to whieh was) provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
Senate CS. 1379) for repayment of duty uilding thereon at Lewisburg, in the State of Tennessee—to the 
l at e port of Baltimore, Md., reported the | Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
wcompanied by a report (No. 4646) ; By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (HL. R. 19050) to authorize the 
{ l and re ‘t were referred to the Committee of | cou ty of Ouachita to construct a bridge across Ouachita River, 
{ I] the state of the Union Arkansas—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
} \ x, 1 t ( inittee on Industrial At 1} merce 


] referred the House joint resolution By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 19051) to amend an act 
(11 I { horize the President of the United Stat entitled “An act to provide for the opening of certain abandoned 
er! nts partir ting in the Lo military reservations, and for other purposes,” approved April 








: e [ox the grateful appr tion of the Gi 25, 1904—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 
e of the United States, reported the s e By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (CH. R. 19052) to 
iment ymmpanied by a report (No. 4648 incorporate the American Academy in Rome—to the Committee 
| i La rt were referred to the | on the Library. 
blou Calet By Mr. MCNARY: A bill (2H. R. 19053) to provide for addi- 
\I I1LLtwt of New York, from the Committee on Publi tional ntral reserve banks in reserve cities—to the Committee 
1G 1 referred the bill of 1 ‘ anking and Currency. 
| ) ease tl limit of cost of « y Mr. BURGESS: A resolution (IT. Res. 507) requesting the 
e the purchase of sites for pul President to consider the expediency of opening negotiations for 
bg » ¢ ion nnd completion of publie | certain purposes with other countries—to the Committee on Tor- 
i f ‘ | ‘ reported tly ame without eign Affairs. 
! report No. 4650 whic d By Mr. MURDOCK: A resolution (HI. Res. 509) requesting the 
( i to ti Ci nittee of the Whole | Secretary of Agriculture to investigate and report upon the bene- 
| to aecrue to agriculture through the free use of certain kinds 
BUR’! fr { ( ttee on RR 1 Warbor of alecohol—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
' i l bill De Ilouse (H.R 8637) 1 By Mr. BISHOP: A resolution (HI. Res. 510) directing the 
Ni. gs onstruct {1 el unde Clerk of the House to pay C. M. Curtiss the sum of $750, for 
I It | ) t and maint » | services rendered to the Tenth Congressional district of Michi- 
f t ‘ n—to the Committee on Accounts. 
! th By Mr. DIXON: Memorial from the legislative assembly of 
\ \\ hh L bill and repo Montana, requesting Congress to increase the powers of the Inter- 
( of tl \\ Ifouse on t { tate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
dd rn ¢ nmercee, 
by Mr. MONDicLIL: Memorial from the legislative assembly 
\ mine . nestine ‘oneress 41e loviclatio ment? 
OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND ee ee 
: the Wind River Reservation, in Wyoming, to settlement—to the 
Migs LIONS. . - : re . 
{ I tle On 4 ] 1 Li Iss. 
Ru SII. 7 nd ylut f by Mr. SPEVIENS: Memorial from the legislative assembly 
t ly reported from f Minnesota, favoring etlicient control of national highways by 
( ('le . 1 referred to the ¢ 1 e of t e Federal Government—to the Committee on Interstate and 
\ l ( pry ( 
, ( ( to wl | e SPEAKER: Memo 1 from the ] Slative assembly 
fou Ht. WR. 1So0os M ( ress to grant extended powers to the 
1) | tt t (‘oO n of Int state Commerce to the Commit on In- 
5 ' } } ¢ 1 ‘ ’ erce 
( by Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Memorial ft the | In- 
{ ( ( ao em! f Mint isking for free import nm of seed 
Ilouse I. R. 18964) for the relief | wheat—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
\ } } ,¢ 1 
‘ al 
j ] 
{ | ( PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Pul ] l 1 ‘ l 
. I ier ¢ use 1 of R CX 11 Tl te | Sand Tes } Ol 
i R ‘ 
| ) fo] ¢ tit] 4 lk | lose : 
\ l l 1 1 
' hOV 
ee i By Mr. HOPKIN A bill (HL. R. 19058) gra 2 an 
| { 
nto Gel uc steeln to the ¢ tt on Tnva l 
| { 1 a 4 ( . 
' ( 1 j i l yil 
14 ; Mr. McCALI - (CH. BR. 19055) nting ( 1 to 
sa ; \ e M. Dut \ oO the ¢ i Loe n i ad Ven 1 
] Mi MUR MIN \ (ii. R Li beote ) I 1 Ne 
of pension to John Doyle—to the Ci tee on Invalid 
\ bill (1. 1 OT ) anting an in 1 ( n to 
IO? AND MEMORIALS R 
- Rt. J » the eon Invalid Pens 
| \ ] nd \t \ ’ i bill (Hl I I m™) 1 ! I rea ot 1 to 
1 seve \ ( ~ | } ( | | 
] Mr. ROBINSON Ah (| t. 1 ) { 
\ ' 1 TP 1904 for the y f of 1 ( { \ us I. Van Ni ! ) 
L wilt the indemnity its of the | Committee on Invalid Ver ls, 
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iy Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 19060) grant for a publie building at Lewisburs e ¢ tee ol 
an increase of pension to Beaton Cantwell—to the Commit Post-Otfice and Post-Roads 
tee on Invalid Pensions | By Mr. ROBINSON of Ind Dsrpne 

| relief of Alpheus S. Van N to 1 ( 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A PETITION. By Mr. RYAN: Petition of J. J. M - ® 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, a petition of C. O. Moore, of | Brotherhood of Loco tive Firemen, of B Ney 
Wilburton, Ind. T., in support of bill S. 5952 (presented by Mr. | bill Hf. R. 7041—to the ee on the J 
CALDERHEAD), heretofore wrongly referred, was re-referred to By Mr. SCOTT: Petit of 1, 2. 7 
the Committee on the Judiciary. religious legislation for the District of ¢ ‘ 
¢ the Dist ( 


PETITIONS, ETC. raul geen aie a 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and | Distriet of Colum 
papers were la d on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows ty Mr. SNOOK Petit e Nort oO 


13 Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Fort ers’ Assoc tion. at the ‘ 
Atkinson, Wis., against religious legislation for the District of | Ohio. February &. 1905 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. rates—to the C tt 1 I ’ 

by Mr. ALLEN: Petition of citizens of Maine, against repeal By Mr. SPERRY 1’ I ( \ 
of the Grout oleomargarine law to the Committee on Agri Ins ite of Bar ( ‘a ‘ 
Cu ure, I ut ] od ( | 

Also, petition of citizens of Cliff Island, Me., against religious | pene, 
legislation for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on ; 


Also, petition of citizens of Maine, favoring a parcels-post HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
law to the Committee on the Post-Otlice and Vost-Roads. 

By Mr. BISHOP: Vetition of L. D. Comstock and 11 others, SuNbDAY, / 
against repeal of the Grout oleomargarine law—to the Commit 
tee on Agriculture ; 
By Mr. BRANDEGEE Petition of members of Williams | , 
st, Grand Army of the Republic, of Mystic, Conn., favoring hig 
bill HE. R. 120-+—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions my 

By Mr. BURLEIGHI Petition of citizens of Maine, against rhe ¢ 
repeal or modification of the Grout law—to the Committee on | 


Also, petition of citizens of Maine, favoring a parcels-post 


law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads iia “edie, so 
By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of IH. A. Kirby, of Providence \ ul ‘ ( ‘ Lt 
R. 1... representing the Jewelers’ Association and Board of Trade { 1 dem S 
nst the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary ' the o S ! 
Aiso, 1M tion of citizens of Westerly, R. 1., against religious , ? he vont ] nel a 
I lation for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on | ctityy s. We | 
1 District of ¢ hi bb | Je. the f ] 
Also, petition of the librarian of the publie library of Carolina, | ; e freed fy © ¢ 
R. 1. for passage of bill 11. R. 16279—to the Committee on the tite is ' ’ ? 
Post-Off ind VPost-Roads And we 
\ Y on of the L. & B. Lederer Company, of the Jewelers’ | poppinte who . 
Associat nd Board of Trade, against the bankruptey , ees 
to the ¢ tee on the Judiciary fad s ‘ . 
Also, petition of citizens of Rhode Island, against religious i iedaais 
legislat 1 for the District of Columbia to the Co i ee on ; 4 
the Dist of Columbia . 


\ petition of Granite Cutters’ | on of Provid e, J 1 ' a 
t i { ~ 

the of nite for publie buildings in Cleveland, Ohio—to the ; ; } 
Co tee on Pu | Buildings and Grounds C O God 1 | 

by Mr CRUMPACKER: Petition of Jaspar Packard VPost ee ee : 
No. OS, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of \ 
dl voring bill S. 1267, correcting the military re d wv ¢ 
Geors \. Harter —-to the Committee on Military Affairs } SS eek: ant 

vy Mi LAI 7ZELL: Petit on of the Order of Independent Ol * - 
An Ms, 1 e to Indian funds for schools—to the Cor : tly | 3 ( | \ 


iv Mr. FULLER :, Petition of the Union Furniture Cor Wot aon 
‘ford, Dh, favoring the Boutell bill (IE Re. g3o0r tel? > 
the Committee on Ways and Means 
Also, petition of I. P. Rumsey et al., favor 
mendment to the statehood bill—to the Col ttee on the Ter 
riteries 


. 5 Journal be dispensed wit { \f 
Ry Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of the Nebraska Federation of Rance 2 ' 


i i Phe ¢ | 
Conmere 1 Clubs, against the parcels-post bill to the Ce considered . j 
tee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads filscataes 
By Mr. KITCHIN Petition of the Order of Railway C:¢ mee 7 
ductors of Ame. ’ Tis on No if, of Greensboro 'N CF. 
1; ng bill Il. R. TOA to the Con mittee on the Judi: ry Mr ATID AMS ca \I ~ 
bv Mr. LOUD Petition of Lakeview Grange, No. S72. Patrons g, lL ask u 
f tlust dry, of Otsego County, Mich., against repeal of the ng to these cere i MM 
« to t ( ee on Agriculture t\ ( s 
\ | 1. of Il ( .N LOG, ag repeal ¢ ‘ | SPEAKER 
( t | the ¢ ee on Agt ulture \ ‘ 
| M PRENGI et n of A. W. Taylor 150 otl S, ¢ g _ \) 
G | v | H. R. 15797—to the ¢ Ce twe | 


By Mr. RICIIARDSON of Tennessee Petition of { I f Mr. ADAMS of T% \I 
Lewisburg and Marshall County, ’ I ! t 


O\ Us - i ‘ l ( 
i , = | i , A i 
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I a f 1 < ler her 
H ( ) tot y of H M 
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DAMS 1” vania addre “1 the House. See Ap 

T 
| IBLE Mr. Speaker, I desire on this occasion to joil 
\ hiny colleagues in offering some few words of tribute to th 
I me who played no small part in the affairs of our 
hit lift nd in Pennsylvania for a great many years was 
re i i leader of political thought and action. His 
too recent to afford the opportunity of for! 


his value either to the State or to the 
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was reading, which drifted from that book and that author to 
other books and other authors. 

Time slipped away rapidly until a pleasant-faced lady came 
out and announced tea, at which he received a very cordial invi- 
tation to join. He went in to tea with them and afterwards 
was shown into a library such as he supposed was in but few 
homes of private citizens. As he went around among the books 
and got to discussing them with Senator Quay, he became so 
nterested that he did not notice the flight of time until he heard 
the clock chime 11. 

Ile made his apologies, took his departure, but before doing 
so asked if he might have the privilege of again calling on the 
following day, haying in mind the accomplishment of the er- 
rand on which he had come. 

Upon the following day he called and they again drifted into 
questions of literature, until the pleasant-voiced lady again 
came out and announced tea. Then, recognizing that his oppor- 
tunity had escaped, he excused himself to the hostess, made his 
apologies, and bade the Senator good-by. He went to the station 
and telegraphed the manager: 

















lit } } } sy} tu t t} S] ( S 
eee rg Era cnge thon gee between eo gS I have been unable to locate the political boss, but if you desire an 
; - eee 5 + z een , | article upon America’s foremost literary critic, I can furnish you with 
i se Contests il J t copy. 
er ¢ e which will later be That QuAY was a great student and linguist would be to the 
( rtial ] average man who reads the American newspapers and forms 
( I my calm d deliberat t. his opinion of the political boss something of a surprise, but I 
I hh ell until within the last few years d | have never known or had the pleasure of associating with any 
that the better I knew him, the higher appreciation I | individual who had a richer or riper knowledge of the great 
| As has been said by my colleague, malice was for masters of thought through all the ages than that possessed by 
‘ » | ir J have seen him in some of his great con senator QUAY. 
{ l ¢ wl disap] tment and defeat were his, if he If there was in my mind a fugitive couplet or verse, the au- 
! x ) political foeman, I have thor of which I could not recall, if there was the saying of some 
1 When ers were chid he was either silent) great master thinker and I could not place the author, there 
y word eX] ) { tion of thos were two men in Washington to whom I would go. One was 
\ he disagreed Senator Quay and the other Mr. Spoftord, of the Congressional 
Mr. Sp Whether I will print this in tl Library. They were the two men who could tell you the author 
} S present two occasions at his house, one on and where you would find the verse or the paragraph which 
: e ft vote taken the Senate d ling | you had in your mind. 
ler 1 | tment of the governor, he \y ( We are here to offer our tokens of esteem and to express the 
; i e } { In that library besides myself was 4) hope that even now in our memory of him we shall render that 
a 1 Senator, who has passed over to the other side of | fair and impartial judgment which will yet be aceorded to him 
t] ! one who had been o of the closest, war1 { his just deserts. He may have had his human errors, his 
: e ] onal friends of Senate QUAY hough | weaknesses, his frailties, for they are incident to our frame; but 
( ith him in po il belief. The question was, What | he had an offset for each frailty one grand and prominent vir- 
e in the & ( 1 how would the different | tue. If his political methods at times may have seemed arbi- 
that body line uy trary, there was a kindliness of spirit and an absence of malice 
t the tally list d they decided, in him, with a judgment and conception for the human weal, 
‘ \ oO aiffe t checkings it which led him to asume his position. If he had weaknesses, 
S Quay of 2, which excluded the 1 what man has not? But against that weakness stands his de- 
he next day the vote was t 1 that Senator | votion to friends and his love of truth which made his promise 
fhat Senator who loved Quay as a brother felt | as sacred as oath or bond. 
( 1 by sense of public duty stronger than friendship. Mr. Speaker, I hope that it may be mine and the gift of all of 
| ‘ Qua fterwards and he had no word of bitter- | us to be able to exercise that same broad charity, that kindly 
1 | ved then that he had received a harder blow | impulse, which was manifested by him in all his public services 
{ ry tical foeman had ever given him, and he then ey at the other end of this Capitol, a charity and a sense of justi 
yy ed to me—the first intimation I ever heard from him—the | which crossed the central aisle of the Senate Chamber and made 
ck vat that with the close of the contest which should | all men his friends, true, loyal, and generous, and compelled 
{ of the 1 r aspersions cast upon his charac respect. Ina great body like that at the other end of the Capi- 
1 { lection he should forever retire from pub tol, or in a great body like this at this end of the Capitol, the 
| t so fat s he was able to control the of | Members accord to each man in the long run about that place 
{ ! by ties « idred, none of them | which he deserves. 
: ‘ ‘ | Sel ( I think no disap] t The general average of estimate will not be manifestly un- 
‘ ! did that o just, and it has been given to few men in public life to command 
» at : r QuAyY took his seat in the |} so universally the confidence, the friendship, and the respect 
S rr betwe these two men were str: 1, but | that was accorded to Senator Quay by the men with whom he 
2 ie friends of both to n in the last s served. Others here and elsewhere have paid eloquent tribute 
se two men sitting together and that the bonds of true | to his memory and have recounted his public service. It is 
f p that had been theirs through all the years of their | enough for me to say that his was a busy life—a life spent in the 
had been reestablished. Senator Quay could honor the | arena of public affair: Ilis sword was seldom in its scabbard. 
placed duty and fidelity in service of the public as the | His blows were many and the names of the vanquished legion. 
; i human obligations. My opinion is, however, t So far as I know he never struck unfairly. Blow upon blow, 
\ : reversed Quay would have stood by the fi 1. | stroke upon stroke he received in return, but neither wince 
t would not be out of place to recount anothe nor moan came from him. 


ac It may be true; I do not know. It was a fugitive state 
I ributed to Rudyard Kipling 


en e s ie years since, att g 
Hes e t he had been asked when in this country by 
1 f ne in London to write up the great Ame 
‘ Ile inquired who that political boss was l 
} told that it was Senator Quay, and that his resid ‘ 
v LB I’ i the ti 1 went to Beaver. was d 
) Senator QUAY nd walked up to the 
] Ile saw x ‘ 1 Sitting on the piazza engaged 
I i Iie inquired for Senator Quay and was told tl it 
wis $ tor Quay before hit rhey engaged in conversation 
Lc ed commenting upon the book which Set rr QUAY 





When I knew him best his personal battles were about over, 
and he was sage and philosopher rather than warrior, but that 
the memory of blows given and blows received remained is in- 
dicated and the charitable judgment of all men invoked in the 


1 | request which to me seems so pathetic, that the simple stone 


which marks his last earthly resting place should bear the words 
“Implora pacem ” (pray for peace). 

Peace to his ashes, peace to his soul, honor for his memory, 
and gratitude for such services to his State and nation as make 
for the peace and happiness of mankind. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I come here with no word 


¢ 


of prepared eulogy. However, I beg to present a few thoughts 


=? 


’ 


% 
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n the topie of the life and character of Senator Quay. I did | man in the country 





t vy him personally and intimately, as others who have | of Melhinley L ol ’ 
ken did. I knew him mainly as the public knew him. I) tory as well as QUA Pwo 1 Wwe 
< in large part I may say I knew him in his private and | talk the matter over | 
cha the newspzpers knew hit that is, 1 | tle n have des ( 
I t ki | \ l ro use a odern expression, he wa made |] \ thi ‘ } Hle ] 
vays on the firing line of po | batth nd the term * boss m Sk : t! 
h is so grossly misapplied in the discussion of A rican | were That s ou 3 ‘ 
a, Es tl lpoint in which it is usually used, would | 4 quest of \ { 
| to hh preel Ly But when you come to analyze { ( 


‘ ty} itior 1 the newspaper estimation, you generally \\ a i s¢ \ 
la man of fine d 1 nt of political questions, having engt the « 
t knowledge of human cha ter, and a profound believer ( ne le + Meh 
aati tion mn ve und L ‘ 
\ few days ago I listened with much interest to eulogies Said ( t 3 
inced here upon a w n, Miss Willard, who has been | the ¢ t Ww ] it | 
led ft reat lh of having placed in the marble room | I tiust see 
; Capitol a statue in e moration of her nd sti x And he fixed 
s of eulogy were pronounced upon her because of her great | called on | 
oq ng er \ 1 we hers ¢ l 
lfad Miss Willard been a man 1 had she conducted polit which you offered 
piigns for the ek m of men to office and for the con tun 
1 of States and I latures and Congresses she would have by who \ ‘ 
denot | by the press of the country a boss and offen I can 1 
would have been said out her as well as eulogist Cal out \ [ had ¢ 
! rhe true test apparently in the publie 1 d or in tin v d do, 1 oe] 
f the men who write and talk upon these topics is th i to you 
il ndividual vy friend and w » he and IL togeitlhe in \ ba i 
contest I ». the verdict is he was a great organizer Id 
o ( 7 } ¢ ‘ ryt but if hig Qa 4 +} ot} rs le | 
L { d the writer or r er he t 
nk 1 Tix hle el] rcter of hoss ( ‘ ad 
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Qua : vy ’ rey Ile understood the full pov - } f } a Vick 
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L scie or 1 is A 1, than t e is to criticise f | 
ft in who forms the detail of orga } 1 
l i } CT rati ol i hi} i \ or mt] il L ¢ rl 
f 1 to the division, to the ar cory l ( QO 
1 | < 
I x to tell a . eedot ] t Mr. Ova | f ent 
e to the episode to which the d rn ‘ 
t n f 1 Pen Mr. Srerry] 1 re{ } a . +} 
ot 1 mst I } e, | never be ‘ ( ( r Me] 
I do not know that I shall print it in the Recorp. 1 N the ¢ 
t looks wl ent to me in manuscript. I thought | f 
nl ist now for ft first time yea hen I ] t I | t v 
g ] ce used | the gentleman to wl I I t 
roel it 1 17 r ft Iship 0) I t 
his ! er permitted it to fail. M 
' l + * of t} { ( t in +1 ’ + ’ ‘ ' 
1897 i the nat l « iittee met t! y | eitl f t ! 
+, +7 { d — e ot} rj 1, t] tha 1 } 
+ I , of ; r} » ‘ t 1 ‘ ‘ 
. iit \\ ‘ ] ‘ + + \ \¢ + 1 1 \ ‘ 4 
l gest of | Ss ( 1 
il ( Mel full fore thy "1 f 1 to 1 . 
rre i ‘ aut CJ j ‘ i] late he } I | t 
? f T \ f 1 ira New 4) ( | 
\ did not « predict the f 
| | | of al ae r | } of ~ 
> ‘ \\ n x g ‘ r l } Ay | I y 
‘ ] cle le n t j rl } , + 
) { i er | h ; do 1 tl { 1s { 
ned t ‘ l ; 2 rhen. + 1g 1 \ } 
‘ ( . } Il; ] yt 1 of } 
lecided 1 juest Se Quay to tal Li 1 ul 
i rev f McKinley, so far ll find tl the ¢ 
| f VW ’ h i } vl he< i | vl ! t ft ( 
l to t t s to ] ) After a full dis et] 1 
) f } ‘ VN ] dq heer ' ne ; the le sin4 ; : 
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‘ lh. | | Yi Lama l 
11] \ ol : & hed that vy iT «lic 
Pu 1 nd die there \ 
24 Vv \ en 1 LETC { 
QUA hisveh gd,” when one of h 11 
peal hi cou \ terested 1 { 
ed out of the telegraph ollice in tl { 
‘ noh eve () \ t! 
Ls } dito the othe de.”’ 
ew h that acquaintance Pp was hot 


FEBRUARY 19, 





intimate, but rather from afar, and therefore I do not have the 
power as others possess to set before you his charming social 
qualities, the diversity of his powers, his cherished loyalty and 
unfading friendships, his genial, manly nature, his tender re 
finement of sentiment as those can and do who from long and 
close intimacy and political associations have been lured and 
bound within the close meshes of such influences and relations. 
But Tam sure that my loyal and patriotic constituency, many 
of whom were numbered amongst his trusted and devoted 
friends, would not have me remain silent at this time when oppor- 
tunity was accorded me to join in the recognition which the 
louse to-day pays to the memory of the late Senator. 

Although a political opponent, IT appear to-day, as the dead 
Senator said in his memorial address on the life of the late 
Samuel J. Randall, “to cast the myrtle on his grave, not as a 
Close associate or friend, but as a Representative of the great 
State he served so long and loved so well, bearing to his eMory 
What is its due.” 

A large majority, Mr. Speaker, of my Congressional district 
differed from him upon many of the leading political issues 
Which agitated the country and his State during his) publie 
career, But they always recognized and honored the exceptional 
abilities whieh won him distinguished advancement in the coun 

Is of the State and nation, and also and especially the un 
doubted consisteney of his politient lite, and the excellencies, 
lovalty to friends and worth, which gave him such a remarkably 
strong hold upon the supporters of his party in his State. 

\s a public servant Senator Quay was an honor to his party, 
to his State, and to the nation. Ilis public life began in Tso, 
When he was elected prothonotary of Beaver County, and ex 
tended almost without interruption until death—a period of 
iimost forty-eight years. 

Within the short margin of four years, IS61-1S65, he ran the 
rennarkable gamut of lieutenant, major, chief of transportation 
nd telegraphs, lieutenant-colonel, assistant commissary-general, 
military secretary to the governor of Pennsylvania, State mili 
tury agent at Washington, and colonel of the One hundred and 
thirty-fourth Pennsylvania Volunteer 

lle scemed to be born to a ceaseless activity and to be gifted 

th a power not only to do many things, but to do many things 
well Whether as legislater, secretary of the Commonwealth, 
recorder of the city of Philadelphia, or chairman of the Repub- 
l n State committee of Pennsylvania he was alert, vigorou 


mela i 
neere ve, and nothing seemed too hard for him to do and noth 
Ine found him unprepared. 

lt was in the State relations that he laid the foundation for 
his remarkable power of organization, which introduced him to 


national affairs, and made for him those friends who were bound 
to him by hooks of steel and who followed him loyally through 
humerous phases of political fortune to its victorious end. 

lle entered national affairs in S72 as a delegate to the Repub 


] no national convention, and was sent again in IST6 and ISSO, 
ln ISSS he was elected treasurer of Pennslyvania, and was sent 
to the United States Senate in ISST and again in TSO8. In TSss 
he was elected a member of the national committee of his party, 


ind was immediately made its chairman and ex officio chairman 
It was in this place that his com 
manding ability as an organizer came to be recognized by the 
Whole country What seemed a hopeless case and campaign wa 

by his shrewed and vigorous efforts, turned into a great suecce 

and victory. Tle again represented Pennsylvania in the national 
conventions of TS02, 1S0G, and 1900.) In the deadlock of TS00 he 
was defeated for reclection to the Senate. Nothing daunted, he 
appealed to the State convention of his party and was sustained 
The legislature of 1901 ratified the action of the convention, and 
he entered upon the third term of his Senatorial career, the term 
Which marked his demise and exit forever from the political 

rena 

Ile stands in America as one of the most persecuted men of 
his time. Writers who were personally well acquainted with 
him have said that his enemies even went so far as to say, “ If 
we can not kill QUAY politioully, we can Kill him physically, by 
persecution.” 

Ile did more than any single man in the State of Pennsyl 
vania to make that State solidly and overwhelmingly Repub 
lican. By training, by achievement, by inherent force, by em 
nence of natural ability and character, and by a remarkable 
knowledge of men, Senator QuAY was always equ 
work, and always rendy to advance it to a successful issue 


Is executive Committee, 


Few men of merica have shown greater activity, and. still 
fewer have had their effort erowned with such signif rit 
success. ‘Tireless, fearless, indomitable, and resourceful, he 
won renown, and died in harness in the midst of the almost 


ceaseless exertions that had marked his course for nearly halt 
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() Notwithstanding that the board of managers Whether or not Senator Quay got his idea of a political or- 
her 1 efhicient officer of long stand ganization from Napoleon, certain it was that he worked on 
ed during our four years of control that same plan in Pennsylvania, and the results were analogous, 
MATTHEW & y QuAyY stood the highest I] Phe most intluential, loyal, and uncompromising Republicans 
equivalent of othe bond and the most successful party workers were won over to his 
Loe expr throughout Pennsylvania for | standard by the magnetism of his personality and served him 
hisat ) er forgot a friend nor a favor ) with a loyalty and devotion quite as unswerving as the Old 
Guard of Napoleon served their general and Mmperor. When 
| ! thou ds of wat Intimate friends, | a political contest was to be won, all Senator Quay needed te 
is | lid for nearly half a cen do was to give the word and there were no questions asked. 
el 1 elninent degree those qualifies It was enough that “the Old) Man,” as he was affectionately 
end to eup the true man styled by his adherents, wished it so. 
f t rand old) Co nwealth, proud of its It was said of the Old Guard of Napoleon that if never made 
{ 1de Oi proud of his military re« a charge that did not give an impulse to liberty; that every time 
! lier of the Repub das his neighbor, | it broke the ranks of the despots of Murope it wrenched a fetter 
! Ee ite of respect to his memory. from the human mind; that its heavy footsteps sounded the 
death Knell of tyranny in all Europe, and that its iron columns 
iPPTT of Pen nis Mr. Speaker, it With pleas hattered fendalism into a thousand fragments. Of Senator 
paddy humble tribute to the | Quay’s political organization in Pennsylvania it may be said 
() | ry pliase of | character and! th it always stood a“ column of granite” for the principles of 
( 4 ! ited to | rreatn asa public servant | the Republican parts It never charged the enemy unless to 
| t have bee ufliciently dwelt " ue its general from beneath the hoofs of mulice and detrae 
\ ( nh both, enn of the Capit I shall there tion that it did not lessen the burdens of the people, take a long 
to | ( 1 ry prowe i n the direction of progress or put to rout the enemies of 
I ‘ I believe he | a hava |] tection Fierce factional strife was often engendered, when 
that he was the most re ! fu Wl The batteries of villification were let loose and all aimed at 
| | tie erie 1 dhasst oA eri 1 tli r deader, but thev never faltered in their allegiance Only 
hor nen i generation he was a upreme inj a in of extraordinary qualities of head and heart could have 
t 1 We for one man to be in a great | ret do his adherents under such circumstances 
( 1] inthuene ind power were the results not Senator Quay won men to him by acts of kindness; by his 
’ ‘ y lalities of manhood which he possessed gentle, modest, unassuming manners ; by the warmth of his sym 
| re ! 1 Of polit eal and so l condit 1 pathies and the unerring wisdom of his) counsels. lle held 
i te Wiaintanee with men 1] or us fol them by a religious adherence to his promises and by the exhib 
ent beat thre renius of labor Hle |) tion of a lively sense of gratitude for services rendered Dur 
every 4 rand township in the State who | i his numerous contests for political supremacy in Pennsyl 
avis 1 could menusure aecu Vahia he lad many opportunities to test the loyalty of his 
i moh rength as an opponent | friends, and in no instance did they fail him. The devotion of 
esult of prodigious pains and infinite ay Senator Quay’s followers was the greatest source of his sat 
Krom lily yvoat Beaver he could direct faction and pride. Te joved in their good fortunes, and at 
{ < nd effectively as though he | their rrows bowed his head in grief. To illustrate: During 
Wit His complete and sy the om rable struggle of the Quay and anti-Quay factions for 
h every plase of th t premmrey im PSO, when practically allof the lending State otf 
wt { ( lnree tiajoritv of the da ly newspapers, the Republican 
(tA Powel politic like that of Napol organizations of Philadelphia and Pittsburg, and many of his 
\ thie tof am ict i t idea, mainte edo by former Ili n the rural districts lid deserted him, and Sen 
! ‘ t Nddier of all time { ) it Quay was fighting for political life, he was conducting his 
to polit | rreat und energet camp 1 for State chairman at his headquarters in) Philadel 
1 eX Viti STANI QUAY ble 1! lle wy tting ata table one day surrounded by a nuin 
dunt | first V1 ! 1 Ital nna yeesenped ober oof his faithful friends and coworkers when nm messenger 
| ) I ‘ (oto din the value of a} entered and laid a package of letters before him. THe had been 
ed mer Whose yalor and devotion | exerting every energy and drawing upon every resource of his 
Phat idem ow the germ: from oy ho} power im wrt ppeared to be a desperate, almost hopeless 
tle { I ‘ ! { EC’ Corte 
’ | edintely upon asst the livery one of his old guard had been called upon to aid in the 
( | { ¢ 1 Napoleon be no othe organiza of | fruggle, and Senator Quay had written many appeals for su 
ly ridkenda ment, culled with care fro cor with his own hand When these letters were Inid before 
| t Phe qual lions of him he opened and read the first one, and his eves were imme 
lawere { t Ty hould be able to read 1) dintely tleooded with) tear One of his friends who sat near, 
el li tk t four « 1 1 ob el) noticing | ayitation, and thinking the letter contained some 
ala » 4 fuget. boars vo | unwell me new from tome, asked if there was anvthing serious 
| ) three masitte Sent Quay attempted to reply, but choked with 
{ i] ite > tir line i emotion and walked hastily inte an adjoining room in order to 
P | | coneenl his 7 { bation His friend picked up the letter, which 
‘ { { { Lor col » hind been Jeft Iving on the table, in order to ascertain what. it 
was that had so wrought upon the Senator's feelings It was in 
| 1 | ected, bee e the) the handwriting of a girl, and simply said: * Dear Mr. Quay 
{ | (sy 1 owl co ered I ypeoand enshrined | father is dead, but mother and the boys are for you.” 
brilliant lialo of my that ever encireled The devotion of Napoleon to his old) guard was never more 
t.4 er ore led before ao liuman nd | benutifuly illustrated than that. 
m oof Waterloo never failed to retrieve Senator Quay’s genius for politienl organization was also 
iition Kiven on that fatal day it wa utilized to good effect in national polities, and on several notable 
Phe Old Guard die t never surre ( ") oecasions proved to be of vast importance to the Republiean 
\ | ‘ f the Old Guard were seen advancing through | parts But the “ Silent Man of Beaver” possessed greater qual 
{ ‘ ! 1 longer in doubt ties than a genius for political organization and leadership. 
lle was a gallant soldier during the civil war, having rose to the 
I rank of colonel. “ Tle was a seholar, and a ripe and good one.” 
nape nen aap It would have been difficult to find a oman anywhere whose fa 
It nt ss rallied at milinrity with the classies and whose knowledge of history, 
| ie fay “ a : wn ent and modern, were greater than his Ile was the JOS 
, 1 ' C 1 a tele f essor of one of the finest private libraries in’ Pennsylvania, 
{ went with the J es | eed | aod it was h pecial delight to be alone with his books, to eom 
a 90 PET LOCe ; mune with the great souls of other centuries. Tle was a states 
{ rot 1 ! Inan, but in this regard “his praise is bymned by loftier harps 
1 ‘ pe oad Nay ved than mine.’ lie was not only ndmired, but loved, by the grent 
} ! } 1 , pal a id fo | 7 sre | eS of his colleagues in the Senate. The late Senator Vest, of 


they ¥ itis pe ~ | Missouri, said of him: “Of all the public men with whom it 
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So ¢ y identified y s tor QuAY with almost every 
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S. 2354 An act to ithorize the promotion of First I if. 
Thomas M Reve Cutter Service 
Ss. 4066. An act for the relief of Leonard I. Brownson; 
S. 5337. An t for the relief of Jacob Lyon; 
S. O77] An act to rein rar s S. Nash as Ss Freon in 
1} \ 
S 59002. A f ef of 1 entral R road of New 
Ne \ d 
8S. 675 \ t for the relief of M. lL. § lmore 
I} Iso : \ d that the Hlouse had agreed to the 
d t { s to the bill (H. R. 15805) granting a 
} m to I ec F. Clayton 
l nit ve further announced that the House has passed 
the bill (S. 3479) making } sion for conveying in fee certain 
publie grounds in 1 city of St. Augustine, Fla., for school pur- 
1 “ \W th Wwne! iit 1 Vi } ] l |! ‘ 1 the CONnCUrren e 
Ol me te. 
| essuge also announced that the HF e had ] d the 
ving bills; in y h it requested the ¢ ! e of the 
HI. R. 815. An t to correct the n ry record of James 
| R. 347 An t t d the n ul record of Jol W. 
| pson 
Hf. R. 1520. An act for the relief of the Mi mof St. J es, 
1 the State of Was n 








» relief of William H. Beal 


t An f Gilbert Shaw; 

II. R. 15322. An t correcting the record of Nelson S. Bow- 
dis] 

Hf. R. (T8380. An aet making appropriations for the payment 
f invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 

ir ending June 50, 1906, and for other purposes ; 

eee i ae An act to make Gloucester, Mass., a port to 

1 hile tindise may be imported without appraisement ; 

HM. Re. ’WOSS. An act authorizing the President to reinstate 
\lexander G. Pendlet jr., as a cadet in the United States 


Hl. WR. 18t92. An act to 


trust pa ssued to Wahki 


tent i 


If. Rt. ISGSS. An act authorizing the President to appoint S. J. 
Call surgeon in the Revenue-Cutter Service: 
Il. R. iSTOt An act to prohibit interstate transportation of 
ty. , und the use of United States mails for that pur- 
) 
HW. R. IS7SS. An to pre te the security of travel upon 
l Is e! rol 1 Interstate commerce, and to encourage 
Lite \ vw OL life 1 
i. R. ISSI6. An act or the relief of the estate of James 
Mitchell, dece ( 
rhe messag rther transmitted resolutions passed by the 
Lhe eC oF emo ve of the life and publie services of JTlon. 
MATYI SPrANLEY Quay, late a Senator from the Siate of 
Pen 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
Ihe rf also announeed that the Speaker of the House 
t t] Pollo enrolled bill nd they w there 
upon lL bv the Pre 161 pro t ' 
S. 4600. An aet to thorize the ! y of the Tre y to 
ty « ! Mantoo, N. 
S. GUOIT. An act f the relief of cel 1 hon ead the 1 
the State of Alabama: 
H.R. 8426. An act granting a pension to George W. Graig; 
Hl. R. 4585. An act granting an inerease of pension to Thomas 
Tho IpPSon ™ 
Il. R. 6665. An act granting a pension to Mahala Alexander}; 
H. R. 7252. An act granting a pension to James M. Garrett; 
Il. R. SOTT. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
McFarlane 
ll. R. SZOS. An aet iting an increase of p m to Bur 
eigh C. D. Read; 
HI. R. 8392. An act granting an i se of pension to Eli B. 


nting an increase of pension to James 


H. R. S425. An act granting a pension to Joseph Hepworth; 

Hl. R. S476. An act granting a pension to Rolen J. Souther- 
land ; 

Il. R. S477. An act granting a pension to John W. Guest; 
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ict granting an increase of pension to David 
(y ipT'e ith 
H.R. 15863. An act granting an increase of pension to Mark 


H.R. 15865, An act granting 
Hh. MeClellan: 


In} 
1. RR. 15 S66. 


an increase of pension to Wil- 


increase of pen to Ben- 


An act granting 
Llopkins ; 
H.R. 15860. An act granting an 


Scrivens ; 


sion 


increase of pension to Ben- 


H.R. doST4. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


Kingdon: 


H.R. 15SS6. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
mS. Radcliffe ; 
11. RR. 15887. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


I. Ludwig; 
ri. R.. 2 
HH: RR. 15891, 
H. R.. 13903. 


SAN. An ae minting an ir 


a an yan increase of pension to James 


ion to ILlarriett Stanley; 


act granting a 


An pens 
An act granting an inerease of pension to George 


f 
> 


an 


increase of pension to Thomas 


O19. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


e an increase of pension to Wil- 


By ik. 1592 \n t granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Shad | 

H.R. 15927. An act granting an increase of pension to Iree- 
man ¢ Wither! ys 

H.R. 15929. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 


Ings an 


increase of pension to Israel 
“use of pension to Oliver 


| 
H.R. 15947. An act granting an increase of pension to Phi- 


se of pension Ira D. 


to 


H.R. 15962. An act granting an increase of mn to Charles 


pensi 


An act ¢ nting an increase of pension to James 


H.R. 16046. An act granting an increase of pension to Ired- 
erick Lahrmann ; 

H.R. 16054. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
O'Brien: 

H.R. 16072. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Il. Barry 

H.R. W099, An tz ng an increase of pension to Lafay- 
ette Boutwell; 

Mo lO#, An t granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Lan inh 

Li. RR. 16105. An t granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
BB. Aller 

Hk ee er n increase of pension to Iid- 
ward Ro 

Li. R ‘ Al t r 1 ( e of pu on to Wil- 

ni Ss | 

Eis Ae. at ie n i ese of pension to Mary 
4. Se 

H.W. 1 Wo. An { I in increase of pension to Nelson 
9 

H.R. 16140. A t { n of pens to Thomas 
J. Moor 

ea. Uke 2 melee in euse of pension to Charles 
Miuilles 

H.R 165. An granting an increase of pension to F1 3 
L. Ho ! 

in incre eof pet mm to Charles 


“Anting pension 


to 


vranting an increase of pension to William 


nA 4 a” ‘ > Yow Y ) ; ‘ ) » : 4" J WT e) * os 
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H.R 2. A t gI g ncrease of pension to Chat H. R. 16575. A t 
I BE. 
H. | , \ g y 1 increase of pension to Benj H. R ‘ RQ \ 
lI line \ 
H. 2. 16239. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary H. R. 16579. A 
I \ . 
H.R “54. An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia H. R. 16581. A 
t] : L) 
H.R. 16308. An act granting an increase of pension to Webster Hl. R. 16589. An 
H.R. 163810. A t grant n increase of pension to Il i H. R OQ A 
\ J 2 ‘ I; 
cr, 2. An act granting an increase of pension to Alp! H. R. 1 \ 
~ \ 
HT hk a Al YTral ral nerenase of pen oO rk l i 1] It 1G6] \ t < 
ia 

Hf. RR. 1652 An t granting an increase of yp ( » Jos H. ] \ 

; % It 
H.R >» An act granting an increase of pr mito H. R. 16617. A t y 

{ ‘ ; I’ . 
If. RR. e564. An act granting an Increase of pensiol »G Hi. R. 16618. A ’ 

‘ NJ 

LK 2 t ~ f pensi if H.R. 16619. An 
Wi ' 
Hf. 1 tL AD 1 ! to Thomas P H.R 20. A g ' 
HI. oso. A rit or a re ol ( ] \ 

i. R \ \. ] 

Il. R. 1G5S¢ Al ting ease of yx to Brvan Weer , A 


N 
mm. ( ’ \ Eg hg I cre e ot } n to Jol P 2 4 
; { \ t 
I. R. 1639 An t gI g increase of ] on to Jos . \ 
\ ] 
i. R. 16419. A rranting an ease of pension to F. A , ar 8 
\\ M. Adam 
Hi. R. 16420, An aet granting an incrense of pension to W I. KR. 166ST. At \I 
( Ll () & 
Hh. R. le 424 An act granting an rease of pension to Charles LR 67 \ 
| BP.) 
| Ir. Ay t } ° n i e of me S10 yA i] I \ 
] \ ‘ 
IL. R. 1642 An act ¢g ng an increase of pension to A 1 1] , ~ 4 
ss sUy \ 
Il. R. 16442. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo 1d hey sind 
J \ _ 
ee tf. An t gr i an ease of pension to I -s ‘ 
ii rN ‘ \ 
HI. R. 16455 4 t gra , 1 incerense o t nm to ] ; 
a2 ' it t An ‘ 5 
. { 
rR ( ‘ \ ! rr > Te ( ¢ Of WW ( to il 
4 
er ‘ ‘ \ 
a | 
LR { An t nting a pel nto Martha c. ¥ 
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H.R. 17454. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
H. Dr: per > 

I. R. 17487, An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Il. Gilassmire ; 

HW. R. 17445. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar 
Hinkley ; 

H.R. 17452. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin Savage; 

Hl. RR. 17464. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
J. Nelson; 

H.R. 17537. An act granting an increase of pension to Theo- 
dore Titus; 

H.R. 17548. An act granting an increase of pension to Lafay 
ette Brashear ; 

If. R. 175oS. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Morrison ; 

H.R. 17595. An act granting an increase of pension to Cathe 
rine A. TIlogan; 

Hf. R. 17605. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Bb. Seott: 

Il. R. 176355. An aet granting a pension to John Burke; 

I. R. W655. An act granting an increase of pension to Heze- 
kiah TL. Sherman ; 

Ht. R. 17660. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
1]. Wasson; 

H.R. 17672. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
C. Cleveland ; 

If. R. 17677. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
lludson; 

H.R. ATL. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil 
linin Stewart; 

H.R. ITH. An act granting an increase of pension to Davis 
I). Osterhoudt ; 

Hl. RR. 17770. An act granting an increase of pension to Ma 
tilda D. Clark ; 

H.R. W771. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerome 
I. Nulton; 

HW. RR. ATTT3. An aet granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
linia Tlubbs; 

Ht. R. UTS. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
reeman : 

H.R. ATSOL. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
M. Alexander ; 

H.R. wo, An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward M Mobley 

| 
Tlammine 

Hh. RR. AUTOTT. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil 
liam Barnhard ; 

Il. R. tSoe2. An act granting an increase of pension to Tsaae 
Willinms 

Hi. R. ise03. An act granting an inerease of pension to Alfred 
Rowan; 

Hi. R. ost. An act granting an increase of pension to Jolin 
Pipton: 

H.R. W805. An act granting an increase of pension to Char- 
lotte I. Russell; 

Ht. RR. IStdE An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Stout: and 

H.R. IS26S. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie 
Crawtora 


ok. IT. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIAI 

Phe PRESTDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the 
legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, remon 
trating against the enactment of legislation providing for the 
construct of a dam and reservoir on the Rio Grande in New 
Mexico: which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed 
in the Rercorp, as folloy 


7 rroRY OF New Mexico 
ao Ke lik St ETARY 
Santa I’e, be tary 16, 1 
t I’ {7 te t cd State ‘ t 
Wa fo >). ¢ 
\ ty dire n t 1 <th lecislat 1 ft I 
of New Mex i 1 honor to it het dl y 
f neil joint 1 il No protestin igainst t \ n 
est f ! 1 - te of the United Sta rn. 4 li ome 
to tl ‘ 1 f a dam id reserve : Rio le } 
New Mexico, and f el rpost 


[Territory of New Mexico, office of the secretary. ] 


I, J. W. Raynolds, secretary of the Territory of New Mexico, do 
hereby certify there was filed for record in this office, at 8.45 o'clock 
p. m. on the lOth day of February, A. 1D. 1905, council joint memorial 
No. 3, “ Protesting against the age, in its present form, by the 


pa 
Senate of the United States of TL R. 17930, relating to the construe 
tion of a dam and reservoir on the Rio Grande, in New Mexico, and for 
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9() 
os b 


lich 


| 7 OMIM ISSIOI was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
Vila r f } ‘ ‘ of ‘ state Commerce 
e |) -_ e by le tl Ife also presented a petition of the Synod of Iowa of the 
(; | 1 Old Deo Re 1) Evangelical Lutheran Church of the United States, praying for 
( { f Washingtor WV I 1 investigation of the conditions existing in the Kongo Free 
| of Colu State; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
I) Lodge, No. 199 ons 
() 1‘ rs, of Damascus, Md., p Ile also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Woodbury 
) ( ov f continued pro ind Union counties, Towa, remonstrating against the enactment 
\' ory according to of legishition requiring certain places of business in the District 
| ( L ‘Tribe wl 1 \ of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 
of the Minerva Club, of New PRANK A. LEACH. 
( moof the charges made and 
| i a, tow from the Stata of Mr. ALLISON I present a communication from the Secre 
aA te aly tee on Privileges and | t@ts of the Treasury, addressed to the chairman of the ‘omit 
tee on Appropriations, recommending that an appropriation of 
Lob] ' reo . = Leia a eal $25,000 be made to reimburse Prank A Leach, superintendent 
, ' for the adoption of an amendment to the of the mint at San Francisco, Cal., for loss of money stolen 
‘ whieh referred to the | freme that mint. To move that the communication be printed 
; . ' ind referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
PEWAR' ented a Irré resolution of thi Nhe mot was agreed to 
I elitive to the purchase of intox : REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
| \ ds of the Gove ‘ 
ito the (% ttae < Indian Affairs, and ordered t Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commeree, to whem was 
| referred the bill (IL BR. IS815) to authorize the construction of 
. a bridge across Red River at or near Boyce, La., reported it 
ae ' aa we Without amendment 
1 I ae to t Mr. ALGIER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
\ Government in Nevad ( referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
tb et I UY amendment, and submitted reports thereon 
' hin cg \ bill (HE. R. 1495S) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
( { I \ ; d fo. Burkholder : 
t} I A bill (IE RR. 15727) granting an inerease of pension to Lotwig 
‘ / it Iivans 
peo A bill (IE. RR. 16855) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
/ Bia rost ; 
im a d ‘ d \ 1 d L bill (IE. Re. 15096) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 
i \ ado ‘ 1! t 1 S \ niers: 
u oe a : A bill (IE. Re. 501s) int an inerease of pension to Joel 
G now tn ‘ | V. Green; 
A bill GIL Re. 13516) granting a pension to Phebe Damoth : 
. j « a A bill (UE. WR. 17165) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Jackson: 
\ bill (HE RR. 17329) granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
hain Robert 
\I POONER | ented a petition of the Ancient Order of A bill (1E RR. ISiS2) granting an increase of pension to James 
| { Mil ee Co WW praving that am apore Bothwell: and 
lef the erection in the city of Washington of a \ bill CHE. RR. 17616) granting a pension to Delila Dyer 
» ¢ rmdo John \ Which wa referred to Mr GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
( ‘ the Tibrars Columbia, to whonr was referred the bill OS. 7145) to amend an 
\| PiENROSI Ost doa emorial of the Milk Shipp t entitled “An aet to provide for the organization of the militia 
| | d. od ‘ tit t the repent « | of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes approved 
| iW re red to t ( Mareh t, ISSO, asked to be diselia “li from its further consider 
t mid that it be referred to the Comunittee on Military Af- 
, ed pe ms of Washington Camp, No. 674, of Which was agreed to 
f Wasl fon Camp, No. 55S, of Belfast, and « Mr. GALLINGIER. To oam directed by the Committee on the 
\ ( " rf f Port Royal il of the Patrio Lists { f Columb to Whon was referred the bill CH Rt 
‘) ‘ \ State of Pennsyl io SOOO) author { extension of Woostreet NW., to report it 
ition to restrict the Hout samrendime ind to sul ta report thereon 
{ . ( hich were referred to the ¢ The PRESTDI pro tempore Mh lH} will be placed on the 
| Calendar 
| | in ol i! { Oi \! GALLINGER T miove that the ill (SN. O7OD) outhoriz 
] ( Vdc Ive ( \ 1 | 1] , the oxte ) ) me \! ect NW ir ol roof business 3505 
! ( mothe Calendar, be postponed indefinitely, and that ¢ LLouse 
ipl of bn Kt 1 the District of Co bill just reported by mre le Vel its pl on the Calendar 
| ‘ doon Sund Which oe 2 I ) ( Phe mot Wis agreed to 
( ‘ nt List of Colun Vir. GALLINGER, from the Co tee on the District of 
\I PRAT pre La petition of the exe if e cou | tlie Colunal to Whom w referred the | (11. R. WIST) for the 
\ ts $ > d of Trade, p for 1 extension of Nineteenth street from Woodley road to Baltimore 
I Which v referred to the Co eel, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
| thereon 
‘ | of the North Carol ae \ Tea »¥ from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
of \ I" iwainst the Taw « bill (S. TISO) to authorize the levying of certain special assess 
cl ( it South Athant ports ft ments, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
( ed in ( e trad Which y hereon 
( ( ‘ Ile also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
DOLLY Ei | ‘ lof the Ped ‘ Dill (IE Re. 15970) to amend section Plt of the “act to estab 
] ( It ! tratin nst oa lish code of law for the District of Columbia,’ approved 
‘| nal » imported \ ‘ Mareh 3, PO, as amended by the aet approved June 30, 1902, 
i’! | rete 1 to the Co ‘ ( reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
‘ Ile also, from the same committee, to whom w referred the 
; 1 f the Corn Belt Meat Th bill (S. TOSO) to amend section Tltt ef the “act to establish a 
\ f ih | le prayvin for the enactment of code of law for the Distriet of Columbia,’ approved March 3, 
li pind e powers of the Interstate Commerce | 1901, as amended by the act approved June SO, 1902, submitted 
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LI sy ! ‘ 
Hl. R. IST25) supy 
t the Col 
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‘ isu | 
Lhe f) s 
1 ¢S. TI88) su ent 
i 1} ( ly lh 
i the “ ry 
\\ li al i 
Mirg MeCUMBER 
referred t f 
Iment a 
A bill (11. R ISG) gral 
rYEeEV . 
A bill (1H. R. 16805) ¢g 
. A. Bird: 
A bill (IL. R. IS745) gt 
\ (H.R. 15349) gt 
~ 
\ CEE. Ree ) g1 
\ | (H. R. 18007) er 
Cc. Alexander ; 
\ bill (CH. R. 11903) 
A bill (H. R. 18145) ¢g 
Hi. Leonard 
\ | (H. R: 6439) 
\ bill (iL. R. 16S64) 
Puley ; 
AL bill CHL R. 18239) grat 
] mer: 
A bill (HL. R. 4454) grant 
Ira ’ 
A bill (HE. R. 465) an 
A bill CHL R. 38014) gran 
A bill (H. R. 2092) grant 
Limp! "e*) 
A bill ¢1I gk. 2487) 2 
Rutherford ; 
\ bill (HL. R. 2479) g 
A bill (IL. R. 2605) gran 
&. Gach: 
A bill (IL. R. S701) 
1] | ; 
\ bill CH. BR: 12670 
NEUSE 3 
\ bill cH: RB. it ) 
' \\ ( re 
A bill ¢cih. Re. 14054) 
’ i Sander 
A bill (HI. RR. 15444) 
1] ne 
eT PM. On i] ) 
m3 C3 
A bill (iH. BR. 13881) 
\ bill I. R. 11Ot) 
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h was agreed to id f bill 
) ‘ 
© to whom was rete 1 7 
to the act of February 9, 1821 
lou the District of C l 
f, reported it without end 
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he ict of February © 1821 1 
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» and the bill was pos ed 
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\ bill CH. R. 17306) gal ease of pension to George 
yn; 
\ ll (H. R. 17828) gt ¢ an I e of pension to Pat- 
i V3; and 
(11. RR. 17978) granting an increase of pension to Bridget 
rint. 
Mir. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on DPen- 
to wh vere referred the following bills, reported them 
v Without amendment, and submitted reports thereo 
\ 1 (i. R. 17622) granting an increase of pension to Kdwin 
\ 1 (UL. R. 17054) granting an increase of pension to Augus- 


Kk. 17061) granting an increase of pension to Arthur 


\ TR. 1 7 ral on to M Souper 
\ | ] II. t LGGSS ) ntwnes an ICL ol pension to W }.. 


| FOSTER of VW } erton, from the Committee on TPen- 
to the bill (If. R. 16S78) granting an 
e of pe 1 to W un Spriggs, reported it wit n 

( lsu ia rt tl eon 
Mr. MARTIN I am directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
Colu 1, to wl WW referred the bill (11 R. 16917) to 
le for condet ng tl land necessary for joining Kalo- 
venu nd PP cott place, to report it without amend- 


d to submit a report thereon. 
» PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on 


Mr MARTIN. I move that the bill (S. 6241) to provide for 


1 
{ rh rv land to join Walorama avenue and 
t place, being Order of Business 3443 on the Calendar, 
{ ‘ 
I { i ' ecad TO. 

STEWART, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
1, to Whom was referred the bill (S. 2151). to provide for 
went of nu nee n tl District of Columbia by the 

ners of said District, and for other purpose 5, sub 
| J e rep ! which was agreed to; and 


from the C nittee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 

rred the bill (UH. R. 17474) making appropriations for the 
tat nel xpenses of Indian Department and 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for 


ul year et! * June 30, 1906, and for other purposes, re- 

md it with emdments, and submitted a report thereon 
DILLINGHAM, from the Committee on Immigration, to 
In was referred the bill (S. 7025) to amend section 3 of an 
titled “An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into 


United States,” approved March 8, 19038, reported it without 


Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 


1 referred the bill (S. TOOL) to amend an act entitled 
t authorizing the Secretary of War to cause to be erected 
d markers on the battlefield of Gettysburg, Da., 
emorate the valorous deeds of certain regiments and 
of the United States Army,” reported it without 
oe : 
\I SCOTT, 1 he ¢ eon DP to whom were 


\ bill (LE. R. 16873) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
\Poffott 
. bill (HL. R. 16148) g ! gan increase of pe on to Mat- 


\ bill (HE R. 18027) granting an increase of pension to Isaae 


A bill (HL. R. 177357) granting an increase of pension to John 


A bill (HL. R. 17564) granting an increase of pension to 
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M CARMACIS 1 1 Committee on Pensions, to wl l The joint sol WW ¢ a 
we rred 1 i \\ bills, reported them severally with ‘ ‘ 1 to 
out endment 1 sul ed reports thereon 1 sed 

A | | (H. R. 14 £ S I 1CT'¢ e of pens to Wil } 


ALR ! 0 y | \ 
A b (H. R. TisSa) 21 ting a pension to Jennie B. Jobn ol f il Ix ‘ S 
ston, formerly B kbur ship of W Y I ( S 
A 1 1 (H. R. 16748) g { < n crease Of pension to John t wit] endments 
Glass ; yen ; Mr. FAIRBANKS. I should 
\ bill (H.R. 17882) granting an inerease of pension to Ma-} present consideration of 1 
1 Pea 
i it ( } ‘ 1 1 to f 
A bill (HE. R. 18103) granting an increase of pension to Willis | Chere being no ob yn. t S ( 
Booket Whole, proceeded to « 1 { 


A bill (i. R. 17544) granting an increase of pension to Ste rhe 


A bill (HU. R. 18824) granting a pension to Nimrod W. Wat a - ialaad ' tibl ie tl 





i yx sl f rT 

son; and to strike out the Words oO 

A bill (HI. R. 15748) granting an increase of pension to Evan | after the word “ works.” to ( it 
BE. Young. n line 12, ftter the we Is 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum “the:’ and in line 13 to strike ou 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (1. R. ISSS1) for the exten so as to 1 | 
sion of Rittenhouse street, and for other purposes, reported it ‘ a aig ; 
Without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. West Bad nd I , ( 

Ile also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | © lout { f s 
bill (S. 4812) for the extension of Rittenhouse street. and for) * 
other purposes, submitted an adverse report thereon; which » Knox 
W agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely | ‘ 

Mr. TALIAFE RRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | ! t , 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with ea \\ 
out ehndment, and submitted reports thereon Phat \ \ 

A bill (11. R. 16814) granting an increase of pension to Wil t ‘ 
liam S. Lyon: ; ; 

\ bill (HI. R. 16412) granting an increase of pension to Henry | v y ( 
C. Steadman 1 of tI . ' 

A bill (H.R. 16514) granting an increase of pension to Robert | 5. He : 


A bill (HL. R. 16519) granting an increase of pension to Mary Kha aniend a «acta 


‘ 1 t SN \ i i t 
Io Li IN, The ] \ ae | tw thre = 
A bill (HE. R. 17288) granting an increase of pension to An rs +, aan 
dre }. Herod Phe bill was ordered to be e1 
hill > " i tine iy Ica of 1 1) . 7 

\ CH. R. 17058) gr ¢ an increase of pension to Oscé the third time, and | - 

Ge 1; and 
\ bill (IT. R. 18101) granting an increase of pension to Susan | COMMISSION TO EXAMINE 1 
) ‘st ! ' | 
m3 an Mr. CULLOM I ( ted by ( . 
Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the ¢ tee on Pensions, to wl . ‘ , 
s Lc ns, to who W as 
VW s ferred the (11 t Lion Z he a] ) to .J t ‘ 
H.. 'P) iS, 1 i it w ! endment ie | sc United & 7 
1 Lhereo 
\ "I t +) , . ; W 
i PT ATT « (oO ( tT. we Con o™ ae ? ’ 
a to w \ I ed the 1 : ¢S: FiSe) »> 7. le ft 
i _ V ‘ 23% 
} ) ‘ Supre e « t of thy 


tr WA 
\} ERYE, 1 t} ( ee on Co e to w) 
r (HI. R. 18197) to end section 4463 « 
1 Statutes, r & to th plement of crews | a 
. ( ried it witl { lent i 
Vir. NIELSON, t the ¢ ttee on the Judiciary, to w > 
\ ed the bill (TR 1100) to provide for the 
Lb als { ! t Western et \I cy PON ‘ 
S Cat nl ses, report \ l 
; I] » he 
Mr. HALE. 1 
$s Ol 1 MLARIN \ 


| of tl unl re ts 1 _— 

| | ‘ nd of t vellow-fe r il M DEVPEW I ( 
he 1 1 1] turl Service, t ‘ » wi wis s ‘ 

] ly Wit u a ( d | six LOI tS Pres¢ i i Publ ] 3 | 1 

; bts NI Yi t I 

| ! no « e joint resolut 1 Wis « S red ifte 
1 Litter Who It provides that the h I ask 
] | t the In tins of the hvgiet labo ry, 1 M PELLER I 1 
aa - ; , e ve 1 of the velloy Mr. DEPEW. 1 


‘ I roe not excees tive eS ) ! \ ‘ f 
; @ hy « t Excec ».O0O Copies in Vv « : to Cy er ! i 5 ‘ 
\ ere t Grove 1 tl pul y Labor has \ t 
| »thed ( f the S ‘ vof the] M PELLER I t 
a \ ‘ t © ‘ rinted « 1 LiMn) it W 
F C the the S m-General of e Pp The PRESIDENT t 
1] iM e-Llospit Service ind in cloth, to be dis The bill was 1 I t 
t \ 1 by the Surgeon-General, In ¢ mittee of the Who os 
‘ 
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yr 3 to si el to the me but dees the bill itself provide that the 
‘ i t Ij dent hall ward the medal 
j 3 ‘ CULLOM The tirst sectivu of the bill provides: 
the Presid f the United States be, and } hereby, a r 
I f \ suit em- 
N } i i ‘ I mia person W A 
. ‘ n savir or 
{ id : rave cident, 
i , - ( ’ ’ [ 1 k, disasts or 
is n : ia I lw it United States engaged in 
i t t 
' ¢ ; 
! e of & Mr. LODGE. It provides in the first section, I will say to the 
; aL .40 Ss ‘ that it shall be awarded by the President of the United 
ft a1 S on suflicient evidence having been furnished and placed 
1, 4 mf ‘ ‘ 
: he REO 50) ie a Mr. CULLOM. Furnished to him. 
yf , Sie = ; The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there he no objection, the 
re the Set Committee of the Whole. 
and oe rest Ses a d St > \ Mr. HALE Mr. Pr lent, that ‘ry point is the one which 
i d 3 4 t int It is whether the President ought to 
i e this burden put y him for every case upon all the vast 
= ' \ ‘ f this unutry where there is some life-saving 
1 : i 1 heroie t That the President shall consider the ense, 
1 he test 1} ul get at all the facts, and himself decide, 
: . ia ‘ s to me Widing too much of a burden upon the Presi- 
; : ‘ I do not think he ought to do it. I think some one else 
df 1 do it Perh 1 the operation of the law, it will go to 
eo els Bat cleurly it ought not to go to the President. 
; \ LODGI that is the provision of the law in regard to 
j ving at sea. The President gives the authority to the 
d of the Life-s ng Service and they make the awards of 
uM creed | lals. TI made by the Treasury Department. I sup- 
| ed to the Senate 3 ended, and the these is ll be made through similar machinery. 
cM 1 in. y fol . the old law about the issuing of medals 
ordered he « rossed for a third 1 ling, read eu t ocean 
tnd | <u M LL ATI It ti sfer of this benevolent sentimental 
‘ IN ATE RA LDS mn the cases that occur at sea, which are few, to cases 
1 TTIONY = , ‘ Se es ets ais h ron land, which would be many. There is a special 
li it uoin the Department of the Treasury which has charge of 
ir : i a { ; tv of travel u the lift ving sta us to consider these subjects. I do not 
1 to 1 er i bureau e Tre iry Department that would 
| { in ect in el 
Ia f hat bill pre it « mI M ObDGE. LT suppose it would come under the Interstate 
t ime for rm the Th COI e Comm 
Co ea of the S& te and is now on the Mr. HALT Would if 
) ere W be the zhtest object M LOM It is to promote the security of travel upon 
is engaged in it state com ree and to encourage the 
DSN Afro PP fecal of life I presume it would come through the body 
\ { . ° moment There Lech ‘ reed with that subje The Pr lent could delegate it as 
| { ed by the Ci nitt ‘ ! has d rated tl ! ter of considering medals in the Life- 
a : S ¥ Service Phere ure a eit maany giv for the saving 
| { ie ecm f eats Phey are not confined to the Life-Saving Service, 
l { v the bill it Phey e given to any person who saves life at sea 
) Will ey 1 the 1 t ck nm « U tn Sam NTA ABTS S ; 
Mr. HALI ct in ft] rcregite there are few as appl 
) 1 ! i. I do to 1 1, and I think th be many cases on railr ; 
‘ " ' i re is anv ] e where duty would probably go, 1 will 
) vy ] ll will be read. t, but certainly it t to be pul upon the Presi- 
d ‘ | 
\ ISON I ed t ! ittention of The PRESIDEN »>tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
I the. we » of the bill } t to the pres tion of the bill 
ss that 1 Mr. WAI No, TE will not objeci 
{ wl t i being no the bill was considered as in Com- 
i ‘ } ‘ ad ] T ‘ ! 1 \ ty 
w. 1 7 Oe ee aa 
| it 1 1 the third t 1 passed, 
PRESIDI pro tempore. The bill (S. 6965) to pr 
the security of upon I vids e sod in int ite 
\ Mr. P ‘ t It | d to el ize the s iz of life, will be indeti- 
I will vr tl post ad 
hy r fir\y 
di ELIMINATION OF GRADE CROSSIN( 
S72 is of that Mr. MARTIN I am directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
: ‘ fe « ra t! t of Colu to wl wis ref ‘ed the fl. ok. Gas ’ 
] i very wW me tan t ) ) | ‘ n I cert: reve ! re 
{ ) ol \ I f Is ( nl Po eR \ Cor n 
t ‘ ( i ey f Washin ID. (., and re ng s { pei » «le. 
L { to enable it to relocate parts of 
l { \ sf 12 1 therein ther mi es proved Be \ 
i he Is } Ml, to re t it f ly without amend t, and I 
I nf sich 
t e worn ! et 0 ol m, the bill is considered as in Com- 
ribed by i f the WI 
! l was 1 to the Ser te with t endme - 
ER , I ‘ EJ ‘ that tl | ( | be « 1 f a third reading, read the third t . 
\ 1 States mu y issue the rosette to one who 
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— — = 7 ——— ———— — — —— = — 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. Mr. BERRY introduced bill (S. 7221) for the 1 f 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I rise to a question of the order | estat Jol Nu d s \ 1 
of siness. What has become of the message from the House | Ute d, with t } > | ‘ ( 
TTE*« l ‘ ~ 


Wwhicl me to the Senate on Saturday, and which, by agree- | ™ 


ment, went over until to-day? What was the order with refer- Mr OVERMAN (by request troduced tl! 


which were severally read ft ’ { t 

‘ . » it 

Mr. GALLINGER. ‘The order, as I remember it, was that it | @ccompanying J 1 to the ¢ ( 
should be considered after the morning business. A bill (S. 7222) 1 t { \ 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Chair recollects, after | deceased 
the routine business this morning that matter was to be taken up A bill (S. 7225) for the relief of W VV 
for consideration A bill (S. 7224) for the relief ( tat f 

Mr. HALE. I do not object to what is really routine morning | Joshua Granthar Le 
b ess, but that is as ect itter which ought to be dis A bill (S. 722 for re f of | Lolly i 1 
post 1 of and not hang any longer in doubt than possible. I A bill (S. 7226) for ¢ tiy f 
shall objeet to anything except bare, strict morning business Susan Britt 

| that message is taken up Mr. TALIAFERRO troduced ! S 7997 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports of committees are increase of pension to Josephine FE. I ! 
still in order by its t tle, and re rred t t ( { 1% 3 

Mr. CARMACK subsequently said: I am directed by the Com- Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana introduced a bill (S. 7228S) { 
mitte on Pet sions, to whom was refe rred Ilouse bill 15748, to re re! ef of the com! 3S ners f tl Judal | » A 
port it favorably, and I ask unanimous consent for its present | New Orleans, Orleans Parish ; wi L tw 
consideration. title, and referred to the tte ( 

Mr. HALE. I gave notice a few minutes ago that I would be He also introduced a bill (S. 7229 
covstrained to object to anything except routine morning busi of Dennis Sullivan, dec ed v" wis l 
ness I am sorry that it falls upon the Senator, but it also falls | title, and referred to eC 1 ( 
upon half a dozen other Senators who have made the same ap Mr. HTOPKINS trod bill (S 
perl rease of pension to Bent ( ‘ I | 

Mr. CARMACK It would take only a minute to pass the bill. | by its title, and referred to the ¢ tn 's 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to the re Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S 
quest of the Senator from Tennessee crease of pension to John U n h 


l appears with other pension bills reported by Mr twice by its title. and. with sala : ers. i 


MONEY-ORDER FUNDS. 


1 T 
‘ y ‘ ‘ . UCNt 1? ( 
Mr. CLAY I am directed by the Committee on Post-Offices |, “res et 
d Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6828) to tary \ffairs.. | 


end section 4045 


of the Revised Statutes, to report it favor Mr. DANIEL introduced ! 3 % 


al I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration : Bh 
: } : estate of Isaae Tlayvi S, there . | } VV re Lt 
ry state that the passage of this bill has been recommended | ,;, nd ref i to the ¢ 
: LILIC, chad ererred Oo e on tte é ( 
by the Post-Oflice Department, and unless it can get through : aaa 
} . ‘ a Mr. FRYE introduced a (S. 7224) to esta h ¢ I 
the Senate in a day or two it will be impossible for it to pass tv of the 1 
} ' . ‘ -# ‘ Ssifv oO hye nited States \ WW mat \ 434 } 
the other House during this Congress. Some of the members ‘ he ¢ | 
, 1) { t i A , ‘ 
ol e committee were exceedingly anxious to have the bill put 1 1 St 
as un amendment on an appropriation bill, but it being a penal MM PI Is re 


statute it was not done. I hope the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 


state to the Senator in just half a minute 


+} } 
} ; v\) ° 1 . a “417 | rr . } 
th e | ly les as to rural carriers that whe ; / 
mo! s intrusted to the by persons for the purpose of buying 
' : . ; ° a I t } rr , “ ( > 
money orders it will be presumed to be in the possession of the 1 
} : : 7 1 I s t Conne it VN } ‘ 
Gove ent nd that t y can be indicted just like other offi ’ ; 
+1 : 7 : i at | i Like { <« ‘ } ‘ 
the Government It simply adds rural carriers to the 1A ' rTP. 
: Pre : - ; \ MLYBURN in a ! S. T2357 
] S| l pass in half a minute if the S 
' 1) \ XX [ 
t t 
the PRESTDI Cr pro te ore. Is there objectio . : 
Ni IAL] \ir. President, it is so good a bill that I m s e . 
: I Ne i ‘J 
it eeD t ‘ WwW mor! , I ean rt ke fis] f = ; 
‘ l tles e] I can not shut out the Sen I : ; ] - 
tT 
I e \! ("4 AC ind then let 1 the S« tor f 
i i 
Gi I { ed ke an objecti Mr. P le E 
PRESIDENT ‘ Obje n is ‘ nd t A N 
1 5 ( ! Mr. PLAT New \ 
' 
{ \ 
I LS INTRODUCED 
\ 
NI LOD 1 ed bill (S. 7215) uthor ¢r the P S s 
d ¢ ] Tor e I Sy th d vot. t nV 
st of the [ ted States A wl ( ; \ 
re l referred to e ( é Mil \I DICH 
t : ’ 
PENK¢ | ft | bill (S. 7216 for f rr; { f 
NW \ j oy ‘ll 1 and others } | } } } 
1 t the Cor ttec { 
ed S. 7217) for t re i Ss 
Ti & ¢ 3 d twice by 3 title lire | \I {CCREA 
{ ( x 
p WA tEN al =. ¢218) r | t lt 
a - ~ te to ex ad 1 
‘ \\V | I ‘ ) I Wf iw i | j t ‘ 
! ‘ ? ( 4 ( \ \\ 
\ LATIM . | 5. é219) f 
M Wir \ S ea ! ts ft 
1 Co ee on ¢ 
\ rEWAI HN (S. 7220) the 1 
Tol I. & 1’ ’ . h was l e \f \I TAS 
by its le 1 1 to the ¢ tte 1 ¢ . e § 
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\ Ma ded t ‘ Si { read the re { s follows 
| I \ l s ‘ I 
I the 1s d 
( \ ( | ~ t tia of one 
hat I { ad St 
It J is 1 t | d he 
j ' i? 1) { { 1 f ~ f | no 
( d ( Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, a similar resolution has al- 
1 ‘} aed ly passed the Senate, but the other Tlouse has passed the 
chee BM : ‘ 4 
1 4 Cy os ent resolution which has just been read. To ask unani 
i } | msent for the consideration of the Hlouse concurrent res- 
} 1 > 
‘ ( ‘ 
‘ ( ‘ Che resolution ¥ considered by unanimous consent, and 
X | j | | eo ) 
( ‘ DAM AND RI VOIR ON RIO GRANDE. 
| 1 bands of Ind lated The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is 
‘ 1 i f the { i] nd the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution re- 
| | ISé had t in | ed, ¢ ceived on Saturday from the IHouse of Representatives. 
to tl Tri pl Mr. CULBERSON, Before that resolution is proceeded with, 
| » t ( tee on Tndian Affairs Mr. President, L wish to state that the Senator from Indiana 
) Mi Brevi tll I who l charge of the statehood mutter I bye 
BAT , { I ‘ Ir nt pro { ( ( | eve 1 |} ve no objection to the consideration of a very short 
! \ i Lh ae | 1) 1 il, O Whi i I I ke Lo hi lil. it will hot take More thin al 
E { It t Santa Mo ( f 
Gd) OOOO, et ended to be proposed by ] Mr BEVERIDGE. Some time ago I agreed with the Senator 
| i \ referred to Pexas that, so far as IT was concerned, the bill he has in 
( \ id ordered to be printed might be considered, provided it be bricf and that. it 
! i 
\ COMA Loan 1el ent tended to be | involve no discussion. IT wish to say that of course at 
(Il > QO7 to ‘ ihe ] ‘ neture debate can not be very extended. 
t itl the pure} ( Mr. CULBERSON I ask unanimous consent at this time for 
{ | e tl erect | t leration of Tlouse bill No. 17939 I will state that, 
fo ( Oy! r ‘ | h e the bill it f is somewhat lengthy, all partic especially in 
( ( 1’ I ling 1 Git t ed have agreed to ept a substitate proposed by the Sen- 
tor from Colorado | Mr. TeLLer], which is very brief. 
' y | 1 ILI The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas 
Sa : UnAnMOUS msent for the consideration at this time of a 
; 1] I? ) ‘ +} t W rwill be d for i ormation, su rje ‘ % olvic yn 
i ‘ ms jer) LO ‘ } ‘ > =>") hea 4 
: ae a , Che Secretary read the bill (HL. R. 17939) relating to the con 
to lide ‘ 1 . : 
| | truction of a dam and reservoir on the Rio Grande, in New 
) rize the er Ooh and Co ( } } . { 
M », for the pounding of the flood waters of said river for 
L ft ‘ r pury W 1 were ’ F 
y L} L < ! es Of irrigation, and providing for the distribution of said 
‘ ri > ' » © Pas 
ed waters among the irrigable lands in New Mexico, 'Pexas, 
: l the Republic of Mexico, and to provide for a treaty for the 
ma ement of certa Ie dela s of the citizens of the Repub 
( ( \I ] \Le \ ) t ti Lnit al Stites of Amet CA. wh ( hi | il 
t reported trom the Committee on Foreign Relations with 
‘ | ‘ 
, . ’ Mr. CULBERSON I ; that th sub Lute roposed by the 
~ rfro Colorado n he re | 
\ | ] | 
The Secreta ead th l dment proposed by Mr. 7 rel 
1 \ CO ‘ i 3 to e out all after the enacting clause of the bill, 
i ( ‘ 1 Prin 1 4) pee 
{ ONY 8 oe 
ad a 
( if n t ] 1 13 TH 
, I to t ) le 1 = t¢ 
; I ( i it 
{ | in t | y « New Mi n 
e the 1 ‘ { nd i t 
A i r TRA | 1 in New Mey d i 
1 of ) | t; ) 1 l | dl \ { vhich ] 1 
I 7 t t { } 1 the 
‘ ‘ | \ om \ » 
{ It ( | } t! ‘ | 
\ r condi Is \ ty 
‘ : 
e PRESTDIEN'I eMpore Is there ob tion to the pres 
Phere »« ) 1 Ser ( 1 Coun tee of he 
( ( \\ ¢. proceeded bill 
Phe PRESTDIENT | ( ( Ihe quest \ Oh Agree - 
duu \\ h has been read 
| { 1] end ed to 
| hill w ‘ | » ft Ni t¢ mended, and the 
\ l I ‘ ‘ 
\ CATT 1] : 1 tl f res | dered to be engrossed aud the bill to 
) ‘ 
( ecd t y 
ad the tl Ll time, and] ed 
t ] t { i 
‘ () { of M ( 1 K N, the title was amended so $ 
A bill relat to the construction of a dam and reser 
the Rio Grande, in New Mexico, for the impounding of 
‘ l river for purposes of irrigation.” 
{ { CULBERSON I move that the Committee on Foreign 
| | ‘ harged from the further consideration of the 
S. GUTS 1 to the construction of a dam and reservoir 
\ I RD | Rio Grande, in New Mexico, for the impounding of the 
id I) : ‘ I ( r lay | I 11 ‘ for purposes of irrigation. and pro cf 
{ i { Llouse « Rey ‘ tribut roof said stored waters among the 
{ hie thre ( | New Mexico, Texas, and the Republic of Mexico, and 
{ iMIr, ¢ j t }rro le for a treaty for the settlement of certain alleged 
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en Cl Ani tru 
l ent them f ! gr tl most 
» d to rep to the rn 
f the universal rule, to which 
efe 1 to in this body, and in 
I occupant of the ch: 
\\ no | a distinguished man 
{ f 1 Vermont, Mr. Edmunds, who de 
ruct o1 CONLCrCEeS ¢ aay s 1 
i i] h menas R e Conk y f 
‘ ( I] of Maryland d others, that 
, ed consent nd t} now no 
( fer fre the first must be so constituted 
I esent Ltol h honor bound to represent, the views 
‘ : fe upon every proy ion of amendment made by it. 
1 I be free from any instruction of the 
a l, the conferees on the part of the House ask- 
\ come into that conference perfectly free 
on the part of the IHouse. 
| on >} day nd I re it now, that it is unfortunate 
a lest tive to good government—in my 
tof d ion in this body to any ac ni 
( eq] of Kf tative Parliamentary law prohibits 
1 J rry to say that it is so laxly observed. The close 
e of h a rule would prevent much of the friction 
{ ples the past, and seems to exist now, and 
{ W I) rreeable as the duty may be, the Presid 
() ( hould stop instantly any Senator who attempts to 
t 1 le in the other louse. Therefore I ap 
h tl pt of the qu on with a great deal of hesita- 
| { that has been made as a complete one, and 
e { » take not f what has been done and said 
le of { Congre of the United States, and I do so at this 
{ ly tl pose of emphasizing the necessity that the 
es to ited on the part of the Senate in this case 
{ y and earnestly the view of the Senate. 
( f body of all sorts are to be elected by the body 
‘ t is done otherwise by unanimous consent AS a 
ru leed, I 1 eve it is almost the universal rule—the 
( r, by the unanir consent of the body, has appointed con 
I know of no exception to that rule in the last thirty 
I thes cI 1 up ther custom, to which there have 
( in very, Vel rare cases, and that is that the 
on the part of this body shall be the chairman of the 
ee who } Charge of the bill and usually the senior 
4 ( (| ority next to him and the senior Senator rep 
1 1! de of the Chamber. There have been one 
( One was made by the distinguished Presid 
Oflicel \I RY! w! now occupies the chair, in whose 
t t ( © | e confidence Ile now approaches a case 
ju iid one that necessarily must embarrass him 
i cuse that requis nhomy judgment, under the circum 
view of w t | urred elsewhere, extraordinary 
‘ 1 tl ‘ 1of tl Cor re 
By ad ed Lye v of the Senate, as the votes upon the 
lment how the admission of Oklahoma and 
| 1 tory one State was determined upon, id 
Per Oo ferees would have no ditheulfy in ascertaining 
( re of this body upon that proposition And it is sug 
i to me that that is not in controversy But an amend 
| been made to the eighteenth section by accident, I 
t t throws the whol tion into conference That was an 
‘ » which my friend the Senator from Georgia | Mr. 
134 d I fell, because we did not know where the amend 
‘ Ll by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kearns] was at 
l to the bill But that opens every provision of the bill, 
I underst d the usages of conference committees 
| other and second vote that was pronounced, and, I believe, 
was upon the amendment offered by the distin 
ed Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], that in submitting 
‘ ter to the people a separate vote should be taken in both 
\ nd New Mexico upon the question of uniting those 
1 | ries in one State. After that the crucial vote came 
endment offered by the distinguished Senator from 
( cM Bacon] that rather than accept the proposition 
t « ef i the Tlouse of Representatives, to unite New 
\I yg and Arizona in one State, we would eliminate those two 
rer es from the bill and let them remain Territories, as 
Lin Thay be 
Phat was determined upon unquestionably by a majority of 
the Senate, though slin Still it is the voice of the Senate, and 
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with great deference, ought to be repr 
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sented in the conference by a Senator who is in hearty a a 
with the majority of the Senate. 

fhen came the proposition of the distinguished Senator from 
California [Mr. Barb] to admit New Mexico as a State, leaving 
out Arizona. First, in Committee of the Whole, the proposi 


Tlon Was 
Seuntor 


adk pted by one 
from Utah [ Mr. 


majority, eliminatin 


the vote of the 
IKEARNS], and in the i 


tie ¥ 





eenace a ote 


threw it out. Offered again in a modified form, it carried. 

Mr. President, as [ said a moment since, it is perfectly within 
the rule, and a cle objection will prevent the appointment of 
the conferees by the Chair. I think, as I said a moment ago, 
that has not been done for thirty years. In the case of the 





resent occupant of the chair [Mr. Frye] and every other pre- 
whom I have known ISSO, I have never 
the Chair absolutely fair 


siding officer since 


known an instance where has not been 


in the conduct of the business of this body. I apply that 1 

Inark emphatically to the present occupant of the chair. I 
think it is perfectly proper, in view of the closeness of the vote 
and of the great interest that is taken in the question, if the 


that he should follow the ex- 
I can not lay my hand upon the 
exclusion act which was amended in 
the vote that the Senator from 
the custom which has alinost 
not nted to serve on the conference con- 
Senator who concurred in the views of the n 
rity on the position taken by the Senate was substituted. 
I think that all Senators, no matter what view they may have 
the consolid of the Territories, feel that the 
Ind Territory and Oklahoma ought to be admitted. Thut 
seems to be the overwhelining sentiment in the Senate. I 
trust—and IT think it will add much to the effort to reach a 
fair conclusion when we t the House—that the different 
views of the Senate, as expressed in its vote, may be represented 
the conference ttee. Much more could be said ut 
the attitude which is supposed elsewhere to be maintained, but 
I think it 1 be unwise. I do trust that we may have as 


rmit ine to 
h he wis 
‘hines¢ 


Chair will p 


a) ple whic 


Say 


{ 
set. 


so, 


Wils 
to 


appol 


nnosvivania, cont 
a rule, w: 


and a 


crown 


icl- 





] 


ail 


¢ 


rout ation 


other 


han 


Lie ¢ 


on ab 


comin 


woul 


conferces on the part of this body Senators who represent and 
concur in its views as expressed by its vote, however teinpo 
rarily it may embarrass the Chair to depart from the universal 
rul he only exception during this period being the one I have 


quoted. It will bring us nearer together, in my judgment, and 
‘event the scene that has been witnessed once before upon this 
vosition, but which fortunately seldom ¢ in this body, 
‘e having been only half a dozen instances since its organiza 
m of time at which 


unles great princip 


| 
1C 1 


curs 





the close of a Congress, 
s there is involved s 


the consumptl 
never to be 
‘ranting such action. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I 


the most important question 





] 
me ic 


irst and perhaps 


think the f 


Lo dis¢ USS before the conferee nre 


ippointed, if they shall be appointed, is the character of the 
conferees. IT touched slightly upon that Saturday in what T said, 


and I desire to say a little more on the subject. 


I think if is 


an important principle in the administration of public affairs 
and in the discharge of our duties here to adhere to some rule, 
I think nothing can be more pernicious and nothing more illog 
ienl than to appoint on a conference committee to bring the two 
Ilouses together those who are violently—I will not change that 


term-——opposed to the amendments proposed by this body. The 
rule has been settled for many, many years in legislative bodies, 
not only in this country but in England, that on committees—and 
this is true system prevailed of ial 
committee ‘h bill, or practically that, in the first instancee— 
a majority should be composed of the friends of the bill. If in 
the of the debate, in the conduct of affairs, it found 
that there are objections to the measure and the majority enter 
tain those then when a committee is to be appointed, 
it is snid by the writers on the subject that it is the duty of any 
man named on the committee who is opposed to the policy of the 
body so to declare and to decline. 

Mr. President, that is the only way, in my judgment, in which 
we can rightly legislate. Take this case. In the first place the 
Senate determined that it would adopt, and did adopt, practi- 
cally without dissent, although we know there were a number 
of Senators who were opposed to it, the amendment offered by 
the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] allowing each cne 
of the Territories to pass upon the question whether it would be 
united with the other, or whether it should kent separate. 
I am not supposed to know who the Presiding Officer is about 
to appoint, except the custom has been so universal to appoint 
the chairman of the committee having the bill in charge that I 
enn assume at least that the junior Senator from Indiana | Mr. 
BreVERIDGE] Will be appointed on the committee. IT think I could 


when the appointing a 


Spe 
l 

for end 

is 


course 


objec tions, 


be 


name probably the other majority conferee, and as T am now 
impressed that member is opposed to all propositions that have 
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been voted on in the Senate and carried as against him. He is Mr. TELLER I do not atte to sp { Ss i 
in cord with the chairman of the committee, who is against | Ohio, as he w under | 
those propositions d who is against the amendment offered by Mr. FORAKER 1 so understood 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], which was carried. Mr. TRLLER I sure eve 
It seems to me to be utterly illogical and utterly unfair, if I | pointment would be a very aj 
muav use that term here, to say that the conferees shall be Sena Mr. NELSON Mr. President 
tors who are opposed to the latest expression of this body. Con The PRESIDENT pro tempore Does t st ( ) 
ferees are appointed not to carry out their views, nor to carry | rado yield to the Senator from Minneso 
out the views of the minority, but to represent the views of the Mr. TELLER. Certainly 
liajority as expressed by its vote in this body. Mr. NELSON Che universal practi 1 this body | c 
L insist, Mr. President, that we who favored the last action | been such as the Senator ft Color » [Mr. 1 
of the Senate are entitled to have as conferees a majority who | Senator from Maryland | Mr. Gorman] hie ted. I 
are in favor of those amendments. I shall expect under those | attention to one notable instance i the | tifth ¢ ‘ 
circumstances, that undoubtedly the chairman of the Committee | The Committee on the Judiciary reported w ‘ y 
on Territories would be the minority member of the conferees. | Known as the “ Torrey bankruptcy b S { 
It seems to me the mover of the amendment for a separate vote | member that when the bill came up for ce deriat 1 « | 
in each Territory ought to be a member of the conference com- | a substitute, which, after considerable di te, oW ! 
mittee. If it is supposed that on a conference committee it is The substitute I offered was entirely diffe 
necessary that a majority shall be composed of the political | reported by the committee The Senate adopted 
party in power, such an arrangement will accomplish that pur- | decisive vote; I do not remember now the « : 
pose. I do not know that it would be proper to discuss that After the bill had passed with that substitute, w he 
question at great length, although there are some authorities on | the bill, | suggested to the chairman of the Ju ( 


the subject that I could read which might be useful. There are | Mr. Hoar, of Massachusetts, that I was fairly entitled to be l 
other points that I desire to discuss, but I think I will leave | the committee of conference; that a ( 
them for the present at least. ferees ought to be of those who had favored 1 | { i 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President protested that that could not be; that that could not po ’ 4 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo taken away from him. I did not bring it u Ll > | 


I 
I 
> 





rido yield to the Senator from Maine? Finally, the Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. Ilo lt S 
Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from Maine. ator from Kentucky, Mr. Lindsay, were yy ed as t ’ 
Mr. ITALE. Before the Senator leaves that branch of the | besides myself, and I was given to understand privately U t 

subject, does he not recognize as a fact, established by the votes Was a mere matter of grace to put me on the committe that 

upon different propositions during the discussion and pendency | it was 2 mere matter of favor. As I say, I did not bring up tl 

of the bill here, that the one distinetive vote of importance upon | matter before the Senate. It was not debated here. I yielded tc 
which there was a pronounced majority of the Senate was | the judgment of the Senator from Massachusetts, and in that 
upon the proposition of a single State including Oklahoma and | case two of the Senators, 2 majority of the conferees of the 

Indian Territory ; and does not the Senator remember that the | Senate, were utterly opposed to the bill as it passed this body 

discussion and decision upon other matters fluctuated and Senators who were here will remember the fact. 1 do not 


varied? On the proposition of New Mexico the result might | recall any other particular instance, but that one very Viv 
be called a set-off. One side prevailed at one stage and carried | My mind 

its proposition, but not by a pronounced majority showing a Mr. TELLER. I have not contended that this rule 1 heer 
ereat voice of the body; and in an hour it was changed by the | universally observed. If I may digress fo1 moment, I 
appearance or absence of members of the Senate. So does not that in the last ten years in this 


ihe Senator recognize that upon that distinet proposition there | rules have been observed in their spirit or in their lettet 


is recorded no pronounced decided majority vote of the Senate? | very many instances they have been plainly ignored 
And there are other amendments where one side prevailed and As I stated on Saturday, sometimes tl racter of 
then another side prevailed. amendments is such that it is difficult, in appointing conf 
But it is not a case like that of the immigration bill, where | to select them so that the dominant feature f the amend 
entire bill was substituted for the committee’s bill and | are represented by the conferees. That would be true L 
pted by the Senate without regard to divers issues upon | there were a large number of iendments In this case there 
other propositions. The Senate made another bill and decided it | are two or three features which stand out prominenth nd 
upon one vote. Does not the Senator see a very grave distine- | there is no difliculty in knowing what the verdict of the S« 
tion in this case? I most certainly do. I do not know what the | was; and it is potent in lawmaking, in ulm \ 


Chair will do, but if I were in the chair I should see to it that | transaction here when action is taken by a 





every conferee appointed should represent that large majority | it were tne vote of the entire Set 
in the Senate which decided that notwithstanding these other The attempt to n ‘ d d eft 
questions, where it was so close, the body was largely for a | the Senate because all the Senators 
single State comprised of the two Territories. I think the con- | Some one would have voted 1 t had | 
ferees ought to represent that vote in the Senate. | worthy of very much attention in tl bod) he 

Mr. ‘TELLER. Mr. President, the theory of the Senator from | the amendment offered by the Senator 1 nt 
Maine would be to ascertain the sense of the Senate by the views | DAcoN] Phat was a d ed \ l li 
of Senators who did not vote. There is but one way to deter Inendment was. If the conferees who at | 
mine what is the sense of this body, and that is by its vote to that amendment and to that proceeding, as | i Line 
You can not say that's Senator was absent, and if he had been | be, the Senate will not be fail represented If tl 
here the Senate would have voted differently. That might be | says that there was another vote an hout l Mr. 1 
true, and it might not be true. You can not ascertain that. | dent, there was no vote in the Senate i 
There is only one way in which this body can record its opinion, | been done so far as that expression \ , 
ind that is by a vote I stand by the vote. Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator al \ 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to Mr. TELLER. Wait a minute If t 
interrupt him ? carry the amendment, subsequent tw Cari | 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. principle for which I am contending, that ft two 

Mr. FORAKER. I interrupt the Senator only to suggest that, | should be dissevered, so it can not be said that that ind 
according to the rule suggested by the Senator from Maine, , in an hour or that there w any ¢l ge in the N« ‘ ‘ 
there should be represented on the conference committee the | I will listen to the Senator from M 
inajority by which the amendment providing for a separate vote Mr. MONEY. I desire to ask the Se mr if it is not t that 
in each Territory was adopted; and it was a large majority, so | when conferees are a] hnted the membe t! 


far as we could judge. There was no division, and no one could | on the part of the S« te are under an 0 ition of OT » 
tell just what the vote was, but the vote was a very emphatie | represent the Senate and not the elves, and to use ¢ y ¢ 
one in favor of the amendment, and I should think that amend in sustaining the action of the Senate, ho ea t to 


ment ought to be represented. their individual judgment wl d y 

Mr. TELLER. I stated in the beginning that I thought the | been? 
Senator from Ohio, or some Senator concurring in his views, Mr. TELLER. That certainly is the rul l I 
was entitled to be on the conference committee. in all the authorities on this questior 

Mr. FORAKER. For myself I do not want to be in the atti reports rejected because the 1 ‘ 
tude ef desiring to go upon the conference committee. tee did not follow that rule. I hay ‘ y 
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! ! the Pr lir Officer and y other Mr. LODGE. I do not want to interrupt the Senator, but - 
Mr. TELLER. The Senator may interrupt me. I have only 


I to d ss for few mo nts ¢ a few minutes anyway 
the one the Senator from Mar; Mr. LODGE. I wanted to ask the Senator on that point, as 
t d to a free conference [| to the practical effect Does not the Senator know, as I thin! 
| talking to the Senate about | we all know, as a matter of fact, that no bill of statehood can 
‘rence and aé free confers ( pass the Senate at this stage of the session to which both sides 
tood I am only going to call at do not assent, and does he not further know that no three 
lestion, and if I « do so a2 | Senators could be appointed as conferees who would think of 
r tot to d uss the que on whether 1 de r ofl vise than represent the views of the Senate? 
case. JI am going to read an Mr. TELLER. The last proposition I am not going to assent 
I did not end to read. If acom-) to. I am very confident that unless a very decided change oc 
! ! 1 be selected the way t iu- curs in the minds of certain Senators likely to go on the con- 
be ch n, [ am sure the conference com ference committee they are not likely to represent the Senate. I 
‘ the same wi agree with the Senator from Massachusetts most thoroughly 
as that there is not any probability of the bill passing except by a 
: he compromise. But, Mr. President, on Saturday this case went 
not : d it over with the understanding that there might be some compro- 
t] ense here I hope I shall hurt nobody’s | mise If there has been any made it has not come to me ina 
{ ’ { ; itter If vou put u way that I enn re ze it, and I am not satisfied that my asso- 
t ( ! he Sena | e | ( es who have | 1 standing with me in the passage of what 


thwart the 1 thie we thought to be a fair bill for the admission of New Mexico and 
1 n not expect tlh ! Arizona as States, or if there was a sentiment here that Arizona 
fair representation of. t] S was not fit for it to admit New Mexico at least, have any encour 


for itsel t that v Will receive anything from this conference 
31] ! nr tempore Does the Se tor fro Now, Mr. President, as has been said here a thousand times, 
Senator from Massachusetts? lk lation is a matter of compromise. I wish to say that in 


LEI I vield to the Senator ] experience practically all the great measures which have 

CoD I should to ask the Senator if that not gone through this body since I have been here have gone through 

( y DIN? Bil ro fi the S e with | upon a compromise. Sometimes there is a compromise between 
h the nferees « the part of t S t¢ members of this body, and oftener it is a compromise between 


1 do we not relv—do we 1 the | members of this body than Members of the other House. Some- 
honor of the conferees | times it is done by a compromise between the sentiment of the 
t the Senate in the conference use | members of the other Ilouse and the sentiment as represented 
i | con here in the Senate. I should be very glad myself for any propo- 

rey nt the views of the S« te on dit sition that would recognize the right of Oklahoma to be a St 
It o rs on every appropriat bill that I did not myself vote for the proposition to unite the two Ter- 
f ! there are ve i l it amend ritories of Oklahoma and the Indian Territory. That question 
which the conferees « Sed is settled. Would any Senator go to the conference committee 
pt to retire from that provision or to change it? We 
tee that would represent every in- | could not do it because it is a House measure. It is very doubt- 
, 1 i ] in my mind, whether it is open to consideration by the con- 
Gl If t Ss tor will allow me, he referred to | ference conmittee. But if it were open a Senator would be 
( fornia and the Senator from Tennessee | derelict in his duty who went there and failed to recognize the 


ite, 


he | and attem 


‘ 1M I do not say they e not, but both Sen entiment the Senate overwhelmingly expres ed. 
r ¥ t! McCumber amendment, which is a_yote The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Colo 
( 1 Indian Tr tory as one State, and the | rado yield to the Chair? 
\I ! l proy yY § dl the vote on that q { It Mi TELLER. Certa nly 3 I yield to the Chair. 
i T t ’ P : ? t | ~ 
ve ae re a corti 7 et meal HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
that h t Si te y most decisive they voted ag ist. The following bills from the Tlouse of Representatives were 
l, other t! being equal, it would not shut them | severally read twice by their titles and referred to the Commit 
of 1 case, let me say, if the Senator will | tee on Military Affairs: 
than the usual conferees have been If. R815. An act to correct the military record of James 
a bill has been substituted for that re Hlouselman ; 
{ t] ( ton That has been done I know of HW. R.3555. An act to grant honorable discharge to William A, 
{ t has | 1 made to cl e the Preadwell ; 
) two, or mo endment were H.R. 3916. An act for the relief of James S. Ilarber; 


{ fol -_ were hosti I thir we must H.R. 15522. An act correcting the record of Nelson S. Bowdis; 


{ si t t! S nd not then lve or Hf. R.ATOSS. An act authorizing the President to reinstate Al 
1 ‘ {t What I] ‘ : Wd i ¢ done exander G. Pendleton, jr., as a cadet in the United States Mili- 


\ rELLER Mr. DPresident - » not suggested that | The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
r or ( ee* or t] mt itor f I Cali and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

it confers e committee Chat we have had IH. R. 15021. An act for the relief of Gilbert Shaw: and 

| i before is well known to the older H. R. 18492. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 


. vho 1 re I] c4 ! Ml to cancel the trust patent issued to James Wahkiacus, 
} ~ { Marviand, when Ser rv Edmunds Phe following bills were severally read twice by their titl 
t} | f t inst e to instruct the « fer what and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 
{ Che S te istt ts them in the first e H. R.o 17558. An act to make Gloucester, Mass., a port to 
| r we will insist, and unless we do} which merchandise may be imported without appraisement ; and 
»y Appoin nt of a conference « ttor IT. R. 186SS. An act authorizing the President to appoint S. J. 
\ t hy yinted. then it ¥ { ed | Call surgeon in the Revenue-Cutter Service. 
them on certain point pon The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 


to y | An examination of the uthor and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
the principle upon which confer HW. RR. 1476. An act to amend the naval record of John W. 


‘ | t be properly re ( ted by Hk. R. 1344. An act for the relief of William Hl. Beall. 
{ ‘ ! 1 ited that the: dono right H.R. 20. An act for the relict of the Mission of St. James, 
it wity That was ease which | in the State of Wishington, was read twice by its title, and 


to the Senator from M where referred to the Committee on Claims 
‘ e | me of the amendn ts that had HW. RR. 178380. An act making appropriations for the payment 
| » } pretend to y. of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
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ve ending June 30. 1906, and for other purposes, was read Q. And also with the loeat 
twis by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions United States 
Hl. BR. INTD4. An act to prohibit interstate transportation of A. 1 am 
isect pests i the us f the United States mails for that Q. W 5 
yy seo 1 1 tw | s title 1 referred to the Com ngs tot 
mittee on Interstate Co erc A. The Feds { 1 
HW. R ISS16. An : 4 the relief of the estate of James ] rt! eects M |) 
M hell, deceased, was read twice by Ss tith nd referred to | the « er of ¢ i | \ 
1! (om ttee on Pensiol S the ls le ? } 1 +} \ 
Che bill (UH. R. 53892) to provide an American register for the nd then th abou >} \I lL) 
steamer B was read twice by its title. Q. That is about three or four | 
Mr. DEPEW I ask unanimous consent that the bill (HH. Rf. A. A little over three She es { » I 
5302) to provide an American register for the stéamer Bros lym Q. What is the cl 
be substituted on the Calendar for the Senate bill on the same | buildings—the wa 
subject, which has been favorably reported from the Committee A. It is a concrete side 
on Commerce, ©. A good pavement 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec A. A good pavement 
tion, and it is so ordered. QM. State whether you | Jud S t 
A. Oh, ves; IL know Judge Swayne 
IMPEACIIMENT OF JUDGE CHARLES SWAYNE. ay ee P . 
, paces ie ; : acquaintes 
The PRESIDEN’ pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having Oo You have seen 1 thy ‘ } 
arrived, to which the Senate sitting in the trial of the im . Yes. gs L hay ludge S S 
° ¢ . - ( il \ a ed Udcle 
peachment of ¢ harles Swayne cule urned, the Senator from | 7 ¢nink it wa I hav en |] } \\ 
Connecticut will please take the chair, Q. At various tim wl | 
Mr. PLA l I of Connecticut assur wd the chair. .; A. Various time cere ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VPriatrr of Connecticut). ©. State whether vou hay | 
The Senate is now sitting in the trial of the impeachment of | ))jj4 s to the othe 
Charles Swayne, judge of the United States in and for the north A. I do not understand tl 
: ao . ; cle MOL Uta SI (1 t eC oqu 
ern district of Florida. The Sergeant-at-Arms will make proc Q. State whether you hav ; 
avin von. VMirs. Dow sto the eourt-ho ‘ 
The Sergeant-at-Arms made the usual proclamation. to the house of Mrs. D 
Che m inagers to conduct the impeachment on the part of th A IT ean answer t ; s ! \I 
Ilouse of Representatives (with the exception of Messrs the s > blac! s the Fed | iw 
PaLMeR, Powers, PERKINS, and SMITH) appeared and were con would take a rec 7 j I | 
ducted to the seats assigned them. emerge from the Fedet | | | 
The respondent, Judge Charles Sw ivhne, accompan ed by his his board r house nd I } 
counsel, Mr. Higgins and Mr. Thurston, entered the Chamber | gjon about the time that « t \ I 
und took the seats assigned them. have observed h I d { | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before the reading of the Jour though, I saw | 
nal the Presiding Officer will announce that at the last sessi O. Is \ ) 
1 , . I 
of the Senate in the trial of the impeachment the question of | pode or walked 
dence was decided, namely, the proposal of the managers to A. I have seen 1 \ I 
intro luce statements by Judge Swayne made before the co Mr. Manager OLMSTED | 
mittee of the House of Representatives, and it was decided that No « S-eXx a 
such statements were inadmissible. The vote by which it w 
decided will app ir upon the reading of the Journal. S eon Belden r 
Phe Seere ry will read the Journal of the last trial day 
The Secre read the Journal of the Senate sitting in t ( M 
{ | of thie pee! of ¢ les Sw e | | he Cyan \M re I ‘ 
The entry in the Jon referred to by the Pre Ollice | e Swayne 1 ‘ ‘ 
S follow 2 ; : 
OWS os ; led to | ‘ ) \ 
— 0 to be Are t Lnswer. We I tl 
' { 
t il : () ] ) ’ ( 
| re aU, 1 bi l 
4) \! ] \ I 
} +} S, 
1 { , Cy we l 
’ \ I | :- erry, I ‘ 1] ‘ 
1 ‘ ‘ 1) l t f | i J Ss 
; . ; : a? 
\ ; _ ‘ \ \ Ve 
ee ) l 
! \ in | 
\ \ \ Al ] ] 1 1 ] 
( ) \\ ' ‘ I» 1) | \. © 
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\I \I r OLMSTED. Mr. President. I desire to ae 
1 b ! } trr- v of M 7 I’ . i of (> \ ‘ 
M PERK! 1 Smrru of Kentucky. We shall 
t we the l by the cor MeG 
1 | for tl ( lent we desire to « i 4 \. N 
\ f der to I i tt » question i wiltl $ Q). Did 
w! ¢ ] ' \ 1h} | ‘ 
lou 
I I. U rn and « “] A. 1d rt 
by Mr. Manager OLMSTED (). Did you ever 1 I 
ea t of tl I ( ( 
y | ] ‘ 
Qui — \\ | I think NY; ; District of ] 
Aps\ 
() Are you with the 1] tion of the boarding houss 
of M Dow! 1 withess who testitied here? + 
A. I am 
\. cl yt parties or t el o1 t 
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' et t The Secretary read as follows 
Law No. 72. in the United States circuit court for the northern dis- 
ict f Florida Mrs. Florida MeGuire v. Pensacola City Com- 
il et al. ] 
I 1 not h harg Ion. F. W. M i 
Judge Paquet. I was Clerk United States Circuit Court, Northern District of Florida. 
I) S I’ enter the above cause on the trial or call docket for 
' é : 4 t t e comir term of « t 
the did not you Lovis P. Paguet, 
day of October, 1901, join SIMEON BELDEN, 
YP OL « sc for trial or the Attorneys for Plainti/f. 
aS PENSACOLA, FLA., October 28, 1901 
“itl Pe 
It lent, would it not be Mr. THURSTON. Read the indorsement on the back of the 
ess before reading the con- | paper. 
‘The Secretary read as follows: 
s has personal recollection Fiorida MeGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al. Precipe for 
him the paper, Mr. Presi- | docketing filed at , October 25, 1901. F.W. Marsh, Clerk 
to him. q). (By Mr. THurston.) Mr. Belden, it is your understanding, 
lo not see how he can tell | is it not, that under the rule I read, when this notice of trial 
ledge of it or not without | was filed by Judge Paquet and yourself, you placed at your own 
Nhe t to him would not | solicitation that case upon the trial docket of the court for the 
yu whethe or not it ou if term commencing November 5 1901? 


os 


A. Undoubtedly. 

ling Officer thinks (). That was some months after you had written the letter 
1eSS you have spoken of to Judge Swayne? 

d yourself and Judge \. I feel very certain that the letter was written in the month 
in to commence On The | of August, and I think the 5th of August. 

(). And then it was by the direct action and request of your as- 
sociate and yourself that this case stood for trial on the docket 
of the term of that court beginning November 5, 1901? 

1 you please examine A. That motion—I take that to be true. 


hand you, and say if that was ©. When did Judge Paquet or yourself go to Pensacola to at- 
elf as attorneys in the Florida | tend that term of court L have referred to? 
A. Judge Paquet went there. Ife was there a day or two be- 
I have? fore the opening of the court. I was sick and did not reach 
there until the Sth of the month. 
I recognize the handwriting of (). And Judge Paquet had remained there until your arrival? 
A. Yes, sir. 
hed to that paper? (). And was personally present on the ground looking after the 
interests of his clients in that case? 
tt wd with his? A. I understood so, sir 
Jud Paquet wrote that also. Q. When you reached Pensacola on the Sth did you have a 
have authority to sign your) consultation with your associate, Mr. Paquet, about the case? 
ounsel in the matter of these A. Certainly. 
(). Talked over the situation of it upon the docket? 
( A. No; we had no consultation as to its status on the docket 
er to M Manager OLMSTED). | at all 
we offer tl paper in ey (). As to the prospect of its trial? 
\. We Supp. sed that it would be tried. 
I suppose, Mr. President, that (). Were you informed by your associate after your arrival in 
he paper when the ge men | Pensacola as to the fact that Judge Swayne on the opening 
ony; but we are not very par- | morning of his court had taken up the matter of the request to 
recuse himself from the trial, and had made a statement to the 
Pre lent, that suggestion was | eftfeet that he had and held no interest in the real estate that you 
rstand evidence, a paper hieh | had referred to? Was that brought to your attention? 
vest of the transaction upon \ At the opening of the court’? 
d chief, may be offered when () No; but was it brought to your attention that Judge 
SS-OXH tion We tiny neve Swayne had made such a statement on the opening day of the 
r side, but we can not tell until |) coum 
r side in \. Well, I am trying to recollect whether T heard the state- 
jig ai Of tl Sit) ment or not, or whether it was on the Sth or later. 
be ad basa part of the (). Well, were you advised by your associate or others that 
i ostutement of that kind had been made from the bench by 
\Ty Tre ‘ it we ado ' ; Juc e Swayne? 
e& propo » which the counsel \. Judge Paquet told me that he had seen Judge Swayne 
ed The qu n of the ! s ind requested a reply to the letter written in August. Whether 
} will have to be dete “] i had told me that he had alre ly replied to the letter be re 
‘ a paper could be introduced lt reached Pensacola | do not remember, 
the question of its ¢ yy () After you reached Pensacola were you in court when 
r there would have to be delay anv reference was wl le to that matter from the beach by 
ethit ffered by thre Judge Swavne? 
testimony. But as to this \. Well, I am not certain about that 
‘ >not enre, (). Well, as a matter of fact, Mr. Belden, you did know, did 
o Pp ling Of unde vou t. that the nafter had been up in the court and that 
Ca cross eXamina n. Judge Swayne had made a statement from the bench and had 
(ie el to * ‘ | i 
\"\ ! Ines ¢ 4. Well, IT have just tated that my n ad not cle on 
Lhe ¢ isal o be t] vl er.) che f « wh ‘ Judge Paget 
Poy 
the Seeretary to r Oo. Bu eV ( er you were ad hat duce 
Senate, we will ( herd on from the bench and had de I 
he re lof t { lo 
| Ll suppose ho A. Ey fn ned about that Judge S eC 
e two henel ter Tore ed the 
I M \M CLAYTON ). The Sth riday of the week, was it 
\ ) rh the day T renehed 1’ Fe 
(he Secretary will read. 
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A. Yea, I x I tl bout t middle of the ad y Q. On Sat lay 

() Were y 1 l { PXTt « \ me! 1 ¢ the j S 

\ | l -¢ Vv so. but LI eould not ins at ‘ ‘ 
f 1 \ Ss ] 1 s ls ) Ul ttor s 

O. Was that of | of yours g l paraly i 
or w! is ] whoos facial paralysis that M . 

2 l ] \ of the 1 on pr ; 
eC) ©. Was . t ] 1 S 
~Q. Were yourself and ass te on thos from t | ht he 
watch on the ¢1 1 the trials in Mr. B t 
pl ) f Sct ry when y case W A. I rr t t I tJ = t 
on’ he w;: 1 to disp 

A. I suppose Judge Paquet was: I paid no yn to it Pensacol s soon } t! 

q). And on Saturday afternoon the criminal docket was con Q. Mr. Blount ‘ ) 
cluded ? that postponement 

A. Yes, sir A. Yes; he objected to postpor yit to M 

Q. Then the judge took up the call of the civil docket, did he? Q. Against his o nu, ge Si) 





A. Yes, sir; immediately until Monday n 
Q. And your case, having been noted for trial and placed on \. He let it go over til M v1 t 10 


l 


that docket by the action of your side, was called on the docket? QM. And did he not do so u \ f ! 
A. Yes. Our understanding was that when the civil docket | the effect that on Monday mort ; Ul 
was reached a special day would have been assigned for our | unless you made a sl! \ 
case to which our witnesses could have been subpcenaed. ponement 
@. Did you have any such understanding as that with the A. Well, perhaps he made that { { 
court (). So t t ] l 
\ e whatever I f 1} f 4 
q. Then you your cl ( t that would be done 
A. I did not think we wer ng anv chance a) ee had t 
©. When vour eus Was <« led rt ] n Nat liv ¢ t r t NI t r¢ 
an application was ma as I } e understood from 4 ©. V ( 
J Paquet postpone it 1 1 the following Thursday A. Not Id 
\ Chat is correct 
() Up to tl time you had t d to go on with t t | (). ¥ I 
of 1 t ease, had you 
A. As soon as a dav was fixed we expected to |] ead A. I think not 
given us to which we could su ion our witnesses ®.. S ! l ! 
©. Then you at that time were ready, if you could s e 1 A. No ts \ in 
p ponement, to go on to trial before Judge Sw f Y. W ‘ \ { t 
A. Certainly a written 1 ted 
(). And the only reason that you did not go to 1 ] 1d il 1 
? d your ease w be ise you did not have 1 to get y e 3 1 aware of t] 
\ - is t so Q. Then, at 
as ee that ) mol! 4 l 
Q: That wv vour 1 n Had vou f id sO tes sent d led to 
any telegrams to Judge VPardec bout that time or ] r : 
ce! r the situant n 1 ra Por thet le () \ | { 
a k Ju P t tat 1 t J Pardee to) v\ 
A t ( I read it \ | t y 
O. State tas ne ] 1 oo. W ‘ 
A. Well, I 1 not \ he dat ..- F t 
©. Well, the I 1 Q. \ t! 
ae ct it that we \y e ther t t AXE ‘ { 
thy ; ; ‘ 
a>. ¢ e the ibst eof if ast ‘ S ren () 
\. Well, I f t my 1 | nm of t! rep) If A. | 
‘ yal l 1 uy rl and if ew I ©. You ft i | 
1 ak I 1 ( y \ Ct of error! to the I l ! 
§ ( t court of r \. | 
q) \ 1} tels ran ‘ { \\ O 
1 -{ lon Saturday eve I 
\ rt t \ 1 ‘ o 4 ‘ 
rr t, | re yé | vl \ v () 1 t vou 1 
\. Well, th teleg was sent f t : t t \ ‘ that 
question of d to get our witt the « 0 Ga. 5 
lic s that we could not get a fair trial bet J S a ye did 
‘ to tl n refer to the I t J ) 
] lL hetwee Judge S nd M Edgar, of New f it t! 
Q. But y ld Lt on with the « J \ 
Ss | 
A. We were pi red to go to ti ft t] tel f a. 3 
Ju Pard of with the lege of y I 
I 1! We ] ] ‘ re ¢ t ] a sS } I 
1 Judge Vrid 
a f 1 ry e pl y t] i t trial d t ae 
on October 2S Judge | tw there before co ! 1 | I 
‘ Lt on the 8 et up to tl 
n f tl , \ had not t i y steps to \ I f ! | 
ni ] ‘ 
\ Wi | ) i to wl h the w oe | 
I 1 d i 
‘ that « was | e you did 1 ! 
h j Pit] PIN () | (*} 
\ ] | bad had 1 ‘ +} l¢ } t 
Wi ! | ecded and would have tried it before Jud ( 
Swi) . 1 ey tion, tt \ sh I 
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vere used when the ‘ Q. Oh, the original grant. Tad you made any examination of 

( t << | { the ofl] il re rds of that county to show how the title of 
! dl l | block $1 stood of that date’ 

| 1 « \. I did not 

(. Did you have it done? 

) t, t to the 1 y \. 1 did not have it done. I suppose, perhaps, Judge Paquet 
( t imme hen that cor did I did not have it done 

ro precipe or as @. Did Judge Paquet tell you that he had? 


Q. Did ivone tell you 
| ‘ t A, No pel 
i of Q. Did anyone tell you before you brought that suit to the 
e in howing of the record on the que m of the title to block 91 
\. No person th I recollect 
1 | of t Q). The vou in orney of that court, combining with 
( y in ( r : 3, Te 1 this suit a t Judge Swayne without 
ever having ¢ I ed the record to know how the le of 
I did liot block 91 ood of re ra 
{ A. Cer ily we brought the suit, but knowing that Mr, 
( ed ( ‘ hid r, who i. defendant in the iit, ¢l ned tith 
q. You vy Mr. ] I med title 
{oy 
©. You y>knew that Jud Swayne from the bench had dis 
1 titve, did vou { 
4. Not at the t . king for myself, IT never heard him 
) ‘ ( ( | tu 1 thir the Lith of the m { 
() li ‘ Pho | 
t « l \I \I r CLAYTON I ist that the witness the 
lid 
‘ \I UI N I tn pard I may | < in before the 
of 4 { ca Ea { Cl en, | I will try not to 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will repeat the 
; \ f t {] 
‘ \ PRESIDING OFFICER I witi said) somet!] : 
i! ! 
{ 1 i \I r CLAYTON. The witness said that he did it 
| I i lL the Secretary. failed to hear all of t1 rT I 
1 ‘ I { | WIPNITESS I repeat the a vel [I was not aware 
t the tiv { nt of Jud sWilvil 
I 1 Ea \ } ». (By hk \ ) Hlave you not testified th rn 
| Ned | \ 
\ | | \I r OLMSTED It Withess has not yet fi ied 
hie ‘ 
M FHURSTON All 1 t 
\ | ~ i; tm e tot hase until the 11th of the n I) 
) en l d to { le 1 from the hh 
! () \I | : \ | e youl ilready te od this 
{ rll Oo ) \ tion that after vou reached Pen 
| t h you were advised by Jud Paquet, your 
) eh offer N 1 { th Au Swi eC had made such a statement from the 
} i! io. hy elt 
} y \ ‘ if) CF >| | ( n, I have st d what I 
| Ni nd — 4 stood the quest i by you to b ) 
1 hid h L tlie itement f1 the b h by Judge 
out t that Satu \ 
\I \I [LURSTO vo 
; 4. But IT now st { { Judge Paquet said that Judge Swavne 
. } Lad 1 to retain li liction there, to try the case, but he 
|? et 1 onothiineg te © | ul the declaration as to the purchase 
Mr. MALLORY | ould like to have the question and 
I by the Report 
i iat “> i \ 
. ( ! \I | 1! not l t 1 +) Y y 
( t 1} Lon t Sth 
i : et { lud 
f it I re j 
ralo hat ec I juestion TIT have 1 what I heard 
I \ ‘ ‘ ‘ , I you t ! { W lit l 
; a Jud S 
Le I Jud l t l that Judge Sway had 
‘ | 1" ) t \ 1 iid nothing 
j ‘ to it { : | 
Q. (By M Pitvrsvon.) Did you make any inquiry from 
Judge Paquet o1 i wdy else as to whether or not Judge 
Swayne had any title or right or interest in block 9L before you 
fi ‘ bt t i ( { 
De R ‘ ' the present \. Judge Paquet told me that he had ascertained positively 
t t tl rat ihad taken plivce 
{ ‘ ©. What ti tio 
\ A. Te »Mr. Mdgar and Judge Swayne 
{ t { ( t t { Q. What did he tell you it wa 
\\ of A. A eof © lot 
‘ | | n the on Q. Fre Whom 
\ From Charles Edgar, of New York. 
LUNI I d the « nal grant from Spain, i Y. To whom? 
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| ARMOND. We probah the pl nly as able to defend the ease as any other litigant; and it 
( ( the ould not, under any circumstances, operate as an injury te 
We felt that the law justified u We felt that our pro 
() tin f the respondent onal duty to our clients required the suit. We felt that it 
(I tli l does ne sto the interest of Judge Swayne himself to clear up the ques 
tion as to the purchase of the land then in litigation before him. 
M | ARMOND And we are n the poi Phere was nothing done by the attorneys intended in any man 
J : ivne did swear to wl ! ner to injure Judge Swayne. In defending ourselves under the 
fowl i | object ane Hes for contempt it was one of those cases in which the rule 
ts proved in t itself, coupled with the knowledge that Judge Swayne had of 
|) an) lied the PP . Ollicer under the fact showed evidently that he himself must have been 
es not | re that there was no ground for contempt, and that the ree 
\ () | 1 ft cau | ( { y further. | ord then being tried, with the return or answer we bad made to 
\ tice Loupon you hen the rule, justified our ¢ large in ntly. 
\ mi notice of ¢ Q. Well, Mr. Belden, you have volunteered all that statement 
Mr. P t, Mr. Davy and yourself entirely irresponsive to iny question, and I have not objected to 
| eed citat but the « rees and th { I should like to have my question repented now and have it 
@ evel of the lth of the) answered. IT am asking for facts, and you may volunteer all 
t] reasons Vou \ hy I fh eno desire to hinder you. 
( t to t, whether a « it ( Fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Reporter will read the last 
) { (J ile 1“ on 
\} r ‘Puesd ‘ rhe Reporter read as follows 
©. And I { pl ‘ ( i witnesse of testify n 
( ‘ 1 | 1 t t t ca ! In » Upon 
‘ \ ‘ ith 1 thie ! sid 1 declined to in e any testi 
t i I i Wy you rt t 
= - : Q. (By Mr. 'Trrursron.) Is that a true statement 


S ‘ ( sway! { il 
‘ | t hu citizen ( \ vf Jud Sw W ] 
; ttol \ t ‘ t en i ny <« ! { ind it co 2 
t rhe ‘ ) T ' { 
; ee Saad ie i ‘ ‘ ( ' ' \ t 


] 1 tl i 1 lit ion fore | Phere wa ' d {} 
i led \ er toi i Jud n Tra «de al 
‘ ‘ teite t to the court ‘ nd el { ‘ | of the 
i ‘ did or not I thin t! t ! i ( d with { Jud Swa 
' ‘ ead the. « | e 1 eth f ed vidently ft t - | ‘ en 
t t \ he id f ntemy id { rad 
{ i \ d { turn « We te le to the rule, 
» \ ] ‘ 1 it s< kk i 1 « df ‘ 
| { Q. (By Mr. Trurston.) I will, fr bstance, repeat my que 
| oot ( t \ tion, and IT should like to have the witne eun answer to 
‘ \ ‘ ‘ t \ ’ my question, now that he has made his voluntary statement 
() 1) lit { course (‘To the witne ) Then it is true, is it not, Mr. Belden, that 
o. % dl er to it? having an opportunity when called before Judge Swayne to 
 Y produce witnesses, to show all the outside facts that you have 
o rontl testified to here, to testify yourself, to show that you had no 
\ ott eran oatl Ido not think that the rule hiatlice or animosity, and did not intend to violate your duty as 
{ { » eithe an attorney—it i till true, is it not, that both Mr. Davis and 
Oo DP I \ CSS yourself sat dumb and mute and made no answer except an 
\ ll worh ohe th \ titi 
4) ned « ed‘ Mir. Mar er Ds ARMOND I believe T will interpose an 
A od objection to that question as being an argument, Phe gentle 
(). Did r Mr. D eross-examine them? man understands how to ask questions, and later on it will be 
\. | I lich not | | net Torhaps Mr. Davis did time to make an argument 
>) Dick citl ntet ( objection to any of the t Mr. THURSTON I ist heard one from the witness, and 
{ I did) not mw but that TP eould follow it 
1 we did Mir. M rb ARMOND. The answer to the question was 
I’ t closed | test did either you or no more wmnentati than the question to whieh it was an 
\l ‘ nswer 1 1 WK J elf this i i Cross-eXNanNA nH 
Mr. THURSTON 1 think it Is a cross-examination, Mr 
ss. a | cif { President 
ered tod 7D The PRESTDING OFFICER Does the manager insist upon 
ie oe | ] objection 
| { think we wer de to do eithes Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. No, sir; I do not care to in 
() the privilege of d ist upon it, but it seems to me a very bad way to put argu 
\ ments as questions 
() |) bolfer you If as a withe in your own behalt The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer thinks 
3 the question might have been made shorter and more direct. 
‘> | Mer. DD Phe witness will answer 
A. Ile did not Mr. TILE RNTON I will withdraw that question. T will ask 
. Then, Mr. Belden, these facts of what you did outside of t shorter and more direct ‘To the witness.] Phen it is true, 
{ iret das to your motives and the honesty of yo | is it not, that baving just the same chance you had here, you did 
do them were never brought to the attention of | not take the witness stand in your own behalf; you did not call 
ra hearing of the proceeding for conte uny withesses ? 


Wi VI A. We did not deem it necessary 
\ Under no cireumstanees would PT have gone to] Q. (By Mr. Trurston.) And Judge Swayne, in deciding your 


Q. And hay © the priv eof calling witnesses, of testif ease, did not have before him any of these outside facts relating 
own be f, you preferred to let that case rest before | to your outside actions and motives to which you have testified 
hier i the showing made by the other side, and declined to | here, did he? 


iny testimony against it? To am asking you for the A. I do not know whether he had or not 
«). Neither you nor Davis presented them to him, did you? 


4. 1 ing to state it We brought that suit against Judge } A. I did not 
Sv e that is, Charles Swayne the same as we had brought | YQ. Did Davis? 


itageinst the humblest citizen, believing that Judge Swayne was | A. I do not know whether he did or not. 
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) I> | tel a if was el » made } V ( \\ 1 
Vals ) t of tl orig l new ‘ 1 ‘ leat {1 
| I L Sunday 1 I y OllLOW ¢ the | y O] ) lo \ 
\ ! lie | \ 
1. IL read the 1 e « 1 < Judge § \ on in ©. V 
( A. I 
Oo VW i t of that a le pre ted oO. W \I 
‘ rial of e cont foceeding I 
\. ¥ do \ aid original or not — LV 
] »e thors } rted to be hy report that pp rel Q Lid 
( ol { l 
() \ | \ ol of Ory { luce 1 thie to { \ ( ( { \l 
t pup ent fre VPrvor’s stot { the new Mat 
a t ( le l C was ! t of t! ( t a. J l 
I l Lie ¢ i) 
Q. Wer | rin t at that time M Spey 


| \ Hand pape fic ly 
\ . 4 y We 
( \\ ( lL vou te \! \I \ \tayn 
\. 1 told 1 : Te 9 1 
3 cy f it ] Paquet’s | LW 
I ¢ ‘ | | I ( | ho Verh dial ) | \] 
(). And Ou t you tl { \ 

J | | ! ‘ 
\ La A. WN \ 
ae ) MI Belder 
i \\ i (¢ ! bhiy ] ly i) \\ 
lit ‘ \ e 
Qo] Iudge Paq hand 
J t say that it 4 W 
oO. W t vO st } 

\ MI In i { ( rhe ) \ 

l |’ let \ a0 J 

\ \ } ? 
‘> ae a 1 ‘ 1 | f \ { ] ' 4 
I 1} 
| dl ‘ \I Vii = \ 
\ \ 
Q. Kur were thereafter had that I 
eMr 7? et. we ' ‘ \ 
. : . } 
ae { 4 1 , nd ft 
cidl tl 
\ \! Di ARMOND \I 1’ lont. we ‘ , ; 

‘ t ' ‘ ‘ , ) ! 

4 ‘ } ado \\ +) \ | 

| t ] ‘ ~ e here ce] 

lich « lic t do y | to Jud . | ‘ 
l to e did or did rt, « \ 
} alidl ( ) tPrarrs etter w v of } \ \ 
\] LIURSTON l oft | . ! t of t Peres gre 
! PRESIDING OFFICER | Pre lit Ome a 
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ft ! ‘ ) 
{ } ‘ \ \ : 
\ rive RNTO ( S 1 ‘ ( 
Phy IDING OFFICER | I \ be ‘ | | 
\ ‘ 1 fot ( el t ‘ » the « ‘ I | { | 
0 ‘ d 3s , } t ie ¢ ete natio : 
GO. (By Myr: ‘I ) Did vou ) estify before thi ir 
I ‘ the Tlou aut the t e vou testified there | ) And 1 \] | 
} } y T ' wer to } folloy * q 
t ft ‘ a dl 
) | thre 
Did ‘ ! ( -_ 
f q). | 
\l I 1 
. I { 
t Ml Ly ( . \ \ 
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S VOI Q. e upon the other side in the Florida M 
( Cast \\ they | ntiffs in those proceedings in the 





» | by t 3 . you it t ( t] t} side of the Florida Me- 
( Were they the pl ffs in the proceedings in the 
to I S court where tl udges were disqualified by 1 n 
Y ( }) p 
I that p atio they were plaintiffs 
L her I 1 hese plaintiffs get such possession as they may 
} } ‘ Oo?! y . j I traot I ty) in +1 an wi! ara lefer dar 4 1 
I ( I re ly, LFact ii} il LLOS VnoO are qeren this |! \\ 


vossession in the proceedings through the judg- 
offered to ro Sway $ r Judge McClellan. 
) r ) t an ininnctiar . mAing? 
5 l ‘ i aH IDJUNCLON proeceeaing sf 
i ee | rt i) 


injunction proceeding, and the heirs and those 

















{evel Mr. J ( ( 1 had me 1 1 were ejected by this process of injunction. 
tted I i him V t as sent to jail for contempt—the eldest heir to 
i \\ g i 
Cras. a » I ( , SJ rstand you, then, such possession as the defend- 
rida MeGuire case may have they acquired by 
ae d to t whic] 1 had A. That is correct? 
(). You stated, I be ve, that you went to Florida in 1884? 
t} t of 1 news er { A. Yes, s 
te wl rl there was any testin vy what ©. To look into this case? Just state about that You went 
t { the bring - of the suit, o1 i there to look into this matter in 1SS4; you went to 
t I 1) Judge Paquet had d i 
empt t or roper treat A. I went to Florida 1SS4 
the proper duty of an q). About how long were you there? 
A. I remained a year. 
{ rhtest q. Looking into this matter? 
{ when you were upon the stand before some A. My business was title to this same 
her or not in t Whole Florida MeGuir property Of course, I a whole year in the 
s ) this ] there had not b CAS It w the year tl Mr. aine was a candidate for 
1 | h vou resident 1 I « \ i state for him. I did 
) it 1 } what t ( s thie it his request, as I ted with him 
! ‘ ! S Q. The case of |] ted again in the 
I ! | ppl f ecu I nurt d d | 
{ { ( to State i Q. Was 1 ( { le t that time to get the Judge 
eed y s ‘ to recuse bh Cll 
I 1 r ceed hat Judge A. Ve } 
; court. b () Ie ) filed f l ] OSE 4 
_ court \. A petition was filed for that purpose. 
so] re Judg Q. State to the court the reception and disposition of that 
axe , ; eC. \. The petition was prepared by Mr. Wilkinson, who was 
se eC ' e was any obj nat % orarily in this case; that is to say, in the Florida Me- 
s that t were ¢ uhed Dy reason OF 1 Gi Mr. Will on met me in Pensacola, and we drew 
yu se. | ase! 'S eas eee : the petition up. He presented the petition to Judge Swayne, 
, er the e was decided, when they Orst dis ho ordered it to be filed. A very short time after that, per- 
They we I baw Atiowia san hour, he ¢: lled the petition up, declined to recuse him- 
; : ind refused to Ww us to introduce any evidence to show 
; 5 purchase of the ] ty We had petitioned that privilege 
os : ( = zs Me | tiol 
. ee 5 () Ye i l asked to be p¢ tted to make a showing Ss lO 
1 ; 5s We i ro W i lisqu | fig tic 1 
A. 3 s Hle ad ed u lat ri 
: a the (. He allowed you to tile 
, \. He lus to fil but would not allow us to make 
(> ITI net 
is l ry 
7 sed s the St a LAE See I tl "ae 
z t the j had i an 
} z Le if 
related to t ake Q. Then, the only evidence taken was that which the judge 
took after he had disposed of the matter, apparently to sustain 
‘ linos t dis] that be had made’ 
. ed I rt St { \. i 
\ ' ( Oo. W done you wl 1 were sent off in charge 
or deputy marshal, after the sentence had been 
inced against you in the contempt proceedings? 
Were those who are pl tiff \. Well, I was in the ecustedy of Mr. MecGourin, United 
plaintiffs in that su States marshal, who turned me ever to a United States deputy 
\ lants in the Florida MeGuii 1, who turned me over to Mr. Smith, the sheriff of the 
\ | Hits ©. What was done with you? 
\! $ 1 sl t! ies s ] 2 t} 
! ‘ | Q. What part of the jail—in a cell or not? 
Judge Met llan, and Ml rlIIURSLTON Wait a moment. We interpose the same 
» with any of the litigation that has bee objection that we made the other day. Nothing that possibly 
1 on here, i happened in and about that jail or the manner or method of 
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thre eg t \ ess d be charg Lb] o Judg 1! Ss : 
- . } ly } } 
Mir. Manager DE ARMOND. Mr. President, when the mat 
t l ( ‘ hat we wet! try ¢ to show was tl rene 
CO on of jrtil 1 the general way in which the pris s 
‘ hat 1 or cared f here Now I am a y 
nell t Phere was a sent » pronounced against t! ren 
; ] \lr | vis nad | } or \ mt w S do 1 thie 1? l 
Cul ( if that senten I s OS e 4 Se » had . 
l earried out ] t would be « il ent for the re 
cS rik 4 } . ¢ ’ it ti t 3 oar ly competent for 
an tn t was carried | had 
out clk Is or ade 
hese nen 
| ian that they 
\ 
\ » Show where 
ia 1 7 + 
Lid vou 
I ut ¢ o ) 
+ 1 + +) rt 
t I L Lier 
\i 
4 } { 
\Tty been OL Tart -% 1 aid yo 
Ti 
( Answer 1 
f 
| ' ' ' 
Ihre ! and to t . \; 
’ of it wl he el l prisoners e | ( ‘ : ; é ; 
f ¢ I \\ | ‘ ‘ \ rDE AR CD 
t 1 1 { 1 the inil. which threw me d \ 
‘ | \ 1 th S| I \ ait t 
@. Stat \\ t! vou were k ed u eell or y I rie : 
\. We we wmked uy Ve r 
{? In 
oo \ ( 
( ) 
( \ nt ) le rid x 1 re n tl 1] : s ; F 
A VW 1 ery ¢ rhe citizens of the town ther lle« 
: ft 1} sted that he give us bette 
I 
( n we ] ad ‘ lI We thre vas at tl 1 ‘ 
‘ 5 
( ! 1 J S pal d d could not have stood it e | ‘ ‘ 
¢ | | 
\\ _ { 
(). Llow ‘did you re n thers Did you remain the 
‘ ‘ ‘ 
CX] of your s ‘ 
e 1 ( & ( 
a. Les, 4 rhe whole country was covered with ice at 
‘ \ tion t t I ex 1 eo into the at i | 
} a ; ( 
l ‘ vo d s With the sheriff after 1 time was 1 oO (RP \l ! 
‘ ) i | 
‘ out what the value of this property at issue 1 tire ‘ | } 
1 se 
J ! McGuire euse, 1 Shiv stated ? 
\ \ ‘ x } , } ‘ + 1 a , \ ‘ 
\ \é sa ery a a I ult fT - I N } ( 
’ cael \ ‘ 
i 
( I / eonoral oct baa i 
.. W tl { tiled to I sg t is wo ( 
} Thi 
Vr. M tr DE ARMOND. I believe. Mr. Pres that : 
DP Thv WV ! 
I \ | l i \ 4 We f 
«> When vy il ed in} i , + hit } ( 1 \I ( 
Guire « 1o02 Judge S ‘ 1 deci yr it filed a I } t 
3 t 1 ( e, did 1 1 
A. I do know I tla 1 you that ae 
Q Pid \ 1 tcoov t] he had le WV t 1 statement ' ‘ ‘ 
A. No, s I do not think so. If I did, 11 ea mis ( { ‘ 
@. Did that cas o from that urt up to the cil t cou { 
( a ( ; t 
) ' i 
a I \ 
i ee /2 
Q). You ¢ ned the reeord ? \ rHURSTON 
\ i ex { l l¢ res rad VW ( ete \7 \f r Aq j N AY | I : 
| I Lol ‘ 
QO. You Dp ited tl ppeal ‘ 
A. Yes The PRESIDING O] ( « 
q. And did t Judge Swayne's written statement go u s nnds ‘ 
pp t the record in that apy l se? rhe S t | 
ne ch I have rt ticed. it oO. W t 
@. That case was ed by the circuit court of appe v 
1b lied ‘ 
A Bes. 8 t was affirmed in a few lines, but without a1 
} 4 N 
reference » the question as to Judge Swayne pre ; ro 
j ’ } 4 7 : XI > | ! 
se \ 1 I pet mn It omitted entirely to pass upon t BACON 
ql } ; | PRESIDING O Cor ‘ 
Q: lt wv 1 by ie three izes of the cireuit ( } 
ppeals of your cit 5 
4. I thi “4 * wad . ( | 
() And s fs Ss 1 it circuit court of app le : 
1} f Ino error t] } rad 4 4 7 
(>) ( ( 1 
A. Per Ps t vy stated it that wav. I do not re ect ; 
eX { ph S y of their judgment or decree . ; 
(). One question I wish to ask you, Mr. Belden, as to Ie A” 


fo r test my that 1 overlooked before. While a witness be Q. Was Watson ( ( the | ‘ 
fore the Llouse committee at the time we have referred to, did A. Yes, sir. 
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( le tried e Judge § your attention was called by the judge to a paper purporting to 
be the original manu pt copy of what had been published in 
( { ownership and th a newspaper in Pensacola 

‘ title { | blo 14 Answer. Yes, sir; he held the paper up in his hand, and he 
called me to the bench. He says, * Mr. Davis, will you swear 

f } { 1 t |) that you did not write this pays ” Treplied to him, * I solemnity 

do nd laid the paper down upon the bench like that [indicat 
‘ of tit (). That was during the hearing 
\ ‘ l as Yes, SIT. 

( ‘ | | this transaction with relation (). State whether or not there was any testimony in that hear- 

t e pure! { : 91, had 1 1 that case? ing, offered by Mr. Blount or those looking after the prosecution, 
lie had t 1 tl) cus upon any point except as to the bringing of the suit in the State 
! PRIESEDING OFFICER Is that all? court and the service of process and as to that article which 

\j er DIS ARMONI Yes, sit is said to have appeared in the newspaper. 
NELSON, 1T desire to propound a question A. None I remember 
\’ ING OFFICER the Senator from Minne ©. Was there any testimony offered to show or tending to 
] 1 | ead how anything about what you and Mr. Belden, or either of you, 
follows knew about any declaration made by the Judge respecting his 
1 a aa SU hit Ris interest or the interest of any member of his family in the 
t | la MeG menced | yur property’ 


A None t all. 

(). Was there any testimony offered showing or tending to 
show anything done by you gentlemen with the intention of ob- 
t ting process or interfering with the work of the court or 


Ppa bringing reproach upon Judge Swayne? 
( ' \. Nothing whatever 
M el M Low , nd ex ined. (J. The testimony related to those two points? 
XI \ ' A. Yes. sir 
T-yy r4 1) ‘ 1. ) . 
, eas ; ” Q. Did it r te to anvthing else whatever? 
) \\ ‘ } 


u reside? A. Nothing v teve 
. d the testimony you offercd was to show that Mr 
slount and Mr. Fisher were attorneys and parties in the 


Deputy sheriff, sir i ae tae 
C2. tate hether or not you were in charge of the jail when Q. Is this the same Mr. Fisher who was appointed receiver 
‘ bond d Mr. D brought there by the United | when po ion was obtained by those who are now the de- 
S ley My 1 ; fendants in the injunction proceeding ? 
\ ) I 1 I 41. The s © one 
Q. ea commitinent brought with them % Q. State whether or not Mr. Fisher gave a bond as receiver 
Lo the best OF my Knowledge, yes , oO hether he operated without it. 


ee ; ' ; —_ Mr. THURSTON. We certainly object to that question. It 
is entirely irreleyant and immaterial 

sighs PRESIDING OFFICER. What was the question? 
- ; objection while Mr. Bel Mr. Manager Dit ARMOND. Whether Mr. Fisher gave a 


\ I\ i a ce - i ee ae t 7 ere _ 7 ; bond s receiver in the proceedings in which, by injunction, 
} ao : Sak 1 ae Bg Who are 1 defendants in the Florida McGuire case 
\ ) ‘ ; ' ut ( 1} ‘ 1 of t! operty in dispute 
: hud ul ae : M MIU RSTON. Counsel is asking now about Fisher, an 
) § that he was responsible for 1t ¢ tiorney, Who was associated with Mr. Blount, in presenting be 
. li ntempt Case against Mr. Davis and Mr. 
NG OPPTCER, “That the opinion of the | 4, 1 ering to show in some way—I do not know 
: ’ but t ESS sse eae me eserren ss ho { Fisher at some other time and in some other ] o 
' , : P that t has done something that would retleet upon him. 1 ¢an not 
) | - r QOfficer d { f +1} ~e ° ! ; 
4 \ = ie il eae Ol iv other purpose; I do not think that can be done. 
Pe cree at 7 aie no rele vy to this case. There is no charge of any kind 
; a UM : ! le her t Mr. Fisher IIe is not a witness in the case. 
, ; ; ; ne) eae Berean ee = de : Phe propriety of the proceedings in that matter before the court 
I | not been quest ed Ilow ean he be attacked eollaterally 
i ARMONT). I snot going to ask the wit Lene his abs ‘ | ought not to be a general attack. It 
Ly Pee cys ed to those who are before the court 
d General Beld Mir. Mar Di ARMOND. Mr. President, it has been shown 
{ t Mii I i M 1} int were parties defendant and 
A aes NM SoBaEs \ | . parties in the Florida McGuire case It has 
: Lye he | t out originally by the cross-examination 
Dio ARM 1) , Vv Un rt itlemen on other de when General Belden was 
: upon the stand, that Mr. Fisher was appointed receiver when 
PRESIDING OFFICER. 1 ther omething those who are now defendants in the Florida MeGuire case were 
\ = |) the St court and by means of an injunction 
UV rl the « : ob ed possession of the property in dispute. ATL T am asking 
1 that to y h counsel ol { s whether 
; AEEMONTD \\ m Fisher gave a bond as receiver in that proceeding 
I" is the matte 1 ttm to the court 
Chast ie. - The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer does not 
PRESIDING OPPLICER. The Presiding Othicer thinks Mr. Manager DEARMOND. Very well. IT will not pursue 
{ Vhe object to show the re iation and con- 
ly ARMOND. I Mr. 1) of Mr. Fisher 1 Mr. Blount to these proceedings. 
\ {! e matte ho ceo 1 for respondent.]  Cross-examine, gentlemen 


on behalf of the want reTrs 
‘ ‘ 1 4 . 
M De Mr. Manager DE ARMOND. I suppose it is proper to intro 
- tro the « rt ¥ thy the ] ng of t duce in evidenee the statutes of the State. and Tow 1 to intro 


( t you 1 Jud Swayue’s court, duce in evidence sections 067 to YTV on the subject of the dis- 
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‘ f 1d ds ons 1511, 1512, and 1518 of the We ¢ t 
| | . eS Su) pon the subject of eje ent . 
| et to d them ‘ ie facts 
PRESIDING OFFICER Does the manager desire t But w ‘ ‘ 
} the se ns rend of wr S 1 ‘ 
\i M g DEARMOND. Yes, s It will ‘ Ct iittie \ ‘ $ 
time ‘ 
rhe Secretary read as follows | ' } 
\ LE I ‘ 
ns ¢ by a 
' \ IN OI ace l 
} y t 1 pa ( nh W l s i a t < eS 
\ i i Z ) ‘ | < = } 
the « Ce « t in ft ve { t Mt — : 
’ ! 
t tions. —N« dge shall i sof ‘ 
W ‘ t i ‘ 
~ roan t suel tax vy 
t T l ~ ‘ t I 
t afte i we ( | t ‘ | 14 
n band Wi v f 
\\ ‘ eres 
) ; o the \1 nda ids s d i t } 
i 1 1 
i is t f 1 f e ( | e ] 
‘ l 
‘ ent ‘ 
_ ‘ t 
rY ' 
151 hie linary writ of su! 
‘ 1 in r < 
f the d is i 3 ou ‘ 
s ( 
1 P e—1 Declaration lhe d tion 
stant ‘ 1 ft ‘ ‘ ¢ t 
ersy ether w mes ‘ | 
{ t WW 
I ‘ 1 ( t of | ! ( it, t . 
‘ \ ‘ 
A BL by s attorney cI n of ef ( 
‘ ’ se 1 1] 
! ‘ i i 
\ 
Is t 
é ! al t 
+} , 
; { reve ‘ 
| t 
! eld | 
\I Nis OLMSTED Mir |’ ele +} ; . t the 
ihe PRI SITIOING OFFICER \re se] Le I ( 1) 
{ eed leed 
M HH) cINS Y« _ Ss} ] I Tr “4 I Sil' ( l ‘ | i S 
\ ce] ir 1 you ( { it do ‘ s t So 
‘ PRIESITDING OFFICEI 1" s ft] Senate ns ‘ , 
t > the TP r «yl 1) ’ det: P + 
] Ladin: Mr. Preside leaving t E4 re 
fie*se 1 Ss 
PRIes ING OFFICER If the « nsel will pause f t 
ent I e ow cm ‘ prot Oc’ 1 | ‘ ‘ 
( i F 
\I HIGGINS l have s © matters reduced yy r | ira 
nfine myself to tl 1 entirel I ean t ‘ 
( ‘ l ‘ r f o or three } ; ; 
PRESIDING OFFICER. But the cou | S 
} J 
l 
IIGQGQINS re’ ot } f } Yr 
| \ S ! ( 
I} I’] SLIDING OFFICER Very wel I 
\I LLGGINS \I i } } nz out of tl ‘ ; s 
t { | occu d +) ; re 
| } thie ‘ 
} ‘ 
' \ ‘ ‘ t 
| { Co 
’ 
( 4 , 
1 ' 
{ : ew oOo 
1 
i l : 
L) s be 
‘ thi ‘ 
‘ s ‘ Kt sed Ss 
I s j ‘ oT 
‘ , 
1 of due t 


o 
cw 
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~~ 


yy 








1 record 1 could have their quest 
‘ 1 ) 
d | ( done decent nd in « ( 
that, M i \ Vy were not only partic ) 
) ( j t ‘ i s to whethel ‘ 
ld 1 ! ( t | use of his selt-interest 
ed Vv as it fected the plain 
{ | ( i“ did or did t want him to sit 
L « lh thre were Col rned as muck and as 
he p I nd they were entitled to be heard upon 
And yet by the course taken by these gentlemen 
the defe nts to that suit no opportunity to be heard 
for tl egan it by tl LpProper I do not accuse them 
: rie but the improper way of bringing the 
t to the ention of the court 
I" pri le, Mr. President is every lawyer knows 
( yuk che not move is moved; and a letter to a 
on the beneh is no way to bring a question before him 
not « irte, but which elf coneerns both side So 
ht to ( ke t} ‘ e by presenting their petition 
did w they renewed their suit It ought to have 
i ) thie rst nd in such case the de 
to the lit would have been before the court when 
iter was deter wd, and the judge would have delivered 
lemer Wi that could be taken up on error, as has been 
it ubsequent litis on be een the same parties 
t is made perfectly pparent and incontrovertible by 
tla ctually took when they renewed the suit at 
xt 1 I submit to the court most important, it is 
n to dispute in this case that Judge Swayne never had 
perty in, title to, or ownership of bleck 91.) The learned 
el have closed their case without offering a scintilla 
dence of any title in him to that land 
only that, Mr. President, but up to the testimony of Mr. 
in tl cause here there has been nothing in the ree 
hich showed that either Davis or Belden claimed that he 
y interest in it 
hen ipproach that phase of the matter I must at 
‘ rpose another preliminary observation, which 
Without ving in th discussion and this adjudication, 
{ that the case the Senate is trying is the one that 
ore Judge Swayne, the one that was made by these 
\ threore What was the record that they made before 
MI nne in with their answer. In their answer they 
l that the judge had any such title to the prop 
All they erted was that Mrs. Swayne owned it. and 
1 to show cau why they should not be punished 
{ ll tl lleged in justification was that the 
| | t there w in existence an uncanceled deed 
| rt] >t 
left, My President, for the lenrned manager [ Mr. 
|’ hose absence TL regret, for IT want to say 
ds] Dosa and L will not, that IT would not say 
face—it was left for him to make the groundless and 
ile | th all respeet to this court, I submit the 
Lyle I tion t t the judge had bought the prop 
elt It tom the tithe in Mrs. Swayne’s name so 
1 | neealed, and that in the face of the fact that in 
ent of these defendants in the n eras ju 
nst him it stated that he lad leged there 
1M ul eled deed to her, the pureh to 
df tha \\ ay by Mr Swayne out of het 
fortut i ved iherif e from her father 
of { t out, M Presid \ h my fee firm on the 
1 of rock in this case that there never wi: nd is not, 
e to Jud Swayne to that 1, 1 there neve Vis 
men nv title nor any re ,owl woody tl elit 
© titl » him 
| lly clear, as a! tfer of 1 t tite \ no 
\] Ss Vive Whit tl 1a I llege th \ ild 
‘ hi A deed to] 1 led 
Nii iin ‘ al ‘ \ ) Dow dor ( oe | 
t ie boe that it take ( 
cleod it I Wi Snot its 
I ‘ Y ed: it is not iy 4 
led None of tl make a deed A deed is) made 
\ ] hy al ‘ ‘ 
where | 1 et ) 1 this case by vi 
that M S vne had any deed delivered to he nal 
wis t justification of these lawyers who compl 1? 
it Ww { that t were charged with be r 
{, but wl { (tion there for them ins : 
here was title in Mrs. Swayne because there was an un 
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deed to her, without there | allegation that 


it ever was delivered to her’? 
Now, the learned 


eanceled wing 


any 


managers haye produced their own wit- 





nesses. They have made their own case. They had Mr. Ilooten 
here. He conducted the transaction. They stand on his evi- 
dence, and we do, too at it was but a negotiation, only a 
hnecotiition, no more than a negotiation. It never was a com- 
pleted purchase. Money was not paid, no deed was received, 


nd, lo and behold! it all went off, bee 
both that there was a defect in 
certainly buys a defective title. 

The universal rule, subject to possible exceptions in peculiar 
particular cases, is that when purchase is negotiated the first 
thing is to submit the title to the counsel for the purchaser that 
he might satisfy himself in that regard. Until that is done it 
all cautionary. There was no written agreement in this case. 
All that went on was correspondence between Watson & Co. on 
the one side, and Edgar, in New York, on the other: and, lo and 
behold, it turned up that Edgar refused to warrant the title by a 
warranty ‘ause of the fact that it was involved in this 
Spanish grant, indifferently called Rivas, Cheveaux, and Caro. 

Now, that fact was brought to the attention of Judge 
and I will ask the Secretary to read this correspondence. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 
ry will read. 
The Secretary 


is conceded 
No wise 


“Luse it 
the title. 


upon 
an 


sides 8 


is 


deed be 


Swayne, 


ta 
read as follows: 





“We have deed to block 91, New City, from Mr. Edgar, but he re- 
fuses to give a warranty deed to this block; he merely gives quitelaim 
deed We have received a letter from him, in which he writes he is 
unwilling to give anything but a bargain and sale deed, as he is afraid 
of the old Caro claim on this, which seems to be his objection. 
We have recently made an abstract of title of this property, and it 
seems to us we would just as soon have one deed as the other, but we 
lay the matter before you so as to have you perfectly satistied In case 
the deed is not satisfactory to you, of course, we will have to drop this 


deed or wait until you come home. 
reply 


Thanking you for an immediate 


“ Yours, truly, THOMAS C, 


‘ WATSON & Co.’ 
I received a reply from him, letter dated July 22, 1901: 
' \ omit | 


‘Gi block 91 and send papers for the others 


9] t 
aionhg, 


‘\TLEMEN ; 
and oblige, 
‘Yours, truly, 
Mr. HIGGINS. So, Mr. President, the court will that 
never even a deed ever got to Judge Swayne or to Mrs. Swayne. 
It was balted at Pensacola in the custody of Watson & Co. 
Now, other deeds, it from the evidence—a mortgage 
and notes accompanying it—were sent to the Judge and returned 
by him, and in the lapse of tim for this was the Ist of July 
or early in July of that year—between that and November, when 
the « came up, the Judge had little mixed with re 
gard to it, and in the statement that he placed upon the record 
ahd the one he made from the bench he said the deed had been 
‘nt to him and returned. Though that hot the fact, but 
a part of the record TL will the Secretary to read the 
statement put by the Judge upon the record. 
The Secretary read a 


su may 
CHARLES SWAYNI 


see 


SCCUIS 


o 


ase rotten a 


Wiis 
musk 
s follows: 


entation of the said 








{ til the pre motion by the said W. A 
Blount, in open court, on November 11, 1901, the said Simeon Belden 
and tl : : 3 | Dans were present in the said court, nd before 
makir vid erds tlre iid judge made and directed to be spread upon 
the m tt thre ving declaration concerning his connection with 

e lar the ¢ ux tract, mentioned in said mot 

() Tuesday, November 5, 1901, at the time of t] 
the do moti« \ laintiffs, that the court recuse him 
ted, na mW { ! never agreed to ne 
ted dt \ n of the said Cheveaux 
a \ ‘ r hi \ vy. to wit, his wife, h: 
| ited by 1 mn he ther estate, negotiated f 

ine ity im 1% \ a; that certain deeds in cor 
had en nt to | in Delaw e, one of them prov 
claim deed, and 1 Investigation and inquiry it w: 
property in this deed wa 1 portion of the property 

t of Florida MeGui Pensacola City Compar 
t eupon, and by | advice, the said deed was re 

ed rs wit thy tatement that no further 
ever could be conducted by them in relation to thi 
thereupon refused to purchase, either at the present 
future, any | i i} lid tract.” 

Mr. TIIGGINS. Now, Mr. President, it does appear that no 
deed was delivered to Mrs. Swavne, nd therefore that she 
never got title. No money was paid by her, and the land never 
wis hers. An uneanceled deed outstanding is less than the 


st of a dream as the foundation 
suit against her. There 
against her husband. 
Ndgar never claimed that he had sold the prop- 
erty to Mrs. Swayne. He resisted Watson & Co.’s suit for com 
missions, and the suit was abandoned, and the land was after 
wards, we will show, sold. I think it has already appeared in 
that they sold it afterwards to other parties, to wit, 
Pensacola Development and Investment Company. 


of tithe upon which 
not even the pre- 


ba less fabrie 
to predicate il 
tense of a suit 


Now, further, 


Wills 


evidence 
the 
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of this suit. I asked him if he did not know that the Judge 
so stated, and I asked him “ Why in your answer did you not 
say at that t to which he replied, “I thought I did 
suy 
Mr 
Mr 
hot 


SO ne ? 


SO 
Manager OLMSTED. And he did. 
HIGGINS. But he did not. IHere is the answer. There 
one word of that. What he says is that the petition to 
recuse before this court they had nothing to do with; that they 
were not present November 5, when submitted, nor when 
Judge Swayne made any statement, except November 11, 
after the motion to discontinue the FP. McGuire suit was made. 
Why, Mr. President, whether they were present or not, Judge 


IS 


on 


on 


Paquet was present. Hle was their associate counsel: he was 
the one who was there representing their clients, their princi 
pals, and knewledge to him was knowledge to his clients and 


notice to his associate counsel. Then was their day in court to 
come in before Judge Swayne and say, “ Why, if your honor 
we did not know you said that. We were not here and 


please, 


did not hear you. If that is what you said, then we take it 
back. We brought this suit against vou in ignorance of the 
fact, and so we will withdraw that litigation and purge our 


selves of this contempt.” 
Why, Mr. President, that case would never have gone to any 
punishment for contempt; and it did not in the case of Paquet 


When he came in and made just such an acknowledgment 
made an acknowledgment that he had acted in contempt. But 
those gentlemen in such a case as that would absolutely have 


been able to purge themselves from any intent. Instead of that, 
they rest content with the statement that they were not present 


in court and did not hear the judge in what he said. They 
never alleged that they had not otherwise heard and did not 
know what he had said from the bench. 

Now, as to the second article. 

Se nd. After the declaration of the Judge, (1) the counsel were 
aware that neither he nor his family were owners of lot 91; > ¢2) had 
no reason to believe he or they were so interested; (3) Knew, or easily 
could ve Known, that said lot was unoccupied and in the possession 

{1 control of no one 

Their answer to that, Mr. President, is this: 

They heard no declaration made by the judge 

And as to believing that Judge Swayne or some member of his fam- 
ily w interested in block 91, Rivas tract of land named in said sum 
I we simply refer to the declaration of the judge on November 11, 

f hearing such declaration we believe there is an uncanceled 
‘ » Mr Swayne, one made to Mrs. Swayne in her individual 
right, and that no act of Ton. Charles Swayne could render null and 
\ inv tray tion made by Mr Charles Swayne with her own 


y or property 
Not one word, Mr. Presi 
judge disclaimed hay 


dent, that 


Ing any interest 


they had heard that the 


in it himself or of any 


meniber of his family having an interest in it. On the contrary, 
her San evasive a yer; they do not purge themselves of the 
contempt, but reiterate it 
The third alle tion of the motion was 
Vhird. That if inst the d was instituted on Seturday night, 
motion to postpone for week or more had been overruled, and 
{ M dis 


Che answer to that is nothing. There is no answer at all. 
Che fourth teuches Davis alone: 


it before the suit again the judge, Day was cognizant 


iis 


Ile does not deny this in 1 nnuswer, but says that this court 
had no jurisdiction over him until he marked his name on the 


record on Monday to move to discontinue. 

In the face of that record, made by them when they had their 
day in court, how can they come before this court and undertake 
to ask it to believe that they had stated that they did not know 
of the judge having made any such statement from the bench, 
nnd did not know that Mrs. Swayne had no title or interest in 
the property. Indeed, up to this time Mr. Belden claims that 
she does have such interest, and they have carried the case up 
to the Supreme Court of the United States with the contention 
that she does have such interest. 


Now, Mr. 
merely whether Day 
toward Judge Sway) 


this court is not 
a contemptuous wary 


nited States 


President, 
s and 
i ane the 


the question before 
Belden acted in 
cirenit court of the I 


for the northern district of Florida, but it is whether or not 
their act of contempt brought them within the jurisdiction of 
that court under the terms of the act of Congress passed in 
IS31. and now known as “section 725 of the Revised Statutes.” 


Our proposition is that the bringing of the action of ejectment 


against Judge Swayne and the publication of the newspaper 
article on the following morning together constituted such mis 
behavior on the part of Belden and Davis as attorneys and 
eounselors of the court as to constitute contempt within the 


ins of section 725 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 
I shall not at this stage of these preceedings go at large into 
the authorities upon the subject of jurisdiction under the act of 


tel 





1905. CONGRESSIONAL REC ORD—SENATE. 2OL3 








~e ° 
Congress of 1821 It so hay nus In this case that the question tf what I K 
has eady been decided, and. | respectfully submit, cone] ded : 
for concerned. After the judement of Judge Swayne. Which | poy \ 0 ; 
. } ] ’ r t ‘ 1 , 
j d sonme iS weil as tine, Davis and Belden at ones t 
sued out writs of habe ‘S Corpus before Judge Pardee, who ; ade we : ’ 
} +22 200 ! Bian } ’ M \ 
the same returnable before ¢ lrcuit Judges McCormick d S 
SN} hy S well S himsel] wh all lie ird the irgument dc li 
} the ] } 
curred the opinior I will ask the Sec lary to read the 
‘ ol 
Ty? * 1 ‘7 
The Py] ESIDING OFFICER The § etary will re id as ! ‘ 12, 1 
requested \ HIGGINS M | 
Phe Se iry read as follows | | 
, ; 
/ \I l? s 
s ‘2 4 Revised St t United s s 1 ] 
‘ S 
’ NI ‘ 
1 ve] \ t my nel Imir , . 
: i to 1 . ne or it ' nt, at ¢ : It g ( 
{ the ty: P I t pow \ 
I ( ed to Xx te l to ON } 1 
‘ ( ny tint I t ‘ : 
x % n m of jus ‘ 1 ‘ ; s y 
‘ - 1 < s n ft I 4 i ! - to "\ fi the « t ef ‘ | 
\ 1 \\ VI | y 
‘ ] d «¢ po PIS | ’ 
} 
t the ] is r Whole story 
1} f ] i 
i 4 4 
‘ f t \ ‘ nd f t \ 
‘ ‘ ; ; I Mae 
1 
i t ‘ ; 
1 I t nad ¢ 
VW I ! \ ( 
\ ‘ I I . 
W w | \ t P 
} he¢ / ' eX j A 
¢ NO 
3 { 
(| S » 190 U. S., 637.) ‘ 
| \ i l | S 1X. ¢ 1 It 
i 
; t 1 “] i ; 
t + , \ ‘ { na : , 
. , — 
i 4 i N N 
j ‘ l tj ° ° 
Mr. TIGGunse I call the atte Nn, Mr. President Of the e t 7 
t byy h of t S decisio It not erely ly dt t + tral ; g : 
Of Judge Sy Vne could not l reviewed, be use the a 5 
4 hat) ; 
( I) Sand Beld had by ng ity of conte pt wv I { 
‘ +} Pa 
I I no S court l If \\ it furtl l t It s\ 
. ; re l { A 
I su ©C OL thy lute, it 
ney and ! r of I | States [t ! . 
, i ¢ 7 Ia j 
W t . 
} \ « ' im: 
i } ; 
d 
\ } 
| unted to t Jur Swe } 
I lh oes id 1 rf } } S ¢ but tl 
ss } ¢ 
‘ be ; ee 
mr See eds Ss 
| . vok« nd Belay thy ‘ 
; f ‘ f ] SS rel t} 
: l 
‘ the northern district of lo roall its 7 
\ t f hey wer f of tha . ed hy { : 
623 } } 
‘ -@ St Ited eo t ¢ e 4 fey 
foo of t Rey 1 St ites 
I | { 
} | ‘ ¢ w ] : 
¢ 
( rin their « S as 
’ ; M 
f S coun t} Case of the ) Y ° 
1 1¢ S ( " ¢ rc "4 ] ; 
a. Vis nt S ert © mish Vior within ¢)} te 
; ) + i ‘ 
1 . ( 1 t CO tuted «a edi ' , + : 
hay ' t 
‘ ( . J ‘ f SC thy 1% ( 
i i ft 1 Woof 
§ ‘ ( Clon Of dts ‘ , 
1 4 + 
i ‘ ate ? ( it) t +} Oo} + » } +) . . 
: : : ‘ +? 
\ » effect thy tion of the Jna on the ty 
1] 7 3 the week decided ; st 1 : 
| i 
‘ } . 
( l l lie S ol 1 ride 
; is, f 
f } , ; } ¢ . { 
lo f { t lon Monday. 4 e 1Itl 
l son ‘ I ct of « ‘ t to f S ‘ 
‘ } a a } ; } 
I ‘ 1 « PO thr 
! ‘ w } = os . } ] 
al Aly I . & } \\ ] thy . 
c, ' ; : 1 I \ oa se \ } 
I} Ni ‘ 1 1 (“) B l S 
Y CA Py 
\ vy 4 ‘ 
\ ? I 
es Mi ( 
l I y ' i 
} ] ‘ C% , ‘ 


AXES 183 





HY | CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. FEBRUARY 2), 





fudge Swayne block 91, for they knew he did) pus be resisted; and that was the case which was before the 











ion of it court when Chief Justice Kent made this utterance: 

nst him because there was any ; . Jade ae 
‘ et yr . Judicial exercise of power is imposed upon the courts rhey must 
I i Ptuitie In Mrs. Sw de 1 id act according to their judgment, and therefore the law will 
except as it might protect then Phe chancellor, in the case of the plaintiff, was bound in 
: ; ha } vith het sa D ‘ luty to imprison and reimprison him, if he considered his conduct as 
; Se eee rs ope - ! nti to a contempt of his court. The obligations of his office 
t him no volition Hie w as much bound to punish a contempt com 
When they brought the | mitted in his court, as he was bound in uny other case to exercise his 

they had eudy deter ned to discon- | P?™ 
1% Ha City Company et al In all confidence, I ask of this court, what member of it, sif 
o io doth bring another suit on the same ting where Judge Swayne did, would not have cited, heard, 
f tion—-t Ss, On e Rivas claim, on the old Spanish nd punished these attornevs as he did? 


did they not w to the judge or his wife in This conduct was misbehavior on the part of Davis and Bel- 
{ ' ere | { { fend | den as officers of theUnited States court in their official trans 
ind sole defendant that night | actions, under the terms of the act of 1831, because of the insult 
and gross disrespect thereby shown the court. 
(4) B whiy 1 hast I have shown it had made two orders, which, as officers of 
l he y ld try their case on | the court, they were in duty bound to respect. 





M Both rulings were in refusing applications made by them; but 
3 no cause to fear he would leave town and escape | though adverse decisions they were none the less entitled to 

‘ their respect. 
the United States court room to the corner An attorney is an officer of the court. Judge Pardee so held 

! t of their ¢ piracy, order | in this case: 
vd to ve S lL thaton if Phe tor f counselor of the circuit court for the 
' | » her { , e did not 1 ve n lea of not n¢ district as such one of the oflicers of the court. 

{ upon Monday morning. Why, then, was | (2 parte Davis 


the Fl la McGuire cnse? “Oh. but I never And as such officer his duties have been best defined in Brad- 
‘ Mr. BB len thinks it was verv ill-advised ley v. Fisher (16 Wall, 355) 





















1) i t not rite it No, gentlemen, vou did not But, on the other hand, the obligation which attorneys impliedly a8 
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Mir. M Di ARMOND Phey both swore they did not n and laws t to maintain at all times the respect due the 
of justice and judicial officers fhis obligation is not discharged 
I ! mber the testil I y me y 0 vi the rules of courteous demennor in open court, but 
: rem a lai aren i d taining out of court from all insulting language and 
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Pt TEXAS 
i t. C At 1 C ty Thomas Hf. Danforth to be postinaster at Goliad, in the county 
sate OF ys Nn] e of Harvey ELI of Goliad and State of Texas, in place of Thomas Il. Danforth. 
\T } Whey 


Incumbent’s commission expires Mare h 2, 1905. 
Thomas J. Epperson to be postmaster at Livingston, in the 
rl Root { ! te} | t] ounty of Polk and State of Texas. Office became Presidential 
| 1 St {f M n place of Alex: January 1, 15. 
Boot ‘ i hn expires March 2, 1905 John N. Johnson to be postmaster at Rockwall, in the county 


i ‘ | the co ty of | of Rockwall and State of Texas, in place of Aron B. Garden- 
I I ] () ‘ ( bhie leu dent hire Incumbent’s commission expire s March 2, 1900. 


William S. Strain to be postmaster at Laneaster, in the county 


| I Or hn the county of Knox | of Dallas and State of Texas, in place of William S. Strain. 
M Robert FE. Sel 7 Incum Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1905. 
\] ” 
~ VIRGINIA 
iT ! ) _ 1) I he «a 1 > i 
, a , : a Pa Serer Howard P. Dodge to be postmaster at Manassas, in the 
Ollice decal Presiden county of Prince William and State of Virginia, in place of 
F Howard P. Dodge. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
I’ 2 1905 

Olle a John C. Davis to be postmaster at Leavenworth, in the county 

' | ’ 


of Chelan and State of Washington. Ollice became Presidential 


, ( ‘ e { January 1, 1905 
\I ‘ ] \\ \ 
, ‘ CU e ul P Ye) de e J. Flanig ito be postinaster at Salem, in the eou ity of 
Harrison and State of West Virginia, in place of Jesse J. Flani- 
I | \ Cit ral Incumbent’s Commission expires February 22, 1905 
Ne \ | J es W. Hughes to be postmaster at Iuntington, in the 
I ‘ \I l HD inty of Cabell and State of West Virginia, in place of James 
W. Ifughes. Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1905. 
j | , in scot 5 corks t Aq i City th, WISCONSIN 
\t d State of New Jersey, in] e of Har George B. Parkhill to be postmaster at Thorp, in the county of 
I bent’s « on expires Mareh 1, 1005 Clark and State of Wisconsin, in place of William R. Me- 
Tr s¢ oh te he nor : t EF] tbeth {} Cute! mm, removed 
‘ | etal f Ne J i mk yD ct Pr I] 
. brnatye n red Jat ry =U, 105 CONFIRMATIONS. 
| 1 to Ie ) ! ster selon the ceoul ot , / ; } 7 
; Xa Ae re ‘ ti — ' , Inty lire niinations confirmed by the Senate February 20, 1905. 


: -* ; POSTMASTERS. 
ILLING 


r ov iia es “a : = A. H. McTaggart to be postmaster at Pana, in the county of 








a5 pot Nu nile 1 place of Wat Christian and State of Illino 
J. M I ( <pires March 2 WD 
| » In el t | rehie { In (C0! I Mul 1 to be post t< it B Oly le 1 the county 
\\ ! eof Ne \ ! eof A f Franklin and State of Maryland 
\| | ‘ Ll i] r Mia on - 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
' MI postmaster at TI nt Monpay, February 20, 1905, 
I> | te of North Carolina, in place « 7 
‘ I Too | ent’s comm nm expired February The House met at 12 o’cloek m 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couper, D. D 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and = ap- 
ed 
’ | \I ) traster t Ripley n the « 7 
| - ) n place of Jennie IL. Gardner i ees wets eee 
expired December 12. 1902 Phe SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (iT. R. 15305) 
\\ it. | » 1 ostmaster at Carrollton. in the cou granting a pension to Isaac IF. Clayton, with Senate amendment ; 
Stat of Ohio n place of John IL. Tripp whieh was read 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the [louse 
coneur in the Senate amendment 
| Lesirne ll mat ©] t P ‘ the count Phe mot hh Wal agreed to. 
f Odd ladle n plac ff Burton S ro A) ‘Db THE HOMESTEAD LAWS AS TO CERTAIN UNAPPROPRIATED 
| i ‘ CO } mexpired b's mirvy 11, 1005 AND UNRESERVED LANDS. 
Mr. M ARTIN Mr. Speaker, IT am dire tol] by the Committee 
I 1K. G tt to be post ter at N rt, in the county | « the Public Lands to move the suspension of the rules and 
of VI’ nd e of Pennsylvania 1 place of Lehmar ; ass the following resolution 
( ] 1 sion expire \I 1] tM) Phe Clerk read as follow 
\ I. Grosh to be post New Blow eld } ed, That for t remainder of thi ion the bi 
\ Peri and State of Vennsylvania, place of 18464) to amend the homestead laws as to certain unapprop 
ay Ir ¢ | unbent’s com! ion expires March 1 ‘ ed na mn South Dakota and the bill (1! Kt 
' end the hor fead laws as to certain unappropriated and unreserved 
" a n ¢ rado shall be in order for consideration in the Ilouse a 
1] ‘ b to hey tmaster at Westfield, in the e . 1 Committee of the Whole at any time: Provided, That this order shall 
_ > n plnce of Edwin S. TI not interfere with appropriation or revenue lis, Ifouse bills returned 
oo | Cee ce a meee 1 Senate amendments, and conference repot 
1) Stes it sei Doge Sn ter at Glen Campbell he Mr. MADDON. Mr. Speaker, T demand a second 
lad | State of Pennsvivania. Office be Phe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia | Mr. Mappox ] 
i 1 on . demands a second 
iar, 4 tar t Malvern, in the co { 4 Mr. NEERDITAM As a member of the Committee on Publie 
( ' ‘ , Ivar 1 place of Geot > ER Lands L filed a minority report on one of those bills 


\\ ] n expired February & 190 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California, being on 
. the committee and having filed a minority report, will be recog 
AM) to demand a second 
\\ ! | (ireen to be posts ter at Spring ITTill, in the Mr. MADDOX. I did not know there was a minority report 
; ‘ | ' 


d State of ‘Tenne i Otlice became Pre Mr. MARTIN Mr. Speaker, LT ask unanimous consent that 


| "wy md be considered as ordered 
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a AS p : hilly The facts as reported here by the minority show that last 
ae ; } year there were 5,600 homestead entries made on this very land 
M tiv in this region. Three thousand six hundred men believed that 
White I nd ar : 1) they could each make a living on 160 acres, and that they did 
‘od to make subject to entre | Lot require G40 acres apiece on which to sustain life after mak- 
Miss Grand, Moreau, and Chey ing a homestead entry. 
Brom 1 Son commutation proofs aa ey Mr. BROOKS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
f nds int n, it evident that much of these lands is : , i . . 
‘ te ie ; lan Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not, as I have but five minutes. 
I ft flice tl bill mld not become a law for | I 2m sure the gentleman can get time later. 
It proy to allow entry of all lands embraced Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman is speaking about two tracts 
: Peace vital ae Sa es — When he menns one, 
j ) e of pro ve cultivatio Wit! [17> * s . 
ty be valuable for timber. If this. bill Mr. UNDERWOOD. T mean the land embraced in this bill. 
aw tion should) be Tit ie 1 to nonirt ot arid Mr. BROOKS. There are two bills before the Ifouse under 
; ie if +} ° Mee Samer : i aaa a the ficid this resolution. 
1 1 y Departin as being lands of that Mr. UNDERWOOD. T understand that. 
: if 1entris 5 as Now, Mr. Speaker, the Agricultural Department has made 
Phe t of S da t nas the Kinkaic et vhich au : : 4 
{ GOA orcad nek Ra ines Sarthe hea a a Sa sli ereat inroads into this arid country. Land that a few years 
! and it has not been in foree Jong enough to | ago was considered absolutely arid, hardly fit for grazing pur 
em f its J ise, and the fa Which vuld en- | poses, has been made fertile and rich land by the application of 
it { ' ee fo) { Wrization. 
f laracter un the w It is true that under the terms of this bill the Secretary of 
: f ' the Interior is allowed four months to set aside such lands as 
anil rises from thé t that it % y 7 
1 ae Te eee a ; | he believes can be used for irrigation purposes. And in the first 
iture and not limited to lat place, four months is not enough time. But in addition to that, 
| a aor Sipe Baie nh} leaving out the lands that can be reclaimed, all irrigation dams 
ana in tthe 1 I of i! nadiy et i 1 . . "4 1 4 . - 
“eta ee Boas ea aia ie Ue eat a and irrigation ditches, the Department of the Interior and the 
to pat ila tie Department of Agriculture are making great effort in the arid 
: ind ould embrace ) Jand country, reconverting it into fit land for agricultural pur- 
‘ v V i aj y to . ° 
poses by demonstrating where wells can be sunk and pumping 
nn should be amended the water to the surface, irrigating these arid lands and making 
os SG... n line on pase -, | them suitable for farming purposes, 
{ t t Vi 1 «los not ppenar in the bill ori I \ . ° . 
cee ; Se aah wae arEis. ee , \yain, it has not been fully decided yet as to how far these 
f | rere Lele lands can be developed, utilized, and made beneticial to settlers 
{ Section ould also be at do by | by planting forests, establishing it for forest purposes and agri 
ad ! hundred ane twentv days in lieu of t - ° ° 
le cee mare 4 of thi f cultural purposes, so that this legislation ought not to be passed 
{ flat it not eved that \ days would afford y until these experiments are made and we have been able to de 
, t U1 ‘ to 1 t held termine how far, by the establishment of wells, by the planting 
' aE Dat can hind iiean of forests, and by the improved methods in agriculture, these 
ection > of the | a , mended vy add r arid lands enn be developed into homestead lands and sel apart 
er = e 9 nh pace the w d "of nd for homestead settlement. 
the t I reads it w authorize addition Let me read what a commission that was appointed by the 
‘ 140 or more any pe n who has heret e minds President to report on this public-land question has reported on 
! f any pul ind egardl of where such land this question. They say: 
j 1 i nmarent mre ‘ \ nent W mW » | . . 1.3) ‘ > 5 Wl 
re ne fa ke character within the territory men rhe agricultural possibilities of the remaining public lands are as 
{ lL to. addi | in order to put | Yet almost unknown Lands which a generation or even a decade 
{ f with other who 1 4 640 acres of h |: » were supposed to be valucless are now producing large crops, either 
| : een why an entryman who has already id the | With or without irrigation This has been brought about in part by 
| estead law and : ired title to 160 acres of the introduction of new grains and other plants and new methods of 
1 hid tside of th district uuld be given any farming and in part by denser population and improved systems of 
) ' t to ent nds within this district than he would have if he | transportation, | It is obvious that the first essential for putting the 
1 to 1 ke entry of lands outside of it rel ning publie lands to their best use is to ascertain what that best 
\ " have lready been made by the acts of March 2 e is by a preliminary study and classification of them, and to deter 
1s it 1) ;  T8O4 CYS Stat.. 599): June 5. 1900 | Mine their probable future development by agriculture 
a2 " M » 1902 2 Stat., 205), and April 24, 1904 Until it can be definitely ascertained that any given area of the 
7” wh persons who come within the provisions of | PU *Jands is and in all probability forever will remain unsuited to 
{ , $ d be entitled to make second entries. and no reason agricultural development, the title to that land should remain in the 
' I not ke the 7 t ven them by the General Government, in trust for the future settler 
entr ft lands affected by t 1 if it should lx kor example: The passage of the reclamation act (June 17, 1902) 
n 4 of tl | ! be amended | Made certain the disposition to actual settlers of large areas of land 
{ 1 e 15 on page the word up to that time had been considered as valueless. Other areas, 
Spa ! ep} ‘pine in It has are too high and barren to have notable value even for grazing, 
} * xtend ng rmed in are now know to have importance in the future development of the 
{ . t the ' I is those en country through their capacity to produce forest growth. The making 
{ | f the w: ft im of wells will give an added value to vast tracts of range lands for 
: .iIw y that a ra < tion of the which the water supply is now scanty In short, because of possible 
x la nk that t ll sil a law. and if | development, through irrigation, through the introduction of new 
er is to be enac it qd | plants and new methods of farming, through forest preservation, and 
~ ; ; rien sand ithorize entri of tl ; es alli eas razing control, the remaining public lands have an importance hitherto 
} } niv after the nd yjiect thereto have een cde rated and but dimly foreseen 
‘ 1d nde In view of these facts It is of the first importance to save the re 
\ oes f . w. A PICHARD maining public domain for actual home builders to the utmost limit of 
' Ninwimin ne future possibilities and not to mortgage the future by any disposition 
1 of the publie lands under which home making will not keep step with 
: : — ven ni 1] disposal To that end your Commission recommends (see p. 12) a 
MI STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman allow me to | method of range control under which present resources may be used to 
} L question ? the full without endangering future settlement 
Ti eng ulti | ossibil ‘3.0 ne ublie Ss re 6obee us 
‘I LACEY Yes After th igri ilt ral possi litic pf tine publi land hav been n 
ne ie , ? 1 : pee leno a ak ea et certained with reasonable certainty, provision should be made for divid 
Ir, STEPHENS of Texas I desire to ask whether or not, ing them into areas sufficiently large to support a family, and no larger, 
1 '] moof the chairman of the Public Lands Committee, if nd to permit settlement on such areas It is obvious that any attempt 
4 ' Ss passed the result will be to accomplish this end without a careful classification of the public 
: s eae : er ; s 4 lands must necessarily fail Attempts of this kind are being made from 
SPEAKER The gentleman's five minutes have expired time to time, and legislation of this character is now pending, modeled 
\] STIEPILENS of Texas I should like to ask the gentle n the Nebraska G40-acre homestead law, which was passed as an ex 
| +] "7 perimer ( neet a certair ‘estricted local condition Phis act O35 
tior ‘ thiat w gentleman’s time be extended | |! ment to 1 ta certain restric 3 
; - . : Stat., 547) permits the entry of 640-acre homesteads in the sand hill 
I ion of that State. Whether in practice the operation of this law 
\i LACKEY | ! ‘ twenty minutes on a side Will result in putting any considerable number of settlers on the land 
\I NEE DITA) vield five minutes to the gentleman from | #8 Pet yet determined : coee J ‘. , ; ‘ 
| : os , . Your Commission is of opinion, after careful consideration, that gen 
A ir, UN mWOO | provisions of this kind should not be extended until after thorough 
\! UNDERWOOD Mr Speaker, as has already been tudy of the publie lands has been made in each particular case, be 
a4 : bill ~“ < to e settlers in the tract covered 1 ise to do so controverts the fundamental principle of saving the public 
‘ ; ; 7 aS s : nds for the home maker Each locality should be dealt with on its 
eof the b OW Cs ¢ h for a homestead, instead of wn merits Ihven if it should ultimately appear that this law has 
now provided by law, on the theory that a man worked beneficially in Nebraska it would by no means follow that such 
eon tl land and ry living on 160 aeres 1 at ti law might be safely applied to other regions different in topography, 
: : : s , a 1 160 acres, but tha oil, and climate No arbitrary rule should be followed, but in each 
i res G40 acres in order to sustain life and make a living e the area of the homestead should be determined by the acreage 
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! ered: “] 1 listening to the footsteps of the coming 
Since that time in that great valley of the West we 

1 four fa half million farms. We have de 
id 1 1 tit Phis movement here is 
to bre In the country south of this 
| or Ss 1) 1 Beaver County, Okla., in the 
years 17,000 people have entered in, on the homestead 

1 ) ‘ 

\ robl { f ire by this measure. There are many, 
! e in this country and all over 
{ | 1000000 farms in Germany of less than 


l that this body should stop here and not 
! f 160 acres. My district, which lies south of 
| f it, produced last year 50,000,000, bush- 
‘ il it do it aga | Applause 
| \I PIN \ Spe ‘ I yield two minutes to the ge 
t ( lo Mir. | ) l. 
\} BROOKS Vi Speaker, T wish the ITouse to bear in 
ere vered by this resolution, and that 
: 1 defeat the consideration of 
t! ( | ‘ tl one which apples to Scout! 


Mr. REEDER Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. BROOKS. No: T will not. In Colorado we also have 
! is f the tread of these millions of which the gentle 
! Kan s has Sp kel We have waited forty ive years 
I they have not come as fast as we could wish in certain parts 
of the Sta Therefore we ask this legislation that they muy 
Coli hd we feel sure that if we can get it they will come. Inthe 
‘ by the bill which this resolution covers, and which 
Ih Hed the “Colorado bill,” there are to-day more than 
Oe S1 of unappropriated lands than there were five 
d half years ago, and abandonments and cancellations have 
‘ led homestead and settlers’ entries by more than 600,000 
During that same time over a million acres have been 
0] dd from Indian reservations. The net result is therefore 
{ period of tive and a half years there has been more than 
100,000 res of land in that eastern part of that State gone 
to the Government through cancellations and abandon 
l Phe area covered by the Colorado bill is not the same as 
t] described by the gentleman from Kansas. Kansas, in the 
‘ erh portion of the State, of Course, produces wheat. No one 
denies it Phe eastern portion of Colorado produces very little 
1 unless irrigated. When irrigated it is a most fertile 
Phe irrigable portion has already been appropriated, 
nd the result is that the development of this State in its east 
‘ | t stop and stop permanently unless the homestead 
1 sed. If it is increased, we believe—and we have the 
| renuson for lieving—that the area included in the bill 
\ | ed very rapidly by a home-building class of settlers 
In teen ¢ Inties covered by this section the farm unit 
t le { vated and highly cultivated belt, is 701 
rs themselves have determined how much land 
‘ v i their sustenance, and they have determined the 
‘ vO t t provisions of this measure. The aver 
‘ th mitry is be ech 10 and 15 inches. The 
s about 13 nehes. Phat is very much less 
S I tiv a] t} ts ad 
a Omste 
1 W 
al | tl 
tlie I wish ( ‘ to \ 
( ) lo I—th no 1 
on VP > Land Cherefor 
Ix sal x2 iy 
, f the ¢l rman. of 
11 to 
\ 3; the D ‘ ‘ | \ 
( lone of the experts of thet Department, who is thoroughly 
with the cond ons. State that this measure is vital to 
{ ie tern Colorado; that it will open up this 
( Ise will effectually do so. [Applause 


t i 
Mr. Speaker, I vield three 
ILLER | 


minutes 


t mewhat surprised at the 

stitemne of the gentleman from Colorado when he said the 
1 ( C1] to the tread of these eoming millions. — I 
hi 1 unde oO it they had been providing 
f depot he people they already had out there. 
Ap use.}] The lv rgument against this bill that presents 
tself to my mind the fact that we have not tine now for a 


If we did there are 


discussion of it not adozen Members upon 
the tloor of this THlouse who would vote for it. When we passed 
the K d law it was with the distinet understanding on the 


Public Lands that that law 


Wis to 





RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 20, 





be used for experimental purposes, and if it worked well in 
Nebraska then it might be applied to other localities; but these 
gentlemen, seemingly with an utter disregard of the rights of 
who voted for that legislation with that understanding, 
come here now and insist that we shall apply this not only to 
Dakota but also to Colorado, and in a year from now they will 
be here asking for its application to all the western territory. 
I want to say, so far as the people of my State are concerned, 
they do not believe in this legislation. We believe that this 
legislation will allow the gobbling up of that territory by the 
tockmen. If I believed with the gentleman from Minnesota 

with the gentleman from South Dakota that the home seekers 
uld get this land I would vote for it. I know the disposition 
of the people out there and how this will work out, enabling the 
ranchmen to large tracts, and I know these stockmen 
will have their and under their control or in 
their employ enter upon this lind and occupy it for a period of 
five years and then get titles to large tracts of land that will be 
exceedingly valuable in the years to come. 

I remember in the early days when the western portion of my 
own a part of the great American desert, a territery 
that it was said at that time would never produce a bushel of 
wheat or a bushel of corn, and to-day 80 bushels of wheat are 
raised to the acre and 50 to GO busbels of corn. The time 
will yet come when in South Dakota and in eastern Colorado 
{hat territory, under improved methods of farming, with the 
new kinds of seed that are adapted to that dry soil, will yield 
to the touch of the farmer and will be producing large crops. 
Then will be time enough to give that territory to the home 
seekers of this country who will be seeking homes in the West. 

I say to the Members of this House that this is unwise legis- 
lation. The Secretary of the Interior has said it in his report. 
The Commissioner of the General Land Office has said it in his 
report; and the commission appointed by the President of the 
United States, consisting of Mr. Richards, Mr. Pinchot, and 
Mr. Newell, have stated it in their report. This is not the time 
to experiment with lands in South Dakota or eastern Colorado. 
When the Kineaid law shall have worked well in Nebraska it 
will be suflicient time to give this territory over to legislation 
of this character. [| Applause. ] 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Negepuam] to conclude, as the only remaining re- 
marks upon the atlirmative of the proposition will be made by 
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Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make one st:te- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from California [ Mr. 
NEEDHAM] yield to the gentleman from Kansas | Mr. Revver]? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. I can not yield. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is in direct contradiction to all the 
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Departments. 
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The Secretary of the Interior has reported 
measures. The special Commission appoinied by 
the President to investigate the land laws particularly objects 
to these measures, and so states in the report which it filed in 
few ago. Mr. Speaker, we passed during the 
last session of Congress what is known as the “ Kinkaid law,” 
which was designed by the Committee on the Publie Lands to be 
an experiment, and we have not yet received from the workings 
of that law sutlicient information to enable Congress to go any 
further at this time. 
In the western portion of the State of South Dakota, to which 
one of these bills is applicable, during the last year over 35,000 
have taken up homes under the 160-acre 


come 
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Congress a 


diys 


homesteaders home- 


stead unit. We have settled the West rapidly under the 160- 
acre unit. That law is one of the sacred laws of the country, 
and I do not believe that we ought in the closing days of this 
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cousider this great subject. If we frame 
into effect and instead of 160 
acres to each homesteader, we merely multiply by four the hold- 
nes in the State of South Dakota, and I believe that if this bill 
should become a law it would not be twenty years before the 
Representatives of South Dakota themselves would regret the 
legislation. 

And I believe that the whole West has an interest in this 
case, and that we are not ready to legislate upon this question. 
It can be postponed without any harm to any interest in this 
country and can be taken up in the future. But if passed now 
“un never recover from the injury which it will do. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, the ITouse, even in this brief 
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or resolution about all that can be said against this legislation. 
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I tie mittee resumed its session 

M LUCKING Mr. Chairman, the Tlouse is engaged to-day 
lering battle ships, but I int to talk a few minutes 
unches Nobody understands better than myself that it 
f remove from a battle ship to a gasotine launch. The 

launch is a little thing doa useful thing, the battle ship is 
thing, and it cht easily and well be dispensed with fron 
thre hol of the world Phe launch is now necessary to the 
pole d the business of man, the battle ship is a wasteful 
ter, Which eats up with marvelous rapidity the energies 

If the Almighty by one stroke were to sink all war ships to 
the bottom of the ocean (saving the human lives) humanity 

f be the ¢ ier, While any interference with the free use 
| develop tof the launch would be a blow at the prosper 
th, amd the pleasure of the race 

In both ons Of this Congress the proposal to compel 

reli to carry licensed pilots and engineers and. to 

Ibject them te nual inspections has been pressed with vigor 
bi ‘ nd in the Con ttee on Merchant Marine and Fish 
er 

I eS] eto the requests of large numbers of launch manu 
frcture nd owner nh Detroit and Michigan, I very early 
i up t lit nst such legislation, s wl 

nd unwise ind if now seems as Mf all danger otf 
n this Congress is past Ilowever it does not s 
or proper to recount briefly and place upon re 
ord 1 ons Lor Opp ing the measures. 

| bill compels all power boats, including gasoline 
and ele hoats which are used to carry passengers or freight 
for hire, to have licensed engineers and pilots, and provides that 
thie bot t be annually inspected by Government inspectors 

do shall be operated only by persons duly examined and 1 
a Ll by the inspectors, Che law as it now is brings all such 
boats of 15 tons or over under the same regulations as steam 
| ts, While all of them of whatever size are required to observe 
t! regulations as to lights and signals. 

About 25.000 of these boats are in use, and the number is in 
ere e very rapidly Of this number it is estimated 20 per 
cent are used for hire all or part of the time. The other 80 
per cent are operated by their owners and members of their 
familie neluding the wives, and also the children, who are 
oftentimes not more than 12 or 15 years of age. It is proposed 

the SO per cent shall be allowed free reign, while the 20 
er cent, who, on the average are much more skillful and ex 
erienced, are required to comply with these annoying and ex 
pen e regulations No reason is offered for this diserimina 
tion, except the statement that “the law will not interfere if 
one el e to commit suicide, but will not allow murder.” 
Chis re 1 is smart but not reasonable, since the ciaim that 
{ e boats are dangerous to the passengers is positively ab 


1, for the percentage of accidents is not greater than to men 


walking in a quiet country lane 


\\ this act only relates to power boats carrying passen 
uw freight for hire, yet it is generally regarded as an en 
{ edge for legislition bringing all such boats under si 
i l “v ’ << | ‘ estas 

Some strong arguments exist in favor of regulations as to the 
ny of passengers for hire to be carried by each power boat 
und as to life-preservers and the like, but it is not with reference 
ti recul ms that Lam speaking to-day. 

Phe prop do act covers electric launches, although no pre 
tense is made by anybody that there is any danger whatever 
their apparatus, and their operation is as simple as turning on 

r ¢ { lieht 


he gasoline boat is essentially the poor man’s yacht—useful, 
Joie inexpensive to anake and to operate Its free use 
ould not be hedged about by Government circumlocution. 

Che proponents of the bill were challenged to produce even a 


scintilla of evidence that there is any danger in the operation 

of the engine, and none was produced Finally, the only claim 

de was that the tank holding the gasoline or the pipe convey 

t to the engine may leak and cause tire. This is possible, 

but actual instances are almost wholly unknown where a life 

has been los Two members of the committee each knew of 

one such case, but the boats were being operated by a number 
‘ WS d not for hire 

Vo illustrat Phe evidence shows that there are between 


500 and GeO of these bouts on the Detroit River, about 100 of 
Which are used for hire, and in the past fifteen years only two 


fatal accidents have occurred—one of an intoxicated man being 
lrawn overboard when trying to lift the anchor while the boat 
was in motion, the other by the breaking of the tiller in a 
storm. No accident by explosion or burning, no accident by 


| collision with anothe 
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‘r boat, and no instance of interference with 
the safe passage of the larger boats; in fact, total absence of 
all excuse for the enactment of such a law. 

The evidence also shows that Toledo is a large center for 
such boats, and that only one accident has occurred in many 
years, and that a case of collision with a tug, in which the 

uiller boat was run down by the carelessness, as is alleged, 
of the tug. Another witness testified to making 4,000 of these 
bouts, three-quarters of which were in use for hire, and neyec 
t fatal accident. (Witness Audenried, p. 8.) 

kor several years the supervising inspector of steamboats 
wis been urging this legislation, and his subordinates are ali 
ver the United States gathering statistics, yet no evidence is 
dduced before the committee of any accidents or collisions or 
iy data whatever to warrant this most unjust interferenc¢ 
With private rights. The fact is the percentage of accidents is 
so infinitesimal as to be practically nothing. We feel warranted 
lo saying that not an average of one life in a season has been 
lost on motor boats from causes which this legislation would 


}even remotely tend to remedy, and there are over 25,000 of 


these boats in operation. What other business or pleasure of 
the people can make such a showing of safety? 

{lundreds of protests have been received by the committee 
sainst this bill, but no requests for its passage except from a 
few steamboat interests. In fact, the sole motive of those urg- 
if this bill, as disclosed by their few communications, seems to 

hat the gasoline boats compete somewhat in business with 
eamboats. The steamboat men seem to have been urged to 
present reasons for the bill, and they did so quite formally, and 
the statement is found on pages 15 and 16 of the printed hear- 
ng. Its utter poverty of reasons is laughable. The only rea- 
on given is in these words: “ Gasoline is not allowed to be 
carried as freight on passenger steamers, therefore vessels pro- 
pelled by gasoline should not be allowed to carry passengers for 
hire.” No other reason is given. It goes on to say that large 
nulubers of the bouts are in use for hire on the Ohio River in 
charge of unlicensed, irresponsible men; that two years ago a 
collision occurred in the nighttime with a steamboat because the 
gasoline boat was not carrying lights, and one passenger was 
hurt. One accident in years, and that for the want of lights! 
What excuse (even the most flimsy) is that for this legislation? 
Phe fact that years pass by in a community with large numbers 
of the boats in constant use with only one accident—no explo- 
sion, no burning—is the best evidence of the utter lack of need 
for this law. Witnesses from different parts of the United 
States appeared before the committee and testified that fatal 
accidents were practically unknown among the 25,000 of these 
boats; and not only this, but that in countless instances they 
had been the means of saving lives by giving prompt assistance 
to capsized sail and row boats. 

Many steamboat men from different sections of the country 
sent in their protests against the bill—for instance, Lewis 
Nixon, whose wide experience entitles his views to weight. He 


SVs 


1 feel warranted in saying that there is no need whatever for li- 


cenused men 4 * I can not call to my mind a single instance 
a ng more than twenty years of experience showing the need of such 
ution (Hlearing, pp. 16-17.) 


The proponents of this legislation started out with the al- 
leged reason that these power boats were dangerous to the lives 
of their passengers, but this was shown to be without founda- 
tion in fact. They then practically abandoned that idea and 
Claimed that they get in the way of the steamboats. Two 
tnembers of the committee each knew of one case of this kind. 
No evidence was given of any other. Twenty-five thousand of 
such boats running every day and two authenticated instances 
of interference in all these fifteen or twenty years—what an 
absurd basis for this bill. 

Many fatal accidents occur every year in all large watering 
places from sailboats and rowboats. They are also more an- 
noying by their presence to large vessels, yet nobody proposes 
licensed officers for them. Automobiles are far more danger- 
ous and difficult to manage, yet no one proposes licensed en- 
gineers. 

An inspection of the evidence seems to disclose that the 
principal defender of the legislation is F. A. Laidley, general 
manager of the Louisville and Cincinnati Packet Company. 
Ile has been called on by the distinguished author of the bill 
to give the reasons in favor of it (hearing, pp. 15, 48), and 
the essence of his objection to the power boat is found on pages 
iS und 49, where he says: 

These boats, not being required to have licensed cfficers, of course 
are navigated for about one-third of what a licensed officer would 
charge, therefore you will see such competition is disastrous to a reg- 


line of boats 


The newer invention must always work its way into favor 
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ag st tl tense mW Live nd opposition of the establis! 1 Mr. SHERMAN ] , 4 ‘ ) 
or of things The motor boat has sprung into publ ivor Mr. DAYTON \i ( 

ay » uYV . . Lint I ‘ ! l! r and s] ”™ 1\ | po it it orce 

in es CAUSE s inexpensive; it is s e and CHAIRMAN. 17 ( 
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t of a ] I of Mr. BAKER. In response to the gentleman from Massachu- 
hieh cle { setts T want to say that I wish it to go out to the American peo- 
0 l the attention of ple that they are shocked at the action of vn government that re 
( pellod s ( fo take anv notice of the murder of thousands of indi- 
’ o .« t } t | 


te St isa pretends to be horrified at the loss of one human 
his House ce Phat is what IT want to go out to the American people. 

I Mir. THAYER. Where does the gentleman any evidence 
feeling of it of pretending to be horrified at the killing of this man? 
BAKER. Well, Mr. Chairman, [ see it voiced in another 
in this san New York the New York 


sce 


Hhewspaper, 


iL expre ts sympathy with | Press, which said on February 18, in commenting upon the ac- 
of the Tlouse in reference to my motion to adjourn, speak- 
usl oted that motio of that and of the murder of the Grand Duke Sergius, that 
the tin ul i did \ ed matic eant ill rise to the « ! n and V ‘igns will send 
hi ( 1 t « il ( f svi to the vering, sniveling, weakling who sways 
I found ( of ( ect a : 
tate hea L ve But, Mr. Chairman, the American people are not alone in 
of Rep 1 { Ifere IT tind in to-day’s New York Sun a cablegram stat 
New Y¥« 1?re mh hy that the troops have to be called out to prevent the pe pie 
I to 1 elf tating that | of Odessa from, as we are told, “ hurrahing” over Sergius’s 
‘ 1 of the horror | death. Listen to this 
ioe Peter i ENT ODI a Wi I M CI 
upon that hie Ne i DEATH 
~ ‘ ‘ ‘ . - Sir ] 
OD \, Febru , 19 
l | \\ t 1 tl] feelir of ind dual no class of cle re 
I { I t 0 rm rey 1 for the assassina n of 
‘ rink . l W and lent openly rejoice | 
‘ | f hern R »¢ ment on the crime 
doo ry we irrounded by tt | to 
Gove | nt oS ' of last 1 t, when upon 
es - We feel an abhorrence of both crimes. ‘That, I believe, repre 
rs : = ‘ ts the sentiment of th American people. That is his 
‘ : ; the way the Pre speaks of these cablegrams, and 
; | in the President in this matter does not represent the 
; AU wie of the people who live in the United States. They have 
‘ is ; thy with murder, but they recognize that murder is 
7 ; table resuit of previous murders committed on a whol 
Des Saeey? leas it was committed at St. Petersburg on January the 
fe ‘ his New York paper further says: ** Possibly even the 
Ser nes louse of Representatives, which jeered at the Representative 
M ' ho urged an adjourmmnent to proclaim the indignation and 
‘ ! of the American nation at the St. Petersburg atrocity on 
: | s bloody da may be equal to the demand hypocrisy 
I I , ( A Republican paper denounced this action 
itis i aa a ind theretor sa hypocritical act on the part of the 
: , ‘ ? t the other end of the Avenue ; 
el "1 Vir. DAYTON Mr. Chairman, I find that the personnel act 
Ay oo oa a c crim fix the number of enlisted men in the Marine Corps, 
: = aa ere | nowledge this paragraph is subject to the 
: of order, but TL hope the gentleman will withdraw it 
ae é pADSOAU Phe CHEATRMEAN. The Chair finds that the personnel act of 
: city oF st \I hoo, PNOO, dow the number of enlisted men in the M 
nad (ory and therefore the point of order is well taken 
1 the words BAKER Mr. Ch in, J the indulgence of tl 
‘ DA \ | ‘ »> send nn endiment to the desk which LT intended to 
anid ; Tike ! \ chr % prevented from doing by my time be 
Por enoup by the ntleman from Massachusetts, and T will 
\ Ma t! { now read Phi n amendment which T in 
(to otter when ] ! ‘ 
j \I The CTIATRALAN Why unendment offered hy the gentleman 
" New Yo Will bea din his time, 
\ Che Clerl end bolle 
this HH hl he dk te d 0 
\ ( 
\ Mro BARTLET! Amendment to what? What is ft n 
‘ Iment 4 
et Phe CHIATRMAN, Does— the entleman make the point cf 
ho] Mr. BARTLETT. Well, we want to Know what part of the 
{ | ) | this mmendntory of 
I Mr. BAKER It is an amendment to the paragraph just read. 
ead MM BARTLETT It does not so read, 
_ ( head I \ly BAKER Will the Chait pernufi me to say iow do you 
‘ hocked by ‘ Wirt tivke f It hi not stated anvthing vel 
ne to ¢ Mr BARTLET I do not think it will say anything, either 
Hication « through 
I that 1] \ | BAKER Io blv not 
I tha Mr BARTLET Mr. Chairman, T make the point of order 
t! ! { { to this proposition 
hh The (his ord Mr. BAKER Ion e the point of order that the gent! i 
{ vwh ‘ { until it is read 
l ild thr el ‘ Nhu BARTLET] Ll « 1 enerally sume it is out of order 


that the American 7] le 4 from tl oures t do | aught 
LTATR MEAN Clearly 


‘ 
ith 


mnendment ha 


Lt nothing to do w 
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It l I 1 l Or SKS 1 es (4 ‘ { 
; t $1.G00: \ ‘ S840 Che amendment was ag l to 

Mir. MADDON Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last Mr. FOSS Mr. Cl I d re ft t 
word for just one minute. I want it understood as far as 1 can} lines 12 nd 13 | ot 
have it understood that my own individual idea is that this side | “ $1 0.628," “ $170,000: ) . 
of the House does not approve of this damnable assassination he d es SOLGLS 
{Applause.] We believe in fair play; we do not believe in The CILATRMAN rhe ( 
slaughter, we do not believe ss nation, and we do not I ( | 
believe in this business which slaughtered the Dul t! cent oO 
man has been talking about, 1 the D l 1) y does hot Phe CILATRMAN 
stand fol now nor ever \ ust 

Phe Clerk read as follows 


ross N Nir ¢ ] 


e\ nd for tee for pr Mr. CROMER. Mr. ¢ I 
t ‘ now re or! vy here ter I i 1 ‘ ] Or The CILTATRMAN | 
{ \ \ rE f } ( » that wher t } yt t Lhe tle 11 1 New \ 


1 nel ' ' née oO? p Bi ceicd : : . 
th ia a aa Po ceggeh wie Mon a Mr. SHERMAN. 1 
: a 7 ae ‘ : =o ° bad é , to st o as 
Mr CROMER Mr. Chairman, [1 e to strike out the last | ! dred | 
word for the purpose of asking the ehairman of the co tte Mr. FOSS. Mr. ¢ 
8) Iw d to w le ‘ rr not tl 1 
ol e | ll ‘ 1 for the \ievy Band u ler the t Ni Si MMIER \! ( 
line IS, ] eo) Id e to ] whether o1 that w 
! ( on le his sect s fort ‘ Yi MI 
I r the ] ent o Marine J ‘ I] CTLATR ALAN | { t 
\l KOSS | r 4 \ { } Ss \ 
\1 a ¢ } 
\I CROMER WI ’ +} | 
\ ‘ fev 1 e 4 \l ( | | 
\I KOSS At the bottom of prrare iS] of 1 , PATTIE MAN 
( 1 nad | ite S| ed by \ 
\I CROMER Mir. ©l ! ul I 1 ous ! + 4 \ LOSS MM ( 
f us . 
1 t« {} }) nh r thy | 1 e of off 1 ‘ \ 
| 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to object. I understand Mr. SHERMAN. ¥ 
thy entle le 4 to return for the purpose of i am Nii rss 1) { ( 
cre the p it 
Ir. CROMER Yes \I GROSVENOLR \ 
Mr. FOSS I shall have to obieet. Mr. Chairman r" ! { 1 ) f | | 
| SS 1 
Che CTLATRAMAN. Objection sustained \l hos I 
The Clerk rend as follows } 
( M ( ] ! 
T ~ ~ tis 
\I STP R ALAN \I ( | © CHA \ ( 
‘) e Ov } | j ' ‘ ‘ 1 { 1 | ( 
lire rstl eou ‘ | { trv"¢ 7? 1 ra 
do so, Mr. ¢ ! rrrcle ) { ! CITAIR MA? ; 
t ve he mu Ol | en ben 
el om tod Tie ‘ } I ( 
1 | t}), re ti \! CROM \T 
( for add to 1 
| “Oh {} . CriSiol +} ‘ “ ‘ ; . t+ of o 1, \ 
Phe CHAIRMAN. The Clerk \ ' endment Che CLILAIRMAN ( 
Lhe Cle renal fi ) \I Los 
() ( ) 11) | ( | \ ( 
\l LOSS \l ( | ‘ \I ( y\I ( ‘ 
Pay of t \l Cor] ( 
1 ( l | ( 11 ‘ 


\ l ] oO 4 on » ‘ { \I \ \ 
clon SO do ly | LOSS 
to yt Pay « \I 
‘ on] G1, lines 14 ) : 
\I SELMAN I do ot e to ect to 1 re 1 
4 ! vr 1) but I al e to 4 e) oO \ 
‘ CPO 1 ret I « » \! 
( | i «lo ‘ ) ! ‘ ‘ ‘ | ] i it \ CLOOMI 
‘ } | : J 
\ ) elle Cl Ie MIA 
\ LOSS As f { ‘ 1M ( \l LOSS I 
( \] e ! leo «¢ 
! { | ‘ \ \\ ) 7 ( 
] 1M ‘ N l d 1 ‘ 
{ { ] Nisu ( » Std, eas heaees 
reduced by S1LTO,000 uf ; 
] CHAIRMAS Il ( Ih oe rt the d t ! 
Phe Cle ead 
© » O1 14, 1 7 { { j 
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IM | e sent a sympathetic mie 
‘ n of the character of Sergius, not 
tor the wrong of the Government 
lone of our business; but in the name of 
t and rrying out a precedent as old as 
las old a he oldest civilized nation, he sent a 
1 the proper character of an American 
I ture to say if a vote of condemnation was 


th 1 from New York, not only would he 
t his own, but outside of a 
ition in the United States he would not get a 

| the President for having done exactly 


reco ( us his duty to have done. [| Ap- 


n this louse excey 








i e Clerk read i) 3 
ak , Marine Cory lor pay of chief armorer, at $ r 
i that t] n of ye per day; for purchase of 1 ry 
{ n to | I Iver rtrid boxe bavonet scabbards, 
. \ Lb ke \ psacks, canteens, o ket slings, sw Is, 
{ ) ‘ ed, wil ' ws. \ elts. w: t plates, cartridge belts, & an 
' aditca L | : tt rt . I (sf epairing muskets, pureha a 
{ ‘ ( | % “St i i ruarel ‘ ind repair of instrument or 
‘ cal acee rie purchase and ma ing 
{ thie Col i] i] ‘ ne d rifl practi A IeOWAee 
‘ ‘ ‘ ! 1 f the chool of lication; § fe 0 
‘ t nd maintenance of hoo! iry, and 
ent ae I na the pure we and re ir of a nurti 
t { irred the <« ‘ | | { ed 1 n I chase and air of nal 
f J ! Qn the eontr ! I re for the esta ent and maintenance of r 
1 t und 1 ney ana pre ind for entrance fees in m- 
! ) recedented for the l si { ! rvin nd handling an ny, 
he pari entury procedure of ( ry 1 ipplies, $185,000 
ol urope and brings about discuss Mr. FITZGERALD Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 


{ proced t ( . The gentleman from New York offers an 
lL exhib Lol dmeut, w h the Clerk will report. 
t! I por | ‘ | ( read 1 \ 
{ 
: ; id rea 0 6G ne 4, Insert, after the word “ gymnasium,” the words 
d 
j ‘ ’ ly +] nailslic know | oP . ‘ } , } 
i ! ! pul { Mr. FITZGERALD Mr. Chairman, this policy of providing 
Toner I ) ‘ nmusement rooms, and gyvymunasiums for enlisted en 
' \ ; ; ; 
| \\ { Loin the propriation bill for 1904 rhe same tan- 
; 
is . 1 \ ned in the Appropriation bill for 1905. Lis 
( } ‘ } 
ul ( is ¢ mi fronr the bill 
| » me : Ir. FOSS. Oh, no. If the gentleman will read the next line 
‘ { 
j thy ! I 
\l REVUAGMERALD In the next line the 1 unge is used 
{ ) 1 
to the purchase id repair of articles fou I 
{ 1 
y , , ‘ { i 
7 | I La ‘ ( (The nian It appl to | 
' i 
‘ to the semicolon. lt applies to the 
1 of | ol ° 
|? ; 
| @ 4 | a a 1 ind nt re a ’ 
1? } 
at . ! i the p ise and . 
| \ a ‘ a 
{ isut | ( \I he RALD Phat. be a matte opil but 
{ | | | { enll a ai { entleman to th brie nil 
1 | I been ‘ ( en ‘ | tli pul peritt ot the cou l 
| tt¢ 1] { ‘ ( ( t roon ‘ lil s 
1] ‘ ed eithel the en 1 men of ‘ 
) | | of the M Corps had been so e that th 
of the officers, either of the Army 
‘ \] ( dd C ¢ db meno ed fron { ‘ 
1 1 
| { VT }’a)s ] ‘ { to thre ines enuf 
Mr. 1 ZGERALD. 1 { be ae { o that t a 
\Ir ‘) l Cred t! ] ( th thre \ ft 
| ( { | it ‘ 
\ CHAIRMAN (| lion is on agre to the | 
| 1; 
be ( e 10. ony 63, I 1 to 
ef 1 $185,000 to $175,000, a red ni 
‘ ‘ un 
| CITAIRM N (hk wil report th ani ; ‘ 
{ ( ( | 
I ey 
hat 4 | 
t \ ‘lt 
| d'le ‘ I 
, I \I ( | { of 
{ ‘ 
‘ ' \ ha) | ‘ e out the word hirty-Six d 
\\ | ‘ Von im line 14 >that it w dl 
; () 
' 1) C'IEATR MAN | ue 1 is on the endment wl hh 
i | \ il I ted by the Clerk 
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| 
The Clerk read as follows Fappropriation law We have the t 
a) e 14 | t} t x ind t ty In val est lis] ent to ‘ 
i their qu s, for tl | ‘ 
The amendment was agreed to else hecessary to the 
Mr. BAKER Mr. Chairman, | move to strike out the entire | the may establishmi e ] 


paragraph I do so for the purpose of reading to the Tlouse | Ject to a point of order 
the amendment which | had intended to offer, but which L was Phe CLIATR MAN The Cl \ 
unable to do, my time being exhausted in answering the ques man trom West Virginia what « 
tions of the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. Thayer], and | upon their pay 
which, I think, answers the speech of the gentleman from Oho Mr. DAYTON Not the slight It 
[ Mr. GRrosvENoR | ) hire of quarters to c ut 
Let me say, Mr. Chairman, that there is no man in this House } Mr. STLERMAN As LL underst i it. Me 





who has a greater detestation of the taking of human life than | Comptroller has held that una 

} have I say that human life is the most sacred thing inj co te the quarters | 

existence perl t nto draw the 1 ‘ | 
rhere is to my mind no excuse under any circumstances for | present statute 1 es ! ] 

the deliberate taking of human life, and voicing these sentiments 1) en 1 | . 
I do, and as IL have for years, it is net necessary for me to | torm to the rulit tt \ 

. } : a } ] } $ , } : i ‘ ee 

anoles ‘ has ePtofore eon . I l 


Nir. CAPRON Mr. Chairman, DT rise to a point of order CW Purpose 


Believing that we have had a surfeit of this sort of thing, | ob Mi RUPZAGERALID Mr. ¢ I 
to its further continuance tention of the Cl to the f That 
Phe CLEATIR MAN Phe Chair sustains the point of order ss \ 
\Ii BAKER Mr. Chairman, LT shall insist, then 1 thre s ries of ollicers I 
future, on all debate being ger he I simply rose to read my tion of quarters Tor ¢ sted 
endment Would provide it | 
The CILATRMAN The gentleman from Rhode Island ma 3 | NAV s pl 
t! point of order, and the Chair sustains it Crh it this wo L be new 
Mr. BAKER Does the gentleman insist upon his point of Vibiemt Thi \ 


order ? ( sted the Murine Cor | eve 
Mr. CAPRON I insist upon if 
Mr. BAKER. Then I shall insist upon all future debate bein; Phe CHAIRMAN. The ¢ 

rer) re eo Lew ey 1 | o ¢ 
rhe Clerk read as follows Mr. FOSS Phe ey et ert t 


Hire f Ma ( For ] , { ( ) . Phe CLEATRAMAN i I ae 


{r wl lh the ¢ 
a ‘ ‘ ‘ ' . t, ounee . : ' 
t)} ; ~ 1 { 1 ' : : = i 
f Lorn ices of 1 
‘ } } , } 
t ! f ' naa ; e CLIATR MAN Uhre 
! 4 S*>} ‘ 
f l ofl S10 Mit endme \ i 
I dered ads The Cle | 

Mr. SELE RAMAN Mr. Chairman, IT rise to make a point of 4 NI ‘ 
orcs ritist thre word ““conmu listtion.”’ re olin 1 Lhe ! \ \ 1 
lie ( ‘ his pyprapey ited 0” li eof 1 rier med the ¢] 
sf 1 the w l hire’ to the w 1 commiut ) whi 
cl ! ‘ the wordit rot the law 


The CIEATRMAN ho what law does the gentleman ft 
y} ret 


Mr. SHEE RMAN I refer to the appropriation bill of last v 


| 
Which ppropriated for “hire of « rte ind now it 
ti ed in this act to el ‘ tro hrine to “co u 
>that « 1 nen sery is cle ean get col tit 

quarter in other words, they can get the money 1 t 
the quarters It is clearly a change in ex wy law 

The CLILATRMAN Phe provision the present current appro 
priation bill is only for this year, whieh is not under « te 
tion of Rule NAT, and neve has been so held except 1 
l rease of salary 

Mr. SHIER MAN Then this is new le lation If it 
«| eof ex ng law t is new legislation requiring a co 
tition of qu ters Phere certainty . > law w h provid 
fo nut Loft quayters for enlisted 1 employed as el 

i | th) ] lL would be lad to l ve the Cl] I wa tell mv 


Where Tenn find it 
Phe CTLATRMAN The Chair will hear the gentleman fron 
West Virginia a 
Mer. DAYTON Mr. Chairman, this is simplv a change of 1 l au ' we 


clearly set forth LT will simply read from the hearings, so that 


Phe question was asked, “ What is the motive of inserting in 


place of the word * hire’ the word ‘commutation, on page 1 Page | 
Colonel Dene annweved. “i ihn eaune thine in. celaiion ts Mr. FITZGERALD MM ( 
‘ teal mie Phe €% troller ce led that they could mot have 
] tr qu tlrery t lave co iuitiat 1 It ss rl CLEATR ALAN 
l¢ of be ape cle to Coho in tan thre to ptroll . 

ike Phe « 1 1 ed It does not change thre \ ‘ . 

Lota Wel No I xeept vou use the word *« \ 
{ tend of ‘hire, to conform to the decision of th Mr FITZGERALD. Mr. 


We love Wily | vided for 1 hire of quarters but \ 
j ml that { ’ 1 In Ul tion vl t mie Soper ‘ lle S iwi 
1! e thing | { I1y Lis the ime thing in effect l \l FOSS 7 if \I ( 
beyond all that, Mr. Chairman, this bill is providing for the there this veut it 
Marine Corps quarters during this year It depends upon this | fact, 1 know t e ow 
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york will be M ("| ! in, that it would be much wiser if this money ex- 

( l for. tl prisons was utilized to increase the salaries or 

leficieney payv of these en and to provid ich features of naval life as 
t it right here d ) rate | condition that there would be no 


cessity for naval prisons; and L hope hereafter we will have 
ext r? ymore appropriations for naval prisons in this bill 
Mr FOSS. Now, as the gentleman from New York has called 


elf that the Bureau will get (tention of the country to this important matter, lL ask that 
j ‘ \ wd ef p ‘ ( rk read 
| i ‘ The Cle re las follows 
, tha mon 

re ‘ na tf | ‘ ng the heaviest armor and most 
ed by the entleman fro Ne l armament for vesse f their ass upon a trial displacement 
re than 16,0000 tor to have the highest practicable pe d 
t dit 0 tion d to cost, exclusive of armor and arma- 

t eeding $4,400,000 each. 


LOM 1 agreeing to the Ir. IIUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 








, , mendment,. 
— CITAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey offers an 
ndment, which the Clerk will report. 
Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
t be chi ~ Can this amendment be offered until the paragrajylh is 
ted, and is the paragraph completed until you get to line 
,' ee GR 
The CHAIRMAN. This paragraph that has just been read 
to re e to the battle ships and the next paragraph to the 
lent off ul of construction The Chair thinks this is the proper 
efor the amendment 
if Mr. DAYTON I just wanted to know whether it is regarded 
change the tot n independent paragraph 
eC CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 
( ‘ | Clerk read as folloy 
t ft 1 in line 11, 7 G7, su { I L 
{ i I i Cly 1 r tive lo wit 
I ! n to | d ttle shi n- 
baie i ‘ lition No 1 cont 3 
i con t the contractor s! not 
i | ed ‘ s i Vs 
. y part of t work ¢ tem- 
t } ( tt nt t r ny mn- 
k ntemplated | 
| t ! ) ‘ i Si nany one calendar 
1 ( i ‘ { n } ion ranted by the &S ry 
' ’ ‘ rant \ 1 Ww ninent en 
‘ | t 1 1 ( 
is ) } t vi mm ¢ | \ 
| St t! ‘ sad 
' ‘ \ 1 l 
j t { ur pon the 
( ( itor | ON M ("] in, I make the point of order 
I { \I LU «stl ot \ I ey I would sk the gentleman 
ytd + 1 4 clan | yu nit ¢ 
OOOO f { ryrise S4.000 CP CILATRAAN. Dor the gentleman reserve the point of 
| = t< ) , ) | DAYTON IT mn the point of order, Mr. Chairman. 
CILATIR MAN The Chair sustains the point of order 
LiVGillkS of New Jersey Mr. Chairman, [T would like 
| | thdraw tl i mortunity of arguing that point of order. I have 
! ‘ 1 ( ) it of mrt 
‘ CLIIATRMAN I"! Chair will he the entleman 
{ i LLU of New Jerseys I think the amendment is 
‘ 0] t the appropriat ! 
{ ( "el - Mr. C1] i, | offer the following a il 
) CILATRMA ] nt 1 from New Je ev hi \ 
| fVaittl 1 ( rsey Mr. Chaii in, at the Inst ses 
( | | il here re many rt! I 
| ) n i Ww Cl tan | 
i { t to thre |) oft 
) t this | 
( ( vill ul OW 
{ I 1 | ) E Ne s to th l 
) I \ | ) hat I do not feel that 
4 le ) e the Lfous opportunity to 
‘ ht-hour y | Che ceomn ( ist se on 
| f it n ! nel finally referred the tte 
| Bureau of I al ¢ ree for ive ratio ind 
| eau rey 1 test between / t ten-hour day, 
) | ( f ‘ t hows l (rove ert 
el i ¢ 1 { OO.7 ( fig f eg 
weLOLTE C¢ ‘ ed that ex e proved in 
' t Wt rid, that an 
r « ) ‘ o die iil minut ers 
j €) l re 
1) ‘ ‘ I" rt of Mr. Metealf, of the Burenu of Commerce and 
| | hows that the best work done under the eight-hour 
"4 thie \ comparison of the wor done on the battle ship 


en which 1) / ma, under course of construetion at the Newport News 
to e service It seems to Ine yard, with that performed on the battle ship Connecticut reveals 
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the startling fact that the eight-hours-a-day men in the Govern ym excessive hours of { ! f 
ment yard exceeded by more than 24 per cent per hour the yoy ~ ee ; 3 
gmount of work completed in the ten-hours-a-day private yard n to setting a hi! 
There are yards in this country which are now operating | spection, extending, if 1 to t . 
under the eight-hour system by agreement with their men who | 54 ar eee - 
would be glad to bid on this work and construct these ships on i : : 5 id S . 
an cight-hour basis, but they fear the competition of firms who . 3 ‘ 
work their employees as long as their necessities will pern a 
The eight-hour yards, which I referred to before, like th 
Government yards, attract the intelligent skilled mechanics of t t r Ww < and tl ! 
the country, while the less efficient men drift to the less desir A 2 In 1 . \ 
able places of employment. ‘The inevitable result of this is | ' n 1 
th without this lim nm on the of the Navy the e 
! not be con ed by tl ‘ ( 1 meel S s d 





\ ( 1, a battle ship is like a pistol; you f ; 
need it, but if you do need it you need it “ bad,” a1 : 
should ¢ ur which would make it necessary for the 
men of our Navy to show the world once more the stuff \ ty f ht 
they are made, let us be assured at least of the fact e ‘ - 
flo fortre i fi t 
f ou hands of the six 
I can prod with the fe { 2 wach 
i \ 
‘ iden bo n Am Ss 
built ship \ \ t } 
Nii ( It _ J 
] mwh tu = \ 
iyo AS mech 
( Liner l ( ht ! rl 
| ] propos nt 1 j 
{ rift ma Cc | of the speech f ‘ 
champion on the floor of the House—the honored gentk 
fro Ohio, Mr. Melinley ‘ 
T( | ly 11 f -O201. A t YS. 1890 . 
\ \ \ Mr. § ! i It | 
1 that to limit tl yportunity the workil \\ 
1 i { I is ! it Ww hav t t te « i 
t e Gov ent 1 1S n p ‘ } 
( in t n d vork vided in . to « : 
} ] } it lis 1 n the t \ 
\ 1 I in it creases 1 « j 
t \ t v kit to ent i livi Ay ‘ ] t | 
t 1 i State ‘ l t ( 
] mn r ts t mr tw y ¢ 1 ‘ 
M Si LSGS } 
Micl hey \ und t it 1 ! 
1 twenty-two years In ll t ve 
« ; ‘ ‘ 1 { ' eT l i \\ 
bo ¢ cae , G ; \ 
‘ | { te and ¢ wn | 
i 
M it re 1 ft 
€ \ l a 
’ \ rKil n W { 
‘ { App 
@ay | I ‘ \ 
1 i \ Ww a | l ’ 
I } 1 ! I 
M \ 1 ‘ 
t fr 1 It a 


\I \I 


a M 





2935.4 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 20, 












































t t ( of | more, the men working on the piecework basis are guaranteed their 
‘ t { it v f da of pay The point of view taken is that if on piecework 
e 1 is credited th t man by skill and energy increases his pi largely he is entitled to 
1 t f ‘ v 1 is the direct | h increase, because his employer economizes on fuel, interest, and 
t ad I the output of the |] other important item It is not thought fair, if he thus profits and 
! employer as well, to cut away his profits that the employer may 
Eg { t ng the trial } gain more indeed, this policy is thought shortsighted and unprofit- 
were col ‘ In this industry repairs count largely, and a well-paid man so 
1 thie erage “lad | ‘ for his machine as to minimize the need for repairs, because he 
1 hav een great by the time taken for such repairs; nor will such a man waste 
! increase of O.4 per cent, | 1 material, for often in this business he wastes his own valuable 
} time when he wastes material. Justly paid men also save in the im 
( | | nt items of imperfect work. Under the above system the men 
! ite to decide | o1 cework replace in their own time, and willingly, work that is 
| ! t t | i through their fault and pay at cost for the materials and fuel used. 
f production thre the I saving, as the employer does, in material, repairs, interest, fuel, 
I ‘ ful er on the part jand other ways, getting, in short, large advantage from the increased 
\ it een work- | common justice to the workmen demands that the piecework 
t 1 of t it in | ecause he, too, profits well. 
f dl t r consultation with the leading workmen, 
! ( e of tl rit j! ks would, on March 1, be pul on the basis 
} oof hours’ pay, running fifty-four hours weekly 
1 at tl ford Tron | f id for sixty hours. This concession, made 
| nstrate ft t the two ) as received cordially by the men, who have 
the patr nd tro | ‘ working closely up to the full nine hours 
the effect on ( I erience thus far 1 hown the nine-hour day to be profitable, fo 
\ t ment | f tput of the works i lightly larger than before A comparison 
i | ! { e numiln of order executed on the nine-hour basis with the 
formed | ' number of orders for the ime goods executed under similar con 
! N ‘ dit ont ten-l ! hov a slight average gain in favor of the 
t t ! ‘ r da Phere j 1 ightly larger average output for the ni 
{ t 1 day than for the ten-hour day, though in every other respect 
to ‘ 1 tt } \ wis done unde imilar conditions Phere is throughout an in 
ed | 1 te f } vy output and a total output somewhat larger for 
= ‘ I ] ! nm} er W kit time Phese examples were taken from every part 
t d 1 © forgir ( tment ind represent fairly all kinds of output, 
! dl ! in a chi { ) 1 NV nd piecework 
| ef { V manager have eriticised statements like the above to 
( { ie rarest ‘ ‘ ect t t if the output is larger for the nine-hour day than before, 
‘ i} rte ! if my con Qt ft former management must have been lax, and the men now working 
:4 t well must, to some decree, have failed in their duty under the old 
| Cor y k people and emy ditior If the growth of the busine is not a suflicient ansy to 
estion of lax management, there is a further reply Careful 
t ft eat a ¢ { i d for ye een kept of the daily product of every hammer in 
they pay f { ef ‘ nd from these records costs are figured to tenths of cents 
e reads \}) ‘ ece, or even smaller fraction These records cover not only each 
| ‘ 1 ‘ fF exes ! er it enehoo n who has run that hammer, and all classes of 
and every ticle of each cla for years past On these records 
t 4 er nd tl t risnale n t factory output are based The ability to compete 
i te with those in the same industry and with others using different proc 
{ t 1 men fl nt for a do ‘ ut producing competing goods, depends, and has always de 
1 | ! { ‘ of w } pend upon the aceuracy of these reeord If former methods were 
I t certain ¢ they at le t we ich as promoted the steady crowth of the | 
7 nh 1 prod u pow? in ! mid strietly competitive conditions, and, Lo might add, ich as 
} permit of the sale of its products in every seaport of importance on the 
I ! t the By nomical prod n 
ct \W | t nine hour day has been a gain and not a los demonstrably so 
{ ‘ thie ' dow I | e exact data can le had atisfactorily so even where the full 
{ t we l ! dl Hiapy 1} «de enn not be secured his result is believed to depend in large 
f 1 1 or ! \ done ‘ eoupon the willing and helpful spirit that exist in the work 
! ! re { f | the « lit uur od it is not urged that similar results can be everywhere had, for the 
miditiot elsewhere prevailing are nece arily unknown 
| v4 4 t nd d of M t, 19d Phe ilt of varied trials ha imply strenether the belief 
t ‘ ! { ! \ lomi oa fitsalolene for this particular estal hinent of 
) t l vt ‘ Inse thove pe rally outlined J. HH. Williams & Co. believe 
I: dswe e fu { dsthat 1 that hi ess as | been obtained arises largely because and not 
{ 1 nine | rs diay thy Maat spite of the high and continuous wages paid to their working force, 
{ er yp a.” | nd reeognize thoroughly the intelligence, efficiency, and, last but not 
> i to \ WEEK BY t, the good will of that working force While none can estimate 
\ x { the differs in production in the same works between a force 
{ Tid Cor ion May 1, 1901 istly tre Raa innest and zealou in their work, and a simi ar 
ae ; aa a Ls & 8 arses ' 1 ‘ rkit merely because they must live, the writer helieve the 
, ' ditt nee between these two, under conditions otherwise similar, may 
ied 1 the mans fact eof tron and ae fon : Q 
+ of tha result of a e that between rin and dividends ' ' 
; : d se Mnae : . nacre MI ted Avail v, it ho do be said that the things above suggested are done 
I ‘ irityv, but as matters of justice, as privilege and a ures 
\ that the f ir record Is not singular or | Of prell Phe cour thus far taken will he followed because if is both 
a : ntioning amor want | isant and a profitable one It pays because a man is more than a 
‘ 4 ake! Tae vane ‘swaver. have intercst rat ne, and the policy which treats him as a machine ignores one of 
peclali ed 1 nd a ost thie enatest factors in prodiuetion Viz human nature It pays bec Wuse 
t A ream it t I of ‘ not the chief factor in cost, but the rate of produ 
: : 6a +a tien \ « ,iman produces more in the long run than a dirty man 
,; Rit? eo it ce ea ‘ ‘ : A well-informed man produces more than an ignorant man A justly 
. ; ; 1 ad A ‘ treated man produces more than an unjustly treated man A contented 
ae ; : ee ee re Rk cee man | t better and cheaper producer than a discontented man \ 
; : , See ke Pay ance paid) man nore economic producer than an ill-paid man It 
: vag" , vo 1 often be well, when seeking to economize, to give less attention 
fs ai : ; of I ; nm and. 4 eoasettela to t pay roll and more in other direction 
t ler nisi now Departmental construction has narrowed the operations of 


aia’ ene the how, and the different bureaus have shown their contempt 
nditio est wi for Congress by refusing to enforce its provisions, and it is 
! e purpose of this amendment to put it up to the heads of 

: eae See ee | tae gap Se ; Departments in language whieh can not be mistaken 
The CILATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 

the British wv n Jersey [Mr Tlucgues| bas expired. 
Parcel re en ; ; Mr. TIUGHES of New Jersey Mr. Chairman, To ask unani 
f one ane ous consent to proceed for five minutes longer, 


ne | \ Mi MADDON Mr. Chairman, Lo object unless we have 
{ i al 1 in aaNeS ss : 
I , orter ¥ d Mr. GILBER'I The gentleman from New Jersey | Mr. 
it \ lay divided { Ittaues| has consumed a very small part of the time of this 
l } od or { 


' , Pte taney TLorise I therefore ask unanimous consent that he muy be per 
| ' ‘ 1 ted to continue his remarks until he bas coneluded 
bre d to the men in t Mii MAD DON Mr. Chairman, LT object unless we have 
, asians rae eas order 
ne in the morning | Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to object. I will state 
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that on] ‘ the crentest economy of time can we ge t! ue ( 1 l t} I i. 
with the bill to-night ships 1 ! V { | 
The CHAIRMAN. n from New J y M ceded that 
Ii s} asked unatr t to continue h I ks | establis! 
f to wl hh the \ snoo { } Che than \ Va } i ‘ ( 
gentleman may proceed n { t] v shins e at ' \ 
\ HUGHES of New Jersey. Now, the mechanics are e pai t we are 1 | \ 
titled to this at our hands; they are our chief glory and sour Fro e ent I ’ ( $ 
of pride; o wonderful mate wealth and advanced pos Il S l 
t ig the nations of the world are due to their eff s.| St “ 5 | 
Lhe Ss 1 man in this body y » has not been | efited | ¢ - 
by t efforts; there is not a 1 in this body who does 1 t | 
in 0 e owe his pos to their su re erefol us ead of | l : 
] sk you in name of the w nen of Ameri the n ry e SEM 1 
who ill build these ships and at their country’s fi ‘ \ ‘ | re this e t Iry ‘ ] 
will zo forth to meet her foes and fight her battles in them, f ot to authorize any sl ( \\ 
twenty-four hours a day, if necessary—show these men that | | ding more than two battle s is to lt ; 
you appreciate them for what they are and that you think In a tion to these reaso Mr. ¢ 
they should participate in the benefits derived from the nation’s | the attention of this con ’ 
ni ice by passing this amendment | Applause t ] ‘ f s J 
The CHAIRMAN The ¢l r 1 t t the amendment « \ h should tt e completer 
fered by the gentleman from New Jersey [| Mr. Ilvuaut . { ln response to a letter ad d | \ 
t 1 on an appropriation, but is attempted | l ( f tl 131 of N | 
| thie ( { ) t of ord | rth ‘ 
I from New York [M VER SI S em rKS 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chair n, 1 offer the lt W ! ’ Mek ; 
I i to the desk to | ( lL by t Clerk 
| Cl a | { \ 
oO G7 G 


q } { 1 } It - 6 j t thy ‘ | 
t] ( I { ( 

I ‘ i \ 4 t ‘ ‘ ‘ . 

¢ I ‘ NOt \ od 

We not hel that > Dos , { 

I ( ! « l ) t Vy t t os 


| \ 
i ( \ 
1 
\ 
! ( 
T ! 
’ 
| ] 

i 
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Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I will not yield to allow the gen- 
76 | the n to read the total tonnage of England. We are talking 
ae mw about battle ships, and I read from the statement furnished 

: Ine by the Navy Department. I suppose the gentleman will ae- 


15,562 | cept that as good authority. 

eee his, Mir. Chairman, is all that I care to say on this matter. 
1307 | I nt over the subject fully the other day. 

8,135 Mr. PRINCKH. Will you please state to the House how many 
ni aS nlisted men will be required? I think in your discussion you 


1 Qo | oO ml to state that. The committee would like to know it. 
- : Mhe CITAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
$y) Vou Mr. RIXEY I will state, if lI may have the time. 

Ml PRINCE I move to strike out the last word. 
1 rhe CHAIRMAN The gentleman from Illinois is recognized. 
Oa eee ee ir, PRINCKH. IT yield to the gentleman from Virginia. 
\} RINEY. The statement furnished me by the chief of the 


( intendent bureau of Navigation, to which 1 referred a few moments 


ngzo, 
a CUS, a l, as in ivs that on the Ist of January, 1908S, to man all of our ships 
Navy Dey _| would require for the Navy proper 61,983 men. I call tne atten- 
of the Ifouse to the fact that that is exelusive of the 
7 ee gee But if the ships are divided so as to provide for an active 
1 « fleet, first reserve, and for shore stations it will only require 
‘ US] \ ol murines 
; \l LOSS Mr. ¢ Mribeahi, I desire at this time to correct the 
of the gentleman from Virginia. Ile has made the 
pon t ‘ t onl s jloor to the « fect that we have been build hz 
1 gun-d , ' 
1 ps faster than | It and. 
1 
1 that t Mr RINKY. TI trust the gentleman will be aceurate in his 
‘ : it. LT said that we are now building faster than Great 
\I ROSS. England has authorized since 1898 twenty-six 
, (le ships, with a total tonnage of 390,400 tons. The United 
‘ ' ' , ‘ 
\, es | wuthorized sixteen battle ships, ten less than lenghand, 
’ Ll tonnage of 254,500 tons, As to the total tonnage 
SOS, I desire to submit these figures: On all kinds of ships 
; ae | hd has authorized thirty-six cruisers in addition to the 
et ; ek \ « battle ships, and the United States has authorized 
‘ Weel lo ¢ Cel . . ° 
. X SANS : y ten cruise in addition to the sixteen battle ships Of the 
Uihe avy is Uhl ty | 7 has authorized. since 1898. 8?° G00 
+} A} j i i 1 il Lis I, 9 ‘ Is, 
v8 i ' \ } ; t ‘ { l i uthor ed 4500  t 1 le t Nn 
' so that t stil t by thre tleman from Vii l 
I oe NEAT DON Will the gentleman from THlinois 1} 1 to 
‘ ( i . 
<i a ! ; fhiddn ct qual { I? 
‘ nts ; \ ONS Yi 
Wi not let the : aa , ' 
' \I EAT DON Wiis it that we Americans ean not go be 
5 | | these 7 VV don't w have the first mavy in 
; as we \ ‘ ut two battle sh W hy ould 
l ~ ‘ re » 7 
Wi 1 dreat J 1 
Wi 7 ; ’ . 
{ { iOS i C] ew tA enile n from \ bia 
| a \ Rt \ ho br Ip the comparison between 
: ; | i ad tl | boost 
l mi not willin { 7 P . 
1 MEAD DON Wi thie entleman from Virginia h of 
ao read tl *) ; a . ° 
ah a facta 1 I have another I want the gentleman yn 
i build tO wswe my question: Why shouldn't we have three, 
” oe eve i Ors 1 twenty battle ships, so as to lead all mati 
| 
, \} OSs Mr. Chairman, [ desire to put in the Recornp a 
ene iy the comparative tonnage authorized by the 
1 \ { . 
the world during the last en years 
Rie ead a 
' ; CHAIRMAN it ile um £1 it « isks unan 
ake ‘ it to eX id] t l in the Ry RD Is there 
tion 
\ \\ 1 
\) no objectior 
i t! i ) lan referred to 
‘ ‘ ! 
’ ‘ ( y 13, 1 
\ L Ok 
{ 1 od Ss } ' uct n h 
I ! it mon to 
‘ As wi i from ft \ 
! t, ( \ 1 ton how 
il | j 
( ‘ I I } t { t 
\ I ‘ i 5s W i 
I iw ‘ 1u ‘ g 
tril ‘ { 1 ip in ) 
t ‘ r tak ve W nha tew 3 
{ I adit { I 
\ { nde { compat 1 is that of the | 
‘ ! d ot | e foll L 
what my nt of t er and te tonnage « 
1 ad 1 i I by ¢ of the five | il 
; | | 1 my ( us of anv one rs 
backra Chie my ' | in one y r the Amerl- 


Congress authorized tive battle ships and in another year pone 
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— — — —————— Nee neem } ae 
ers and t 1 ft of 1 r n ler n a | we have one w h 1 e 2 ‘ 
1 | { 3 e\ t, would not 1 ig te , 
| in my judgment, a better navy for our ne 
Batt hips au Armored ¢1 jh the ] lo re i i 
thorized sinc ers authorized | this Te e, no t the present S 
SUS Ss SUS I 
‘ sa i o i \ } ve S rc Ww 1 ‘ WW 
Nut lon- Nut Tor ; ~ muttie Ss il i SIX 
be I ber nage t ve gre l t 
‘ = \i CANA ’ I s « } 
or 40M ” { oT RY BOK | ( io of Like J —4 ( 
‘ Lia i Lsv) ‘ ~ H 
11} 152.0 " ast I 
ia) Is4 th y ’ 1 t ‘ 
t l $, Di lv LSU, SOK $M I 
\ 
WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to cal i 
m of the House to the fact that thre rv four ye ; 
hen this committee would bring in a bill asking for seve i C was the ¢ ru : 
vir Vess rentlemen then would ay 1 to Members fo \ foul ve _ { t 
on the ground that G nany had i 1 haval pro i ‘ $ ( ‘ 
‘ Wi have outstripped Get ty and Hoy FOCI eh ‘ t ‘ t I 
vivoeating ar Wilense 1 \ Ly 28s a, 4 ri s a the tie en \ ed 
no ] rappeal to fear « 1 f Germany's big nay : More M \! 
re | x to re our Navy with that l W Mr. ¢ . 
ite en asserted on t 2 by P i] 1 ] lors N f t 
| me a n th © nee l ho oma s ] nd has ' 
il ‘ \ OOO ) ‘ war ships nd we h ] ’ ‘ \ 
han 700,000 ton lo | vt unl of I ; ‘ 
entail upon the people of this « ry an at il eX] ‘ f 
4 of SOOO G0, ] ( navVVY W ld be w 
1 d without me t\ \ hy in pt ’ thor 4 
d and in <« wed neve ‘ to 
| rier STOO ’ ! 
t grain fields of the Ws the cotton fields of 11 caus 
e.) on of ¢ da on the orth are pt ( | I 5 
| with ] ah less of muturnl se ! : 
hip, | Gg re 1 true ons So ry ean ‘ 
| te \ ' 1 Keng d If so, Ww hiety 
| Innd t \ ut a navy as large as hers iw I 
x) ! iw +1 ] ‘ if We ] y? to | \ ’ \ } ‘ { 
I ! | . \\ 
( t} ; ore } from Vit I } nd 1 ) I ( Wi \ 
is | { ‘ ‘© build ly le shir { ‘ } ) 
i. Il th tention of tl Hon to the 1 Or Mr. BAKER. Mr. ¢ ' 
‘t on the na bill, presented by the ent f 
w li t s 1 Dlnin Enelish figures that Great \ WILLIAM W. KIT¢ N ‘ 
ling t battle ps. wit! ‘tal e of Mr. BAI 
| United State s | x twelve battle sl 
© « ISO ) Ye to-d we have 1 ! \ MN ! 
“Oecd y ‘ ot tile } ! { Inne } \\ ’ I 
ter] ‘ } vO r count oO t! f e of 4) 
rding to the gentleman's own r Mr. . 
{ to t » 7 , t] re] t we ive ’ } 1 iM ‘ 
ship horize the Ne [fa of 16. 1 ! 
al 1 1 » 1% ri li S 3 tion | | t 
! i lded ‘ ‘ tal ‘ t 
1 total « ps t 1 build Of Hooon 
‘ to-day we l « I ed a t ed 
n Ir I Ser { M ( M | 
3 ju 1 by the gentleman from Vi 1, W ! 
| ! lorized 1 already built total t \ j ( 
> 1 nd in that eat tor e of | - 
or ships laid down in and prior to 1S00 Pa 
vou | with a to of 138481, which Senate 
195 shows were ll built before the United S 
mstruction of battle ships So they re l 1 ‘ 
| If you eli t those eleven old battle sl ‘ ’ , 
| red cruise that rar built 1 fore Wwe ‘ 
! le ship of our new navy. the Navy of the 1 | \I LIEMIEN \\ \ ( 
er in tor e than that of France. Our new | | 
lready uthorized ! S GODLGOS Ss wl t! \ I ( 
nee | GIOG6S t We do net need a navy fot ‘ 
. e so large as France 1 eds for le Sery I ‘ 
The CLLATRMAN The time of t centle \ fre N ! 
lit | expired ‘ 
WILLIAM W. KITCHIN } k una 1 ‘ I I ‘ 
Tq 7 avrta® ) } \ 
CILATR MAN The { 1 fro North ¢ ’ » j 
I t his time be \ five 1 ‘ ls ( \\ 
Wil by \\ 
WILLIAM W. KITCHIN Mr. Chair », the eountri: ei Ws, 
t de by side, with their different traditions, their | 1 y Ve 
hterest with old Ss SF nth bose 3 P rt ( ‘ 
om elt ( na Ger Vv | yee nd England, ’ ’ 
! ed opportunities for war with each other where | batth ! e §s 
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In doing so I am not in the least influenced by the old 
ib: arg “Si vis pacem, para bellum;” in other 

Is, that the big stick is necessury to keep the peace. Oh, 
that argument has been invented by Old-World = rulers 
easily extract the dollars from the pockets of the tax 

ers, and no matter how often Captain Lobson and others 
repeat it on the lecture platform, it is not true that the 


i nation depends upon the number of its guns and bayo 
net If it were true, smaller nations would not be secure for 
a day The little fish would have been swallowed by the bi 


w 
tance does the history of 
the Inst one hundred years bear out the assertion that the 
weakuess of one nation was the inciting motive or the induce- 


ones long ago, and in not a single ins 
ou 


for the stronger nation to make war upon it. Did Ger- 
y declare war against France because she believed the Em- 
pire of Napoleon III to be weak or unprepared? On the con- 


tra the world knows that Napoleon had invited and precipi- 
Pil - | ise he believed Trance to be fully 


Did President Krueger send his ultimatum to London be 





cau he believed t of England to be unequal to 
{ ‘ of th come nearer home, did the 

I ted te ttiv Spain was known to be the 
‘ ‘ | el 1D I trust, will agree with me 
that if Great Britain o1 nee or Germany had been in the 





e of Spain our diplomatic notes would not have been writ 
{ 1 a different tone. And look at the Russian-Japanese 
Will Did the Japanese David tackle the Russian giant becnuse 


l eved the Government of the Czar—the oldest military 
nent of Ieure pe to have been neglectful of 1 lilitary and 

Val preparations’ It happens that in each one of these cases 
ust whom war was declared was fully prepared 

for any emergency, and these examples, I hope, will suflice to 
teach us that preparedness and readiness for war are by no 
means an unfailing guaranty for the preservation of peace. 
Vhe tradit il American policy, which demands justice and a 
juare deal to all, if adhered to the world over, and supple- 
mented by agreements to arbitrate all honest differences, would 
vy have been much more reliable safeguards than the most 


] { | realize that we have not yet reacl L the point 1 Ol 
iil civilization where the same maxims ure reco i 
the « rol f rs by all Besides, we have a great and 
‘ I e to protect, and with the construction of the 
Panama Canal and the elements of doubt presented by the fu- 
ture develo] {of affairs in the Orient I concede that it might 
e premature for even the most uncompromising friend of per- 
Ll peace to | { rm of his Government in the develop- 
of its naval pre mime, bent as it not upon conquest, 
| d Es to any e, but merely upon protect 3 
‘ ‘ It is for this reason that I shall vote fo 
] 11] t 1 the friends of a1 ition « 
do ( ( : a t thers an a ( or ey l 
prob ( Will ‘ ein tl }) ent state of pul 
leve 1 by Lilt COnLrove Vv over the ibitrat l 
‘ no A ( 1 d ration will { t one, and I 1 \ 
1 power which > the | t ine tion to ] \ 
! t era in the world’s p 
vel When alli ns will Woan | | 
0 ( ( by lh I tribunal th 
( ils to | to t ‘ ts of | 
misequ ‘ \ is | WW in do 
t Ron oO 
ly Mr. ¢ ! 1 t tl ( { n 
. } 
{ { 1 ¢ I f upon the t 
‘ | yopoue { ce 
‘ u { iat th wo re ! 
‘ belween } { | 1 
1, | { th) ) th) } 
' l e oOold-t oil la ) \ \ 
\ ‘ \ | | btinhee pou we did not 
) { hou j rs, tl the time wy | 
{ ( \\ tt 
\'\ l J?l by tial ( 
{ lly eptedc the only 7 a 
{ ‘ oy i] | ( 1 1 
| 4 ’ 1 use by ilo 
\ ‘ then tol te tl ut 
is unNec \ hoy 
{ {| 1 ‘ ( ( { prevent t re 
Wie 1 oll ] inl « I L\ ‘ rf 
nt ‘ ‘ I ‘ i 1 we still need batth 
ecnuse tl rat is | e not yet ft \ rreed to til ll 
‘ Pere Cs by rbitratiot 
is the reason, too, why the Interparliamentary Ut i, 
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| 
at its last conference in the Un ted States, did not include dis Germ: ny Our tariff laws. as shown bv the ;: tle 
armament in its programme. It was because arbitration means | Michigan [Mr. Luckins © the S 5 \ ’ 
disarmament. It destroys the food upon which the dogs of war | per cent more than it should be. O ow 
feed, and its effect will be to starve these wild animals to death. | armor more cheaply abroad tl 
And eontlemen, arbitration is coming, It sweeps the earth aly il with these two ttl . «) ‘ 
with resistless foree, and in our own country public opinion is | ment of the power of the \ cle S 
ripe for its general adoption, as has been demonstrated by the aration that we ean at ] \ IN 
ontroversv between the Senate and the President Arb M VANDIVER Mr. ¢ rin. 1 ‘ ‘ \ 
treaties \ ll soon be negotiated with the other nations, | on t other side of the e IMr. Ba ' 
ped, as a result of the second conference at The Hague, | take his se de ed ¢ 
hen that day comes, let us ret iber and let the Senate na ‘ ed S 1 
er that our bird of freedom holds the sheaf of arrows in | mor tle ships and f ' 
but the olive branch in his right foot, with the elphasis on t Soanosad f { Vly ( 
ve branch Let us never be unmindful of this great lesso ears the world has od ‘ | 
of the founders of the Republ in our dealings with the nations | 1 entiments 1 t were uttered 
of the world \lissou were ¢ ! foot ] | 


The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missout tion, the sett 
{Mr. Barrionpr] has expired redso stand ¢ brute fo } 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chai n, l ask for an extension of | tl time t ! 
time of five minutes. llouse only called for about S380,000, 
rhe CILATRMAN The gentleman from Missou Mr. Bar the record a little bit 1 
ronpr] asks for tive minute Is there objection apprepriat ey I sed \ 1] ‘ 
\ BAKER Mr. Chairman, 1 object. OUOL000) I t year it ea dd STGL0Q00Q,000 | 
Nir. BASSETT Afr. Ch rl in sone of the few Members o1 I t ( Line l I 1 ( 
| le of the Llouse who ints Is to ote for the battle sl N | \ . 
lau I wish to state my position upon th question I eo] l i s . 
Ss ol 1 strong 1 \ I believe tl t we | ve t vet ) SO { ‘ ~ 
! hed the limit of 1 ‘ Navy a stro nivy. and L do { | } ; 
h the proy ms which have been made durit . Is odd 
t! x days that no war being in sight there is no re ) I 
whv v d make oursely stronget It seems to me tl ir $6,127 
thes every re n | \ this country should 1 ‘ . e S14 AL 1] 
upon the sea, ‘The I lust speaking upon tl 
de of the II e | Mr. Were eferred to Frances 1 com 
iwith tl count! ting out that our Navy now sur] st 
that of France, and that there is no reason why we should try 
to ¢ l that of England The question is not whether we shall 
suri this country or that We want a navy adequate to pro 
tect thre onof this country the next twenty-five years. With ; 
it largely a question of the position that we shall occupy = 
the shifting of the power of the world A hundred years ago 
the world force w 1 Europe Iranece was the cent I 
‘ CSS \ List f her havit thr I rior lines by wl ‘ 
s could qu ly i h the frontiers of the other coum 
of lurope Che power of the world to-day is not entrated 
t Muroype Positic have changed 1 r the lust tiftv vem 
the world force } t so 1 been land control of Europe as 
1! en mitrol of tl \tl Chis | been caused by 
I of th rreat Re ly ) 
Po-dayv thr Wwe { il \ l is | endijusted 
fiustment oing on silently Che cente Mf powe $ ) 
| not vin Kuro t \t Ocean is t 
t ‘ ] } iv of ) ( 1} +? ) hw \ oO Pry : | 
( | 1 th \ lke \ \ nts 
‘ . «'} the I’ ( | d the growth ‘ | 
‘ \ de the ce I » Arne bye e there _ ; 
to two highway Bs ! dof powet e Atl \ . 
Ocean tthe Pa Ocean 1) « the next twenty ; \ 
thr ‘ i} tu t rh the ( I ] e () : 
h tl { the At Formerly the cou 
the Pa did not need to he ! red. Now the i rr one i 
j he ‘ | ed St Ss WwW ! : 
erly on the edge, Now it 1 the e _? 
1 it { 1 ol {me ‘ al We | { yet 1] 1 a 
( ‘ ‘ \ >» wert ly lin \ t The a rnilow ‘ 
onl er that lies between t ; 7 
Quit tion b bl t dad Vv evid 
nd a wise preparation ce nds that we ke ) rselves stl fhe CLTIATRALAN | 
Upon the sea We desire ] e, but sea power is necessary to Mr. VANDIVER M ( 
sufecuard our position and assure us rl cs of our. for ane us l 
| 1 strol navy will not 1 ‘ > ‘ ( 
Prepared 1 void wat To-day armice ht not I 
hh ! il { tlrery I ht with \ Nt : l \I russ \ ‘ 
patriot ne | t prevail, If w ‘ ot 71 By { i 
iT i | ery. do batth ! ‘ I ot oc \ 
! Ge en end Wil ¢ | \\ Lye \I VANDIVEI | 
y 1} } } { ‘hs ts ‘ 
NI ! t «clown \ tly } ‘ . } I? 
\W i bu of ft erv tole 4 
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of war with any other country, will be our point of “ strategic 


Think, if you please, of the difficulty which has confronted 
Russia in her war with Japan, having to transport her army 
do all her supplies and munitions of war over a single line of 

I road, a thousand miles in extent, and you may easily ac 
unt for her failure and humiliation. Then imagine, if you 
the tremendous difliculties which would confront us if we 

e compelled to defend these distant possessions against 
Japan or any other eastern power and having to transport our 
Army across 7,000 miles of the broad expanse of the Vacifie 





Qeean, and all our supplies and equipments for conilict subject 
ttack at every point of the line. We would, of course, hold 
them at any cost, because our pride and our national honor 
\ ld be at stake But at what fearful cost of men and money 
low much wiser and more statesinanlike it would be to avoid 
{1 possibility rather than to court disaster and invite the evil 
I was esi Hy glad that the gentleman from Maine gave 
intimation of returning nity in his party when | 
ed Secretary Taft and Secretary Root, and even the Pre 
bit i... a holding out ome hope that the Philippin 
i be turned over to the Filipinos for such measure of 
vernment as they may be titted for and then lowed to 
out their own destiny under an independent flag. Such 
been our hope ever since we gave independence to Cuba, 


igh the American people denied us their indorsement 

] we shall hail with delight the same achievement 

i Republican party if they will only be cour 
1 


( > nd pal 1) enough to ve the problem. 
Ah, but say ome demagogue with more pride and. less 
than a monkey, * Who will pull down the tlag?” Let 


tell him that no man shall pull it down at the dictate of 

foreign power, but at the dictate of our own conscience, our 

1 interest, and our own honor it has more than once been 
{ en down. 

When, under old Thomas Jefferson, we drove the pirates from 
the seas, opening the whole Atlantic highway to the commerce 
of the world, did we not carry the flag 
African and brit home in honor? Aye, did we not, in the 

of ISil2, plant it on British territory across the line in 


back from the coast o 





Cunada, and then, at the close of the war, bring it home in 
hoor Again, sir, did not the Stars and Stripes once float 
proudly over the ramparts of Mexico, when Bragg and Taylor 
and Crittenden and other heroes carved an empire State from 
the heritage of the Montezumas; and did they not bring them 
for our own and our country’s honor? And more re 
ently did not that glorion flag become the emblem of deliv: 
1 


nee to the oppre ed people of Cuba, over whom it floated in 
ph, and when hauled down was kissed with devotion and 
brought home in honor? Why? Not because we feared 


A iy 





f n power, but beeau we want that flag to remain forever 
ly ‘ bl 1of ! man liberty ind never to become the \ bol 
of tvrnanny and ‘ mtoany people beneath its ample fold 


Why, then, should we depart from the lessons of our own ex 





perience to enter upon the dangerous policy of foreign po 

0 ind interminable entanglements with old-world powe1 
Why should we continually draw from the productive and self 
ustail ‘ to swell the ranks of the idle and governing 
When the nations of the old world are to-day oppressed 
With the we ht of their armor, and the oppressive fact that 
grind down the erf and th pen nt in every country of 
Keurope to-day ; that ever laborer in the fields must eng Vi 
oldier on his back A hundred years of peaceful progress and 
development have demonstrated that our happiness as a nation 
Lis in the path of domestic honor and industry, while all tl 

perience of the world \ t the colonial policy upon wh 
we have late Vv ent ec 

Augustus Ca r gave to his uccessors the wisest ndvice ever 
left by a Roman emperor when he counseled them to contine the 
Roman Mipire to the limits which nature had prescribed for it 

Jomes Anthony Froude, the most thoughtful historian that 
li penned ao line nee the death of Macaulay, in his great 
Wi ] on Cn im, «clo vr {list “'The one lesson wh hh diiste ry 
terse le is th that free nations can not Ver ibject prov 


dvice that Washington left for our guidance was 
ul ttitisaldy the nine * Peace, commerce, and friendly rela 
tions with all nations; entangling allinnees with none.” By all 
the tokens of wisdom and experience, by the shades of Washing 
ton and Jefferson, by all the lessons of history, | call upon you 
to stop this eareer of conquest and colonialism and let us ce 
vote our time, our energies, and our resources to the building up 
of our own-great country and the happiness of our own great 
prooprle [Applause on the Demoerath de.] 





1905. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 04] 


Mr. FOSS l move to close the debate on the paragraph and an peopl 
\l WILLIAM W. KITCHIN I should like to know, befor: As a friend ot \ \ 
the motion put, how th eutleman intends to dispose of the ture 
tw il il ~ ‘ \ ‘ 
\I FOSS 1 will d en tes on tl lk 1 te vis 
ou 1 : L do 
Mr. BAKER Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask whether the time has looked 
will be diy led bet en thos ‘ l Linst the propos VW 
\I SULZER L would like to < the l rms ee ‘ | ‘ | 
five bihul $ l f the te N \ ( \ 
Mr. FOSS I was iu » divide the time so that the ge ‘ ( | 
I \ ) New York would ve five 1 ites L will say th | \ 
{ { those opposed to the proposition have had rire N \ 
thiim those of it Mr. Cl l in, T move th ey ~ 
| ( ed oO this pa grapl al nendment \ ‘ \ ) \ 


MM COCKRAN of New York Mr. Chairman, I move to 


ul that motion by making the time of closing debate ve or rl 


‘ \ 
te utes of 5. There are quite a number of Me ( | \ 
th de who wish to be heard no m \ 
Mr. FOSS I will accept that idment, Mr. Chairman; it un favor 
( lengthens the time that 1 pu pose by live minutes est nal ore { ie 
| CTIATR MAN juestion is on the amendment to t! this nas ie 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois It \ 
\ S take ‘ and the amendment to the motiol an oN 
\ igreed to 
Che CITATRAMAN The question now is on the motion of the ( i 
tie! n from Illinois as amended { | \ ‘ ) 
The question was taken; and the tion as amended w 
agreed to 
\I BAKER. Mr. Chairman, a parl entary juiry. Doe 
the entler , control the entire thirty n utes? \ 


The CILAIRMAN No; in th bsence of 
the time will be controlled by the Chair 

Mr. BAKER Who will control the time in op] 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN Mr. Chairman, [ su 
the gentleman from New York | Mr. Perkins] control 


rentieman fro Li dinn { 


this time l the 

i | CITALRMAN Unless there t 
1 e belongs to the C] r 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN I ask unanimous t. M . 

4] t tha hye Col rovlledd ) Tn tle 
( ! LI l Lig ie i) l l \\ 
Ilinois | Mr. Foss] and the gentle from New Ye Vr PP 
CHAIRMAN eman f North ; 

1 nt ‘ ‘ | 
| writ } l \l | l } 
( I ‘ \ \ \i l | 

i ‘ \ nN ’ 

\l WADSWORTH Mr. ¢ 
yield f 

\l los) | will 

I WADSWe rit \ 
{ | 1 

\ \4 
( \ \ \T\ y\ 

I i ( l : | 
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| Mr. M N 
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Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the 


gentleman from Wyoming [ Mr. Monpe.y!]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, To am opposed to the con 
struction of two battle ships, as provided for in the bill, not 
because we are facing a defictt) possibly, but because, in) my 
humble opinion, the country does not require their construction, 


under construction 
as large a fleet of battle ships as 


In my opinion when the battle ships mow 
‘ completed we shall have 


the country requires, or as the people of the country will care 
to pay for. IT do not believe that this country will ever main 
tain continuously or should maintain a fleet of over twenty to 
twenty-five first-class battle ships. The life of these vessels is 
from fifteen to twenty-five years, approximately twenty years. 
One battle ship a year means the renewal of a fleet of twenty 
battle ships continuously The building of two battle ships 
means an expenditure of at least $40,000,000, seven and one-half 
millions each for the vessels and $25,000,000 for their mainte 
nance during their aetive service, so that in voting for two 
battle ships we are voting to expend $40,000,000 of the people's 
MONEY Iam in favor of the construction of one battle ship 
at this time and no more. Therefore [ shall vote for the 
amendment | Applause. | 

Mr. PERKINS. How much time have I left, Mr. Chairman? 

Phe CIATRAMAN Six minutes 

Mr. PRRINTNS. 1 yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts | Mr Trayer] 

Mr. THAYER Mr. Chairman, I desire to say T am entirely 
no accord with this amendment 1 think the Committee on 
Naval Affairs has failed entirely to satisfy me that there is any 
rece tv for this legislation for building two battle ships. The 
only argument which seems to me should be considered is: that 
proposed by those gentlemen who say that a failure now to 
order two battle ships will be treated as a reversal of the policy 
ve entered upon a few years ago to build up a strong navy 
No Mr. Chairman, a strong navy is a relative term. Strong 

compared with whom, with what country? At the time 

e entered upon that policy we were weak as compared with 
Japan, Germany, Ilrance, with Turkey, or with Russia, but we 
| ey ed all these countries since that time and we have a 
tronzer navy im battle ships to-day than any of those coun 
tric Phe only one excelling us is) Great Britain herself 
Now, Psay, if we are to continue in this matter of ordering bat 
tle Wy th vear when shall we stop? We have heard from 


the Hlouse and from this side of the Tlouse and from 


the end of the Avenue that it was time for us to practice econo 
I want to savy, Mr. Chairman, T have seen no opportunity 

e } have been in this llouse where wee mild practice COCORO 

vy to better advantage than we can in doing away with the 
building of these two battle ships. Now, IT want to say we 


have twelve already built, and there are thirteen more ordered 


to be built, all of which will be completed within two or three 
eu doubling the capacity of our battle ships over what. it 
wis last vear, and TT say, therefore, that it is time for us to 
} look the situation square in the face and show to the country 
} that we mean what we say when we are continually calling 
j from the rostrum, the pre and frome the corners of the street 
Por CCOnOMIV, CCOMODLY | Applause | 
Mr. PERKINS Mr. Chairman, T reserve the balance of my 
Tithe 
Mr. FOSS Does the gentleman reserve the balance of his 
time for himself? 
Mr. PERINKENS. TT reserve the balence of my time that DT may 
ret il : ; 
Mr FOSS. Phen LT would like to make a parliamentary in 
quiry On this question do T have the right to close the debate? 
The CTLAIRMAN. The Chair believes the affirmative is the 


author of the motion to amend 
Mro FOSS Mr. Chairman, T vield four minutes to the ge 
tleman from Ohio [Mr Grosvenor]. 


nl 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr 
country during the recent 
ihout a great om: 


Chairman, there was throughout the 
cainpaign a vast amount of discussion 
‘ at the close of ion of this 
s the Naval Committee had as its guide the unanimous 


IVA Coming the ses 


Coonyre 
expression of public sentiment in the country in favor of a great 
Navy Pospeak a sentiment which T know can not be success 
fully denied. No Democrat on the stump denounced expendi 
tures for the Navy No Republican failed to indorse the propo 
} sition of a growing national armament of this character. The 
ommittee has come together and taken the counsel of the Navy 
Department and oof the Administration, and they have pre 
ented here a bill moderate in amount, so far as new ships go 
Phe question submitted to this House is, Shall we repudiate 
1 committee of the House that has performed an aet absolutely 
n obedience to the communi ion that was conferred pom thenr? 
i tlad they come here with the full scheme of the Navy Depart 
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l not demonstrate then, that vessels could be built as cheaply 
the Pacitie coust on the Atlantic. It did demonstrate that 
e Atlantic bid was eithe too high or that the Pacifie bid was 
low If the Pacil bid was too low, this folly is not apt 
» In peated We can not speculate on mistakes. If the 
bid was not too low, then it is self-evident that the east 
lder y trving to make a dishonest protit The eastern 
er may have eculited on the disadvantage of the Pacitic 
It sho that somewhere, in some way, the eastern bid 
tainted with dishor vy. It will be to the disadvantage of 
Government the eastern bidder in making his bid to 
to account this disady tage of the Pacifie coast yards. 
| ( 1! dl ‘ » the At itie coust bidder is equalized 
{| | the bidd cert 1 to transform it itu cash to 
 benetit 
If t f per cent differential is not placed in the bill by Con 
{ LL Does podsvee 1 the bid by the bidder. In the one 
t will go to the Government; in the other it will go to 
nh exorbitant profit fhe only question is, Shall this 
{ be given to the shipbuilder on the Atlantic or to the 
Ciove 1 By elim ting the Pacitie coast yards you elim 
hat ich competition—that many bidders—and it would be 
credulity to think that it would not work to the 
ft tho Who did) bid. As to why these bids on th 
on were lower on the Pacific than on the At 
ve bee the result of secret collusion, or it: may 
heen ! eculation on the disadvantage of the I’ 
d but {eve t w: it is perfect] ife to say that it w 
rt used fb desire on behalf of the bidders to unreasonabl 
fuce profits or to save money to the Government Ve kno 
\W dome ek mw thre | ‘ how twas done we ca 
{ ecu ‘ f these reat « tion like Provide 
) 1 lé I Will their Wonders to perform 
1 ‘ IA N ARY I 
It { ed, Will not the yards on the P e by doit 
\ on merchant ships be kept in shape, so that in case 
the CO) rhnment work? Ll answe miost 
ph ind 4 I oO.” To do Government 
es a differ ifferent machinery, and different 
llabor. No private yard can be kept in condition to do 
( ‘ ent work unk it has Government work to do No pl 
| ro to keep prepared to do Government wo! 
‘ iF mast il ertain hoy thruat Lt Con ny \ I} \ 
the Gove ent vy be compelled to use it 
dae tendent of the 1 m tron Worl told me last 
Lu thi ul that vard received lditional Grove ent 
ould close witl fourteen month Mr. Robe \l 1 
{ rin { { per c¢ t ndvant ‘ ven that he y l 
! consid 1! pro] on of doing Government wor Phes 
’ I l tled the only two on the Paci 0 { 
| { | idopted, within two \ l ] 
r 0) there will not b no Amer irel pore ed to 
{J ] ‘ . We 
| ‘a ( ( 1 >» Turtld one of these ve on tl 
} 1 \ tic that el 
, { \ ress »>SU ril to that 
Grove | these vesse Where | 
1 { It utely cer no thiaat out ent 
(0 ( ( voor build tl OSs cl \ 
nr | ‘ ) to] e tl 
1 © bid to 1 ‘ \ ere let 
hye \ | le Wh vedo pray ma fe dol 
(i ‘ derive bn bhevne ) It 
| ’ l it lw I 1) | | 
y the Tre d to the Treast tli opl 
! ret { Lin Ow to ey ‘ Oo. ft el 
\ { ‘ ( | o | been denionst ed V tine 
] ‘ OSNE re ¢ ruc 1, these eat mo 
| be ( {| donthe VD thi i 
\ yt ‘ \ the Governme didi pay y e to 
ne of t oO Ve bn on the VP nist d get 


pine 

1] 
] ‘ 
| \ 
{ 


e the O ! from New York to Seattle would cost over 
Wn) But the O met with no accident nor delay ‘ 
{| t \ vidi not « ( ul \s the © S het 

the Ne t will 1 It would cost, therefore ) 

tely S75.000 to take the Nebre to Seattle rad it been 

t New \Y or 2 per cent of the contract price, ju ole 

of the advantage given by the differential When you 
der the advantage to the ¢:0vernment, the additional co 


nting for the ike of the illustration that it is all added to 
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XI MADDON M Cl ! I ve that the com a7 M VIEANN I res 
les , yori » the Ilous« | CHAIRMAN. 11 
\ ‘ wits t i the Chairman anno ed that | \ KNOWLAND Mir. ¢ 
1}y¢ i } s } 
Mr. MADDOX demanded a d Mn d ther , t 
ti 
So ‘ ‘ ted 
ir. VANDIVER. Mr. ¢ I \ l like to t \I 
PALRALAS ( ro has | ul ] ( ‘ ‘ 
.” i ( \ Cs { ( < I | ( 
j CTLIATLIZ MEAN i c'le l read \ 
\ EAT POON | 
CILATRMAN I ed thi 
{ (i ; M \ 
1 PALI \ I « swe ] ‘ led 
the ¢ TATIRMAN. Il Cl r has nnounced the y ad { 
nit } sf » late The ¢ ex zs ] \ 
( rend as f owes 
. : ! 1 \ ( 
\ ‘ 
\ i ‘ ‘ 
( ‘ 
\I PT.) f Calif \I cl I e the 1 ot 
f DrOvVIS ol d that it « 3 
: % t ( s ‘ ‘ to the 1 
el { ~ oL s ! | 
| = Mr. Cl n, | le the p t of o ! 
CIiLATR MAN l ! t of orcde ust | 
| ( | eded to 1 | 
! ( \ cy ’ Id te 
uit | e\ Is ] of t < 
j IQ \ | , \ ( 
i 1 { | sion lit ol } { 
I t | ed ) ot tl el \i ( ‘ 
I i t ‘ ‘ 
\I iN LAND M ( sy ] Kk ti ‘ ! 
» ‘ ) \ 
CLLEALERRE MEAN | ( } t+ id be 1 ‘ ‘ ‘ 
} j il f ¢ | ( 
KNOW LAND 1 th < mV mot mV Soy j \ 
CITAIRMAD ( \ 1 re ei % ‘ 
( Ix ‘ 
ea aA ALD) I e tl 1K t of order t 
! 
( ‘ 
1] j | ) ‘ 
\ KN \ ) 
\I PeUAGERALD I 1 I e tl ( \ Cirrd \ 
{ ‘ he it ‘ SNOT 4 \ 
I 1 _ 1 ‘ { 1 ‘ ~ ] \ 1 
: , 1.11 i { , 
i for ¢ ( As I 4 
\ it t { { ‘ K> r\\ \ I? 4 
( LIER AEAN () I | © ¢ ' 
oft « ‘ \ i \ cen 
\I REPAGERALD if tl ( lens Iu | 
) 9 ul a 1 the « 
i] ( 
CHAIRMAN kor 1 ; ‘ d that ] SO ¢ 
\ ht RAED Phe ent was tl hae ‘ 
\ i : « \ t relic . 4 ( 
| : ‘ ol l ot ol ! ( 
] ‘ rs Ss hott - 1 tN ut the time 
Phe CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New York should 
1 ® reserved his point of order then f ‘ 
PPAY TOON All points of order were passed o1 nd I sub : ’ 1» 
] ! ‘) 
\ i PAG ERALD l sul { to 1 c'l I t} t \ ‘ \ 
{ live { 1 ; 
} j ' t that « ids) ve POT eX , 
( ed ‘ 1 1 cs ti he I mp sl s te | . { 
| 
1 ; 
| CILATR MAN Vl ("] will be lad to 1 t ‘ 
i 
\l RITAGERALD iw ) t un f the «) 
CULATRMAN 1) the ¢ rounds t dtl . 1 ‘ 
1 WW i \ 1 to reserve the p of order on tl ‘ | 
tient 1 e | ( | ( 
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r. B. Zal the | ( : e | ible to plete this work within two months 
. , : ; ] 1 late t I f e work for the Intrepid 
: | ( p 4 I gt chan to proceed 
( t ed to re | ; dd il racks for the 
t \I Is] 1 N v-} 1 f | f ( t M ted would cost $2,500 
7. eat | » A I DLING MA1 MI 
{ I 1 } | 1 1 j it on wh } the Int) l is 
{ st of the Inn | ! db fall of the present year. It i 
( Co lA i | \ ry slip for a vess of out 400 feet long 
, ; ! ead a I for handling material A slip 
( Ol TAR), | | d for the collier, and after careful 
n t ld « | i or | ct of building a 450-foot vessel in the 
Yo \ j capacity for e, plan N 17S has been prepared and a print attached 
t i | n of the slip, together with that of 
t batth ) t to a tot for } ng mat ‘the same. The only int 
it | i} n ¢ side of the 
hx the fir ; — | entrance | mild ha to be launching. 
tt 1] ' t vi se Pp | buildings, 
' me COM 1 not be voided id the plan \ a slip suit 
t bidl of ear ago wir f ‘ y to be t t the same time allowing 
mar c } { » 400 et I n the DI ite le of the crane. 
Z. ee 1 pal verified by tf 3. Several other p f buildir ps, with corresponding recom 
"¢ t of the Secretary of 1 3, are on file in the Burea Sheet No. 4126, submitted with 
iJ mink liye Vv { | repo of 1% i intended to provide immediately for a 
' et t a ( f e Int rid avs, with cantilever cra 
( } even 1 er than the ] 1 co t - 1 tive “alin for vessels 500 feet or ov 
W ed the removal of | gs Nos. 99, 105, 125, and 12 it 
t Pi equipment i per- | t to consid the removal of these buildings in con 
‘ , ¢ | t vith the « ier, ywwever, and plan No. 4759 herewith is there 
ct I | \\ 1 quote il { ted 
ps belore Co tee on Nu 1 | » It i elieved to only proper, nevertheless, to consider at this 
t the future development of the yard for building purposes and the 
3 i ity for four building slips, as referred to in y annual report 
t y f t year and {illustrated on plan No. 4785, on file in the Bureau, is 
¢ Db os _ terferred with by the plan now recommended. The location of a 
Vi t t o ‘ ‘ t t ‘ ad al fy ~ . 
eee : ea 2 lip on an angle strated on in No, 4756 on file in the 
ss = aoe ; & ] i and dott plan No. } » with a view to clearing 
n i, | ‘ . ater ! now in place, would interfere with a 
: i C imp ‘ ete g future and, moreover, take all the av 
t yf the ‘ a ro! two can be provided for as now pro- 
t on the rl t Pacifie e ist, W th | on y nN h 
Diego to Al with our new p lo. tes from the Brown Hoisting Company and 
iri | the civil engineer for $00-foot slip and crane previously re 
panse of ean, t £ 1 38 und ol ‘nded, and were submitted, as f Ws 
I e a profitable investment to the | Crane and 400 feet of runway on Government foundations. $67, 000. 00 
P J CO; rie ve and two, | P y nd concrete to carry structure 7, 500, OO 
ped for pbuilding. I hope the | Cost to pile and prepare slip 15, 000. 00 
. The 3 nre increased below on account of the larger slip and 
| p! incre i st of work at the present time. Corrected figures 
us Con t to put 1 the Re tained correspondence. 
(c) LABOR CONDITIONS 
‘ Lil 1 4 i Ha asks Un | 11. IT am of the opinion that no difficulty whatever should be experi 
rt ref to into the Recorp J ( no ing a propel Ip} ‘ killed mechanics for the building 
of a ri die It is believed, in this connection, that the introduction of 
| ework price for certain « es of work would be advantageous 
(d.) ADVANTAGES OF BUILDING COLLIER AT THIS TIMI 
1 ( ing the present facilities of the yard, the condition of 
l ) NAVY-YARD t { , the repair work in hand and in prospect and consider 
Vf I n ( May 1904 I | the fact that there Is a comparatively large force of 
TSO5—-A of the Bure f ¢ | em] ed on the Intrepid, many of whom would other 
it} net ! ' rt t} wi | have to be discharged at about the tiie material for the 
ection 1 t] 1 if t ! ! ld arrive I believe it would be of marked ad 
at thi i ha e bon to § 1 to the Govern: 2 ndertake the construction of the vessel in 
. UMMA OF ESTIMATES. 
1) Add nal 1 y (appropriated) —— _ $20, 000 
C now e dl ding 2) Add ns to ] plant a0, VOU 
th | Improvements to building No. 46 2, 500 
"T4 ms - : om a ty) Rev il and re tallation of furnaces, bendIin; ib, and en 
. } t ‘ ic yp ‘ rd ( 0 
ha ! lon a . (5) J ' 2, 500 
\ ee oa thy ¢ er crane over new | li Liy 75, OOO 
) i y i i ind ¢ ; | { ) l ‘ 10, O00 
K 190 relat 2 ( t to p iy : i 20. 000 
| : 18° ryt) 
I d i l Of the above, the only a utely essential expenditure ine 
{ il a collier would be the 2500, covered by 
= nd mmary I rane and foundations cov 
‘ ; is (6 t t% very desiral rr economical constr 
1 | nd t re ning items represent Improvements w h 
) | ! d m il ‘ whether or not Vesst is to be 
Very res] I. RB. Zann 
l t bu Naval Constructor, l \ y 
rhe ¢ 1M vA 
f \ ) Jj Ts! 1, Cal 
1 A First indor nt.] 
se ! | » Sra . Yarp, Mare Island, Cal., May 20, 199} 
ered 1. Approved and t led, except the reference to the proposed 
it i vy ad t t d i iy 9 of the within letter, which, in the 
’ t pin of the « i int, it is not necessary to consider at th tir 
t it Bb. W. McCaLua 
?ear-Admiral, t s \ 
GOO f n t } Commandant, Na Yard and WNtat n 
| ut to ! 
' et P UNITED S81 Ni Yarp 
' ; Vare Isla Cal., May 23, 1904 
‘ nerease it S 1. Ref ! to report of the 20th instant, relative t 
11) I ‘ of ! a 450-foot collier at his yard, and to the 
f $75,000 f l intilever crane, erected on Gover nt 
oF ide of the I am in re it of the following copy of telegram from the 
Ir oO representative of the Brown Hoisting Machinery Com 
| (  s I | i 
| x OO) ] battle ship « ntlleve rane dupli te few York Navy 
‘ TOS f t trolley trave pacity GOO feet fi 1 centel SOM ot 
nace aud ab yuild f ov tn cen 15,000 pounds; with trestle long enough fot 
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-¥ 7 e sirder %2 feet, $8 Mr. KNOWLAND.  ‘ 
i i \ ul ( ve ime 
( 
i I ed t | ‘ \ 
ia ! mre ‘ ‘ hea] | 
{ f $67,000 sed to $75,000 
t { | { X I 1 
ced 1 ) \ \! OSS ] \ > ‘ 
' | ’ 
I I B. ZA : ‘ ‘ 
Na ( ; ; I | | i ‘\ 
I ( | | 
’ ’ 
\ ! é n ( \ \EAN? | 
I t ‘ ] ‘ th low 
| »>S NAVY-YA ' t t \l ‘ | ad } . i 
j I ( M / ! ? ) i | ) 
I f irded for the I ! iof the B ( ~ 1 . 
lilt el I 
ind. ref ' f print Ne 178 f | 
thre val r N 1 O4 of \T | LOW] ANI) 1) 
1 i t 's that t t er i i 
1 fog . \ ‘ . a ( ae I 
d t 1 the 1 shown the ue } it Nity \ | 
' , | | ae ( \\ 
B. H. McCa \ , uN 
] =. ve \ M MANN ’ 
( , int v-) land ’ | \I BELLI i { g Ml 
4 ‘ } ~ 1 ‘ ‘ ‘ 
The CLIIAIRMAN The Cl ry ld as i} erent n fi ’ N ¥-3 Loh \ 
‘ | ] } i 
( ! whether the word “ yard,” in this amendment, refet , 
to the M e | md NS v-} ( " wy eee ; : 
f rie } ) | ‘ { | 
Ir. NNOWLAND Lt doe : . 
\ \ 1 ¢ lhe 1 i i | , 
Vir. MANN \ ( il 1, I t upon my point of ordet 
" ; . } a” ‘ \ \\ or 
Mr. FOSS. I e to e ck te on this ] o ml in te CCU 4 
. t 1 te) “4 thie f 4 \ thy 
. end ( \ 
: — ' 1} ’ . . Si if the > { t t 
The CITAIRMAN rhe 7 t of order re ns to be dis 
posed of 
i il 1 \ 
\f MANN I V4 + +) +} ‘ 1 ent el rl} 7 4 { 1 il 
‘| i ‘ 
to ‘ { It lite thy rue { Cw . oN ; 
1 P ‘ ~ Ww ¢ \ j 
i \ i >] my i f 1 cl ‘ ve 
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1 1 \ \ 1? ty +} ‘ \ 
I eI ft ( st? mm oof this sof \ ‘ I . \ LANN 
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( t seems to mi mit it « to dis subject to t I t 
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| l3] { ( ( l \] ( { ‘tar ‘ ‘ { t 
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n \ "4 for re ring our dat st vessels reed thre } { ‘ 
of an vard for ou e vesse ' 
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ginendment. 


The CILAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the 
Phe Clerk read as follow 


nsert after line 5. pag GOO. the followin 
t 15 per cent more j | he it of price to be paid by the Secretary of t 
e O00) N f a pla for \ s sha 0 S298 per ton for ¢ 
shat ear. \ 3 for Class B, $388 for Class C, and $385 for Class D armor 
d do . 


haan, 


miake this sugges 


Siod and: Gity tuaanank ds Mr. VANDIVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 


cent more 1 tin regard to this proposition 


Phe CHATRMAN., i@ Chair is ready to rule. 


Tl 
to do it That is the test Mr. VANDIVER No point of order has been made, Mr. 
. before the « mittee. and | ‘ rman, and I desire to be heard on the question itself. Now, 
the Bureau of Construction. r, I have put into this amendment the very prices at which the s 

lr te be closed in five minutes Navy Department has already made contracts for armor plate 
( thy ot nof the gen With the Midvale Company, of Philadelphia. It does not need 

sed five minutes. ‘uv argument to sustain this proposition. 
I will not consume the time of the House at this late hour in 


argument of the question, but IL simply call attention to the fact 
essed the committee. See Ap hat on the sist of December, 1908, the Navy Department en 
tered into a contract with the Midvale Company to furnish 6,000 
on the endment offered | tous of armor at the price [T have named, and the bid of the 
Midvale Company as reported to this House in a communication 
on division demanded by Mr, | from the Secretary of the Navy just received to-day offers to 
ore as may be needed at the same prire. 
ll the gentleman from Missouri yield for a 


an 

10. ] 3 79 ; furnish as much m 
l to Mr. MANN. Wi 
h the paragraph wa Mr. VANDIVER. Certainly. 


der 3 t the provision or Mr. MANN. If we fix a definite certain price for armor plate, 


ren m building and equipment vyho furnishes the armor plate? 


toa part of the equipment of Mr. VANDIVER. This amendment 
e, but only a maximum price, 
istains the point of order Mr. MANN. Hlas the company contracted to furnish all the 
[1 © that the committee | armor plate for all of these vessels, including the two carried in 
hter and applause. | this bill’? 
win from Georgian moves that Mr. VANDIVER. I beg to inform the gentleman from Illi 
noeis | Mr. MANN] that the Midvale Steel Company, of Philadel 


does not fix a definite 


the ¢ ' reed that the phia, a strong but independent concern, in Competition with the 
trust made a bid to furnish all the armor plate that the Govern 
ql rhe 


it wanted for these vessels at the prices that T have named in 
ere wel yeas 52, noes 111. this amendment. 


Mr. MANN. Suppose somebody else is willing to furnish it 


ean 2 ail as Mr. VANDIVER. Then let them have the contract. 
ex es seneens uty Mir. MANN. Ilas anybody been asked to bid on the armor 
plate for the vessels which we authorize in this bill? 
Mr. Chait n, I offer the fol Mr. VANDIVER Ah, but the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 


VEaANN] must understand that this amendment refers to the 
from New Jersey. offer rinor plate to be furnished for the vessels that have been pre 
l repor viously authorized. 


Vir. MANN. IT understand that is not what the section says 


ih athlete Mr. VANDIVER. But it is just exactly 


i What the section 
Ee en eee Mir. Chairman, I desire to be heard for a moment on another 

os eh ) l('ries of “ Vote! "| The lateness of the hour, | know, is 

ty a little unfavorable, but the importance of this question is such 

— ' { t I hope the gentlemen will not insist upon the Touse passing 

Pek conga Sane : cea Ipon it until they have first heard, at least, the explanati 
icy { 1 Secretary of the Navy as to wl he rejected the lower bid 
| cepted a higher bid at an additional cost of lalf a million 
‘ fodlau to the people of the country. I want to say to the 

1 that ( tlemen that the question is even Clear that the Secretary of 
: \ : Nave in ecnaneeling the contract already made, the contract 

we ; | lly been made, with the Midvale Company did 





ro imid aetual { 
| ! | ) I » sit ho expense of over S500,000 to ih 


1 Govermment. Not only 
COMPANY that refused to go into the armor 


wt here j A 


@ peo { f order ! te trust The Carnegie and the Bethlehem COM Pane have 
Nr. Ch l, ie >to b nstituted a trust that has been for veaurs robbing the Go 


i i 


ern 
y have been holding up the Government now for 
lere is a new and independent company that i 
if tt to furnish this armor plate at a cost of S2Z50,000 Te 

\lr. ¢ no, I would like the cont 


SS than 
et price which the Government had entered into with 
{ iY rmor plate trust. This amendment in short, gentlemen, is 

hn encouragement to the independent company to compete with 
mniliar with the the armor-plate trust [Cries of *“ Vote!” “ Vote! ’’] 

ntion The question is a very simple one. Shall we feed the armor 
ll plate trust with an extra subsidy of a half of a million dollars 
f ror shall we patronize an independent Company, and thus 
npre encourage free and open competition? Shall we help the armor 
on trust to stifle all competition or shall we stand by the tax- 
clear] pin that t] payers of the country and encourage free and 


open competi 
tion? Shall we practically say to all outside concerns: “ You 
ust 


t first enter the trust and join the combine before you can 
nt and armor of do i vet a Government contract’ 
) The Seeretary of the Navy, 


according to newspaper reports, 
offer the amendiment | made a record for “ rebates ” 


when he was a railroad manager, 
vy moments ago as an | and now he has made a new record for the Navy 
i Close of line 5, page 69. in Government contracts; and by this amendment I 


Department 
want to 
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] 
| 
t ( Mr. MORRELI. Will the gentleman from West Virginia 
{ bo maette )} | Mr. DAYTON top for a question? 
| Mr. DAYTON. I want to say further, Mr. Chairman, be 
cle | e IT do not want to take a moment’s more of time than I 
! tod | help, that the armor for the new vessels is not provided for 
| edt tush t v th bill. There no necessity for a provision to that effect 
nn f 0 | f next year’s appropriation bill, and IL doubt then whether 
t! th ny) \ lit will be ne essary. The Midvale people have already, [T want 
int ol | y to my friend—there is no controversy about it—surren- 
ed over GOO tons of their contract because they felt their ina- 
I 1] to v that the | bility to comply with it. 
t nt and Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the debate close. 
It has had J I | Mr. MORRELL Mr. Chairman, L would like to ask the gen- 
( e | I States for the p in from West Virginia | Mr. Dayron] a question, please. 
od | t led to J Che gentleman has attacked this company in regard to this GOO 
ere ( ve t! Mapa ured | tom contract. Let me tell the gentleman this: The 600 tons 
lL to ] up bonds t hich they voluntarily gave up, according to the report of the 
’ iw contract tl | Secretary of the Navy, has not been called for to be placed on 
a e, 1 would like to say, | the vessels, though the reason they gave it up was that it had 
{ lL of y indus- | to be ready before the Ist of January. And the reason that 1 
‘ 1 in dist doin | make that statement that the Midvale Company are manufae 
{ The ¢ ( 1 this compat have | t special bolts whieh wre required to put this armor plate 
! bonded ce u Pin place, and not one of those up to the present time has been 
‘ I e « r red 1 thie I lled for 
. Mr. DAYTON That is true. The Midvale plant was exam 
Cor li bid on tl re lined by representatives of the Department, and it was ascer 
{ ’ (f ! of the fact that the Ge } tained that they could not comply with this contract. 
t for 6,000 tons, which they | Phe CILATRAMAN. The question is on the adoption of the mo 
d ery of nd in view of the fact | tion of the gentleman from West Virginia, to close debate 
OF 8,000 T \N eeded the N Phe question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
i) ‘ rt dt t thy Should send it | Phe CILATRALAN, rhe question is on agreeing to the amend 
1 t wiv Cove ( { pro | 
{ ! l Ut M VANDIVER. TI desire to ask the chairman of the com 
| fee, in view of the statement made by the gentleman from 
{ ! for the (Muy t | thrat \I DAYTON I make the point of order that debate i 
} { byrry It } | well to ed 
ding ¢ their « racts obl Phe CILATR MAN he amend- 
I t offered by the Ni 
Phe question was taken; and the Chairman announced that ' 
I ‘ { noes seemed to have it 
eof eOr the Gove Mr. VANDIVEER. Division, Mr. Chairman. 
| » 1 Some hh tf rhe committee divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 111, 
een letter which h jUIst ed | Mr. VANDIVER Tellers, Mar. Chairman. 
to Mr I "¢ Nution, t] Peller were ordered 
| , ( 1 one of the ve rhe CHAIRMAN The gentleman from West Virginia | Mr. 
1 Mid Cc 4 tO Supp the ar I> roON| and the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. VANbDIVER] 
by f Navy Depart Will take their places and act as tellers 
‘ ! { 0 reely GOW Phe committee a na ed: and tellers reported aves 41; 
\ vit] 1 { es of the Midy es 100 
‘ l » thi nut ire So the amendiment was rejected 
I did) not even insist, as a Mr. TIIPCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
) 1} ‘ } uld be viven 1} mendment 
‘ pleat Phe Clerk read ollow 
| { | ) deon { ! 
» Tn N Depart ( 1) Gr), at the word “ do dd 
| \ ited in il for armor shall be 
; tracted ro maniufact 
ti | ‘ I \\ WW e 4 in part at tor tt 
dl oy for tl Ooo 1 ‘ product in vi tion of tl 
y Ist « | AD 
| | od re { Mr DAYTON Phe i of ler, Mr. Chairman. 
. | Mr.. HITCHCOCK Es | e to be heard on the point of 
; of 7 bias Cries of “Rule! 
(! it ry ol | CHAIRMAN | Chair will hear the gentleman. 
} Vii HITCHCOCL Tin the first pobre the amendment is 
- ‘ \ hil Inpiv ail ition on the ‘expenditure of money 
df t mrinted in the bil In the second place, it is word for i 
| { eo re the Ine end it that 1 off d toa similar paragraph 
last se on of Congress, to which the gentleman who now 
| | ( ot ‘ jes the chair objected, but which upon presentation Was 
‘ ‘ ned by the then occupant of the chair. LT think that estab 
\ | the precedent that this amendment is in order. 
| ) ae 4 want to tl { The CHAIRMAN Phe Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Lee ale | ( We Virginian if he desires to be henrd 
‘ Which | Mr. DAYTON I simply want to call the Chair's attention to 
] | ne to the M \ { t that th I t to COnerive reads made. and whether 
( ) , | eon Phere | « ft it would change those contra hd violate those con 
| ‘ he t the M or {! I do not know; but certainly it to limitation upon the 
‘ ‘ { Llow ‘ slrendys le, and they 4 ht be repudinted 
‘ ( | \l HPrCHCOCIY I will state to the gentleman that. it 
( ‘ lly re ‘ to a I ot sabre ly hitde It excludes 
\ 11 | \! { ay Leontracts alee Ly rarevele 
| ) | \ l to f e other | Mr. DAXTON There is no proy n for armor except for 5 
‘ it 3 t} rol Lor] \ els for which the contracts have already been mince 
uly do be entitled to tl Mir TP PCTICOCI. =~ ‘There is no statement in che bill thas the 
| ed by tl of ¢ 1" ! ey provided not for new armor 
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\| DAYTON For ships already authorized. The contracts The CHAIRMAN Phe 


’ rt f j . tly ‘ ‘ ' 
«le ent Olle i bY Ui ire { \ \ \ f \ 


\I LPeCtiecoch. It does not say dy autho 1 GERALD 
| HAIRMAN. This Is proposition pert to Ol rl . was 
’ { rhe | [t seems to the Chair that ef Mr. BELI ( \ ( 
{ ( { ppropl ) Ll is not subject to ‘ to eX l \ s Kt 
| M MORRELI M ( 
\ 11] 1} Cx No M Ch 1, | wish to say t t \I WUGieES N J ‘ \ ( | 
t! litte linent off d by the gent ) 2 we 
Missou | CITATIR MAN 
\ RR 1 IN ‘ i ( I i ] thie } 0) 4 ck th ’ \ 
l \ l t Liel S Savibh¢, ad we “ 
ought to have I" Is there « 
\I DAYTON I make the point of order t t debate is l re was 
closed on tl paragraph and all amendme eto | ( <1 
Mir. HAITCIHCOCH | has not been begun. \I FOSS Mir. ¢ 
\I DA PON Well, the debate upon this) parag h was Clerk may chang 1 
( ed when the ] position came from the gentleman from Mis unendments reed to 
The CILATRMAN he Ch 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. It was on that amendment | would be in the p 


Mr. DAYTON It was on the paragraph and amendment. Mr. FOSS It led Loe 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana lL call for rake | 
Phe CILATIRMAN The Chair has been advised that debiat Mr. FOSS Then I 


lon the paragrapl re t tl bill to 1 II 
Mr. HPPCHCOCK. It was closed on the ned nf and with the 1 rend 
CILTATR MAN It was on the paragraph and the nad | motion reed 

t { time the amend rt ! t] f Mis | tte 


\ ‘ ( } 
S 1 was take wl the Cl Ul 1 t apy s S 
1 ( to | ve if J ‘ (> 1M eB 
\I HUVUreChcoch I enll for divisio NI C'] ! ) ‘ 1 
| e divided dl We es 62 es 10 
Ns) I ment Was ree ed, i ~ i 
| ( reste { r\\ \i LOSS NI X ] 
f ft N \ ‘ Tow 1 1 t | { 
; , \ ~~ | , i 
Mr, WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I haye an amendment to off peach mi mm 2s 
\] Chairman ee 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 1 offer an amendment Sea ni casi ahaden soi tees cn 
Mhe CIHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Ca dl ae aE 
che Clerk read as fonows Mr. FOSS, Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN, Mr. \ 
Insert in line 4, aft ve 1 bef thorized,” the word nd Mr. HITCHCOCK 
rhe SPEAKER 
1 DAYTON Mr. Chai n, L submit tl that amendment \I FOSS I 
oor Leite We have passed that paragraph 1 nd the 
WILLIAM W. KITCHIN l wy up befere the Clerk Mr. WILLIAM W ITCHE 
began to read Mr. BARTLI 
Vir. DAYTON I do not t so, Mr. Chairman ‘ 1 | . 
» CHAIRMAN rhe ¢g hh says so, and that is sul Mr. WADSWORTI \I ~ 
( for the Cl | SI KER | 
r WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I know I was ‘ir, WADSWORTH. Mrs 
The question was taken, and the amendment was re ted. { { | 
FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment lhe SPEAKER. The ¢ 
\ 1} send to the Clerk's de 
CILATRMAN he ¢ tle n , New y © offers 
linent, which will be reported by the Cl 
| (‘| rend as f Wes 
‘ ¥ 
i ~ 
: | \i rmORBLNSOS 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the atten- |) The II 
{ f tl mmittee to the fact that for the venrs 1000, 1901 \ ra \ \ \\ 
nd T4, S£00,000 was the sum ; ‘opriated for t Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCIIIN. Mr. s 
{ for tl pl nt fiscal ye | to 
| of this fund was so large t] tno nmpprom t nw : ml I SPEAKER i 
fon tl in Novy ber last tl Department bad a bal e of \I WILLIAM \ KT j \ S 
119,000 to its ered this fund. Th ses to autho e to 
' j } l ' ‘ ‘ } < ‘ hy 1 | 


i iN 
{ | | ‘ ‘ et \ | SPEAWI 
] ‘ t l t ‘ { ’ t 
{ N ae s 
iT \\V I \ s It Sl4o,0) I \ 
I) ( ed it | \ end \ s 
it will leave S600.000 in add n to the $119,000 balance now 1 Mr. BARTLET’! 
thre | ‘ | So t { the ne ve | SPEAW EI ] 
will lias S7 TOM f this linent s lal le eed 1 I \I BARTLET \ 
I , \ ) SOE OO P) SPEAKER 
th 
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‘ On Fel ’ 1905 
1 | 74) \ ( e assembly of the 
yof O ppropriations for the erection 
Io eA ‘land Mechan College of | 
\ a 
| KR. 18428. An ae to tho the Ts rome 1 Little 
‘ It 1 ¢ lo « t { i { 1a bridge 
Mo ela Rive 
} 4) ‘ 7 4) 
GT99, A | Clty,.4 \ port of 
‘ ‘ t hie ‘ dist t of « eston,. 
| ‘ rebr vy 18 ‘ 
i i | { nas to the stat { 
‘) 
| 7421. A ( \ t} Ale ndria, Bayou Macon 
(; iv ) to « truct | ives OV Red 
7 IR Lit i () hita River nd Bayou Loui in 
| 
\l ( i 
oy \ t ) 1 thy ( { tion of trace 
( 1 1 \ fo 1 rit or among the \ 
{ lian tt and to protect the same; and 
\ a 8. J ) to provide for the removal of 
na tte of the District 
‘ { Ol! I IGNED. 
+] ‘ i| ] 
’ WACHTHN, f Conimittee on Wnrolled Bills, re 
m4 ] ed that they | ‘ mil nd found truly enrolled bills of 
( seed > shed the same: 
‘ : ere LR. gods. An net for the allowance of certain claims re 
e thie O's for Cl nd for other purposes ; 
1. Res. 216. Joint resolution provid for the publication 
, { 1) ( annual reports and bulletins of the hygienic laboratory 
| tute of the Publie Tealth and 
{ i . 
, i) ' ce AY ( { ih cre eof pension to Nat ! 
| 
; | \ ) dl » act ppro 1 Aug 
‘ { | \ Nn { 0 fur E 
{ | moof pub WOrl 
| Lttise \ ( mito] \ 
\I 
1 SO A eof 7 : ta" 
| \l 
= i \n { euse of pen nto Laura 
oA { tin n rease of pension to JJ 
‘ | \ HCTCASe ¢ pension to Lu 
i | ( 
‘ { t. 174 \ ict nh inerea of pension to Abel 
‘ 
An nt 1 pension to Mary O'Dea 
1. $ 1. A { There e of 1 to J i 
1 ' ' 
| S. A 1 increase of pension to Wil 
\ 
| Cal | It \) { in) ense of pr ion to Wil 
is \V. A 
Uz GO308. An ! \ of pension to M 
I, 
j | \ of ] Brome ( 
ioe { . 
{ ? , bi, RR. W690) An ‘ of yp nto Lvdia 
Vict ale 
8) Il l ENT Ft lil AVI \ 
\I WACTIPIER also, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
i mrted | { tl adit they | | present do to the President of 
{ tod State or | ipproval, the following bills and joint 
' | 1) iT. 3 4 ? ] ! to provide for the re al of 
al \ ] { (! List { 
hd J ( , 
( it to | | A x foo thre \ { M1 disposition 
. dl ‘ the Gover it tle I 
‘ , { | 
\ i] ( An net ‘ doopen an alles hn square No, 
it | Ni { city of W I>. ¢ 
| iN wre \ { uit! ! (‘om rey of the 
il i? of Co | fo furnish Po wit to charitabl 
ot the ] { ‘ ( tyyerboisr 
Il. | ms. A { to yp t| use of «cle enleulated 
if ‘ tlre mnt e | ted Strat (over nit 
to the « y ot do Iver used in tl irts 
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I] R. 1 i An 1 ti! Lincrense of pen ion to ] ‘ \ \ 
Tle Mr. GIBSON 1 
BR GTO2 \n Sra ! hh Incredgss OL pension to J Ss vf 1 tl . 7 
i i the of J ] H.R X ‘ 
H. R. 6507. An act ng an increase of pension to Jame. lalla 
J ('] relin 
Il. | SO. An t 71 ting an increas Of pension to D \ 


IT. R. 1263. An aet granting an increase of Pension to Dayid Mr. PAYN] VI S 
DIDS : : dent} Oi ‘ 
Il. R. 3710, 4 ct granting an increase of pen m to Th at aaa : Spee IB 
C. Johnson 
HM. R. 4461. An eU granting an incress Of pension to Fred | Cl ae last ' 
( 1} Cr . I i 
MH. R. 3427. An act sranting an increase of Pension to Alber timely death of | N i 
Fetterhoft S New y 
H.R: 8273. An tet sranting an inerease of pension to \W liam | id 
Tin oe aes en 
iM. R. 5205. An aet granting an ine rease of pension to Francis Y Chat 
\\ i 
iH. R. 5265 An aet stanting an ineresse of pension to S ra A ae ; ‘ Su 
I] ell HH 
H.R. 15787. An act sranting an inerease of Pension to Thorn K hat the ¢ 
d l’. Heath 
Hf. Rt. T7609. An act grantiy 5 2n inerease of Pension to Mary A . ae a 
Ryo hie SP AK] nao : 
iH. R. 7760. An act sranting an increase of Pension to Sarah | Mt. Strerman, Mr. cy *RIER, Mr. S ‘ ) M 
; wi eR, Mr. D ‘Ss, Mr. Ba \ Mir] 
H.R. 7761. An act sranting an in rease of pension to Quintus | Lecare, Mr UHoM nd Mr. Dicker 
1] \I PAYNE \I ‘ 
HM. BR. 15769. An act grantiy in increase of pension to Hy re deceased Member, 1 moy 7. 
r I ; ed to 
HM. R. 15768. An act 1 increase of pension to Tt ) i t 
lo dl Wallace 
i. R m—Ih An act ef t n Of pension to Jo} 


7 | ‘ 
H.R. 5995 An act grantin Pmerease of per m to Josep] ml ‘Yt COMM ae 
Kul | I SSETY 
MH. R. T37R An act granting an iner of pension to Is 5 the S 
Pu ' 
H.R. 7350. An act grantin n increase of pension to J ( \ . 
Resi \ 
Hl. R. 7OO7 An net grant > Mh increase of Pension to Jol . - 


rf I} eh: ’ S¢ (, i 
Mt. R. 15T7e6 An t ‘ ision to T] ) 
I} 
1] ' ? ’ 
l It ‘i \ C oof ‘ to 1) REPORTS OF CONG MES oy Py vy ) 
\\ l : 
ff. sé. A \ Of yx mto VW 
1] . | ] s I 
tt ‘ a \ { I Nn » | 
Ss ‘ } ‘ 


{ { © oN) Ke S dit : 
te 4 4 . 1 Ly \\ 
\! f ‘ t { 1] S 
‘ . \ » 
\\ » the ‘ 1 Iny i - 
( \ 
\ ( i ‘ ‘ ‘ t \\ SN 
I ( ‘ l a. ¥ vid) ( 
™ 102 As tn here to J 
\\ t} Iny cl 1% 
‘ i A ‘ ‘ if ( \{ 
I ( 
s Chie ¢ i iP 








, <4 Was referred the 
(S. COO4 eriint > EM Trey © OF pension to 
| Damon reported the sary Vithout ame) dment, econ 
{ tid | l (NO. 4666) + wh 4 said bil] d report were 
! I 1 to the Priy ite Cale ndar 
1 { ommittes t ] f ! Coy ! fee, to w \ referred the 
( { H e {H.R t the Senate (NS. 7076) grantiy + 8 pension to Susan |] \ 
\ le Vin]? ©, report | head thy © Without amend) ent, “tecompanied py a 
Cd by a report , N C (NO. 4667) - Which ld bill and report were ref, rred to 
od to thy I] ll { ‘ ( lar 
\] POSTER of Vermont from the Committee on Claims, to 
\ f ef ed the | Of the House CH. FR. 1723) for the 
I. i MID) 4 t| ! the Stone, Sang hd Grayel] Company, of New Ork tS, 
e@ 4 hho ny l \ , t! Perto mee of { contract with 
f ( Soverniment foy “iverting the mon lof the Ys 00 River ne 
aw { Oortod thy Coy it amendment, aceompanied 
Ort (NO. 4669) ; Which said bill and report were ret; tred 
| I’; [qe lend 
Mr. GOOCH. frye in the Committee On Claims, to Which was re- 
ON PRIVATY BILLS \ND I i the House (1 R. 10228) for the relief of Wil- 
MA TIO ( Watt reported the same Withou? tmendment, aecom- 
Lit. l nd y l ( Chore NO. 4OTO) « Which said bill and report were 
ed to the Private ¢ lendar. 
(" litte Of thy | LMR of Pey \ fr ithe Cony {tee on ¢ lnimns, 
ho was re red the bil] Of the House CH. R. 18008) for 
the ¢ & I t L.. Bierte Plel, reported the same Without amend. 
! ‘ te (S. G8) o t OMManied by » report (No. 1O71): Which said bill and 
M. Rol i a Tred the ‘ Vere referred ty ¢ ‘Private ¢ Uendar 
! ! { (No | } | \l CLA })] IN 1d'¢ LLIN, from the Committee on Cla Ins, to 
Ore l to tl C \ Peverred. thy iH. R. 207 > Teported in lieu thereof 
, h ( ( I Tle a I (ll ie S eld) rele rrinyg to the 3 
to \W 1G { 
} 


Ourt of Claims t 


He, accompanied by a repore 
\ 4) S whieh ld re Ubon gn report were referre to 
I do report ( Criedin 
Mr. GRAF] from. thre Commit ee on Claims. to which was re- 
1 ‘ ( tt CDi TE, pee >, Teported in lieu thereor resolution 
( { CHI, i 1D) refer, ! ange Court of Claims the papers tn the 
\ I! i id ‘ Painted by a report (No, 
Which fa resolution and report were referred to the 
‘ coe 
f hie] ref Od the ' f 1 the same , mittee, to whieh Wis referred the 
( To ¢ \ i S=, reported in lieu PPeCOE a& resolution (Hl. Res, 
f rererring to the Urt Of Claims the papers Nn the ense of 
I d report were 1 red rre|| 0 Med Dy a renory (No. AGTS) s whi h said 
hd report were referred to the Private Calends 
f hich w referred 4) ©, from, the e CON ee, to whieh Was referred the 
eC of Ision rR LI950, prep reed in liew 4 ereoft a reso] ition (I Res 
eri to the Court of (yaj) the papers in the case of 
l bill ud oa IM. Murra CCOomMpaniod dy 'report (No 1679) s whi, l 
t Ul rT ‘FCport were rete; Cad to the Private ¢ Vlenedsyy 
rm ed | from the same eo, (fee, to which was referred the 
a. J iO, re ed in ! erect resolution CH Res, 
| erring to thy Court of ¢ nS the p- Pers in the en eoof 
RoW. TY ‘by av report (No, 1GSO) 
resolutioy ned re re were referr d to the P; Vale 
' ’ ’ 
‘ 
iy \ nt, from the Co; Hitfee on Cy to 
i ol ¢] lof t Semite (NG Ol) for the 
I ek. B ( Widow of the late Rea; \diniral Jotn 
I | l MT Stiite Nay Ported the same Without 
| ( I i] , t (No MoS] Which tid 
f ‘ Ca FO the Priyess Cx Hat 
\ aY LER [i { ( ‘ on dy so IS1On to 
( i f l of ft] e (Ss (hoy) iti it 
‘ ! { \\ | ('}) i ported the ” 
{ t ent CmMpaunied b tr report (No. 4¢8% . = 
f | | ] Cj t wore ‘ | 
! 


ie ( ! ‘ fo wl how S referred ] 
. iw ( { pen 1 to Ket \I 
f ! i ( With ( Iyy 
‘ No. 46S4) i 1 bill vl ore re were ry ed 
] ) tly ‘ ( toy \ rer 1 the 
~ ‘ ( ’ eof " ! 0 

‘ j ‘ Thairne nt { 
| de bill treed yy 
| ( 
fo wh \ referrod ¢ ; 
«4 ae , 
‘ { ‘ t ‘ 
i 





WV 





1 by a report (No. 4686); which said bill and report Andrew R. Mark, reported 
otietal’ 4 e Private Calendar. companied by a1 ‘ 
» from the sat CO ttee, to which was referred the | were referred to the IP 
e Senate (S 6 ranting ners of pension to } Te t ! 
W. Kit reported the same without amendment, bill S S. S38 
ed by report (No. 4687); wl 1 said bill and 1 rt | Mort reported ‘ 
ferred to the Priv Calendat I (No. 4704 
] { he s ( I itt » ¥ } s referred ft to t L’ @ ] ] 
he S« t (S ()y eranting Nn Thé ase of pension to | Lh } { ¢ 
J. Kanady, reported the same without amendment, S. 589 
lied by a report (No. 4688); which said bill and report | Andrew Magnus 
red to the Private Calendar. 1 « ed by a re N 
s f1 1 the same I tee, to which was 1 I l the | we f d l’ ( 
the Senate (CS. 2OS5) granting an ease of pt 1 to I! ] ! 
1 Wallace, reported the same withor | t | se (CS. 6418S 
lied by a report (No. 4689); which said bill and report | W Goff, reported 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 1} 1 by a report (No 
Iso, from the same committee, to which was refer t! \ ferred | ‘ 
the Senate (S. 2804) granting an in se of pe to| He also, fi 
1 S. Merrill, reported the same without amend: L « si ‘ Ss. ( 
lied by a report (No. 4690); which said bill 1 rey t Jal W. bol 
eferred to the Private Calendat nied I i 
tlso, from the same committee, to which was ref ed the were ( d t he 
the Senate (S. 2251) granting increase of pens He also, from t 
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f ba . ‘ iittee, to which was referred the 
‘ ‘ the Se e (Ss rt 4c} ) ranting pension to Joseph A, 
ported thr e without amendment, accompanied by 
‘ { bicoa ) \ aid bill and report were referred 
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1 t the S« le | Gol) unt an increase of pension to 
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{tee : A 


resolution 
R. 11950 LO 


| ! l ( Litt 
| ( d Also, fre ime committee: A resolution (TL. Re DIS) 
( | d VP x to the Court of Clain Hl. R. 15416—to the Privat 
( Md) ( day 
( | I) 1 ed ] Mr. BAKER: A’ resolution (IT. Res 519) referring to 
| (N iNi \ nation of Grand Duke Sergius—to the Committee on 
li tothe DP © ¢ | | 1 Af 


( It l Mi LULER: Memorial from the legislative assembly of 
( {| tate of Illinois, favoring Mississippi River improvement 
| i> J ( e Committe n Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
1] ( | ) | Mr. JIEENKINS: Memorial from the legislitive assembly 
lt Cale he State of Wiscor 1, commending action of the Members 
( ( 3 t iW onsin rel e to tariff! readjustment—to the Comunit 
( ) mW Wi Means 
( I J | Mr. (SCID: Meme 1 from the legislative assembly of the 
| I (N Liss) f \W nsin, relative to action of Wisconsin Members on 
| I’1 ( jjustment 0 the Committee on W IVS und Me i 
‘ i ‘li 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
' { Unite e lof Rule NNIOIT, private bills and resolutions of 
p i { Wer troduced and severally referred as 
» | ( 1 | 
‘ 14 | \I WILLIAMS of I ois: A bill (IL R. 19063) granting 
‘  ¢ ‘! to John WK. Lasater fo the Committee on 


t 4 Wo aT ston 
it fice) tk Si ty M SPARKMAN: A bill (2H Re. 19064) granting an in 
( 11% “( ( Pension to Steph n Weeks to the Committee on Pet 
( ( MO) me 
li \\ ed the Also bill (HE. R. 19065) granting a pension to Henry Si 
] ’ t «N Wo il the Conimaiitte on Pens 
ed to Private Calend Also bill (UL. RR. 18066) granting an increase of pension ta 
I ( n | doi +, | Julius DD. Re , to the Committee on Pensions. 
{ . (S. T7194) g1 By Mr. RAINED) A bill (UE. R. W067) granting an increase 
| Wi 1 t 1 of pension to Martin V. ¢ mdy—to the Committee on Invalid 
t (No. 4796) 3 which qd | Pension 
1’) te Calend bv Mr MORGAN: A bill CHE —T. 1905S) granting an inere 


Committee on Tny 


{ te | | ; - nto John Claar to the alid Pension 
( , of yp Also bill (EL RR. 19069) granting an increase of pension to 
‘ 1 i | 4 Ld ! \\ Patterson to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
\ 1] (| ( By Mr. LIVINGSTON A bill (IE. R. 19070) for the relief of 
2 ( oO |e representatives of Alexander LL. Williams, deceased 
| A | i ( oO Militar A fy » the ¢ itftee on War Chain 
the I] (TE. TR. Laon | Mr. LIUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (I. R. 19072) 
| Ky ed withou | the relief of the heirs of B. 'T. Terry, deceased—to the Com 
( 174 . . | | ee on Military Affia 
; | ( Away By Mr. GILBER A bill CIT. R. W9073) granting an inerease 
Ol | ion to David Bethusum to the Committee on Tnvatlid 
|’ on 
CHANGE OF REPERENCI Ry Mr. DEARMOND: A bill (HR. 19074) granting an 
| | IT, the ¢ ( \ ise of pel m to Wesley) Breedin to the Committee on 
{| ( ar {i | Pension 
CO. M. ¢ th \ By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (IR. 19075) granting a pension 
to (hn nat Priel to the Committee on Tnvalid Pensions 


RNETT A bill (TL R. WeT6) granting an inere 


1 GC BIL RESOLUTIO \ND MEMORIALS of pet nto Mary B. Minton— to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
| aay ‘ nel mie 
| 1 seve I" By Mr. BAR TILTOLD 1 A bill CHE. RR. W077) for the relief of 
‘ Paul Werner to the Committee on Military Affairs 
| | 1? (HW. Ro 19061) toe plemet ( Ry M BANKITEAD: A lH (I. R. W078) grantin im i 
\ { lat ‘ ere eof pe noto Martin V. Smith —to the Con ttee oon 
| I idl Pen I 
( ( { 1 | iv M REDDER A bill (HL Re. W079) granting an inerense 
yn ion to Austin Gill) to the Committee on Tnvalid Pension 
| | NDEI \ } (Hf. J KM { | Also bill CUE. BR. T9080) granting an increase of pension to 
‘ 1 { Benton A. Joiner— to the Committee on Tnvalid) Pension 
to t ( iW 


PETITIONS, ETC 


y { ! | Viner lause To oof Rule NNIT, the following petitions and 
f 1 Stats o edaid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follow 
( \ 1M | the SPRAKER Petition of the executive couneil of the 
( | \ (Tl | | ( Board of Prad for the repeal of the 1 per cent ad 
| i | { } duty « hid fo the Committee on Ways and Menns 
‘ \ \ esolutic of the W ‘ node lature, commending the 
( ) | Cit ‘ ( not the W n delegation in ¢ ere relative to read 
( ( ments of the tariff { the Com feo Ol Wins snd Mean 
‘ | Mr. ALEAANDIE I! Petition of Brownville (N.Y) Grange, 





bill TE. R. 1377S to the Committee on Interstate and 
Brotherhood 


favoring bill Uf 


of 
It. 


Bank 


can Tnstitute of 
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Also of the tf ‘ mer of TBuffal N. ¥ \ 1 ‘ | 
} 1 Nik 1] ll e | » th Co ttee on tl 1 \ ~ ( 

By Mr. BIRDSALL Petition of citizens of Bremen Cc ty mittee on t l’ 

\ against religious legis! tion for the District of Colum! - By Mr. ESCH: I 
to the Committee on the District of Colu bia. Milw mm 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsi Resolutions of the Ch ber o rownsend | S 
Commerce of Milwaukee, protestng as inst the amendment | ‘ The i { ! ( 
hil trading dealit options or future » the | By Mr. EVANS: P 


\ { n of « ens of Tlart 1 M st re 1 | I 
| detion for the District of Colutmbta o the Committee ¢ \ 1 Me 
District of Columbia By Mr. HULI Iie 
\lxo, petition ef citizens of Maine ist repeal of the rh tresatie t 
(yout bill-—to the Committee on Agriculture ( o the 
i Mr. COWHERD: Paper to a Wit . bill for rel ‘ By Mr. LUMUPIHIRI \ tf W |’ 
Cl na Driek, widow of Martin Drick—to the Co Liee fer 1 ot ts 


i Vir. DE ARMOND Paper to acco nv bill f ‘ , i \I LINDSAY ] \ 
Wi Breeding —to the Committee on Penstot \ fave - - 
by Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of the American Institute of erstate and Fo 


Marine Underwriters, favoring passage by the House of bill's By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: 1 M 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comune M ring 
Ry Mr. EMERICH: Petition of the Prout Tlard re ¢ Coml & Post-Ottics \’ Rt 
nany. of Chicago, Ill, against a ] ls t Iuw—to the ¢ \ pet te tM 
{ e ¢ l’ t-Othice nd Vo hitoud \ ‘ \ 
ye f the National Associa , of Agi | By Mr. LIVINGSTON | 
1 1 Vo] e Manuf for re] loft th he le \ \ ia X ( 
iwe of the homestead 1 the timl de stone \ ( 
{ ( on the Publ Lends. l M LUCKING: | ( 
\ on of F. A. Ilardy & of Cl ivo, 11] ( 1 dist! Micl ( 
{ | kruptey law to the Committee o the J - ~ 


Association, i By Mr. MONDI 1.1 Pet r 


i ‘ 
\ of the Tl I | Dent \ ) | M VIOOON 
{ \ ( ‘ tf M | ] \ | 
| | ee Se 1 I. 
\ ( r tl N¢ | | ( \ | ir. OLMSTED: | \\ 
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| | t 4 d t ’ 
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ad d ( it ( t 
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| W. RS Sp ft I 
( pro te pore presented 1 { rot midry 
‘ an DraAvVil or thre 1 Q Oot tlre ‘) 
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\I esented meme ws of sundrv. citize of 
( London, in the Stat if Wisconsin, remon 
the « nent of | slit 1 req ring the « 3 
{ { nh | ‘ oft bu th Listy ot Columbia on 
nd which were referred to the Comiittes 1 the District 
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11 1 ted a tion of the Wise n Phart tical 
\ ) 1 ! of Mily koe \W » pl ne tor th enactment | 
ler tic t 1 tl t + | \ 1 t ¥ to medi ? 
} ns; which y referred to the Committee on Patents 
Ile also presented a1 orial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
M ile \\ rr mstrating against the enactment of leg 
to prol t the trading or dealing in options and futures ; 
\ referred to the Committee on Agriculture 1 lor- 
tog 
II Iso yn 1 etition of I 1 Division No. 1, An 
t Order o Lily is, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the 
of | lation p ding for the ere m of Horn 
t 1 the city fs W ton to Commod Jol Barry : 
| referred to the Committee on the Library 
1! » presented petition of Baraboo Division, No. 176, 
her] ad of Loco tive Engineers, of Baraboo, W nd 
‘ on of P. If. She dan Lodge No SSS. Brotherhood « Lo 
I emen, of Milw ee, W praving for the ] roo 
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Mr. FULTON pr “d memorial of the legislature of Ore 
relative t the provement of the Willamette River; 
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( ‘ ( ‘ N \ 
( \ 1 t t ‘ Lhe ‘ ‘ ‘ 
o A i i tt : 
t inted to Ve t It \ ‘ ‘ . 
~~ ~ a ‘ rele ‘ ‘ 
ef 4 | 4 1 t 'I"e 1] w 
f . med e dav : 
\ V ye * \ ( ( 
\ em \1 LONG Nt ‘ 
i of Kans ( to ‘ 
Lo nit 7 5 
1 \ W 1 y i { ‘ ; s u ; 
d s s I 
‘ \ t 1 i 1 
i 
! 
} i ‘ ~ 7 
j { ‘ 
| 
Go 
i 
( } ‘ ( 
} 
\\ 
o il ‘ 
| 
( | 1 
Mr. CULLOM f f sund ens 
{ ' { 
Isle « i to ¢ \ 1 ‘ 
( eo « | it 
1! ; 4 ‘ ‘ 7 
1 s I 
})! for 1 t <« ‘ | 
thy Trt { ( { . hich \ 1 
Lo ef I ( e 
Vin CLARK <« \\ tong : ! of \ 
of | ( 1 \\ strat , the ¢ } Mr. I NG 
{ 1 ey } es of | ! ly 
1 1) ( ( 1 t | Close on Sunday which w ( 
l ‘ i ( ray the DD I t of Columbian 1 Co t J 
Mr. BARD. 1 press erous protests from the Pin Ve 
I iN a vy Cres Indians, South Dakota. re of llusband { yy ly 
i the use of their trust funds for seetsat ‘ » ; 
( ‘ so protests ned by Rev. Edw | | { \ i 
} } 
\ . ‘ ( Sp) vs, N. Y.. against the us |’ Ro 
: friend Coy } ~— ‘ , { 
( l l | lor 1 S Tor t secturian s T “ ble | | | . 
Oo te t tro Rey Ceo! \W Ciutte p Ix © f 1 ‘ 


; , ee : ONAL - sociation, of tiie hnterstute tt 
bosion, Mas und others, | ferred to the 
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‘ } ny \ rf ess | in : yr fi te 
| While } ‘ I t 4 
( r side { 
{ t is { to hear both les before re 1} 
' . 1 1 { t e circumstance ad for these 
‘ } ‘ | t ] { possible <a to i ) 
| 
l | bill e| iy that on the 1 ! 
1 «cliff tt 1 1 e the iif | 
‘ {{ 1 te ( VIsé he ) ht to be further hea and turthet 
( | I , at OL . ' 
. ; } = t] se the bh 
( ‘ ¢ Ceo ‘ nal Situ 
| i'd OSSt trie by he Quarles-Cooy 
over its bill we to t up 
‘ ' a ed re rticularly to this 
‘ ‘ ( that se e DM C1 of the 
t ‘ { bie ly ‘ 1. rees? report } thre | el} Pownsc } 
‘ | ‘ ‘ } 7 t} ‘ ent, te ¢ the per { , 
vist Gaeta Ne Mcectea ' elf, but th ¥ OD) n 
x f rl | } { il ft ‘ chive more earetul « 
‘ he] end f tt I ‘ on } 
\ ( ” | nye ed 
' ; ( tee on | \I PELLER IT sh 1 | t the Se for a quest ! 
hy | PRESLDENT pro ( Chis debate s entirely t 
| it e he 
} I I CARMACK M ] ler I should like to have yx 
le of tho ¥ , nto ® justia ef niel thi ! tter eoon 
‘ ( I | ‘ petit s wl h 1 prese ted 
, ned f e PRESIDENT ro te wore Is there objection to the 
‘ 1 Sennt ( { oe Me i a a OSset The Chair hears none, 
: : the Senator ¢ | ‘ ( Il praceed 
- | i! ] to | f t} } NI CARMAC] I \ h to say Mi Presid { that wh I 
, { { t 1 Or ‘ f be of the Committee on Inter ite 
| ‘ ( | ( harmony which prevail that body ha 
' ; os e 1 ‘ ‘ linve hat I el | nspeak with aut ty 
; a 4 the TI | ‘ I can assure the Sen from Ar 
end | ) ( tire com e, from the chairman down to myselt 
dj ‘ fo thy een re to execute at the earliest possible 
! ent the es which the President of the United States 
the « { the last campaign through the medium 
P 1? ct | I 
| | { without iN except } I CAN Sail to 
‘ ‘ tor ft \ 1 na eneral way ntend ) eC 
, { 1 ed by the do the President in this matter, and [| am 
Wea] one oan r by the el nun to say (and he ean correct 1 r I 
, ( \\ ! ) that we \ follow h leadership with all the 
+} Ms ‘ 1 Loan ‘ ere e in him the foremost dis 
‘ lk eo have ‘ f ( 1 eut tof W rd. 2B 1 
' ed 1 me I PRESIDE. prot pore The petitions will 1 "¢ 
I ( ‘ ( { iL to the Ce ee on interstate Commerce 
: . RIMINATING DI 
t th ein this | Mr. GALLINGER. | present a brief paper relating to 4 
i! : . ; t chy | k it will prove intere round Ll move 
‘ ‘ 4 i 1 te ra eri 
i ‘ ( on Ww s eed 
REI ! ( ( \i% ret 
| eed \I VIO) f1 the ¢ mittee on Pensic to whom were 
co Ire ‘ ef ‘ I" ed them lv w i 
{ ur nd tlie ent, and sub f repot ren 
\ A: 3 roan reuse of nsion to Leu 
| ‘ } \ ‘ ! ‘ 
a alae ‘| (i. BR. 1 ) tit e of per 
‘ l re os ! 
\ itt. 1 SOOL) 1 il ‘ of | to 
| ! P. 2 
\ { \ here ( ol mn Oo 
‘ t l \\ | 
\ ‘eR { ( tf; + e 
\\ ) 
ve }> \ 
l thr . R ~ ) t 
Plow \ | { I : a | 
Wil ! 
vl f \I iM hie ¢ | to wl 1 
} ! i ? ‘ ! ‘ \\ | 
ul ‘ } \ 1 il 
{ 
‘ ‘ ‘ t bigs 
; e how } | \ } { ‘ 1 f 
! \ HL. 18. US } e of ’ to Il 
‘ ‘ | | 
| | \ 1 «l R. 8352) \ y crease of nsion to John 
| } ‘ ale for twe i 
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4 } U. R TG) a yy 1 to Mary A. Shaw \ 1 (HI. J S458 ( 
\ ca s ‘ e ¢ pension »>W } al Loxley 
1 | | M DANLEI ( 
| , > 
\ H. R. 18372) t \ of |] mm to ¢ } refel t! Es. 2. 2Ou0e 
} Tit! | ] 1 Nf 1 ¢ l 
} c 
A bill (IL. R. 18697) nting an increase of pension to J 
‘ ( Wh | l \I OVERMAN t ( 
\ (H.R. i862) grant im 1 ‘ of pension to S h | we rr 


| ; ) 
1 We Dy] 
CLARIX of Wy y, fi ( ttee on Indian \ (H. R. 18322 
Af] s, to \ was ref d the bill (I. R. 17994) to ratify | water 
and amend rreement with the Ind s residing on the Sho- | A bill (HW. R. 183857) 
hon rW 1 River In 1 Reservation, in the State of Wyo- | Ge N. W l 
I ] ] ton ke TT ations for ¢ rrving ‘ Ss ie into | \ il (il Kt S » I 
‘ reported it w amendments, and submitted a report | Wilshire 
t n | A bill (IL. R. S760) 
\I BURNITAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom liam M. Short; and 
we referred the following bills, reported them severally with A bill (IE. R. 18556) granting a per n to I 
ou iendment, and submitted reports thereon | Mr. SLOONER, from the Cor ttee on ] 
1 (IL. R. 1SOS9) granting a pension to Abby E. Burritt; l was referred the bill (I. R. 100-4 


1 . 
A bill (HI. R. 17205) granting an increase of pension to Patrick | the Revised Statut of the 1 


; A bill (iL. R. 17621) 
\ 1} (I. R. 18182) granting an increase of pension to Daniel | rx 

ee \ bill (H. R. 17418) ¢ 
\ | (H. R. 18116) n increase of pension to Abram | garet J. Vale 

1] i 


| 

\ bill (IL RR. 18309) granting an increase of pension to Wil ¥ al end t rid 
} 
| 


A bill (UL. R. 18090) granting 


\ bill (II. RR. 18082) granting an increase of pension to Joh ert W. ¢ 
131 nd } A bill (HL. R. 18264 
\ 1 (If. R. 12810) granting \ cre of pension to O Sel er 
t a8 | | A bill (H. R. 18194) gt y 
I GORMAN, from the Con ee on Finance, to whom | liam Tl. Tv 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with A bill (IL. R. 18077) 
( mendmet | Xoo Nn: 
\ i (HH. R. 18285) fis ‘ the status of merchandise coming | A bill (H. R. 18 ) t 1 } | ( 
he United States from the Canal Zone, Isthmus of Vang A bill (H. R. 18050) er 
I l | Ki \ 
\ (r.. & fo22) dil ig the issue of a che in lieu « A 1 (ll. R Q777 ) 
! | ( John ¥Y. 1] ‘ ssistant ual Buse N. P 
{ I St 3 Al ! of J » Wal A bill (If. R. 1S6s - 
] Hall Johnstor and 
\I PTALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to A bill (HL. R. 18051) 
\ were referred the following bills, reported them severatly M. M ‘ 
\ 1 cient ind sub dt ts 1 NI SCOTT ( | 
\ (il. Kh. 18519) g \ 1) se of pens to G \ red f 
1} \ nd 
\ 1] ] ) I oO pe sion to \ ] ] VW It w Mi) 
Li ti V; A Dill (i. R..822 
\ : (Hh. & ISS40) i : ( pen {0 nd 
\ (; \ | | 1 
(It. 1 S770) { wah I  ¢ ] to | Tnliu Si 
N. ¢ Mr. AQ wN 
\ (iL. R “4 ) i ‘ of} on ft Let! rofer } iil | \ 
( Bl 1 Sf \ \ 
\I (ill IN, Tro { i { on Pensions, to who NI ALGER. fr ( 
I 1 re ! thi i t ) VW ‘ l l ‘ l 
| rts th mel and ‘ 
It. We. DSos a mn t A] H.R. 18 
Ital rd H mad 
\ (Ut 14) »M Ww. § A bill (Il. 1 
| H.R TS11) ‘ fi 1 to I i 


‘ HH. R. 1838 f to J : 
It. | Mr. ALGER 
\ (HI. R S ») 1 to Hettie J ed t] os 
\ BALL 1 { ( ‘ ns, to wl ‘ ] «" I 
] Tlie I I i s ‘ ml tl sever \ ) 
! s th eou Mr. cs ‘ ( 
\ (il Rt is ’ i } ‘ ( of 1) } . 
J R I if 
\ (11. R. Sent) ! n to ] eM. Atl A | 1] R47 
! 1? \ ’ 
\ (ll It 4 ) a ) on to ¢ } : \W I’ S \ © 
oa =/) 
\ (i It Set ’ ! wr S of | ) nto M 4 } (li rR . 
( ry Sy 
\ 1 1. Re. T8684) nting } 
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RESIDENT pro. tempore Is there objection to the 
LLLINGER MN | 1 the bill cor from 

Ol'l ro Cor tftee on Post-Ollices and Post 
RESID! | ( It was re ed th orn 
Qi] I | ‘ ‘ r will let it go through It is 
ALLINGI It Phe committee have unanimous! re 





\I GALLINGER | \ ] hall not object It ( me 
; ery inconsequential thi imal th it starts onoa 
( f i on \ } lh will cnuse Conecre to undertake to 
ect tv of evils that may well be left, L think, 
oe |) I t I lon Ly je 
Ir. LOM I sl | e to have the bill read again 
i PRESIDENT pro ! rr’ It \ Lbea 1h 16 | 
I" Ser ry : rend the bill and by unnnimous con 
Sy c's l ( ft the Whole, proceeded to 
‘ '¢ 
I | ‘ ried » the Senate without amendment, or- 
| lhe \ rd ( ~, read the third tim 
[INI I ! ) 
MeCUMBER ected by the tee on Pen 
| I ( With samendn is, two Seite 
(G2 ml TOTT), and to K The Immediate ¢ le tion 
o Bt tone. t «ry { ‘ ti he oO 
ito ne EK. I ( 
Phere ho t the Senate nh Committe of the 
' l to der the bill 
‘ ( a ftee on Ts o \ ‘ mh line 
roth \ il it ntrs to ti e out Arinv o hye 
t! ‘ 1 \ nd 1 line 9, before 
e out ul t tw 
‘ 1 il { 
i \ | | N 
‘ to 
| 1 to the S lod nd +] 
‘ ! 
| ‘ l to be « 1 for a third re 
thy ‘ | od 
( 
( nivee) itil mM on to Robert ¢ now 
( f the Wh 
| ! ee the ¢ i ‘ n Pen I with 
Lé eC’ ou ‘ Lilie’ ¢ Cl ial 
I 1 ed 
na 
Ke ‘ 
| l l ' 
\ i l { | 1 
I i ! j a | ‘ pe 
1 1 
The | ( thie te ended ad ii 
| ‘ | | lf i third a | end 
| | 
il i I 
\ Al 
VITw OVI fAN I :y ] { ee on Tl 
. . 1 thy (NS, Sotitit | i I 
nto D D>. W to report it favorably hana | 
I ( ler 
| the bill was considered as in Cor 
\\"} 
| ft of 4] ( ! tf on Per ol \\ to strike 
| l ‘ Im¢ iid ll \ 
I | ! l 
I 
| in W ! 
\ ii ' ‘ ( l l i 
\ i i hel t 
‘ \ ree 1 to 
Phe bill was repor 1 to the Senate a ded, and the 
‘ 1 ae ‘ 1 md } 
| ( vill v orc to | ( rt ed for a third read , read 
third t di passed 
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BROUGH nity ‘ a bill (Ss 4247) ( LI rIMBER LANDS. 
lto ft ty of Il \rk., fo Mr. TWANSBROUGIL To move that the bill (IL R. 14622) 
| title prohibiting the selection of timber lands in lieu of lands in 
. I t reserves be taken from the Calendar and recommitted to 
u? , (21S) for the relict « e Committee on Public I 1 
I , I y ead ‘ ‘ Phe motion y mrreed 
l edt to tl ( 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILD. 
\I PROCTOR submitted the following report: 
. , bis :, I} Col of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
‘ ay ey ‘ LLouss on the amendments of the Senate to the bill CIE R. 
hn 1 eek paat) od MoT) making appropriations for the support of the Army 
; 1 te aon) din te ; | rithe fiscal vear ending June 350, 1906, and for other PUPDOSEsS 
‘ eomet, after full and free conference have agreed to re 
( \ ’ a d to. ' mend and do recommend to their respective Tlouses as 
Penro | endment { . low 
‘ C01 of ¢ ( Wid Chat the Se te recede from its amendments numbered 3, 19, 
, ] , lif's | 0, and 27. 
| i call teal Phat tl llouse recede from its disagreement to the amend 
\ ent f th te nu ered 2, 4, 5, 6; 7, 8-9, BZ. Is, 24,. 39, 
( C' ' 1 ord { I iy AS) 20 », 23, 24, 26, 28, 29, 30, and 31, and agree to the 
Fs | ] ‘ ‘ hi the 1 i recede from: it disagreement to the amend 
j { thie ‘ il real ’ ul agree to the sme with an 
‘ | dj { Wie , Vel if I i ime 2 j ( » of the bill, strike 
' ; \ ‘ eigh nie nab inser i lieu thereof the words 
; 1 a hin ' | dd { ‘ and the > ite agree to the same. 
: ’ ( \ { car report rreements on the following amend 
| i ] ; , : bin ent La 1 11 
‘ ind 1 1] Reprienp PRocror 
} ( ve R. A. ALG 
r ' ' | - j M. Cockrell 
4 ( ‘ VWanage ( of the Ny ale 
»> bey te] . A. FE. Hew 
rie A | ( | en ol { Apin TB. CAPRON 
aM) 1 | { {'s | ( PAM ITAY 
{ ( \\ ’ Vanegers on the part of the Mouse 
os a | he PRESIDENT | pol Will the e agree to the 
! “ : ; \i LIAL! Mi 1" lent 1 it 1 hi are the subjects 
ii rye pre ? er of t tye het om to 
‘ — | } NI PROCTOR ) is the « to Viartcle Alaska, a mutter 
q 6 Prop  S hich was not | Lt up in the other body. L think there will 
, De 2 ee ped ee I rouble on ( Vl mference to reach an agreement 
' > thas 
| \Tr TTAT] \ t t| other 
1) I ‘ i Nii PRO POT Another is eo matter of the officers in fhe 
‘ | al tren fed to rd and Per 1 Division Phe Tlouse abolished that otlice: 
| ] ‘ Nia “TOT, between the | ted lid away with it entirely. The Senate proposed an amendment 
| | | | of ‘I viclit 1 \ for appointment I think there will be no 
- ‘ ( Ni 17 | culty in a eon that subject in another conference, 
i | | { ed M LAL Chat is as far as the lLlouse conferees insisted ? 
Mr. PROCTOR They insisted on that. Phe third) amend 
d nt in < rsreoment is in regard to pay of retired oflicers who 
e detailed on active duty. 
Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on agrecing 
‘ | i) r« Gong } ‘ » tine portoob the conference committee. 
Phe report w agreed to. 
\ ! ‘ Mr. PROCTOR I move that the Senate further insist on 
thrive cliyent disagreed to by the Tlouse of Represents 
ul: fora further conference with the Tlouse. 
( “ia Phe motion was agreed to. 
; z : By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was suthor 
\ ‘ LTO aM aoe) i What tl 1 to app t conferees on the part of the Senate: and Mr. 
| 1) Po opro tenipore Phe Chair th t! ‘ Procror, Mr. Ancer, and Mr. Cockretn were appointed. 
he 4 anitios.ou Printh Mr. SPOONER Mr. President, TL should like to inqanire of 
Wr BARD if ‘ Public Lands ¢ " , ! the Senator from Vermont whether any agreement has been 
; a ae of the C bi ek ici > ved { s to the controverted proposition about the My of 
' i ceeandl as lade L copy of the repo etired officer When § igned to active duty? 
' HEAT | eveil the rule the resolu Mr PROCTOR Phere has been a conference on that point, 
, . I? ind the Senate conferees have made almost every proposition 
PeESTDEN' ‘ i the Chair thinl 4 hey could think of in the way of nm compromise, limiting the 
, , a I? ‘ It will be referred 4 eduetion to those who are detailed for service with the Na- 
ie ; mal Quuard, but we were not able to induce the conferees on 
a he part of the [louse to vield, except to the extent that if their 
BALLEO ntention is reed to the provision will be worded as iti was 
EWILAND | \ onsent that. the { nbmitted here, in a positive way, that such officers shall be 
(a: 2 COMM on to train paid their retired pay and nothing further from the United 
{ ond ehnynged in int tit states, 
‘ | i ( thi | le Calendagr No, 19, be referred Mr. SPOONER IT have no objection for one to a Provision 
‘ ‘ no luterstate Commerce that limits the officers above the rank of lieutenant-colonel - 
| PRIESTDIENI ti ‘ Che joint resolution y Mr. PROCTOR, Above the rank of major. 
‘ 1 ae ( tec on Inte tate Commerce, in the Mr. SPOONER. Above the rank of major detailed for sery- 


Ce WW 


ith the National Giuard to their retired from the 


pity 
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ted States, leaving the States to do what they choose to do | $6 | ve 
ut that. But does the House insist upon the general propo 
, L off 1] ed upon ctiVe Se eC for | 
t ‘ LLL it t | e 0 if e« 
( ( ti » th Ve ed] \ 
M Pte VOR Bir. Pre lent, the Tlouse conferees Isis 
‘ | Which applies to o ers deta l 
| { s ln pres @mias earnestly as | 
( ( 1 that where tl terin of Service s ; 
: smartial, courts of inquiry, and 1 rs | ON 
| ( ! ead } | 
) ‘ ‘ e ¢ ] e* { t] { 
Shr okt Is 1 ed to be a ill L tree ¢ 
\ Phy I It | iil f ( ‘ ‘ ! ' 
1 | 
Mr. McCUMBER tied the folloy | 
| of co re ‘ 1 the d rit vote of 1 
> td ‘ thi endinent of the Senate to the b éhi. RR l 
li 1 ‘ of pension to G re li.sB > 
\ Luli 1 fre hnlerenes 1 ‘ | | 
{ | 1 end to the respective Llouses as follows | \ 
I ( tS aim Ciliie i id ( to | j 


e fl ) ’ 
> J. Mc 
N. LB. Scorr, ‘ 
JAMES FP. ‘TALIAFI ) 
vy / nar i] 
1 { 
| was W. B Lt ; 
CHARLES Kk. FULLER, : 
i/ ( ‘ / { t Il \ « ae ‘ 
I d to 
IN NA PRIATLION LT 
‘ | ) 
M STEWAR ld e to ve notice that the Indian ay 
mn bill ready nd that LT will call it up to-morrow _ 
( in earlier opportunity presents itself for mie ‘ 
c ft s consideration 
Vhie | 
Y ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILI ; 
Phe next ( 
| PRESIDENT pro t Pore Is there further mot ‘ total i 
Mr. WARREN Mr. Vresident Whe 
j HEYBURN Is the morning business terminated ? rhe next 
\ WARRIEN I move that the Senate proceed to the con ore a , \ 
: of ‘ bill isd ln or thre M tary Loade 
{ bill 
i i Wats reed t 1 the Se te, as Committ 
e Whole, proceeded to « der the bill (II R. 17984) mal a 
‘ r tl port of the Military Academy for | 
ending Jum O, 1906, and for othe PUTPOSses, 
had been reported from the Committee on Military Mh 
i With amendments. I" Xf 
Mr. WARREN Ioask that the first formal reading of the out 
ll mav be « ensed with, that it may be read for amendment 
d that the endiments of the Committee on Military Affairs Uli 
{ ecelve Con leration { t 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming | ¢« 
msent that the first fo il rending of the | 
1 | ‘ ( d with, that it may be rend for amendment 
al t ttee Amend its | { recely COonSice { \ t 
ere ol ou Il ( r hears d that ord 
Pie Ne v proceeded to read the bill 
phe PESt ; endiment of the Committee on Milit ry Affairs 
the subhead “ Permanent establishment,” on page hong 
line O er the word “ band” where occurs the first time | neXt , ; 
eout the comma and the word “one” and insert 2 colon ae 
l the word Cory ’ ows to make the clause read oul ¥ 
i «ir | rare t and ;: nt ad 
( rl 
! il , Uh \ I _ 
Phe ner ‘ nent w uncer the bhead “ Pay of civil et 
‘ t | Ww fter tl word “ band,” to nsert toes C * 
( ah boa ergeant and ; stant leader: in line 12 | 
ter 1] rd * ted to Insert “the enlisted band ser 
l tant leader shall ecvelve SOUO per Vyerr " and 
1) iM rel l ‘ sert the band s 
t and tant leadet oO to rend 
11 ‘I \ 1 ! } f 
t 1, one ¢ i { 
1 | na f ve it ‘ . 
‘ d ' { t 
| 1 \ int i it d ! Lhe t ’ 
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‘ I") PRESIDING OFFICE] Che que 1 is on tl nd 
I tied by tl st r from Connecticut [| Mr. PLA 
| ( c wi 1 to 
Mr. WARREN Mr. Preside I will k th t] t ! 
11, 1 IS and 19, 1 changed to SGO2S0 l k tl 
I | find tl 1 oO |} th) ( rect Tootin 
PRESIDING OFFICER Che amend t ] po a 
_ | 1 Wyon will be stated 
St On] e 15, line 18, it pro ed to « ] 
! 1< | fron L6G) , SOORSO 
{ ( | endment $ fg 1 to 
| bill eported » ti si te as led ii the 
) t< or ‘ 
i] hil We L to | c 1 the bill to 
) 19 read a third t 
i 1 l i 1 e ! }) 
! s HOOD BILI 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I wish to eall up the 
( th \ \ | il 1 vesterd: i hen the 
to I ~  ¢ 1 court i ! mre lire t ean 
ti PRESIDING OFFICER The Chair Invs before the 
of tl House of Rey entiative n th tate 
! \ will } | 
1 st { rend as follow 
il 
( | a 
‘ tl. J 
' ( j i 
i ! til i n i 
) {© ‘ \) na t s | 
: 1 : ; 
? 1} ‘ 
MN rel 
( | t | 
i l Lo I 
| PRESIDENT pro tempore. The que n is on the mo 
Nn le by the Senator from Indian Mir. Beveripce], that 
‘ ( up l I rdiive a “aul to bv the 
VI ( : Ont | conbere ‘ ked for by 
1 17 li | ( ( thre ere 
I TELLER M 4 lent, I | { ad that t1 Ss 
1 11 » Nevad Mr. STre\ 1" { isk for the pre if 
of 1] Tri ! 1 | If | so ode 
| | riviiege of holmn ’ OLhe% ise | 
{ . | red to » on 1 1 e disc nwh I I 
vest hay 
Nii LLATI I ] ) tl mi or from Ne ] cl het m 
1 1 ! ] 1] li it i ve \ 
VIrg NPREWAT I I wal o » « vith th yn Nn 
| i] ( to 1 to take up tl il 
1"] 1] TLtIN'I » te ( lt 
Mr. SPTEWAR I rt 11 e that the Senate 1 Dp! d 
| ) ‘ ‘ Trdlisan : ropriation bill 
\} SPOO . I tt t of t = or f 1 | 
( { 1 (Mr. B ) ed motio 
\ PELE I ) 
\ ‘ | PRIEST I ( I not l Si 
‘ 1 1 ! \ i] that l te 
( le 
NI SPOMINI ‘ \ | \I 1’) il 
mi vl ’ i 
| 1 1 
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( | D ted nst the agreement \v hh 
Ss made Phe tid had 1 
ths of the lult me ers 
t there, who had « ed 
t he was to ! ea cert 
e to sav hoy n 1cres 
quarters of the Indi 3s ] 
? + ] d 
the Ind s to prove i 
( 1 ton iS TO whether the Choet . and 
ws had a title ere, and there was an effort made to 
t reservation without paying the million and a half dol- 
Ss hich the agreement required to be paid, beenuse it was 
i that the Choctaw d Ch saws had the title; and 
re was an effort made to open it, referring that case to 
uurts to be d led id if it was decided that the Cl 
d ¢ s had the titl then these Indians w , 
» receive the 1 ‘ | dollars 
right abe ] \ | perh t! vears, that 
ent with the ] $s was ratified, but it was amended 
3 \V ive to them, in addition to what the agreement to 
vy objected called for, a common pasture of 480,000 


common use of the tribe. 

§ before we encountered bills here 
I0,000 acres which we had promised those Indian 
lt remain unopened I do not say promised in a bill, but 


th the Indians assented to the agreement was 


thre ound on wh 

th thev should have 4S0,000 acres not to be distributed or 
Lor o} d to settlement to white people. 
Now, ever since, the Indians have been insisting on their right 


it to have that opened, and the people who waut the 1 
i hy 7 
sil i 


ll be, and a number of railways « 
get in ther Se it has been a pretty burning question for the 

we would go back on what 
ns in effect with regard to this big pasture, 


st two or three years as to whether 


India 


we promised the 


s it is called, the 480,000 acres, or whether we would keep 
th with them. 


f 


In all that matter Major R: | © Side of the 
and I think he has been here before the Indian Commit- 
his session representing the Indians and that 
keeping faith with them. I very much sus 
s feature of the bill, as it came from the Ilouse of 
Representatives and as it has been changed, is an effort to get 
Major Randlett away from that irticular 
I 1 opposed to it. 

Mr. STEWART I do not think that consideration entered 

to the conclusion reached by the committee. If it did, it did 
knowledge, in the discussion. There are 
several Senators opposed to the system generally who are not 

‘esent for the moment, and I should like to have them present 
when this matter is to be finally disposed of. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Vass it over for the present 


I make the point of order that 
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agency. Therefore 
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{ ‘that no ariny officer shall be appointed as Indi:nn 
! s cle eral |] slation and obnoxious to that 
ise of the 1 

Mr. STEWART Let us dispose of it me other vy 
rl PRESIDING OFFICER Che prese occu] t of tl 
] >a tal the point of ord raised. 
Mr. LODG! I ! f orde 
Mr. STEWAR I ) t | t of der will not be 7 d 
he ] 11 lL dot think \ t b 
{} It riot nt 1 t} } iss ¢ g ] 

{ I ti ! l almost all the legis] nl l 

to t Ind s ] be he Indian i D tic bill. There 

= } tr Ne he it z1tion of th pe ‘ 
oft iv ¢ ~ Indian rent Was vided f in the 

I ! ropl 1 bill nd to rule out legi on on the In 

bill would be a radical departure from tle 
! nything about it so far as this particular 

S « 1. bn ] ire other items which would |] uf 
ed rl ! t this bill, perl s s to hich I] 

1 think | < order ought to be ra ] DB to ri 
| vis tion « t! ] I ippro rind n bil \\ ud | too 
y All tl ch S f th i a a l in the Indian 

] on bill 

Mr. LODGE. I wish 1 ly to add that I am quite aware 
legislation so nies PASS ( ippropriation bills, 

} ra Si pas or ust the S« cor not desire > 

thie D {f orde I think this an l it stands con 
j i its fter what the Sei 


itor from Connecticut 


Mr. Prarr] has said, and I make the point of order and 
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Mr. MONEY. To am speaking only as to the phraseology. 
The language of the Constitution is “the Senate sitting in 
npeachment trials It dee t anywhere sa sitting as a 

rt 

\I PTAL.I WI om { ‘ ler tl resolu 


} ty ofte! 
I PRESIDING OFFICER Phe resoluti not now be 
fore the Senate It went over until to-morrow. 
VIrg MONTY I have suggested an amendment to it 
Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. With regard to the rules lim 
the time, the Presiding Officer knows only of these rules: 
xXx. A I i int ‘ ior and ns, 
! | hn eX f eh on each de the 
ler, extend ti 
rhe other is Rule NNO 
\ tl \ { 1 ’ = ' 1 ( ] l \ 
1 may v ent t ‘ i 1 witt 1 1 
t op Ruie VII, ex t whe the ad 
) ‘ Lin the el peak 
t ( | } ! t e ti ten minut on 
i ‘ i id not ‘ i oe minute m the 
’ tie il ( ! s tte, to be had witl td 
{ t if n j ni \ cle do witho tl ve nd 
iy ! t dl led 1 one th the meni vine nt 
I i minut ‘ { ! be for tl Whole cdelil tion 
t nal q { adit to the il question on ¢ I icle oO 
Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, read Rule XXT, please. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Rule XXI is as follows: 
XXI. The « e on each side } be opened by one person The 
n ircuinent on the erits 1 \ somade Vy two p ms on each side 
{ ' thery j } 1 Si ti 3 i | 
pose) nd the argum i ! e opened 1 cl lon the part th 
lle of Representative 


Phe Presiding Officer has noticed that in the Belknap im 
peachment trial questions arose at various times as to what 
j tnount of time should be given the managers and counsel for 
the respondent, respectively, in the argument of motions which 
hawyere made, and that whem those questions arose the Senate 
withdrew to its conference chamber and made an order as to 


the amount of time whieh might be taken by managers on the 


one side and counsel on the other, 

Mr. TIALE. Mr. President, To oam familiar with the rul 
that have been rend. My objeet in introducing the resolution 
which has just now been read in the Senate in legishitive se 

on was to lay the foundation for aetion on the part of the 
; Senate, so that this proceeding may be Tmited and may not 
j} confiscate the entire time of the Senate At a proper time in 
the Senate, as no rule limits th proceeding ceept in ecertaim 
| cases, I shall ask that the Senate shall formulate a body of 
} rules, and L give notice now that the provisions whieh have 
just been read with relation to arguments to be made, so far 


m coneerned, will be insisted upon literally. 
Manager PALMER Mr. President, TL do not understand 


ulion or motion before the Senate at this 


f 


The PRESIDING OFFICER There is none 
Mr. Manngver PALMER. On the part of the managers IT will 


| y that if tl proceeding 1 to be closed on Saturday at 4 
o'elock in t fiernoon we ean of course make no objection to 
| rder the court mary make Vhether the testimony is ended 
iz li ent re concluded at that time will ad en 
tirely upon bow auch time the S is willl! to devote to 
in risitte Ih ] 1) el will | When the « e comes 10 
| In closed, for < hou no which to argu { Phe rule cor OS 
tly ! ment to two manager I Uppose there will be ) 
| objection to fixin me limit of time and all the 
ers to dispose of t time to suit th elyes 
elye It would not make any differ eto t Si ey ' 
two manager reued x hours, or whether five managers wet 


allowed to go on for that length of time 

Mr. HALE. If the Pr line Otlicer will allow 4 

Mr. BACON | rrest that no disc onoof this kind on the 

ibject raised by the Senator from Maine is now in order, and 
it should mot be ype ttedl. 

Mr. HALE I'l i 

Mr. Manager PALMER lL understand perfectly that there is 
no discussion in order, but T simply remarked that if this case 
is to be heard and tried and must be finished on Saturday, the 


w Senator is correct, undoubted sy 


} evidence on the other side may take until Saturday. We do not 
know how long they are going to take on their side, and we ex 
pect at least to have a few minutes to present the case to the 
Senate after it is concluded As it will be observed, the cnuse 
l has been divided among the mmanagers and each one has taken a 
particular branch of it, and if there is to be any presentation of 
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llouse Committee on the Jud 


CER Phe Secretary will rend as 
\ knew t 

i e of the ¢ 1 
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yt izgrieved | \ 

] fen Unless s 1 atlid 


e presented process will not be granted (I 
ind., 528; Bat lel Moore, 42. Cal., 412; 


D ifs.) 


Mr. HIGGINS I erred in stating that the extract was from 
the speech the learned mana; 


a debate in the Ifo 





made before the Senate. It 
But so it appears, Mr. Presi 
it at that time Judge Swayne was deserving of im- 


Was 





11h 
— +3 
\ ul 


peachment because he had not had the motion presented by an 
evrieyed party under oath, the Supreme Court thinking that 
it did not have to be under oath. Where the aggrieved party 
resents it he is the person, in the opinion of the learned man 
ver, “whom the Judge takes to do his dirty work, having been 


nding his grist at the Judge's mill.’ 


Now, Mr. President, [ thi 


ik that I have rather with this quo- 
on shifted the issue as to where the malice is: that after 


tat | 

this the burden of showing that he did not act with malice is 
taken off from Judge Swayne, when this ungrounded and un 
necessary attack was made at once upon him and upon as 


blameless and eminent a lawyer in the persen of Mr. Blount as 
can be found at the American bar. 

Finally, the learned manager plants himself on the proposi- 
tion that for imposing an illegal sentence—both fine and im- 
prisonment when the law made the penalty in the alternative— 
Judge Swayne should be convicted by this court because he did 
it with malice. This argument can only go upon the theory 
that the double punishment was so severe as to prove malice. 
Chat brings me to the contention that the malice of the Judge 
s conclusively proven by the severity of the sentence—ten 
days in jail and a hundred dollars fine—and the severity of the 
reproof he administered to the attorneys in imposing sen- 
vence. 

Before that, T beg to call the attention of the court to the 
part of the sentence as originally imposed that disbarred these 
attorneys for a term of two years. It is claimed that that 
showed malice because it was unlawful. I would again bring 
the attention of the Senate to the case of Bradley v. Fisher. 
Phat was not a case of contempt. That was a case of dis- 
barment. Mr. Bradley, after the judge had descended from 
the bench and was about leaving the courtroom, if he had not 
got upon the street, approached him and threatened to chastise 
him. or that, the judge, sitting in the court, without a hear- 
ing and without a rule, sentenced him to disbarment. The 
Supreme Court of the United States set aside the judgment be- 
cause Mr. Bradley had not had his day in court, but in their 
ion they took occasion to lay down what has already been 
read in the course of my remarks, as to their sense of the duties 
of attorneys, and further if a rule had been laid against Mr. 
Bradley and the case had been made against him for the act 
for which he was held to have offended, that it was within 
the jurisdiction of that court to have punished him by disbar- 
ment; but a rule ought to be laid for that purpose. 

The case against Davis and Belden was a proceeding for con- 
tempt ft was not a preceeding for disbarment, but though 
the sentence of disbarment was illegal because a rule for dis- 
bariment had not been laid, it would have been absolutely 
Within the right of the judge to have so sentenced them if he 
had Jaid a rule for disbarment; and IT submit to the Senate 
that a case was made out here where that right ought to have 


been exercised, for if ever there was a case where a court had 





or} 
= 1 


been treated with scandalous contempt, it was by these two 
attorneys in this case, 


il and S100 ftine—is proof of malice. When it comes to au- 


thority, it was the opinion of Mr. Buchanan, one of the managers 


in the Peck ease, that twenty-four hours was a very shameful 
1 
! 


But they say the severity of the punishment—ten days in 


outrageous punishinent: but it so happens that the learned 
manager himself suggests that if Judge Swayne had imposed 
twenty-four hours upon these defendants it would have been 
proper. So that what the learned manager thinks is proper 
Mr. Buchanan seventy-five vears ago thought was excessive 

Well, the whole thing is relative “Times change and men 
nge with them.” IT can only say, without having searched 
the eases to find the maximum of punishment in such cases, 
that LT would call attention to a recent case in 121 Federal 
porter, where the three circuit judges of the ninth cirenuit of 
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ment to the very great difference between the gravity of the 
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does this—grew out of a Spanish grant where there were a nun 


ber of claims under different grants, and it was a test case. 
Lawless printed in a St. Louis newspaper an article with seven- 
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> You snid. L believe, there had been no day fixed for the trial \ l think, looking back 1 this t t | 
of th it case until that Saturday evening? ferred to have tried it and have d ‘ ; het 
\. None we have done with all the rest We ] 1 we { { i 
Q. None of you knew when it would come to trial? il expected to win that 
A None, except approximately ©. You do not recollect, tl vh. what ve 
(>). Approximately ? that time, or what vour belief w at thot t 
\ Phe district attorney had said that probably they would \. I do not Under our practice l " 1 l 
Close the criminal business the latter part of that week order to discontinue without app t to 1 
(>). Is there nnvthing unrensonuble in asking that the ease be a tter we had nothing to do wit 
down for trial for a particular day ? Q. Then if you do not know whether vou | 
\. I thought so; ves, if vou want my opinion to a discontinuance of it you hardly 
©. Why did you think so? very anxious for the t l, do y 
Because To had tried practically the same issue half a \. That is a non sequitur IT do t so 
dozen times with the same litigants, and they had tried to con Mro TILURS TON Mr. President, I object to t of 
tinue the case at nearly every term. The constant policy had | questions 
been to postpone the cases and not to try them; | was ready; Mr. Manager DEARMOND Verv wel | 
there was hnething else to do in the case, and L desired to try it Mr. THURSTON Running into suel cl ‘ 
(). This was not a question of continuance. It was a ques- |) immaterial 
tion of postponement. Mr. Manager DE ARMOND Ye \ t to 7 
\. | understand that, but IT had my witnesses subpeenned nto anv channel not entirely f f t { thy ‘ ‘ 
I liad at withess coming from Tallahassee. an official of the court, other side. and T have no furtlhe 
for the purpose of attending upon the trial Ir FAIRBANKS Nit resid ! t the 
). Did you talk with Judge Swayne anything about when you. s iz in the f lL of the ent 
probably could take up that case? norrow at 2 o'clock 
A. I did not that I recollect The motion was ngreed to ( 
QW. Are vou sure vou did not | n> tl si t sitt 
\. No; IT would not say. I frequently talk to the judges of 1 Wednesday, February vv t?o 
t! court as to when the criminal docket will be over snd we hire 4 ers on the ] t of the H rR 
ean take up the civil docket. thie re ent hdl the coun for t 
(). Was there any suggestion to vou by Judge Swayne as to. 1 ( 
Lie he would probably take up that case’? The PRESIDENT pro te ol t 
\. l enn not answer that: very possibly there was As | | 


I usually do it, for IT want to have my witnesses in 
nee when the criminal docket is closed 
©. Did you know anything about whether witnesses had 
1 subpaenaed upon the other side? 
\. | did not = te es 
©. And vet vou consulted with Judge Paquet frequently f gti Stay 





lout whether or not he was ready for trial’ by os Ss me aa . ; 
\. LT can say again I did not consult with Judge Paquet A | ¢ a ; = +e = ; 
ked with him just as 1 would talk to any attorney \, ; ‘ . ae . 
() You conferred with him-—to use your own verb? ; 7 ne ; ; 
\. Yes ; , aye he : 
©. Frequently: and did not learn anything about whether aa atte Bs aa “3 
vitnesses had been summoned ? : Pe 
\. 1 did not, except that he would be ready for tr eee ' 
() Did vou not know as a matter of fact that he was not he : ee 
1 ng preparation for trial until the case was set down; that 24 es ; ‘ ; 
h the way of summenimyg withesses eee a d read ” =“ j 
\. I did not. I did not know until the afternoon of Saturday GOVERNMENT OF CANA 
that there would be any objection whatever on his part to try Mr. KEPPREDGE. Mr. President, 1 
that case the day after the criminal docket was concluded. for the pre nt consideration of the bill ot GOS 
>. You live in Pensacola ? Vie for tl voverniment of the C; 1 Zone, the tio 
\. | do ; . and for ott 
©. Was there any particular reason of convenience or any ul immous consent that the for il ye 
thing else why that ease should have been tried, as far as you ensed with, that it be read for the purpose « end | 
were concerned, on ‘Thursday ? t] the committe hendinents be f 
\. None, except that Tam quite busy, and when Tam ready Mr. BAILE) Mr. President, we ‘ 
ind my Withesses ready I want to try the case. the request 
. Was it not an effort to crowd the plaintiffs into trial when The PRESTDENT pro tempore Phe Se 
not prepared for trial, inStead of giving them a reasonable time = 1) { Sks ulanimous consent for the pre 
to get prepared ? of the bill relating to the government of the ¢ 7 ‘ 
\. Not in the slightest. IT was not afraid of that in the title of the bill In \I 
lk ist » te | ( | ‘ \ 
(). Did you object to the discontinuance of the case when Mr title 
Davis appeared for that purpose? The SECRETAR A bill (ib GUISE 
A. LT could not, as a matter of course. ernment of the Cnt Zone. tl const ff I’ 
() You were auxious, however, to have the ejectment suit.) Canal nad for othe 
tried, even though the plaintiffs were discontinuing? You and The PRESTDENT pro. te " Phe Se 
yout clients claimed tithe, and you were inh construe tive POSSes Paket that the for read r Of thie Thee 4 | 
sion, were vou not, or claimed to be? witl ! t t it be re fo ‘ ‘ 
\. As toa part of it we were in actual possession; as to the M BAILEY 1 click thet 
rest probably in constructive possessien Listed bree t 
(). Do you say that you were anxious to have a case of eject | PRESIDENT 1 It | 
ment tried when you were in possession ? Mr. BAILEY Wie | | e ¢ 
\. Well, ves ue {| ‘ t o ¢ | 
(). And you were opposed to a discontinuance of it? object ot the bill is sat voto ar 
\. I did not say To was opposed to a discontinuance on the ¢ {ter 
Q). You said you could not prevent the discontinuance ? The PRESIDENT pro. tempore I 
A. Precisely. consideration of the 1 
Q. Did you mean by that to imply that you would like to Mr. PETTUS I ask that the | 
have prevented it, or that you would not? | Mr President 
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Mr. MALLORY. = I ee s ) tt n also t 
17 revere 
\i KITTREDGI \ I t. tl t} | 
’ +] ‘ 1 4 | 
: hi le Mr. BAILEY. Mr. 1 
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of thie (4) 2,1 line 17, ins ‘ ected 
\\ l Llous ft ( ” 1 of ; 
) TT i 
a : rs ‘ wi 7 Mr. BAILEY) S 
( “ rea 
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‘ir. BAILEY. 1 
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( ed 
t 1 
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ry man with goods to transport and with a 
hip in which he may transport them can be h 


DIS OWT ConMlnoy 


rrier: or if an owner is without a vessel of his own, he cau 


Oi it col 


PELL Graad- 
| POovernment's 
system is not possible with the railway 


witerway, 
he owner- 
hd the Operation ol 


fa railway are practically inseparable, 
iuSt transpire that when the Government of the Unitea 


‘ate a railroad anywhere it) will re 


r for hire, If 


the function of a common carrier in any 


reign to a Common Carre 








of \ et it perform it here. It is no worse at on 
than at another 
ect to tl “ ronmental ownership and operation of rail 
hs I belie { the business of the Gover ent to 
nel to pel ft lions that ought to be performed 
a duals or corporation But if the people who hi: 
» | transported the Isthmus of Panama e to 
the bere at ) ‘ | s, Why shall not thi ‘ 
| 1S ( Piet 
Mr. Pr | I | to minke ment on 
osu t bina suge to ¢ ry 
‘ nad in Senate ¢ t did to the distinguished Senator 
( | Wl I rose to \ thruit f the Government 
the } Tse of asin t nm the consti 
( Oe Co t ought to cond n the pls | 
( ! ever the assessmi atv be E will | 
{| ockholder of the railroad, the Gover 
t ‘ clus r" riion and the private stockholae 
‘ ‘ eric questiol bout the 1 t of one purt 
cones thie arte property, and PE have no ques 
11 out 1 Lio y of such a proceedin 
rhe Gove ent v in rtnership with these other sto« 
CO Grove ent WV { ts partners to sell out to 
cle e to do so I" Government wall nto its ow! 
add, uncle ‘ th tv of its own law, proceeds to dis 
he partnershit hh oWwh prurtners 
| juestio { E Sf 68 is a public wor Within th 
‘ ( ition, provided the Constitution extends 
1 | Which there will probably be 
Ss a ¢ int of the United State When the 
‘ t hieere he Government has th power to ’ 
Bu ‘ ef { the way freest from obj 1 
Cove! to cle the ply 1 property lt 
, other ‘ I condemn the stock, and if we sl | 
d top ‘ the power to condemn it, then the Govern 
ft the | dls es will become the sole stockholder of in 
rpol om ¢ qu rivate corporation, if you choose 
e that as a more apt expression; and according to the de 
ol | 0 { 1 « peo min which the Go himent 3 
hola hel tL corporation ind ubject to be 
‘ ~ othe corporation 
ir been decided repeatedly as to the State Bag 
Kent ‘ ‘ | it State \ ado dans Lock 
State bank, and when the bank was sued the State 
ed ¢ ( for it upom the round that it was a State 
he Supreme Court of the United States, in oa 
‘ cle ered b Justice Story, as TP remember, said 
her Stite e to ln Ine aw stoc¢kholder in a corpora 
| With the attributes of a stockholder; 
t] Gove! ‘ of the United States must be held to the 


l« \f Vvernment 
wie I doanywhere, and TE want to mn 
{ 1] h I do not d re to go into that question, that 
he ¢ ‘ ent ¢ e enter upon the policy of owning and 
1 | | nanny part of the world, it will not escape 
] ad. « hh HOW tronger than many Sen s think, for 
‘ | Ll operation imo th count Already thr 
( | i dy omaan of the le S tive tialls 
i witl ‘ vhieh emt to desprur ef any reliet 
hrougl overnmental ownership and operat 

ce Dronide e we ] e reached point in our development 
? } i tlre iy 1 rel ily Which on 
‘ «| ‘ Iv. I resady » surrende V 
tion ( et vite Tit TL have no interest in 
ty ‘ ! ind i] for no mrartte hich 
hie : iffer I bel t} \ lomo of the Amer 

‘ finned sv doe remied f only the publ el 
} ‘ to ( Uirire ( ve och or 

| ‘ to do their full duty on the ot 

\I TELLIER \ a nt, this is a Tlouse provision ] 
( id t { Iv, but in private Wi To was told 

Vel pro thi the Grove Liae { hould secure 
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provided bb 
‘ ena { ed to 
PIMER Tn e Tt of th idan a T move to 
‘ Li ale i lo il lu thie 
vor ( 1 the folle . word 
{ \ ( | ‘ 
‘ | { i ! dinent wt eed to 
TiMich re the me section, | eo3 ove to e 
il ‘ } lv I \ doatter 1 ra I 
< Crus hie hel Tis { i o lol il 
‘ ! | | S TOW rm ded by | 
il ( > thre ie lent \ ood ) 
VPIMER Aft the word | i | IS, To move 
( | | for { rshial « ( tern d { 
( ' 
dl it to tl end t ecd t 
naled wi isrecd to 
I l orted to the Set ‘ ! led i thy 
‘ ‘ ore ‘ to be « l | d the | to 
{ dt ; 
id ‘ hirad rhe Md | ed 
| ) s tol | “Al t divid | 
I) ¢ » two il lal ] \ 4 
| ‘ { ts of the State ¢ South ¢ 
| 1 ) {1 ‘ nod { ] l 
l 1 fe Libe We 1 dist! { 
] 
! m\l | t}) i] \ pt ml to 1 
, , 
to nel the Se { lead ( 
‘ ‘ ! \l ——_ ite ent 
) reo] | 
RIVER 1 GE IN LO IANA 
() Pek « hou l Lite et 1 {a ) 
‘ | (iit 3 loo) to nuel | 
Red I ‘ to t eC, | 
‘ three Ne ‘ i 4  ( | 
i ! » y ‘ si ‘ \ 
ly | ‘ | d 
i KI TP. 4 


\l \ 
) 
() 4 « { i 
! ( tur Ls | ‘ 
;> 1 \ 1 "4 I? y cna 1) ’ 
i 1? {rs UP ia i ( 1 \ ‘ 
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Mr 
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si 

\ 
4) 
t 


- I" © WAS No « 
10 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Mr. PAYNI Mr. ¢ 1 
esday, February 22, 1005, at 11 o'clock In. exp if this 1 It is 
of | Is : 
CONFIRMATIONS f ‘ ‘ s. Ite 
) tfion confirmed by the Ne) February 21,1 r oods Tted to tl { 
DEPUTY AUDITOR FOR NAVY DEPARTMENT ; 
~ a ae | lt 
J. Price, of Wisco to be |) ty Auditor for the ‘ ; ty ; 
i irt! Lit P ‘ | } 
\ { \ have ! to 
EXEMPTION OF HOSVITAL SHIPS ' ay ‘ . 
injunction of secrecy was. re ved February 2 105 pro r 
} uther ted Copy ol ‘ \ tion “| mL Loe } j lL we t « 
O04, by the plenipote ries of t | ted St S ] { 
other countric providing for the ex 1 of hos l WW 
nt » of war from the payment of all dues Yes 
for the benetit of the state. In 1 e thev 
as sa tea zs r ( t al 
| rey V} 
i vy 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 1 tl 
s ‘ ae ae v hh I will « 
Purspay, 2" C1, 19 
( \ il 
House met at 12 o’clock m ! l 
( i i Rey Ll wRY N. ¢ N 1? 1) I d t ] t t 
praye s] ] ] 
‘hal God r Tleay ly Father, one ore in the d te 1 eX 
of Thy | dence « th has entered « ( te Vi . Sy 
nd taken fre the floor of tl i e one who t to 1 
ds of n insidious dis C, | Sa useful j { ‘ | 
career, and who, | ] ‘ nature L thy ff f 4 
esence, drew those with whom he came 1 contact ¢ 
» hin Comfort, we beseech Tl his coll $ Ph es { wwe 
ds and these to whom 1] \\ ‘ 1 dearest, | ‘ \ 
1 hwo 1 pl e of the Gos l of Jesus Christ \ 1) | 
e Journal of the pi lings of yest y was read 1 
| 1 i | 
CONVENIENCE STATI SIN ! RICT ¢ 4 I CRUMPACKER \\ 
- . ' » \ 
SVIEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 4156) tf PAYNI , 
: 7 - ; } a I] ‘ 
ish t of publie ceonvenlience stat ns in the ID \ Cots ’ \f ; 1) 
l th llouse amendments thet cis ecd to | u 
o \I PAYNI I 
BABCOCK. I move that the House do further ins 
{s endment ind ee to the « ed by \ a: 
SPEAKER. The question is on t! tion of the gen vir. CRU MP ACK 
( 1 Wi t] t the Th do r ( ts LIN : 
\\ 4 ‘ 
i! 1 il ¢ ee ton co { ( ‘ ’ . 
tion VW ad t ] ) 
SPEAKER announced the folloy r ‘ on tl 
© Llouss Nr. Banco \I \ 1 NI c | ) i 
AM AND RESERV ON RIO ¢ , a 
SPEAKER Iaid befor e Ilo the | (H.R. 17989 ang 
to the construction of a d | ron the 
OV" le ) r tl {! { } 4 wy 
N Vex Lol l { Iw \ cru) LCK ] 1) 
| vi Purpose ol I . } | 
1 oO dos ed water lk: | ‘ PAYNI 
| Pex I the Repu Men | \ ‘ ‘ t| 
‘ 4 i} ‘ th ‘ t of « } , } 
I i i \ \ \\ an tnx 
f the Kh ubl of Mexico a I | d Stat I b \ 
with Ne te ( Prue ey 
enoate endments were read 
PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move t the I r Mr CRUMPACKER 1? 
‘ iW reed to Mr. PAYNE I 
mm ¢ Mr. P INS, a2 1 » reco d thr rel t! 
\ laid on the tabl ‘ 
PHILIPPINE TARIFI Mr. CRUMPACI . lt 
PAYNE Mr yt iker, Io ve that the Il a ‘ { ( 


OLLOn \\ 


I move as a further mark of 


of Lie deceiust 


sou 


CONGI 


d that the Senate do 


animously agreed to 


» 
L 


1} 


» the ¢ ! ! 
r the « leration of the bill (IL R 
end tl tarif® lay of the VPhilippir 
} reed to 
‘ lv, the llouse resolved itself t 
le Llous« n the state of the Un if 


bill ¥1 
i the ech 


PAYNE 


wf 
ae ding 


CLIATRA 
Ak 


R. ISO0G7, the Vhilippine t 


Mr. 
of tl 
TAN. 


Chairman, I asl 


\ 
i@ Dill be dispensed wit 


The gentleman fron 


ISS 


ESSION A 


respect to 
ow adjourn 


wd fat OB OC 
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I 
! t ‘ ‘ tl, » fr N ‘ 
} \ 
j tT tT , ’ t 
‘ i ' 
’ ‘ t { 1 
1 | ti) 
\\ 1m I to t I 
{ ( { { ra 
i Lleret 1 a ~ i 
e] Is l all the rice co Lin the 
{ \ i tl « rt 
ie . oe \ rs vil ¢ ( ly the « ) 
| ! { 1 \ hiave I { (erty { ‘ 
{ f ; ‘ m the ! ’ \ . 
1 1 ‘ | { \ { { { 
to he ) t fnddu | ) 
{ t t if vay the atten 1 of Y 
! ’ y 
7 e luct » of her }. N o r« V 
( { t \I ih 1) ied » thre have 
I lion of rice, ] t r § ( (nn) 
ed ' One « that fro t] | od 
et roe I Wop ‘ to I che better, 
\ whl bier Gui { Lufture than 
) tw lat tl hearin if the rice from 
4 ited to the Philip » Islands free 
‘ i \ ild 1 e ¢ y pou 1 of 
{ the U1 1 State for any ¢ it. 
{ ec 1 preference in rate rn 
bye ( ve did that ! es tl i. 
‘ w from S bh, and we did n \ { 
ty e any rice f{ n § d 
‘ ' 
! ; f ’ 
| | ( 
| 1 a 
{ SS ) 
‘ ed { l f 
1 l i 
i | ‘\ ti 
1 t ( f ‘ { ‘ * q 
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14 | 1 ial WW has 
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CONGRESSIONAL 


the sale of 


and to regulate 
the duty upon itt 
the mo portant 
Mr. ROBINSON of 
The CHAIRMAN, 
from Tndiana? 

Mr. PAYNE I yield for a question 

Vr. ROBINSON of Indiana May I 


it in the future. We have pla 
in the former Dill This, perhay 
item in the whole bill. 
Indiana Mr. Chairman 


Does the gentleman yiel 


ed 
ef Same as Ss 


is + is 


ask the g man if the 


gentle 


id to the gentleman | 


bill contains a provision providing for the exclusion of Chinese | 
in any way at all? 
Mr. PAYNE. Why, we did not report any such prohibition in 


the bill, of course, because now they are absolutely excluded 
trol ing into the country. There is no disposition anywhere, | 
»>faras | can ascertain, in any quarter to admit Chinese into | 


Innds. The Commission does not desire it, 


lippine I 


( ee on Insular Affairs do not desire it, Congress does not 
d e it, and | do not know that anybody is asking for if 
Certainly this bill has nothing to do with it, and there is no idea 
of] tting Chinese to be imported into the islands. 


HVPOCTCOCHK 
plum tr 


the 


Will 


ule is so injut 


eentleman permit inquiry ‘ 


and so objectionable, will the 


Ay 


iOUS 


( rinam of the committee explain why this bill itself does not 
de for the exclusion of opium from the Philippine Islands 


the present tin 


PAYNE. Well, the committee was guided a good deal by 








the | 


{ udgment of the Philippine Commission, who are upon the 
lL and the Secretary of War, who thought that the prohi 
1of it could not be brought about inside of the three years ; | 
{ t ought to be licensed for that time and its sale strictly 
ed, to be used only for medieal purposes during the three 
; Wo atterwards to be excluded from the islands 
Mr. PHPPCTICOCK. Is there any difficulty in excluding it at 
{ present try 
ir. PAYNE het dithieulty always in excluding it, be 
e opium is) the ¢ est thing in the world to smugel 
ere ho other article that can be smuggled so easily | 
Mr. THPPCHCOCK. Is there any more dithleulty in excluding 
the present time than there would be at the end of three 
when tl 11 le has become contirmed 
ir. PAYNI 1 do not know that there is 
@ rates on wood and lumber, although they are quite low 
have been slightly inereased for the sake of the revenue 
Che furniture schedule has been reduced 50 per cent on the 


mendation of the Comn The boot and shoe sched 


LSSION. 


in the finer qualities of boots and shoes—patent leathers | 
uch as. that have been slightly inereased. The other 
des have been lett where they were in the former bill, and 
{ rates are k 
1 might Ww that the rat in this bill all the wavy through 
Loy The aver e rate of duty on the dutinble goods 
] than 20 per cent, as we are informed by those who have 
“lL upon if. 
Che most important change otherwise is the change of 1] 
( on machinery. Machinery is) generally imported = frot 


the United States, especially agricultural machinery 


have reduced the duty to a nominal rate of 5 per cent ad 
rem, in order to encourage the introduction of miacl 1 
» the Vhilippine Islands, and still have as slight revel 
As h been said, the rate on manufactured tobaeco is. re 
( iM one] lt 
\ slight duty has been placed upon mineral waters It se 


t they have excellent mineral waters in- th 


l ids and also in Japan, and the Japanese have been taking 
possession of the trade. ITHere is a protective duty, although 
uo low duty, put upon mineral waters in order to protect the 
indu es of the mineral springs in the Philippine Islands. 

Then there is a section which provides that samples of 
i handise may be introduced without the payment of duty 
Phis is for the benefit of drummers and for the trade that 
( 1 1 abroad 

We have also extended the exemption of articles for house 


use introduced by immigrants, officers, missionaries, and 
oth coing to the Philippines, and enlarged it 
It ae that during the time of the so-called “ reign of Agu 
rievled in rder to save the jewels and sacred vestments in 
the churches from pillage, which were of great value, they 
were taken from the churches to some of the adjoining coun 
tris for fety When it was desired to reimport them into 
he Philippine Islands they found taat duty must be paid upon 
thre So there is a clause in the bill providing that these 
may be reimported into the islands free of duty They 
ri ‘wholly to the items used in the churches 
Porn e dues have been moditied ana lessened in the b ll. 


‘th 
re quest 


in 30 cents per net ton per annum ean be charged 
of the Commission and of the War Depart 
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nent, the bill elude eS st : 
the present tariff 1 of 1 | S 
L pro nh Similar t S 
for \ 3s ol ‘ 
the consular ce Vr! 
cause many item if the b I 
rate of aduty ist wl of s } 
goods come from the United St , 
and take b en not \ l La l 
of course, we have no co ! est | 
Islands 

Mr. BARTLETT \\V { \ 
I wish to inquire in what way t 
rics and manufactured fabries | ‘ 
compared with the present rate 

Mr. PAYNE Chere is very ] 

{ sel ! I tl k t] e 
inst for the 1 ‘ \ is 
cl a rth et tl if 
tion of the mxdS Phat sa ! \ 
tariff bill and has been preserved 
some respects Phat is the viel 


BARTLET I 
reciprocity bill 


Mr. PAYNE When w ! le t Cub I 
dot | w what thet n it 1 ( 
Mr. BARTLET I 1a t 
had in passing | ] lye } 
MI PAYNI No t] Llo \" | 
ll ! 1a L le to tl { { 
ae Is good ; | I \V ) t 1 ‘ 
Mr. BARTLWT! On y 1 
n relation to the ¢ mod ‘ 
Indn from New York ( 
presen iff is 


PAYNI If the gent 1 | { 
Mr. BARTLETT lL have not be 
Mr. PAYNE Il ean 1 | 


hand, but 1 v a little lat ai a 
Now, Mr Ch n. I do not ’ 
thre to Sry hy l is , 1 : 
ty has reserved the right to oft ama 
of the } ] l «do t | vow ‘ 5 3 
bivet Texas { f thy tozet! 
Mr. COOPER ot . 
bu and some sep ely 
Mr. CRUMPACKER \ ‘ = : P 
( man a tew aque I jhe pt 
» & CU l 1 ! ) 
tt port tax I y tob > 
S150 for a hundred kilo nel 
per hundred kilos 1 cert 1 of v ; ‘ 
dred k Lh no dis 
' { proy s t] 
i ‘ or thre ul \ f the ¢ 
MM PAYNE l ely ‘ j 
yl L great diff 
diff t Droy os 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Int , 
. the 1 will ‘ ly +) 4 ’ 
rire known 54 j } ‘ ' 
to wi! h savs t! { 1’ ( 
if the ft Th ‘ 
that the ex tAaX V ix 
t «lis ited t ] a 
the Co ssion asked that t é 
late the ton e® tnx | ‘ 
uy 1 t to 1 bs ‘ 
tax in the arel ( ) lw | { 
this wdule of NY . , 
M PAYNE We | e ° 
the Dill « e fre it ( 
Philippine I Is after 1 
it Thev took it here d went 
Mr. CRUMVPACKEI if t 
by necessary implication reps 
subvention law. Now, th 
Deee byte lI sent to the 1 1 
‘ 1 r ‘) EX 
duties, and if you hav 
Pros 1 it will be likew 
Mr. PAYNE lL will t ; 
such 2 provision Ih 4 
Mr. CRUMPACKER Xe 
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] reis ! i ‘ | o ( fo \ 
( to 1 | i } j Til ¢ } pA , 4 ( S} i 
{ ’ ] i , | 2 \ T ‘ ‘ 7 
Ir. ¢ n, tl f | ntally tr of t) tariff, lav ) i t ( 
] to our ! h <« ‘ Tt t \ i 1 


urring to the relat sof t} 1 ed St to i vas { ( ] 
Orient, I declare that they ' look to us for the pr ) ( | ! 
1 of their « nercial el ! I s the | t ) 
of country look to Congress for the protect 1 of ft ‘ 
y } toy t Now I we d 1 ( litio 1 
\ vy ] Vv « busil here 1 t] l du ‘ ] © f 
\ y do | ess in their « try barba \ i 
s : > a} > 1 } 4 { 
\ trl 1 car { the ] ‘ I 
( broad s he « 1 tike 1 were he ] na l . 3 I ‘ 
to « ol his ow al ly y perso! who I t 
I 
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C the & te had it ted | Philippine Islands forever and a day. At the time I charac- 
LR. Vea ea terized his utterance the most mournful one T ever heard in 
he f ( Not long ago, however, Secretary Taft, in testifying 


| eed to by the TH ( wefore the Ways and Means Committee on the Curtis bill, 





conte @ with the tated that it was his wish—I am not certain whether he un- 
{ Houses there L dertook to say that it was also the wish of the Republican party 
Mr. J i Mr. Cockri t-—that the Philippine Islands might "be permitted to set 
: { r themselves ; soon as th were Ineasurably qualified to 
On interrogation, he very frankly stated that he doubted 
much whetle the Filipinos could ever be educated into 
; ey a , a acl 2 { 1 elt \ ent which we enjoy, but he was 
: ; eee on the proposition that sooner or later they would be 
’ , urably fitted for self-government Ile stated that perhaps 
: { night be bevond the life of this generation, which is a 
, deal more hopeful than the Speaker's statement, but that 
CLARI Nir. ¢ | nid e to have about t enever That Cine ved he w ted them to have their iu 
Kinet dl L hail Secretary Taft as the prophet of a sanet 
l ) t that I 
While T w bi ) dam yet, utterly opposed to our un 
LATE MA ; ‘ \ nna dertaking to retain the Philippine Islands, vet as a practical 
\I ! proceed t lator To want to do for these people and for ourselves the 


fe best tl f that can be done under the difficult cireum 
which surround us The Curtis bill provides that the 


CLARY Mr. ( e there } ba ( hall be reduced from 75 per cent of the Dingley rates 
i] 1 ah cara rts froin the Philippines into the United States, at which 
‘ (¢ | hey now stand, to 2o per cent thereof. The minority of 
I | 1] y a ed { i committee Tiave prepared a separate bill in the nature of a 
\ ( i ite and red their report, in which they pro 
a ve 1] that the ris from the Philippine Islhinds, under the 
( ‘ , A save io | 4 bill, sliall core to this country free 
( o the I fed S ‘ | My good friend fron M ouri [Mr Cocrran] attacks this 
( ( ! 1 Phe Pavne om thi und of the opium trade. T wish to heaven that 
his.alnn ie’ 1 1 Phy ; use Of opium could be banished entirely from the human 
{ | ( It 1 { ye ea md this if there w Hever 
\ i i pul ( hi drop 0 { | JUOP Tike Or COMSUte I, « cpt 
| f ‘ ly ‘ on tl face of the earth hr we 
(| Lh ( (| | , t be 1 \ «'( I but I Wb ONDE ! Ho ©} on on 
Min. \ { nel ! ' vexed qa 4 bjects But people lave to | { 
| { this I a cil tndporne You can ot Liuit 
\ t of the I lippine Islands; that out of the 
\ t ‘ { ! Int t place, they need it somewhat » the co 
\\ iM ‘ CO ¢ | for medicine Tr thre cond place ‘ of the 
( } ( ay ( ubst es on the face of the earth to T on 
t { ) ‘ | ed St i of the | @ mon value you Can smu ( now small 
ii t! _ Vv of { 
J \ Mr. PA So | «4 tee thought that instend of Co sound ne 
| { Lene { i if opium out absolutely from the P DI t \ led Loe 
1 ‘ Phev lia \ tier way to lodge the regul { ‘ i trade, or thr 
‘ 1 thi dj | ite exclusion of it from t Ishi f deemed best, in 
hee ale ted to hemp will gradually be the hands of the local government of the Philippine 


| rar cultiy mound cde ted he CHAIRMAN, fhe time of the gentleinan from Missouri 


of the Way d Means ( Mro CLARA L unanimous consent that [may bave time 
{ {| i of hem 1 { { hel tded V rel I 
i | tg | | mio I CHIAIRMAN I} entleman from M url <I unianl 
{ { ‘ { ( ( ‘ at cousent that he have t e to conclude lis) renvirl ls 
t { t} { read on « ‘ { ob on 
‘ t « c itt wind hae no of ! 
| t of 27h I" M CLARK One otl question has 1 no osu ted here 
\ \I s y of War W i tl 1th { why th bill does not meddle with the (Chinese 
I | ‘ ed | \ quest 1 \ Cl i nad gontle Cl there is now for th 

lL tot t Mv judgement al bill and this committee to undertake to wrestle with the Chit e 
{ the Phil I muestion in the Philippine Ishinds, for the allsutlicient reason 
| Ly t in a ve ‘ efully considered Chinese-exclusion bill which 
M SULZAER Loa e with the gentleman in re lto Jude ) ed the last Congress the importation of Chine into the 
i'l ppine Isl | is nl thoroughly forbidden and as jeaiou ly 

M CLARIN Phe truth al { it hat irded { into the [ ed States itself 
if ( If oT dada Wily ong we retain the Philippines, 
GAINES of ‘i ‘ ‘ And ao moan of tine dl ! { ) ttiery hould be | iton an footing, with reference to tuxation, with 
Al (LAR IN Y« ! 1of highest character every \ \ the J t of our territorial p © ons; and they shouvld raise 
l y tl ly this bill, that either in sup ne tl their revenues for the performance of their locaé functions in the 
{ or vot for the bill itself a mended i \ \ nme way that local revenues are raised in the United 

f i. lilow x ta jot or tittle of tl ! Strat But the powers that be do not think that that is fe 
1! I live Iwity ( | | Lo { that mv | wledge of the ce | ( Piail rine 
1") C proj madi \ ‘ very 1 el nd therefore Tam persuaded, without abat 
{ { | now and for allt ‘ nv oO] i that Toh held, to be in favor of iting in 
l\ il it neral way the FL tions of Mr. Secretary Taft 

| I could. chietly f \ () word more As fiu tha pverad inne tendered by the 
| | tunately is 1 be vy of the comunittes re CONC I owe mply undertake, 
tha on hand or God A ‘ far as we 1 Without running counter to proy ns of 
l ) ) day about two \ I the treaty of Paris, to get our stuff into the Philippine Islands 
f the House [Mr. CANNO on better tert than other people can, and for that reason we 
\ Lo hrole red 4 trving to fight ou have contined the most of our amendments to things most largely 
| the exu nee of his imagit 0 produced in the United States, and produced to the least extent 


lt | ! lism, d red that we would hold t i the foreign countries, and that is about all the difference, ex 








1905. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HO 


poo 
4 
ee 
, 
. 
e 
yy 
__ 


oa 
‘_—_ 
— 


> 








the 1 t U <4 {f Congress |L d t kno | : j S : : 
I lL the House Senate are very bi But I y hi | ‘ s ed } 
to e all Men that have come in I began to : sing this Hous : 
t! his bill in no y treats of rferes with the t I ae ( ! 
t el on products of the PI py Islands eco! ie o;t \ | 
t 1s os. i ed ‘ 
MM DRISCOLL The gentl 1 has s ed that this bill e 1 L é 
did ( tobacco and sug erests 1 would like to I »t : res 
f it fects the interests of the manufacturers of agri Moly prevention of the s to A 
‘ iral implements—whether the schedules are the same? merce through r ¢ ! yes: 1 
Mr. PAYNE. It reduces it some that no pretense of oting IP 
Mer. DRISCOLI llow much? tO the matter i La 
PAYNE. Well, it was 20 cents, I t! or about that. \ 3 . t 
\I CLARK. It does not affect that interest u | opi e oO 
SULZER I would like to ask if Secret: ) { \ 
‘ ‘ as \ 
the provisions of this bill now before t " 
\ CLARK. Sec ry Taft | y apt bill our 
’ , } T ’ i 7 
the Llouse Iv 1 lerst i of the | { bill | 
t we were furnished pre red rere under the t { ' 
ree . t Vv Taft The ce s of it { A 
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( ] 5s Wé ( { CActly wl { 1 ( { to l Ve ‘ 7 
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CONGRESS 


moral community would inyoke the horrors of 
ir. GAINI of Tennessee. Now, just a word. Opium has 
ted to the Philippine I nds time out of mind, and 
! I y trying to call to the attention of my 
end fre M ( i that the Filipino is by nature so 
| t ral that although they have been 
{ | t t eof the Japanese and Chinese for thousands 
( e not been corrupted. I say as much be 
4 ed to have that much said in their behalf. 
! e are ing to leave this opium matter to 
the 1 1 Comm ion, I think possibly it 
‘ ‘ I | ‘ the greatest confidence in Governor 
1 t tie ‘to have everything right about him 
tl | t Whether the opium comes there or 
' lad ‘ { lL ever corrupt the Filipinos, because 
{ | | ‘ od | t 
( AIRMAN Che pro forma a ndinent will be consid 
( end follow 
} ral } 
' ! ' 
{ 
iti LOT \I ( i! I offer tl follo 
hy 1 « mge 16 of pra ph 
| ( LTR MAN I} ( will re rt the amendment 
} ( | 
1 I ! 
| | 1 f 
{1't4 COC. \] Co 1 f it | rervdole ith ) 
{ | { { rhicle re | od ‘ to ‘ 
{ { ‘ ‘ l if ‘ } ill 
| ! of ! ‘ epee 1 
' 17 ied ‘ vl | ol j | 
{ts | Ve il t 1 the 7 
} ! i 
| | iw { , 
I: { House d to t 
1 { ‘ Lert | I} ‘ { I 
! le ial ‘ ! ‘ ee 
i 1 ¢ ! yf ‘ , if 1’ 
| | lto. thr ‘ bo Vil 1 j 
| ‘ | ( eat Brit lhe } 
1 | ( to ! 1! 
I ‘ { ! f le 
‘ | ‘ ( ol | ’ ! { ; 
fi |’ t In ! | 
\ ! { ‘ | nN ! lel vdert ‘ 
1 | ‘ ( I 
‘ I for th doand , 
| ‘ ( pray ol t ' 
‘ ' BiT ) 
\I ‘ t ry dut \ 
il ¢ { L @ver I pil 2 Xe ‘ 
‘ od {| | We 
| 1 « | ‘ ‘ ‘ 
CLAS I ‘ ‘ frie ‘~ NY, 
CUEATIRE MEAN 1 { { Ni \{ 
| tle itl \| Mir 
| ( W'OCh Ve 
\ ( ATi Vie ! not reat \ 
} ‘ ' 41 ‘ ‘ 
‘ { | rite | ae | ty . 
MPVrachHicgo {! \I ( 1 if 
lel « L bresrre or atl 
tnd | roin mod 
l hot th eof « 
| etit Opium ‘ 
! bravncdic nd minds of tl 
\ Ij Os te enoof our own t 
tt hh it ‘ 
| il I It peculinrls 
i ‘ the vice of the O1 tal ' 
he | 1 State vited, beeat ( 
1 il al ( \ thre expense Of poy 
é | ppine Island to authorize and encour 
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| age the importation of this vicious drug. 


FEBRUARY 21, 





I say, Mr. Chairman, 
that this Congress should take a position against such an out- 
rage on humanity and should put opium upon the prohibitive 
list. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the use of opium has de- 
ereased in the Philippine Islands from a million pounds in 1901 
to 600,000 pounds in the last fiscal year under the provisions 


of law already in force. Now, there are in the Philippine 
Islands somewhere near 100,000 Chinese, and all of these 
Chinamen own a shop. They run the mereantile business, and 
they have run the Philippine women and the Philippine men 
out of business. ‘They get a little shanty near a Filipino, and 
the first thing the Filipino knows his trade is gone. The China- 


lian, Who is a natural trader, gets the business and the Filipino 


oes out of the business. We all know their propensity for 


opium. They will have it if they can get it. This Commission 
if the gentleman will excuse me, know these Chinamen, know 
these circumstances, know what they have to deal with, and 
they have gone over this question and have given it a great 
deal of patient investigation. A very able report has been 





made by them, and they wish the matter left in their own 

hands for the next three vears in order that they may deal with 

it. The provisions they propose in this bill will be found on 
| ~40. It follows : 

SOL 0) 1: (a) Crude, N. W., kilo, $4; (b) the same manufac 

t pel wed for mokit or other purposes, N. W., kilo, $5: 

/ ded, hou er, That the Philippine Commission or any subsequen 

| ne le ( ! lL have the power to enact legislation to pro 

te the importation or sale of opium, or to limit or re 

Ci ny ition and e, or adopt such other measures as may 

ed for the 1 re ion of the evils resulting from the sale and 

We give the whole power to the Philippine Commission to 

( l with this question. Of course we put a duty on it. We 

ui a duty on opium coming to the United States. We have 

“ily done that, we probably always will do that, and we put 

duty on the opium coming to these islands, and we give the 

( m power to stop this thing when they can. They are 


on the ground am willing 


st and 


to trust to their judg 


and I 
SS { liw now, or a fast 


rather than to pass a fa 


loose 


hich will prohibit the sale from now on of opium in the 
\ HIrCHCOocCIKX. Mr. Chairman, T will say in reply, if I 
be indulged, that the gentleman’s argument does not ap 
{ ( he contended that after several years of in- 
lutcence in tl vice the use of opium will be more easily regu 
lor ’ hed than at the present time? Can it be con- 
{| LOO ese now in the Philippine Islands 
the « ‘ who iW this vast quantity of opium 
ho \ r vielded to the governinent a revenue of $1,000 
( Wis | ‘ n from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
din his opening statement that the opium evil was grow- 
the VP ppine Istinds. Tle admitted that even under 
, 1oall its benighted laws, the importation of 
}ot ted. Now, the United States, an enlightened 
' ‘ that Spanish Government, and presumably 
e the Filipino a better civilization, have 
\ ed to vy femptations. We are now deliberately 
for tl piltry revenue we derive from it, the im 
noof tl opium, the curse and blight of the oriental, 

Mr. ¢ bal It ! ittee report on this bill itself admits 
end of { ‘ » the island It admits the evil which 
ta beri low can any mann y sibly maintain that this 
‘ | vd t oO l Vice if permitted to grow can be prohibited 
ore eff ly three years from now Now is the time to 
the how t| me to check its growth, before the 
} ot okit nd opium eating becomes fixed with 
| ss, Who Ol ‘ ring upon it at the present 
Phe CLEATRAMAN rl question is on the adoption of the 

endment off by the gentleman from Nebraska. 
Phe questio vas t 1; and the Chairman announced that 

‘ ito hay it 

HP PCrlreocts Il would like to have a division, Mr. 


om ol: nad there were ayes ok TOE {") 
M HVrCriecoch L call atte m to the fact and raise the 
of no qu win 
The CILATRMAN Phe rentleman raises the point of no 
UE The Chair will count {After counting.| One hun 
fred and t present i quorum; the noes have it, and the 
Tray ‘ eleet dd 
phe Cle read 3 follow 
!, hou ’ That the Philippine Commission or any subse 


I ppine legislature shall bave the power to enact legislation 
) itely the Importation or sale of opium, or to limit or 
restrict its importation and sale, or adopt such other measures as way 
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be required for the ippression of the evils resulting from the sale and The CHAIRMAN Did the Cl r unde tand 


a man from N { ( I hil WISile { I ity fis ad 
Mr. SMITIL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following Mr. WEBL. 8S vy to add, after the rds ‘1 ed Stra 
amendment the words “or S} ! So us to co Vow the treaty of P ; 
Che Clerk read as follows: The CHAIRMAN he Clerk will rey 5 
Add, at end of ne 24, page 43 finally suggested 
I Ss nes st ‘ } 1 with a y vy f t! ' 
( f ven { t t S d dit } f | e Cle re | 
x t di s | in ‘ t lig At f 
( i v { I ex es f administrat nh of any leg i l x ! f e 
i ! I the tratt in said drug.’ I ed S ‘ r Ss 


Mr. SMITIL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that Mr. WEBB. M1 

this amendment ne that amendment. It is the treaty of 1 | 
Mr. PAYNE. I do not see any objection to that amendment. | Keep Llouse | ner , ‘ 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. sunle of Ameriean cot n the P 





rhe Clerk read as follows: dranee. « patina Ag 

11 Raw tton, with or without seed, and cotton w: N. W.,) low price to-day It t S I 
( K ; ol a WW \\ In ¢ 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 1 f ; ; 
on page 52, lines 9 and 10, which read, “raw cotton, with or ay : { 1] 


without seed, and cotton waste N. W., 100 kilos, 50 cents.” 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out lines 9 and 10, “Raw cotton, with or without seed, and | pow Jevistat io aes \\ on 4 ; 
nwa N. W., 100 kilos, 50 cents eae s 
Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention | yy, ¢ 
. ' t it 
of the committee to the fact that this paragraph « t tax | 4g, now. | I F , 1] 
uyn e of the greatest agricultural py ducts of this co tI"\ , i 
We are seel ng the “open door ” How n China and elsew here \ 
for cotton and the products of cotton, and it is not fair to tl 
ltural interests of this country that a tax should be levied 1 . , 
. : - ‘ i i ‘ 
upon a product of this character, and that by law we should 
. - - . ‘ ‘ 
criminate in favor of other countries and against our « 


country That tax ought to be removed from this bill 


ited. we ula 
\I PAYNE Mr. Chairman, this tax leaves cotton to le .e : 
; rl ( exported I { _ 

ed from this country and Egypt on equal terms It , . 
ss than a quarter of a cent a pound. This amount will ! 
\ for the purpose of getting a little revenue out of it, and it \ 

ot hurt the industries of the I ted States , = . 
Mr. COOPER of Texas. I do not cleat ul d 


1? AS os 4 ‘ I } tly 
| { one \ 3 ] t into the islands f 1 Sp » | 7 ; 
t rted 8 Phe CHALRMA 
} i! { Wis S ething | eC SSO OOO Ww ( 
t te » thre ppines Does | E : . 
| t I t! \\ 
t that a tax ought to be I d on the cotton ex] ed f ‘ 
{ mb SS ‘ 7 
\ , ’ } ‘ ( S } I t 3 
1} PAYNE I 2 ( t on \] COOPER ] ‘ 4 
e footing : ( ‘ i fi ‘ at ( $ It 
‘ Cs a le CVE and does m ] { tl S \I WI ! ‘ ( 
I COOPER X I I will end my ! il 
| exe of the « n exported fro the | lop > ~ 
, ‘ ’ ] + } + } i 
\I PAYNI No\ r( thie en ‘ in t 
{ ! her questio It st vrive ny ‘ ‘ ; 
1 Lnited ¢ ( over othe col ( \ VV ) | ‘ cal 1 i] ON . 
ty of | up to January, 1909, we are pelled to x 
l © 10 SS l d to ( ( { i hie | ‘ LAT] % , 
\ g { On ton il | ’ t! 1 thre ‘ I ‘ 
‘ l i i 1 give f e { the | ed oS S ma 1 
to S t t would re t reat « ‘ 
S 
‘ re ‘ ( Col \ lL find fay \ 1 our ] 
KN 
But I ll. we are ‘ this upon tl 1) LTRAN 
("| | i 
] 1 req ¢ them to buy thr ds f US, | ‘ 
“ ‘ } t ¢ Init ‘ W ‘ 1 iis «¢ as Pay ; 
from the Vhilippines to the United States there is very 


nl ie : The CIIATRMAN 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas modify ; 

Mr. COOPER of Tex I offer to amend my amendment so oo oo 

as to meet the suggestion of the gentleman fr i New Yor | . 
t 


the gentleman from North Carolina has an amendmen 


; ' . cas - > | } ( 
{ item. ane ask that > amendme! e ren ; 
7 ea ‘1  aatiiaeiies iki — Mr. BENTON. W 
Phe CHAIRMAN, ‘I eg ‘ 1 from rth ¢ A 4 Phe CHATRMAN ( 
fer an amendment, w ch the Clerk will report. ; 
I Phe ¢ g 
Che Clerk 1 al 1« Ws 
E 7 y 
At the end of 10 ; 
? I ‘ ' 7 


- n,”’ so as to meet the objection of the distinguished el CLLATRAMAN 
man of the Ways and Means Committee [| Mr. PAYN fare. ai 

The CILATRMAN Does the Chair understand that the ger rhe ¢ 
{ in from Texas | Mr. Coorer] withdraws his amendment at 

Mr. COOPER of Tex Iw It y mv nmendment. | ‘ 
I prefer the amendinent offered by the gent un from North Mr. WEBB I 
Carolina [| Mr. Webs]. | to comply with t 
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Phe e} thie 
( | f 
ted t! l d 
| that nendi t might | 
] 1 on the ICCEOE 
| ( try the 1 ited State 
{ | i t is the manufacture 
i be do by ¢ , that is pr 
I ! \ eture and in all ports of th 
\ it OO ‘ eent « t ( » 1 ed in the United 
CX] | eo iould bet factured her i 
{ ( ‘ 11 would stop if it were not 
‘ { ‘ ufactu 1! iv cotton but 
{] f turning our foreign market 
rse1ye co no manufactures, al 
| lucts that \ ourselves mau 
‘ ‘ lent on the « ‘ 
i { ' 1 tl courser I 
| ) | { duties on ce n and cot 
\ Stat to the Philippine Islar 
‘ | ( ! I) 1 ‘ 3 of do 
of \¢ met f i« i! { 
l iit il oom I Case thre 
‘ ‘ 
I re { f the fact that a 
i Th PVC Lures pre { y 
{tn 1 ture! ind for t f 
it ton turers all ‘ the United 
| 1 here | 1the Vy nt, 1 | 
do 1 y to open 1 i ports te 
l Cot i ij | Ise ie Not 
{ 1 Sa ec } 
t| ule ho overp luctie of cott 
) 1 i of ) mle I 
rt \ rst { Pro] } 
| | il underce | 
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{ f l IS ¢ ( 
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build up a great market for our there. If you 
do thiit, l if we n cure 1 markets, the 
m Industries in tl country like the green 
tr IAp! ’ 


Mr. PAYNE yw recognized 

Mr. GOLDEPOGLIX. Mr. Chairman, I was about to suggest to 
the gentleman who has just taken his seat 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understood that the gentleman 

n New York rose to ask a question and speak in the time of 
the gentleman from North Carolina, but the time of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina has expired. 
Ir, GOLDPOGLE. IL move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] Was recognized 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this is a similar amendment to 


the one which the committee has just voted down. I do not 


firey 


to take the time of the committee in discussing it, for I 
nt to get through with this bill. Of course the gentleman 
\ 


ten 
1 North Carolina is interested in this matter, and it is nat 





l that h Interest should Ik 1 him to offer this amendment. 
but if t ; l dment vl 1 to and gets into the bill, it 
Will make it a one sided bill. There are other items here that 
\ have p to which an amendment would be just as 
prop t} iph to which this amendment is ered by 

en North Carolina. It makes it a one-sided 

l, and d urbs the whole relations between the United States 


i the Phil ppime Islunds, and therefore I hope that the amend- 
be voted down. 
Mr. WiuibB. T want to suggest to the gentleman that he says 
hat Lam speaking from self-interest; but does not the gentle- 
think that if the amendment is adopted that I have offered, 


t will also help the interests in Fall River, Ma 


M PAYNE lL dont know whether it will or not. The 
des of manufactured cotton are mostly in the South, 
1 1 do not t t would particularly interest or help Fall 
( N but, even if it should, it doc ‘tC mal iy « 
it « ild not 1 ought not to go into this b \ l 
) 
CILAIRMAN Phe que l 7 On ALrCe r tO tlre id 
1 | | { in from North Care 
| \\ Lol iL ¢ , Cok i y MM 
\I Will Lé ‘ 
\ Ore | id the Ch upp } il S | Mi 
i i NN1 \\ 
{ ! , 4 1 
e Col 1 i ind the t report \ 
bien ’ 
‘ if I ted. 
| cs 4 4 i 
i ! ’ 
\ ‘ , 
‘ \ 
f ) 


a , 
{ 1) 1 f ad ' i | > 
t 
Mr. COOVER ¢ lex | Gi 1 1 se 
1 , } lt ‘ , hi » i ¢ if i \ 
tin | thereof { free of d 
| CIITA LAN 1} ( c i report tl t 
he ¢ ! ! 1 
! i 
( \ f dut 
\Ty COOP > | Nir q') ¢ \ { 
i ( \ i cl ( 
Lin that y L ( he free list. IT do not 
‘ l tt { » 1] \I 
! tand that it al ma ery | 
} y for ] l » | ie] | it! l 
1 of ' ‘ 
1°\ j i I {} t ec } 
tho TT l ‘ \ ! \ 
‘ I ( | ey 1 I | 
i ‘ { i 
het] l \Vé \ a 1 
‘ ind | | 
| CILATLR MAN Line ‘ ‘ 
‘ 1 by \ | \ 
(pe ‘ ( 
i | Ve ! ‘ 
it I ‘ 
e | el l 4 
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Mr. COOPER of Texas Mr. Chairman, on page 93, line 22, Mr. PUJO Mr. Chait I ! 


on I A , 
paragraph 246, 1 offer the following amendment amendment offered by the Mir. ¢ 
fhe CHAIRMAN rhe gentleman from ‘Texas offers an} which see s; to be founded i 
ndment, which the Clerk will report. judgment, and should be 
The ¢ c rend as 1 lows It the ty ot \\ \ ( | 
trik the words “1 ent ad \ j | looked into t lustry . 
ir ew i l ‘ dl ve s 
Mr. COOPER of Texas Mr. Chairman, this applies to t BeCeSS t ; ; 
TiN posed on locomotives, including tenders and traction and ; ; ~ 4 : 
portable engines ent tariff tax on rice mit : 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the duty is a very small on a o resus ma 
nd is for revenue purposes. Let us have a vote S engaged re 
Phe CILAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered Mr. Cl it . n, whe Lor mi : . Y p 
by the gentleman from Texas eran Prsiiieh mas mie — rted . es 
Phe question was taken; and the amendment was rejected ee ai em : ; 
rhe Clerk read as follows pits eee ; 
oon 1 d « ep ' ; 
ved in N. W LOO } : . 
COOPER of Texas Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an | , 1] 
dment here; and in order to expedite the consideration : ‘ | I 
t bill, T shall offer three amendments at once, with the con 
of the gentleman from New York ' 
\l PAYNE Mr. Chairman, T have no objection to tl 
\I COOPER of Texas Mr. Chairman, on page 79, pat i] \ 
ph 270, a tax is placed upon hams, bacon, and other 1 
Se y})e LOO | ’ l I yt to t] out thie we ds LOO “ " 
» i es oO and 1 Ha imsert n lieu thereof tl 
‘ il froe of aduty i ~ 
4) OS il { ec ¢ S22. 100) kilos In e ft S 
© ¢ the words “ 100 los, $2,” In es 1 and 2, ] US 
| i lieu thereof the word free of duty 
On e OS, paragraph 272, in lines 3 and 4, 1 move to strike 
vord LOO Kil S 1.60 nd insert in lieu thereof tl 
1ree luty 
\I Chait tli ption of this amendment would pn 
] pre il ( d I | vell Ss Ve tills 
n tl { © list tl would ine de cottonu-seed « nal i 
thin t all ou to go on the free |] 
\I PATNI Mir. Chai Ket duty sed in paragrapl \ 
270 of SS per LAO) kil L little over a cent a pound on h 
L othe { I raph 271 the duty is $2 on 100 1 
( lard Mhiaat i little less than a cent a pound In vege 
ble lard and all other imitations of lard, including cotto 
de oil, the duty is $1.60 per 100 kilos. That is just about 
ree-quarters of a cent a pound Now, this is a revenue d 
purely, and PT hope that the amendments will be voted dow1 
Phe CEEATR MAN Does the Chair understand that. the 
tleman trot Lex requires a separate vote on each of these 
\l COOPER of Tex ()) I make 1 tl 
t il time dl k that they be co dered one 
the CHAIRMAN Without objection, then, the q 
thi enn ffered by the gentler 3 
\ 1 \ tire vied the I adinent We ‘ 
Vl Cle l follow 
‘ l \I 1 1 | ( \\ 1oO0 
Gi. W I flour, G. W | 
\i (0) it Pern MM eo ] ( 
\I PAYNI I st t the x ‘ nh wait unt he ¢ ( 
he wi | sip dd then th I ! 
| { 
| COOPER of ‘Pex llow is that it 
\l PAYNI Suppose vou low tl ‘ l the 
( ! | | nal then el L hiave l ‘ ( 
‘ { t ~ ~ 
\ COOPER of Tex I live 0 tt hat ( 
| ( end follow 
( ! 1 ) | } 1 1 \" 
‘ ‘ \\ \l 
‘ \ ’ S| 
J 1 Livy 1 .. 4 \\ 1 } 
( \\ l ) s ( \V A 
i i ‘ ' 
fo 1 
i 
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Am¢ in rice ¢ yer, he is called upon to meet another im- 
} ng 1 i lune Phis bill jud le iD the vote of the com- 
e upon several a lments offered, will in a short while 

| ‘ 1 ae rhen 4 is no doubt but what is 
: tl CN | ’ will be considered and f bly 

I ted by the committer Che Curtis bill abolishes the duty 
I} port products of the Philippine Archipe ) OX 

igar and tobacco, the duty upon which is reduced to 25 

cent of that fixed by the Dingley bill Should the Curtis 

be adopted the leg itive an tly will be presented to the 


farm, tl 


ige American of seeing 


i aln Ss 
mine, and the factory 


¢ 


taxed 


when 


he 


every article produced by 


wants 


to 


ell it to his fellow-citizens of the Philippine Islands and of per- 
tting them to sell all of their products, save the exceptions 


the United States : 


ibsolutely ft 


"¢ 


vay 


if any 


duty 


ver Paraphrasing King Agrippa, one is tempted to ex- 
laim, ** Verily thou almost persuadest me to become a Filipino.” 
S e the introduction of this bill I have been in corre ! 


ence with Dr. S. A 


nh authority upon 


Knapp, 


rice cull 


perhaps the greatest 


Ire in 


he United 


] 


HivVing 


\ 


’ 


1 


States and other 


countries, who lives in Lake Charles, my home town, and for 
‘ formation and knowledge of this subject I have the 

hest respect. I take the liberty of quoting from letter re- 

tly received from him as to the conditions that the American 

l mwwer wil! be co! Hed to meet should the Curtis bill 


; but in t 
» the law \ l 
Phi pines « 1 ¢ 
| n would « { 
rly point out t { 
1 he they « ! 
‘ t rate of : 
ae ] ine I 
I > tir i} +) 
1 ry 7 | 1 
of t l :& t 
Mr. Chait Se ee l 1 | lded 1 new maxim of po 
1 f {] 1 ik ve rant that « vy Ame ean citi 
esp if creed, color, race, religion, or previous « 
of rvitude, shall not only be entitled to a square deal, 
that 1 hall have it. I therefore respectfully submit that 
ean rice rowers in the States of Louisiana, ‘Texas, 
Nort d h 4 »] i re not 1 Vi i} ) 
1 ke tive 1 hts under this 1 Vv dispensat | ’ 
of their I, Inbor l industry has been dise1 l 
{ vor of others living in different sections of this 
nd in addition to this injustice th will be « elled 
‘ ret ith the more-favored resident of the are ( ’ 
\ | yon hay the right of a fre ket in t | eu 
| | it of the gentle from ‘Tes ou to be 
“«l {Loud applause. ] 
AY PAYNI Mr. Chairman, tl 1 ly al vwosition t 
» 1) |’ I ] nil 1 ( } i| | { ty 
lL doll ‘ iue, Which t last ir, because it 
ve no di { } favor of Al but puts u 
©] hh l ( ne 1 s he ] 
{ ity on | I { 1] 1) ls 
fin ta] 1, 50 cents f \ k 
trifle ove! ( 1 cent a pound. The duty 
e coming to the United States is 2 cents a poun \ 
tit { During 1900 there was imported from the 
: { 3 e Islands about $3,000 worth of 
The next yvear there was something over $2,000 orth: 
» fad Vv ig ' I » 1 was | 1 n 
United Stat nto tl Philippine Islands, although the pro 
! of the United Stat has increased wonderfully and al 
the im] 1 of to the Philippine 1 
l to 1 vil ( C1", wiiwy) It } ly ’ i 
! y tl . rof , which tl need 
( not 1 oe 1 yor | than that 
Mr. PUJO Will the 1 yield for ‘ { 
Mr. PAYNE. Ce nly 
\I PuUJIO ; ( { { ( ad 1] 


Payne bill, In a 
hall be 75 { 

| 

ig 

‘ 

t 
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1 
i | ith, I Pate Mr. Samvuent W. Saurrit with Mr. Scarsorouci. 
\ a Si N ( Mr. Prearre with Mr. Foster of Illinois, 
d eng. Tex Wallac ; Mr. Lortmer with Mr. McANbrews. 
in, Mass Webb Mr. Sperry with Mr. Sitererarp. 
! ! t i eng at Mir. Davipson with Mr. RaNspenr of Louisiana, 
: . | Mr. Garpner of Michigan with Mr. Tayror. 
1 | ci peek Mr. Parmer with Mr. Surrit of Kentucky. 
| ( W. Va I ti r tt lor this day 
, ' MeCarthy Smith, lowa } Mr. Prince with Mr. Grivririt. 
| ‘ ) MEd ' l’a Ss h, Wi. Alden 
‘ rel W N. ¥ Mr. lune with Mr. VANbIVER 
(3 MeM in th, Da | Mr. INNOWLAND with Mr. Benn of California. 
ae ~ - eee ' Mr. Frencut with Mr. Bown 
iH ara whnl S wn tr. Foss with Mr. Suoser 
! Martin ; ding | Mr. McCreary of Minnesota with Mr. Ricuarpson of Ala- 
\ 1 en Milles Stafford ty : 
1 M Ste n | 
( I ( Mot Su HN } Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Hin. of Mississippi. 
1 ‘ M ! ra Mr. Warson with Mr. Garber 
; ; ~ re aoe -_ Mr. Wacrirer with Mr. 'Parrors 
1 J M | Volstead Mr. ApAMS of Pennsvivania with Mr. BReazeaLe, 
; pyunt Need i Warner | Mr. Brapiey with Mr. Crowne, 
eae i ' ora 3 Mr. Kercenam with Mr. Snook. 
I I (>) Wi n, | ; | Mr. CONNER with Mr. Puso 
! ! f ‘) \\ | | Mr. Crovern with Mr. GAINES of Tennessee 
ba , ! | Ir. Wapsworri with Mr. WinntamMs of Mississippi. 
I; | Young | Mr. Browntow with Mr. Preresr of Tennessee, 
red I = Mr. Kyte with Mr. Livernasi 
| Mir. Morgan with Mr. Banger. 
ANSWERED “Pr or "1 } Mr. Heaenway with Mr. Benron. 
: , Ay | ‘ } Mr. ALEXANDER With Mr. BANKITEAD 
1 1’ \ | Vir, Bancock with Mr. De ArMOoN». 
M M | Ir, Aci NwWith Mr. Baker 
OT VOTING —TV Mr. ApaAMs of Wisconsin with Mr Bowers. 
l Minn I 1, | K fson, La | Mr. Bares with Mr. Benny. 
+ ' + NJ . ro diver with Mr. DiInsarorti 
\ 1 Ww. \ \ Mr. Barrouotpr with Mr. BrRuNnpipGe. 
1 " Wash, Sheppard Nir. Bairpsann with Mr. Canpwenn. 
e md : ‘ MM BONYNGE With Mr. Crori 
i> { | : \I Brooks with Mr. Burnier of Missouri 
1) Ki ly Mr. Brown of Pennsylvania with Mr. DAvey of Louisiana, 
“ : . : Nr. BuckMAN With Mr. Davis of Florida, 
I ip Mr. Burterai with Mr. Denny 
+ Smith, TI Mr. Campnenn with Mr. Dougierry, 
, : 1 San pd LW. Mr. Castor with Mr. renp. 
i I ! M Snook Mr. DANtEL with Mr. Firzparrick, 
7 : aber mm Mr. CONNELL with Mr. hoop. 
; Shanice Mr. Darracaiu with Mr. GARNER. 
| I | Sterling Mr. Douagnas with Mr. GLaAss. 
} ! ! Stevens, Minn Mr. Dwiaur with Mr. TPAMLIN. 
, ; h iwiknke x Mr. KorpNney with Mr. PPARRISON, 
\ ‘ 1 | Vaylor Mr. Fowner with Mr. Ilay. 
‘ Mie Poti Mt ts, lowa Mr. Fun.er with Mr. Henry of Texas. 
G ieee rime Mr. GakDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. Houston. 
| ’ ‘ Mi Underwood Mir. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. Tlork ins, 
! N ‘ MeDert Vandiver Mr. GQuinerr of California with Mr. Jami 
‘ ‘ ; “ ets Mr. Greene with Mr. Hludiutes of New Jersey. 
‘ i Mayt { Vreeland ! Mr. KenNEDY with Mr. McDrerMorr. 
( ; 1 n M Wachter Mr. Loup with Mr. Lecare. 
, s rn emoands: Aba ce ila Mr. Lirrieevikny with Mr. Livingston, 
‘ iI 1" 1, Pent Watson Mr. lluMeuney of Washington with Mr. LInpsay. 
‘ | VI I 1” \\ Mr. lure with Mr. Lewis 
: + ' Te ia were Mr. llonmipay with Mr. LAMAR of Missouri. 
‘ Hild t Wiley, Ala Mr. Liinpenranr with Mr. KWLINr, 
1 i M Han: | \ M Mr. Hlersnurn with Mr. UNbeRwoo. 
+ | + ln : ie. oa \ Mr. Lovertna with Mr. Parrerson of ‘Tennessee, 
1) 1 I \ i Mr. Lonaworrit with Mr. MaAppox 
1) I II i Ki | Mr. KinkAtD with Mr. Rep 
t on to re { with rue \ I ted. | Mr. Nevin with Mr. Ron. ' 
Phe Clerk announced the following pairs: ] Mr. McCann with Mr. Ronerrson of Louisiana. 
the Mr. Powers of Maine with Mr. Rucker 
Ir. WANGER \ 1 Mr. ADA) : Mr. Ropennerna with Mr. SLAYDEN, 
Nir. Parr : th Mr. DICKERMAN, Mr. Sinney with Mr. SpARKMAN, 


- 


} 
Mr. Stemp with Mr. STANLEY. 
Mr. Smurit of Illinois with Mr. TRIMBLE. 
Mr. Tomas of lowa with Mr. Wapbr. 
V1 Dora Mes 1 M SHULL Mr. Srevens of Minnesota with Mr. VAN Duzer. 
\ Phursd hext Mr. Thomas of Ohio with Mr. Weiss 
| rR 1 1 Mr. Vrreentanp with Mr. Winery of Alabama, 
Mr. Weems with Mr. WyNN 
Mr. Iluagues of West Virginia with Mr. Giioert. 
Cooren of Pennsylvania with Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Mr. Brick with Mr. Cockran of New York 


| f her notice Che result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. Mansi with Mr. Surnivan of New York The SPEAKER. ‘Phe question is on the passage of the bill 
\I VAN Vooruis with Mr. CAassinqginaM The question was taken; and the bill was passed. 
I} HAM With Mr. RicirArpson of Tennessee | On motion of Mr. PAYNr, a motion to reconsider the list vote , 
M . with Mr. Wa ON of New York. i was laid on the table 
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Ds CONGRESSIONAL 
REPORT ON ARM APPR \ N I 
Ht Ll Mr. Spe er, | ‘ ta ce el l 
mm the (li. R. 174 } k | . 
‘ \ for 1 \ ‘ ZS « 
r I ’ a | l I 
MAKER phe report is SY l be | 
Al 
I \ ; A 
Ah Te NI ~ l ‘ i ere e report « 
it ( » re rt r the eh i ¢ 1] ». 4 
s I ine ¢ urt of ¢ s, with th ile ‘ lo | 
MAKER. The req ind itement will be ] { 
RIVER AND HA m 
BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 1 
( I the Whole House on the ute of tl 
1 the pury f a dering the bill H. R. 1SS00, the 
d harbor bill, and pending that motion I ask unat US 
t 1 t general debate be limited to two hours. 
Ie SVEAKER I! gentle n from Ohio ves that tl 
re Ive itself into Car { e of the W le Lhe ‘ I 
{ I for consid i 1 of tl I rb 
‘nding that asks unanimous consent that gene 1 tt 
ed to two hours. Is there objection 
ew s 1 ol “TION 
i 1of Mr. Br NW then reed to ( 
iI ell nto ¢ ! } ee of the W e i 
e state of the I with M WM \ N * I } 
e CITAIRMAN, The Il ‘ $ In om 
H e on the state of the Union for the consideration « 
I. R. ISSO09, and the ¢ \ rr the bill 
BURTON Mr. Chair: I usk 1 is consent that 
t 1 r of the bill be dispensed witl 
CILALR MAN The gentleman from Ohio asks u 
t tl the first rending of the bill be dispens« with. 1 
\\ »bjection 
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' ’ +1 wi« \ Te ory ' 
prome 1 3 n | mn | SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


= ° i] the de ind ask to Under clause 2 of Rule NIV, Senate bill of the following 
sal , 1] 


title was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its ap- 


> 4 a 
ue 4 op re sae : prog rate committee a indi ated be low : ; 
PP nen S. TlOk An act permitting the building of a railway bridge 
d ross White River, joining the township of Harrison, in Knox 
t f War be nd he Is hereby, an Co tv, State of Indiana, and township ef Washington, in Vike 
the t stat County, State of Indiana to the Conimittee on Int tate and 
: f 1 YN yo. | Foreign Commerce. 
{ - AMERICAN ACADEMY IN ROMI 
M McCLEARY of Minnesota Mr. Speaker, T ask unant- 
a Phe \ On the 4 ) CH i CO it f the present co deration of the bill (iL. R 
Ure Hor WO?) to incorporate the American Academy in Rome, which I 
rdered to he engrossed and read a a to the de ii ask to have read. : 
third tins do passed. | Applau Phe SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. Ca 1 to reconsider the last vote Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
vould like to have an explanation. 
I ENTED TO TI Pk r YOR WIS APPROVAL. Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, this bill is for 
" ss an the incorporation of the American Academy ino Rome. It is 
Ci, Fi Committ on Enrolled Bills, re Wholly an educational institution, to be supported wholly by 
liiy Ul | ented to the Pre C of t private funds, and it asks for nothing from the United States 
| Lt] ig bill lj C) Government. No oflicial ef the United States Government. is 
Cligible for membership on its board of incorporators or its 
\ { Ol p on to Joseph | posrd of director It is to be incorporated by private subserip 
tion | purpose is to give it a certain standing in the city of 
; { or p 1 to Laura | yy, , Which is the center of art, which will be of advantage to 
: ; the student attending under the auspices of this association. 


ns an . UE UM m to Oliver Mr. PAYNE. What does this bill do? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I think I shall ask to 
Vn C grantit in inerease Of pension to J eS) have the bill reported. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, The headquarters of the in- 
\n act granting an increase of pension to titution are to be in Washington, but it is authorized to hold 
property in Rome. 
Vino aet grag Pease Ol nto N ‘Mr. PAYNE. How long will it be before it will want Con- 
to appropriate money for its support’ 
Vn tins \ e of pension to Benja Mirwg MceCLEARY of Minnesota. It will never ask Congress 
to do that, Mr. Speaker, because it is expressly provided in sec- 
\ Cs! fing an inerease of pension to Jani tion 4 of the bill that under no circumstances shall the United 


States be liable for any obligation incurred by this corporation. 
I { } {ine 1) 1 ! . ut 1) | ’ . ‘ 
\n tah SCE OF yn on to Lyd Mr.o MANN. Why do they seek incorporation from the Gen- 


il dcovernment 4 
\I none! e of pension to Abe Mr. McoCLEARY of Minnesota. Beceause it will carry prestige 
for their institution in Rome, and will secure for the students of 
4 { 1 I ) | ’ . +] 
nh ense of pension to Wil the institution aecess to certain art works that are now inacces- 


sible to private students 
pension to Wil Mr. BARTLEVE. Where is its principal place of business to 
be located —its oflice? 
\1 et granting an increase of pension to Tucre Mr McCLEARY of Minnesota. Washington, D.C. 

Mr. MANN. Would it not have the same effect if it were in- 





\ t sl A on to Mary O'Dea. eorporated under some one of the general incorporation acts of 
t for the ! fo certain claims re- | the States‘ 

Court of Claims, and for other purp Ss Mro MoCLEARY of Minnesota. Those who are interested 
\n { to amend an t approved August 19, /) tell me it will not; that the foreign countries know nothing 
\n for the prot 1 of persons furnishing | about the States, but they do know about the Untted States 

for the construction of public works," and Mr. FITZGERALD. Why could not this institution be ineor- 
1 tution providing for the publication porated under the general act? 
) 1 |} ot of the 1 enie TIaboratory Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this is a muat- 
fever institut of the Publi Health and | ter we ought to have a chance to more fully consider. I there- 
aloe fore object. 
; BRIDGE ACROSS RAINY RIVER, MINNESOTA, 
Mr. BEDE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
Wt, 1 CO ffee on Ent ed DB re present consideration of the bill (if. R. IST51) to extend the 
I ed 1 do truly enrolled bill time for the construction of a bridge across Rainy River by the 
nh the Sy cr d the same International Bridge and Terminal Company, which I send to 
\n Hy at pension Lo I | Clayt ly the ce sk and ask to have read, 
ul t to promote the security of travel upon Phe Clerk read as follows: 
= SLSR ALS OOMMEEC ind to ¢ the Re it enacted, ete., That the International and Ter l 
(Company, its 1 i and assigns, shall have it to eomt e 
\ ! ! to a dam across the Rainy R 1 he construction of a bridge a ros 3 Rainy River, nesota sul et 
rk muuneed his nature to enrolled | of on i and . onditions ¢ eee bo aS eae h = mee to 
. te. approved Vebruary 7, 1903, within three years, and complete 
1 he relief of Charles Stierlin; h bridge within tive years after the passage of this act. 
t to authorize the promotion of Lieut. Tl Phe Clerk read the following committee amendments: 
C ov ct n line 9 strike out the words “ three years” and Insert “one year.” 


vt for the relief of Leonard IT. Brownson; * line 10 strike out the word “ five” and Insert the word “ thre 
to reinstate Francis S. Nash as a surgeon in The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
t f {] relief of the Central Railroad Com ments. 


Jersey ; The amendments were agreed to. 


t granting an Increase of pension to Martin The SPRHAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 
et for the relief of M. L. Skidmore; and Nhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
t for the relief of Jacob Lyon. read the third time, and passed. 
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PHAKER. Is tl o} \ft 1 | 
\ take 1 the amend! ts wer 
( led w orcde 1 to be « ed fe t 
I was rend the t d time ! ssed 
tion of M I 1 on to rec der the last \ 


PTL! Mr. S ! I eall f the regular ord 
SPEAK EI rhe ‘ ‘ 1 from Ark sas. de 1 
LYNI Ir. Speaker, I e that the House do \ 
} 1 tO | ) (nat dbo ‘ 
) tl 1 to meet t rrow at 12 


\l la pravit O1 


the relief of John W. Mellar to t 


ee Ok COMMUTE! ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
} iit 1ONS 
oA It N 111 dt utio of thi 
\ if mittees, deliv 
( re { ‘ ' 1 « end 3 ‘ 
LID AANES 1! the ¢ ! I ‘ l erstite . I 
t o which was referred the bill of the TPlouss 
Wii) authorizing the coustruction of two bridge 


Ashley River, in the counties of Charleston and 
t Ss. CL, reported the same without amendment, 
ed by a report (No. 4797); which said bill and report 
‘ ed to the House Calendar. 
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n of the Ret in county convention Also, pet 10 
favoring the postal telephone bill—to law { ( 





ous legislatio for the D ct of Colu \ 
on the Dist et of Colu 7) i \i Sid) 
RICIL: Petition of the Heath & M ran M 1 I 
pany, of Cl fii) I the orig lor Ia ( 
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nof I d, Spencer, B tt & Co., of Cl ‘ 
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» t nm; but deliver us from evil, for Thine is the I beg you at the same time to do me the justice to be assured 
1 the power, and the glory, forever. Amer that this resolution has not been taken without a strict regard 
proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s | to all the considerations appertaining to the relation which 

1. t of Mr. Kirrrepce and by unani binds a dutiful citizen to his country; and that in withdrawing 

‘ he further reading lispensed with the tender of service, which silence in my situation might imply, 

| ‘TY Phe Journal will stand ap- | I am influenced by no diminution of zeal for your future inter 
est, no deficiency of grateful respect for your past kindness, but 
CANAL ZONE. am supported by a full conviction that the step is compatible 

with both 

PR IDENT pro te re. The Senator from Maryland The acceptance of and continuance hitherto In the office to 

“ ( to be here There was a request | which your suffrages have twice called me have been a uniform 

tor f Mary] l, and as he first made the | sacrifice of inclination to the opinion of duty and to a deference 

t t iy “diately after the routine business tl r What appeared to be your desire. I constantly hoped that it 
taken uy rr consideration. The | would have been much earlier in my power, consistently with 
ry hin put the request for | motives which I was not at liberty to disregard, to return to that 

the form “immediately after the reading | retirement from which I had been reluctantly drawn. The 

arewe dre rhe Senator from Maryland re ength of my inclination to do this previous to the last election 

) . hat was the agree ‘nt entered into. It | had even led to the preparation of an address to declare it to 
hoy t to the business of the S« te, | you; but mature reflection on the then perplexed and critical 








tir nd all t t rt of thing, if the unanir is | posture of our affairs with foreign nations and the unanimous 

1} beer the S t f M i | advice of persons entitled to my confidence impelled me to aban 

i eS { 1 is liately after the morning | don the id I rejoice that the state of your concerns, external 
! internal, no longer renders the pursuit of inclination 
LLISON. I ask ur ! onsent now that that ques neompatible with the sentiment of duty or propriety, and am 


{ dt il after the morning business is concluded ] unded, whatever partiality may be retained for my services, 
PRIESTDIENT pro tempore. The Senator from lowa ask that in the present circumstances of our country you will not 
consent that the Canal Zone bill be taken up for | disapprove my determination to retire. 

f i@ routine morning business is The impre Is With which I first undertook the arduous trust 
| Is there objection? The Chair hears none. Will tl were explained on the proper oceasion. In the discharge of this 
rom North Dakot [Mr. McCumerer] please take the | trust I will only say that I have, with good intentions, con 
Phe V1 ent om t* Ore bliged to lenve for tl tributed toward the organization and administration of the Gov- 

t in the mies at the unve ne of the ernment the best exertions of which a very fallible judgment 


l ! tol vas eapable Not unconscious in the outset of the inferiority 
lCCUMBER 1 the ehait f my qual ations, experience, in my own eyes, perhaps still 

Vl | | ly there is not a quorum in tl ‘in the eyes of others, has strengthened the motives to difli 

nee of myself; and every day the increasing weight of years 


RESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MceCumuer in the chair) (inonishes me more and more that the shade of retirement 
necessary to me as it will be welcome. Satisfied that if any 


ed the and, after some d , the f reumstances have given peculiar value to my services they 
ltot rs ( ( temporary, L have the consolation to believe that, while 
; DY ni a Chol e and prudence invite me to quit the political scene, patriot 
hb 4 . mm does not forbid if 

| | In looking forward to the moment which fs Intended to term! 
| i ‘ . + ’ 
I : nate the carcer of my polit 1] life my feelings do not | mit 
( : me to suspend the deep acknowledgment of that debt of grati 
1 ' 


i i m Kittredge tude which T owe to my beloved country for the many honors it 
l Mo if pon me; still more for the steadfast confidence 
M \ th whieh it) h supported me, and for the opportunities I 
have thence enjoyed of manifesting my inviolable attachment 
© by services faithful and persevering, though in usefulness un- 
equiull to my zeal. If benefits have resulted to our country from 
these services, let it always be remembered to your praise and 


in instructive example in our annals that under cir 

_ CE re _ nees in which the passions, agitated in every direction, were 
d to request Uh l le to mislead; amidst appearances sometimes dubious: 
of fortune often discouraging; in situations in 
Which not unfrequently want of success has countenanced the 
DING ¢ t-Arins . t of criticism, the constaney of your support was the e 
tink prop of the efforts and a gunranty of the plans by w! h 
i“ e effe | Profoundly penetrated with this idea, I 
ed the ¢ | earry it with me to my graye as a stro yr incitement to 
\ r vows that Heaven may continue to you the choicest 

; ; a ens of its beneficence; that your union and breth \ 
; — ; tion may be perpetual; that the free Constitution which is the 
Lt will be d P d work of your hands may be sueredly maintained; that its ad- 
; a, ; .. » U nistration In every department may be stamped with wisdom 
¥ . A ! w; that, In fine, the happiness of the people of these 
: States, under the auspices of liberty, may be made complete by 
FAREWEI A »cnreful a preservation and so prudent a use of this blessing 


will aequire to them the glory of recommending it to the ay 


. iry’s desk) read the °  plause, the affection, and adoption of every nation which is yet 
I ist rer to i 
A . a \\ n to the people of the 1 | Ifere, perhaps, T ought to stop Rut a solicitude for your 
ember 19. 1706 fare which ean not end but with my life, and the apprehen 
, f danger iturel to that solicitude, urge me on an ocen 
like the present to offer to your solemn cont lition 1 
( | md f new ¢ to i to your f ent review , hich 
{ ‘ ‘ { [ t of who ect 1 of no 
i ll whichia r to me all-important 
! 1 i fe \ pole These will \ ! 
} { {1 " n only om n ti { 
{ ! ‘ rit of a parting friend, who ean. possil Have ne por 
\ ative to b his counsel Nor can - forget as an en- 
t ! tt ui lulgvent re tion of my sentiments on 
1 | ‘ | toad ir occasi« 
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{ tv of re | ] 1 the exer se of yp litical power, 
‘ | y | 1 PR to different depositor id 
( 2s | ‘ ( aire { thre putt We | 1 St in 
by tl ) has be ( ed by experiment nelent 
t 1 modern eof tl », our country and under Ir own 
{] oy { | must be 3 nec I'v Ss to institute 
If in the « of the ple the distribution or mod 
( t e I ( nof the cons tional p ers be in any particular wrong, 
f O COrT (1 by rie ent in the way which the Cor 
‘ 1 des But let be no change by usurpation ; 
! { ih t E ince may be the instrument of good, 
the customary weapon by whieh free governments are 
i oved Phe precedent must always greatly overbalance in 
| ent evil any partial or transient benelit which the use 
\ {| f any time yield 
1 « mh ¢ ( ()t 1] the dispositions and habits which lead to politieal 
P diyyrot tne i) prosperity, religion and morality are indispensable supports. In 
‘ tn ( tin would that man Chaim the tribute of patriotism who should 
( ts Ou lnbor to subvert these great pillars of human happiness, these 
ta Tae goes tt est props of the duty of men and citizens. The mere poli- 
] tselt ficinn, eq y with the pious man, ought to respect and to 
tt toad i lb them \ volume could not trace all their connections 
1 ' { nd public felie ty. Let it simply be asked, Where 
i t ery the security for property, for reputation, for life, if the sense 
‘ ‘ | ‘ ! ous obligation desert the oaths which are the instru- 
1 { ‘ of investigation in courts of justice? And Jet us with 
: tion indulge the supposition that morality can be maintained 
{ | {hreout me on Whatever may be conceded to the intlience 
ea ned education on minds of peculiar structure, reason and 
1a 1 rie experience both forbid us to expect that national morality can 
! I Lin exclusion of religious principle 
It is substantially true that virtue or morality is a necessary 
of popular government The rule, indeed, extends with 
eoor |e force to every species of free government. Who 
tis a vere friend to it can look with indifference upon 
1 f to mke the foundation of the fabrie? Promote, then, 
1 \ ( tn objeet of pi ry importance, institutions for the general 
4 { Ol one ft wry tive nm oof knowledge In proportion as the structure of a 
tv d ent force to public opinion it is essential that 
nion Should be enlightened 
‘ ! cl but f \ very important source of strength and security, cherish 
l { on pet Ml of yu ervinng itt tO use 1f as 
1 po ne : oid ro on of ex se by eultivat r 
! i I bt I'¢ enibe ne also that tir al semen to Dl 
for da er frequently prevent mittel ‘ r disbursement to 
{ I le likewise the aceumul rofl debt, not only by 
erie i ‘ 1} f expense, but by y rous exertions in time 
‘ harge the debt Which un dabble wars bevy if) 
t | 1 ! ero Vy throw Wpon posterity the bu en 
‘ |  OLTS¢ ‘ wh to tM | eNO ( ‘ 1 I 
; to vour representative but it is necessary that pub- 
e to hould prensa te Vo facilitate to the the pert \ 
{ 1 { essential that you should 7] | 
+ { ‘ { t to 1 the p t of debts there must be re 
a { » J ‘ Vert { e must be t es; ft t no iXes 
( Iw I re not eor | Wheonvenlent wb wn 
t t thy l embarra mnt inseparable trom the 
f roper oO (which always a choice of « 
( loro tn iad motive for a candid str i 
1 1 ‘ { Grover { rimaking it, and rasp { 
rf they ures for obtaining revenue which { 
; ‘ i\ { v ft dictat 
Obser od faith and ju cee toward all nations Cu { 
( ind rmony with all. Religion and morality enjoin this 
| { Ariel « t | tht md poliey does not « V ¢ 1 
It 1 iM i) orn tres enlightened na Hho ¢ it 
leit ‘ dd ent ( to ve to mankind the magcnaninions nal 
) ) 1 | of a peopl Iways guided by an « lted 3h 
P beney ee Who ¢can doubt that in the course of t eC 
| ‘ i} {| fru of such a plan would richly repay iv te 
to | { Voy { es which i ht be lost by a steady ad ‘ ( ) 
\ ) ( ' ln mit Provide e® has not connected t1 | 
bu : { n th virtin The expe , ‘ ; 
j onl Vv ¢ ( tire t which ¢ > hu i 
\ \ t 1 ( dd it ) hy by i Vice 
{ dy liu tl ‘ lion of Choa plan nothin lore ¢ tind than 
{ ! { { yo bitten vet te antipathies nst particu hnittion 
{ ‘ ) 1 ont ttrchments for othe hould be en led 1 


f it ty departine hould be cultivated The nation which indy es toward another 


{ \ the form of ve f no habitual hatred or an habitual fondness is in seme degree a 
\ { « of that love of po live It is a slave to its animosity or to its affection, either of 
to al bh opoure nite the | ! { vhich is sutlicient to lead it astray from its duty and its interest 


f the truth of tl position Phe me Antipathy in one nation against another disposes each more 
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Foreign Rel 
] » presented a me 
strat 5) t} 
ces of hy 
} ! 
~ \W il hwWwas It 
{ ) } 








Tee Lb ( ] o t} 
3 CXISI Sg t! 
( ttee on Foreign Relations 
| Mr. FAIRBANISS presented the petition of James F. al 
] her members of the bar of Terre Haute, Ind., ] for 





mectment of legislation to establish four terms of the 














| ted States court at that city ; which was referred to the Co 
‘ n the Jud \ 

3 Lhe SO prese ted a | tit 1 of the Merchants’ Assoc t n of 
R nd, Ind., praying r the enactment of legislation to 
il 1 the patent laws relating to medicinal preparations ; 
whi 1 was referred to the ¢ ttee on Patents 

Ife also presented a petition of the Travelers’ Protective <As- 
on of Terre Iaute, Ind., praying for the enactment of leg- 
tion to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
Which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
{¢ l "“ 
Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Navy 
League of the United States, praying that an appropriation be 
providil 1 the res tion and fitting out of the old 
Co ( which y referred to the Committee on 
| Aff s d ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as fol- 
\ I t I is s, headquarters M i Exchange 
] i I a ‘ New York ¢ y.] 
t nd tions having 1] n unani 
lea sé L « the Navy League of ’ 
s S {i twelve « ! i res tfu pres ed to ¢ $ 
\\ . i S400 000 } 
ls ( ‘ f { 
( ist t i 
~ ( 
] WW 1 
\\ { pice 
t ric United S 
e Vv 1S] rea 
] \ = t} } t wl} 
i } t} A 
\ f 
1 h rt ( ‘ 
ntire of 1812, was 
d 
\ 1 ce, I t t S I 
| | t tio? } \ | a d 
1 ca \ \ e hundred d ven 
] ) i cal Now, t » 
| I ) S n W 1 ? ’ 
| the U1 l Vy uni wit ll s ns <« 
! at I | i respectfu Ireing 1 
aI \ re ij at t St session 
dl 
e { t auty P r nation to I serye 
( t s 1 to the yout I 
1 1 il i ur Navy t t the 
a fay make the 1 thre 
t ‘ S¢ n 
\ ] Seet h aes ek n} st, N. Z De 
No. 20, ¢ Md. ; Commodore 
} V N 1 | mR. 2d. 2 AG al Dahl- 
Pa.; London S« 1, 
N S, I I Pe 1 | nklin S ion, No 
i ] M i > on, No Be is 
] I S No. 42 d, 
( \ HW ! s 1, » ‘ 
Lae 05,4 ( ley Secti No 
} ‘ nt So } No > 
‘ a 13 ( Ss n. N The 
( N J 7 
R S. SLOAN 
\ I t United States 
Mr. PLATT of New York presented mx rials of I. D. Fargo, 
I of tl congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
l of Rochester; of Thomas Wildes, of New York City; 
Andrew <A. Ayres, of Brooklyn; of W. C. Black, of New 


) k Citv: of A. C. Gardner, of New York ¢ 
} ki all in the State of New 


t } } * +) 1 fir of 
2 st the use of trust funds for secta 





ere ordered to lie on the tabl 

1] so 6presented petitions of sundry cit 

] le, Newhaven, Jamestown, New York Ci 
; r Creek, Canaan Four Corners, 
Rensselaer County, Lestershire, 





Watertown, Lake Placid, Chathan 
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Have State of New Yi praying IIe also pres M 
: the ° | filed against HI ( v, of A oO 
R - s 1 t Ss e « I \ h were S AS ‘ ( ( ) 
(% P es 1] ls Sire 5 ed 
\ NELSON Is ¢ 1 t Be od l ( 
Ros S l bro 1) aya \ : 1] ( \ 
“ Ce} ] RR ley l t 1 Ios 1 ¢ | ) «3 \ ON ‘ 
= t MM ) xT vy et ¢ ; ¢ | \ C 
‘ f | , ‘ ] 1 
y 5 | s the Dis ) I S 
‘ ( ) ( 1 « SI 1 : \ ‘ I ‘ ml ) 
( e ]) ( 
Le l t or t ex ( NM S l > it 
1) C © ¢ of legislat } hg the % | » pres 
( W 1 whe ml t ‘) l Iie ( ( 
( ( Ag ir lL Forestry g 





of G burg L of os No. 29, M Ss’ ( of | sO pre | | ‘ 
belle the State f Illinois for the « | \ e Co f ¢ ‘ 
( leg to S 1 ] OS ¢ ‘ 3 i (y N IS \ ] 
t | I 3 | { » 6] ! t ‘ t eS e of O os 
‘ 1 with ] 1 « mus s: whiel luty 
5 roforre t thea ( ‘ N 1 Af c, \ ] 
Ile also presented pr ( l of A ! i ( 
i } Ia wl] } St of T ] +} ‘ ent Oy}v ‘) 
of | n t nad thie { laws 1 ) | for e | f 
‘ ons hich were 1 to 1 C ttee on VP t I rred to the ¢ I 
LI SO ( l tl t ) of M mm Talbot, ae ot 11 Iso present 
‘ of 1 1 ersity Cl ro, | Ill., ] g l | $s of A l I 
| Disti of Columbia: y 1 is ( i to the C ter ! I f | 
| on the D t of Col ( et 
| lI so presented me ils of Ind ‘ s of Nor | Y t 1 ] SMO . 
1M utl 1 the State of J ! trating t were 1 | ( ‘ 
} 1 ( f ] }) e 4 the closing on S t s 
( of cert places ¢ I i the J t of ¢ , lI Iso 7 lof A. ¢ ( 
WV lh were ret ed to e Col eon District of Col but I’ 
1] leo pl ented np ¢ - f eit sof D ord 1 to ] 
QP , ko rad bres it } et \\ ond: ] } \ TT . , } 
State of Illinois, ] \ yr for the ¢ t of leg 1 to Ass Cl ( 
e! rze the p s of ft | ( ‘ ( of ¢ ‘ {) 
\ ( ( } ‘ ec » 7 ( | ‘ ( 
1h » presented f of R M 
Co of Chic for tl sige of the He 
th ‘ | 1] wl l s 4 ( lt ‘ ( { i eC, oO} i] { j ’ ( 4 
I] Iso presented the petiti e 4] e |] No. 302 t er } I l | 
Brotherhood of Lo tive Iingineers, of CC] » end W I" ( () 
IIvnes I ». N 1S, Brother! d of Lo hire ( ‘ 
( Pe : d of I 1 Division No Ore of Rail ‘ ] ( 
Co} ors, of East St. Louis, all t s f 1] is 1 lI ) 
» tho p sage of t] enlled | } ¢ } WW \ ‘ 
\! | WV ¢ ed to he ¢ ‘ ‘ lit ( ! ‘ | \ 
Mr. DICK pre La pe of ‘ of Wipt Liv 3 ( 
O} praving for tl ‘ ctme of to L 1 Norw i ] 
patent ws relating to med L pre t \ \\ | | ( ) 
! d to the Committee on Pate I 
lle SO pres¢ ted a petit h ¢ S s of M d 
Fr. 4 ¢ for a redu 1 of e | { ) | ed 
i the Philippine Islands » the I ml States \ II y Dl 
referred to the Committe on tT l’} | ( ( as "ail hie . 
Ile also presented a pr mm of the ¢ ! Cr ‘ s* of \ 
Ss l, Terr tory ol \] j 3 t | { ot Ll ¢ ( t ‘s t 
tain amendment to the civil code th i v | viding d ¢ I 
reduction of the license on electri l power p y ( ( ( ( 
was referred to the Co itee ¢ I Makers’ Clul ( 
Ile also presented a petition of I | J ve No. 327, Ame r the 
j i Fed tion ¢ \Ius s, of Crest Ohio, praving ! ( ‘ 
( el ( T [ jes ) ‘ Tile S ‘ ‘ ( = ( 
e Marine Band and t that « tion Mr. GAMBLI 1 
~ nto ¢ ] t ’ Wit ‘ Nh ~ v! ] \ Ss re ( { ] 
ferred to the | nittee on N 1 Af s of ] Ww © 
LT ISO pres l some ‘ the €] st rE \ \ ) : I’ ] ( 
Chet f No ) ) l ot the } : 4 en iM ' 
the Methodist I] mal ¢ } Ye neg oan ) of ] \ 
st gy against i repeal of pi ticanteen | 
Which was referred to the C ee on M y A I's. ( \ Br. ] 
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“ a ay 
\ t setting aside a certain island in Bartle charter in New York, by an act of Congress. My opinion was 
J l forest reserve nal t t we ought to go to the State authorities of New York and 
; I { pa l th pl ceding of condemnation in accordance with 
( . of M | that tl United States in its relation to this canal 
s only \y t we might call a private corporation. It 
I I the construct no ho VETTE rh power Connect d with its ownership of that 
| cave Int mal Bridge an Call. It wo mere corporator standing on the footing of 
( e by { { ig ed ‘ corporatol ind If the company or any of the cor- 
‘ tors desire to proceed to have a portion of the stock of that 
t 1 the f ia of the mid Company condemned for the use of the company, my 
1 for « \\ read twice ] Th ent is that the proper forum is in the courts of New York, } 
f Mr. Lopcr, referred to the Comn und that that is not only our duty, but altogether a matter of } 
pect to the authorities of New York. 
{ ret fo the pl I ve very great doubt as to whether such property as that 
| i it battle hag I be condemned for public uses on the application of one of 
‘ ad to the ¢ {tee on Militar Af ‘ porat Canal Company was chartered 
e State ol if in existing legal entity o1 
( 1. 7 It is not nt of the United State and not 
| | Ds ti linder t 1] i I fed wit! Cin any V ‘ Cy that the United Stat hiss 
( ( s te Ilo | e the owner of the great ijority of the stock of this 
| ition 
( \ I 1 { hi or] 1 nis to condemn al of the stock 
‘ : ae for public uses the proceeding, it occurs to me, ought to be in 
thi s of the Pan: ( of the corporation Phat has been the rule always in 
( very unusual and extraordinary proceedings in which 
1 ( fof the bill at ] @ 7, line mid corporations have prosecuted with success in some of 
i te courts propositions to condemn stock for the use of 
\] I rise to ean inquiry on e bill ij coipany at large on the ground that thereby public uses 
{ thie « ad ‘ irnye ‘ I ibseryved 
| | lt r L to} ur I hive very doubt as to the authority of Congress to 
ute this proceeding in one of the United States courts in 
1\ \ en I offered and is p | iY e name of the United States, and IT wished before this matter 
laway to state that LT entertain those opinions and that I 
ly} nen 4 | | ‘ ed this amendment in committee. Loam not going to ask 
hill ! | Phe next amendment division upon it here now, because T recognize the necessity 
| ( Ie y n section O& (CG) i rf through with th 1 tter, as we are forced to do, in a 
. ti Without proper 1 eration. That is not the fault 
{ {he rad pet fal s1ki 
bry aesanal { I t prop tion upon the bill, which is contained in se 
‘ entire) oul de ol my course of studies, and LT do net 
| | tave or value of itatallh It has not f 
t it will be read presently; and while T am on 
ri i I \ ild ere] { e that I \ Ome EXP 
of the « Inittee or some Senator who can 
yf = ( eres lv « the Government of the United St 
, ; ; rf pan 1 best . WIth an ofllee or agency on l | 
oe hin the Canal Zone in order to facilitate the financial or 
o ai l operations of the United States in paying for materia 
ad labor fthe like of that I do t sce why it is th thie 
Cove nt of the 1 1 States must go to n bank to do that 
I « on the credit of the United States needs any re- 
it | the credit or capital of any bank. TL do not see 
honot put tl money into the hands of a payimestier 
\ Where it belongs, and have it disbursed under the 
i rule nd regulations which control disbursements in 
: oe an dha! ury Departinent, and [wish some one would exp! 
I king no point upon these amendments against them 
s{ Inv objection so as to raise any question about thei, 
Lo ert ‘ e th is taken the proposition of the Sena | 
{ voted it lo » bill, and IT do not feel authorized to antago e 
1 { ie of the Tlou 
i PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the ehair) he 
! nendment reported by the « mittee will be stated 
f i] RO! AKY i { chdment reported by the Com 
| ( Prite mee ic | l On 7) @. 32 fter line Ut to ' 
: | OW CCl ithe f i I 
! ) 
! ‘. ‘That ‘ t | 1 States to se 1 ti 1 
| { 1! t iti ‘ 1! ( t 
i t \ il al ’ i 
| | | | dl t My I 
‘ cal The to 6, ineh vA ‘ { if ‘6 wi id t 
‘ { ‘ t form vy the ¢ \ I iid t n 
‘ hye yt ? | { ot di i thie \ 
{ I “wo ‘ { bill ‘ 
ypted ‘ lhient \ PRESIDING OFFICER Phe cue 1 is on tl 1 id 
| t lied iS just been read Without ob, n, it will be 
‘ I Hid “al ) | 1 to f 
| VIORGAN hve 1] d 1 f ‘ 1 { \l KVUYPRE DG! M President, the « in e hay two | 
| : the: 4 e4 } ainendments to est hi t on | G, 1 S, 
( I « {| \l for Wal ‘ word lye li .: lo ll ef out Lurhed tiie l 
dt ‘ e the cor ‘ | if ‘ ( ered , 
ot 1 | \\ Lielad urtacle i Phe PRESIDING Ol ICER Phi tnendment propo ml by 
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provides what 


‘ was 
that estimates shall 


be 


not provided for in the 
submitted to the President 


‘ f States annually, and oftener if Congress desires 
Whether it has bee | transmitted to Congress in detail; and that hereafter, 
erved to « to say, after 1906, no amount of money shall be taken 
‘ (| fiscal Cl ft the Treasury on account of this work unless it shall be 
| priated by Congress. 
Phe appropriations heretofore made were in lump sums; no 
t t. I do not know of | re ‘t in detail was required; and no action of Congress was 
hu tas has been the ( iry to get the money out of the Treasury. This act goes 
yall i hich it has been found to the true principle and says that after 1906 the general 
t ! been the established ! riation that we have already made shall not be applicable 
ad i » in ¢ ! Il do not think that « to upon estimates submitted to Congress and appropriations 
hn tl Inatter, pro le by Congress, 
{ Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President, it is on that point that I 
| be vel reat to the bar Wish to ask the Senator from Maryland a question. The sec- 
it of th vstem into whieh | tion \ 
eno doubt, facilitate very much ntil the expiration of the session of the Fifty ninth Congress, 
vod 1 the construction of the the { Monday of December, 1905, unless ether provision 
otherwise such payment might 1 mad COngrEeSS, ¢ 
rt cle 1 frome ye I desire to ask the Senator from Maryland if only one session 
( C, yp) it to their legal I 1] el to intervene, does he think that will be suflicient in 
ev also | very mueh fac ted ! ‘ 
more tl that involved in tl Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, that was the opinion of the 
ul out of the const who thought it was unwise to extend the time be- 
{ tl This provision is identically the same as the one 
yin reply to what was ye rdity nh fore which IT will read to the Senator: 
ce <s lex M1 Baiiey |] as to Pha til the expiration of the Fifty-eighth Congress— 
Pott I ut Ravilro: d | tm 2 \\ ch will be tl ol diay of ney month 
r frome Ve ‘ the Senator from : 
, the 4 ornmenk-cenceebin of I b- He the ter 1 ry government of the Canal Zone be 
Congress, all the military, civil, and judicial powers 
nh hot at any t { power to make all rules and regulations necessary for 
ut the owners! »of tl round on tl t of tl ( il Z ind all the rights, power and 
| sa Rp ear ne eee Pe rat ed by the terms of said treaty to the United States 
7 . , . ae _ ed in h j 1or persons and shall be exercised in such 
oe yv to have the railroad nad the President ill direct for the vernment of said Zone, 
“ f the canal is to be co 1 il 
tof re niable tin Itis a whi It believed by the Secretary of War, and by the committee 
1 to dig out the prism of the « ! 1, il t! wiaple time between now and next Decem- 
ere had been no railroad ( perfect a general act, because it will be remembered that 
been obl d to build one ‘ig lent at this session of Congress has sent us a special 
d that would have 1 ‘ wn this subject, asking, in fact, that the present Com- 
to | lt at Panama or at Nien ! on be abolished and that he be permitted to appoint five, 
( p | the Government of 1 erably three, Commissioners and undo the whole work, 
tion f ( n the United Stat | tliv, that was provided for in the original act, known 
the pre t that is before us. while the Spooner Act,” all of whieh is a very large and im- 
of t thinisan railroad was ce rtant question. We considered that between now and the ex 
l the tren nd there h never been on of the next session we could frame a much better act 
n could be prepared at this time, and that such an act could 
\ le of t] { of that railroad then be passed by Congress. 
eo be t is on of the n Phat is all there Is of the bill. T see the Senator from Texas 
hit 1 | ( 1 ect right to say (Mr. Bbarrey] is here, and I want to repeat in his presence what 
| ro joe nthe form in which | 1 laomoment ago, that while the acquisition of this railroad 
t tl { et t whenever we \ provided for in the original act and in the treaty itself, 1 
{ band the mia v4 | do not cousider myself by any means committed in any way to 
! ad} ‘ ed upon hia \ proposition looking to the governmental ownership of rail 
» both it we re to lave ¢ ‘ ! | I agree with the Senator from Texas and with the 
‘ rt « purst vy other - rv from Colorado upon that point, but this is a unique and 
provided f in this bill. bv 1] , 1 cise tnd now that the treaty has been ratified and the 
{ wy t| Tsthinas { i} oad already acquired we simply want to perfect the present 
{ obl il 1 lo il iit { ( litions, 
1 LP5QOOO annually to P Mr. BATLEY Mr. President, IT understand the Senator from 
it { taeenre re though | \I Leinid lf other Senators, in reporting this proposition, only 
eoonly wav in whiel ‘ »>faras to V that they will there acquire a railroad which 
method pro din tl | Covel ent needs to use as an agency in doing some govern 
er \ have ¢ dined Lov ‘ il wo 
vet d that the | Mr GORMAN, Ye 
lnws of New York, und Whiel Mr. BAILEY l unhesitatingly say that that is sound doe 
chartered ne; and, of course, the Senator from Maryland will under- 
no doubt about the power ee Wd that T meant no eriticism 
by the United States, and it « Mr. GORMAN, Oh, no 
price But that is a matter that I Mr DBDALLEY. Against him or the committee. Whatever I 
doin relation to the general subject of governmental owner 
( tit lin this bill, I want to « hip and operation of railroads was in reference to a question 
itor from Kentucky [Mr McCr ulnnitted by the junior Senator from Colorado [ Mr. Parrer 
ef approved April 28, 1904, whi \ 
| nw | i constructed Mr. GORMAN. No, Mr. President, | did not understand it as 
iticism: but as the matter which the Senator from Texas 
" t approved April 28, 1904, wh ested is so important, as it now confronts us, and will 
e used the first section of tl m as gdoaatter of course, with creat force little later on, I 
o> ¢ L understand, of thr ld not let the occasion pass without saying to him that I 
it the construction of thr ree with him thoroughly upon the general proposition 
for in y tis known as the “ Spoonei Mir PATE ERSON Mr. Vresident, expression of personal 
hth just referred. That act es \ ws as to the governmental ownership of railroads seems to be 
d this bill ply extends the time quite in order, and T want to say that for myself T do not re- 
of the present law, until the expira gard such Government ownership as an unmixed evil by any 
December next. It goes one ste] means, but Lam rather glad that the Government has got pos- 
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ia Ra md hether by treaty or ot! st 
t the « ship of the road tl Gro 
eitas a mm Would ope tea ) 
0 tral ) 1} e Govern t ‘ 
which to ass i the conus Cti ot e 
1 the tf lise by which the 1 Lwas 
| kept o f | Both vers 
be transported ove t iny other 1 vay 1s 
Sport thie 
mit the Gover ent has possession of this rail 
cil t es fol ther reasc It will ¢ 
if it will, to de strate 1s e degret 
evil or the g d is in the nanaceie ( I 
V4 ment 
who have spoken upon the question hive 
marked increase of sentiment in the | ed 
rwmvernment oy nership of railroads L b eve 
hat if Congress years and years ago had tak 
the President now asks Congress to take 
id law officer f the Government these g1 





| 


Lilie amaly 

rhe truth is, if the gre railway ¢« iI tions of the eo ry 
\ al « or re ( t. tha the Pre ad { ih Hess eto Con 

has done more to k the growth of sentiment in the 
| ed States in favor of Government ownership of railways 
\ Lien il the preachments of railway presidents do attor 
] s Ml railway journals of the country combined Pu 

n favor of Government ownership is a necessary out 
wth of the evils attendant upon private railway owners! 

d the manner in which that private ownership has been exe 
cised If under the leadership of President Roosevelt thos 
vils shall be appre ibly mitigated, if tl tter of dis 
tion as between shippers and localiti 1 st ns d if th 
ross injustice and inequalit n ti rtation rates shall | 
remedied by Congre through the hg y of the |] 

( weree Ce on ¢e both S i ¢ ! i | 
t, or by the ¢ Is n th the aid of a court, t 

\W ‘ hed toward arresting the growth of this 

l 1 roof publ Wi 

As a distinguished ntl 1 outside of this C1] er |] 
s i, and said strongly ul eloque the people of this cou 
] e made up their n Is that unless 1 railroads » out ¢ 
the ove ent business the Gover ‘ Will go » tl 
’ di] ‘ 1 tl Cove ent will see t t +) 

l corp re ¢ ducted, if the courts mus ‘ 
so that while p Ss ma ro into the po ts of 1 s 

rdale the railways shall not disct ite so as to de 
] ss of one man d build up the bu ( ‘ 

I so to «le v the Sp of one lo t r t 

Government ownership h been 1 ed to al ) 
it not social 1 than is the transportat 1 { 
1 by the Govern! tof the United States or the transpo 
tion of pael s and the delivery of them to their oy 
the Governmen Our Agricultural Dey tment, unde 
every test that can be applied to s ilis iot after t ! 
nes of Karl Marx, but as socialism is gene I understoo \ 
intelligent yp ‘ s nothir less than a great gover ent 

titution, man 1 and controlled in the spirit of socialis 

I do not believe, Mr. President, that a great question et] 

to be put down by ‘ | or the misay on « 
or tl sundel i he ol 1 ter Ne t to edu on 1 < 

1 my is the 1 question with the people of the 1 ter 
States, and it is as g ita fact in the civilization of the coun 
try nd in its permanent vance t and prosperity . 
ed n itself It is not » long s «, Mr. President, whe 
tine 1 nsportation of tf world was dem lent upo the \ 

nd the ox cart ind within tl live ‘ Senators ) 

floor the only en of ti sport Wel sails uy ‘ 
and oceans and lake Ll the ox « tor the wagon and the hors 


on the land. 
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FEBRUARY 22 


ad ot 9 
f ( ! entation of the case ‘now ask to present our state- 
nd argument and ve it printed in the Recorp, so that 
dt Inanagers may have an opportunity before 
f : Fe yeeene , e of the case to consider it lo the managers on the 
» 1 J ‘ the Llouse | Lire re ny objection? 

ie. Siew ip? Mi, Manager PALMIER. We do not object 

mm Lrenor | \I rHURSTON We present it and ask that it go in as a 
| | f il record without taking the time to rend it 

Phy IDING OFFICER Phe brief prepared by counsel 


question of jurisdiction as to the first seven articles will 
eni , f ther ried in the Rircorp unless there be objection on the part 
; e 


i\ 1} a ; \I THURSTON Mr. Vresident, TI feel it is our duty to 
{ { ipplic for tho t present n of the historical, constitutional, and 


ld like | | enftary procedure in impeachment proceedings has been 
1 not by counsel for respondent, whose names are at- 
hye endine now be tached to it, but by a gentleman who is renowned as a scholar 
long con tutional lines and a lawyer of great ability, and 
ton the table Without naming him we wish to disclaim any credit that may 
fro \I ch to the preparation of t1 document, 
Mr. Miu er PALMER I should like to understand exactly 
1 for the i hat tl document, which is very formidable in character and 


purports to be Chere are some forty-eight pages. We 

f 2 o'clock ] ! have acouple of copies of it. Itis the first time we have seen 
tely , ( f it I Hd like to ask counsel what it amounts to? 

{ Mr. THURSTON, It is the argument in support of our ple 


1 ) ‘ of { ir. Manager PALMER. Are you demurring to the first seven 


of impeachment upon the ground that they do not charge 
+ shall peachable offense? Is that the idea? 
ere cede t I shall Mr. THLURSTON. Our pleas are in to that effect, if the man- 
. +} , has read t] 
{ i. % ; 
Mir. Manager PALMER. Exactly. I understand you are fil- 
1 , « | 1 deni { | irst ven articles on the ground that 


r 4 ee it . Mr. ‘THURSTON. We did interpose special pleas to those 


The Chair hear Mr. Manager PALMER. And this argument is intended to 


port those pl 


{ til prac 6 
Mr. THURSTON Yes, sir 
Mr. Manager PALMER Of ceourse your demurrer admits 
| ( ~ Oclock ha tl truth of all that is stated in those articles. 
irt of chment Mr. ‘THURSTON. 1 beg pardon 


| C will please take the Mr. Manager PALMER. It could not be a demurrer if it 


d the ¢l Mr. THURSTON. I beg pardon, Mr. President. We have 


stand, and the manager ean take 
of the peachment of I le 1 view of them that he chooses to present. 
nd for the nortl Mr. Man r PALMER. All right; I simply want to un 


i ent refer lL to as follow 
ee la he Senate of the United States sitting as a court of impeach 
- eantiat \t Wilt Phi United States of America against Charles 
, ; S \ t judge of the United States, in and for the northern 
dist t of Florid Upon articles of impeachment presented 
Il of Rey \ i} llouse of Rey ent ‘ 
‘ ned t ' 
\ | { t ipport ¢ t] } ‘ to the risdiction interposed 
ae Ryser of t ry t to erticies I, 2, ¢,.4, 5, 6, and 7 
“ ( f rp the contention that the facts set forth 
i by Mr. nd M f articl f truce, do not constitute impeachabl 
4 hs thus ; hioh « ( and 3 demeanors as defined in the Constitution 
/ / / 4 
le at thu TA IMt ACTIARLE “ ILIGIET CRIMI AND MISDEMEANORS,” 
AS D ‘ED IN ARTICLE IT ECTION -l, OF TITE CONSTITUTION O1 
thy , 1] UNITED STA 
’ lay Bot si : ie te aa ncid ©, the death of parliamentary im 
I line On ’ hient. as a] t working organ of the English consti 
! I both by tl ion youehron witl { birth in American constitution 
ai a 4 ‘ ‘ eoound Federa Lay ot view the comparatively unim 
tion, the Set t-ut- | portant peachment of Lord Melville (1805), really the last of 
Ory to ercept hat | eries of accusations by the Commons and trials by the 
which began in the fift h year of the reign of Edward 
t! respondent 1 { {ll (1876), was the case of W ren Ttastings, who was im 
pon the pl to the ! ' hed in the very vear in whieh the Federal Convention of 
It hind been the it ‘ 17ST met at Philadelphia Before that) famous prosecution, 
1 tat mit ul t! ts failure and disappointment, drew to a close, the 
tof 1 openin { h people resolved that the ancient and cumbrous ma 
} the S if 1 ft 0 ‘ trary Tepper lane was no longer nd:unpted 
et 1 of thr k { if ‘ Ie rial et Lut before 
tliat yy ‘ | L tl titer cles \e 1 the 
ul to of its bir en ed \ ) t oan 
ld. «¢ ul Ul ‘ { St ‘ { { 3 | \ ( tulion 
feel it would be fairer 1 the United Stat 


present those now, nnd a \ ell ection 4. of the Federal (ution provides that 


nand as a part of the President, Vice-President, and all civil otflticers of the 
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United States, shall be removed from office on impeachment for tually is, and not what, in 1 
: ‘ ' on ¢ treac hriherv. ¢ } teh thi onc 
1 \! i £ 2, pro 1 t e ll ‘ x wl s tl l 
of Represe s choose Sy d other office dift 

| hill biave ‘ ‘ rel ‘ Art ] \ 

tion provides tl S tas i have the sol { 


shall be on eath ¢ 1. When the Presid of t lus 

1 ml States is the ¢ ef Justice shall presid nd ) \ t 

pel hall be convicted without the concurre e of two-thirds | 

of the by yore Jud ent enses of npeachment ‘ is ( i 
hill t extend tf r than to removal from oflice ind dis a ’ te 21.) i 

ql ‘ ‘ to hold id « \ vy oflice of honor, trust, or pro otl hh « | 

u the United States; but the party eonvieted shall nev IT, s ( . 

theless be lial nea sub je to ind nent, trial, judgment dj ‘ aint - 

purnis ent, 9 ra to law Article IIT, section 2, provides | ] law « i 

that the trial of all crimes, except in ¢ s of pers bhle ¢ on Un 

cs} be by jury po ont - Fed ‘ 

If. PROVI NS I g ) FROM THE EN SIL ( I Which is u 
sti The fe . , 








St ’ 1) hhis ) t CO! on pre or 
1 St r., 264 On tl ject, the convention proc Lh the: +) tof Andrew ] \ 
int Sie I ( Sl they « 1 many other « +} tii . 
. . 4 ’ iv? ‘ ‘ i ‘ 
hye considered thre vic ‘ r le tion as a ki it 7 he ; a 
hiuivil previor ce te ex ‘ iy Ss existin their w . : 
Wil lely toy uld tos) 1 es 1M Thev 1 e iy ty j 
} ! r t ' , } ; : 
it to us, not 4 of their creat not by ] 
I And t I st that it re S \\ 
or 1 law \\ ms ( the po VIS 
Of the C¢ til . I t law was {f to ( 
those who fra 1 tl t $ it . hed . 
the | ples oi udenc f the States. If 
t / ¢ to the 3 } 
: l 
‘ ‘ | 1 
\ reeent Ww ro r on tl ‘ nn} fe 
ey If we ey { { (or +1 \\ oe 
ct it « that the on \ lL toa ethod of ‘ 
procedu lr 1 eX 77 ‘ ent S not ¢ ed © 
} used pre \ is 14 \ ha but | 
| l 1 net or ! oli lk rm used ) ( 
to linve equ 4 | eal t Ix j ( 
l nn 1 OS ‘ h S 1 ext hed pre | ‘ 
\ ‘ 
lod s the 1 on in a pa " le e 
L by whom t pro boul dee 1 ‘ | : 
iI hall be ¢ ed l \ | ‘ » IS > 
{ r« tio it of 1 lo 
what this est ad sp ( re W \\ t were \\ < 
ot { co {11 | ‘ 
i © to |] il \ thy ‘ tio ed 
t 
t! Os ¢ ‘ ! ‘ (Addn ] . ; 
\ Si \ Gq. W ‘ \ Nest.) \i 
1 ee l | | i 
; +} ] ] j 
co to the ¢ In EJ 
ol i e 4 (¢ 
1! li of | \ ‘ i » { 
‘ ! \ 
I ( ’ : 
| hp . 
‘ 1 | ‘ | I | \ 
‘ j \ body «¢ \ 
I} Ie eo M iL l ‘ 17 
| ed oy i ho of ] 
‘ ts ! ‘ ( tl | \ ( 
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FEBRUARY 22, 


pf i) ‘ riie*l on doin other by cla ificat on, ind 

‘ veo he facet that if 

4 « it le tion ‘ 1 or li ly 

{ ‘ I ‘ » thr _ biiie , 

( 1 be ¢ deprived by eg 

1 { ! 1 \ i e*r'e " ‘ ic} ily il 

ndon | ( detined by the fathers in 7ST 

| words f Congre ean add to or subtract from the 

t { 1 ak Mal }) cular, it can destroy it al 

Tn the ten ‘ \/ Jv. Madison (1 €1 bg 

i the first in hi oan t of Congress was ever decl l 

tutic A quest f qu i \ | Does the 

that the Constitution itself lias detined the original juris- 

n of the Supreme Court prohibit Congress from enlarging 

1 original jurisdiction by subsequent legislation? The = sol- 

answer y that the attempt of Congress to do so was 

| W hay EY the d | lin between the original 

lL appellate jurisd on, having been drawn by the Cor tu 

itself, it i ble by Jegislation. In the words of the 
reat Chief Justice: “If Congr remains at liberty to 


urt appellate jurisdiction where the Constituti 
red their jurisdiction shall be original, and original juris- 
| the Constitution has declared it shall be appel- 
the distribution of jurisdiction made in the Constitution 
Thus it follows that any act of 
vhich attempts to change the constitutional defini- 
Ne high crimes and misdemeanors, by adding 
me offense unknown to the parliamentary lw of 
is simply void and of no effect. 





VI. IMPEACIIMENTS IN ENGLAND? FIRST EPOCH, 


The only pertinent definitions of the term “ high crimes and 
iennors,” as contained in Artcle IL, section 4, of the led- 
1 Constitution, must be drawn (1) from the law of Vartia 


I 


as it existed in 17S7; (2) from the contemporaneous exp 


of that law enbodied in the constitutions of the several 

In order to present anything like an adequate statement 

e en ho law of impeachment as it existed at the time in 

ol some secount must be given of the process of growth 

Wi ho it had pox ed prior to that time. The hi tory of 

| t growth ad Viclod to two epochs, easily distinguishable 
reach othe Phe first begins with the proceedings agai { 

he Lords Latimer and Neville, which took place in the Good 


ent in the fiftieth of MNdward TIL (1576). These pro 
are regarded by the constitutional historians as the 
est instances of a trial by lords upon a detinite accusatiou 
fe bv the Common (Ilallam, M, A., Vol. III, p. 56; Stu : 
Hlist., Vol. Il, p. 451.) Not until early in the reign of 
id TLL was Parliament definitely and finally divided into 
that deliberated apart; not until near the close of 
reign did the Commons, as the grand jury of the whole 
; { ent per s necused of grave offense 
t the State to the Lords for trial At the outset, the new 


lL of u on rivaled by what were known as “ ap- 
l have been thus detined: “It was the reeulur 
s, even persons who were not mei 
usntions of a criminal nature in Par 
ul] ‘ s were had.” (Stephen, List. of 
( I f den 1. Vol. I, 151.) 

! I" of the pn e warfare thus instituted were so 
‘ ‘ { re were finsally abol hed by the 
eof L ile fc. dd. Thus left without a rival, proceed 
! \ onsiily ( iy)! vec? chun Ve 
‘ ] 11, lent IV, Henry V, Md Lem V1 In 

1 | I St ( W lmpeached in Wd for 
{ to the battle of Bl heath Phat t | 

( the 1] ry of the la of impea 
| it \ | ed during the oil 
4 1 i 1 of one hundred | 
) | | < { thre Is] on ) 
f { t durin { iferval it w that the 
i ( of Parlia \ I 
Pow ‘ { | ed t he Ix i 
i | ! ] hh \ l y\ ! “thre . 
( \ that the great trials took 1 o 
! of Idd rad 1\ 1 ch { foll ney S 

ho f '} ) Si iy ent t | 
{ ‘ l fo e epoch ae | 3 
‘ oul ! ) 1 «lun a er p nl, 
\ I \CHIM ENGLAND OND EI I 

\\ 1 tl I hoof the powers of Parliament in the ré 1 


NN 
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tn l war ] 1 1 es , s modern histor wit! 1701, I 1? 1 \ 
Ww! ‘ ( ! re I | 
{mp S ) ir d hy id epoch was tl 1) 
Sir ¢ NI m 621, the ] t Lord Me 17O1. | is _ 
S05. Tt the f ! t tl l is fifty-four cata I : 
lo 1} 7 ent y as follow 1709. Drs I s 
1621. S ‘ Mi I t him for mo 
d abuse ents. A private | No see 
i Dres¢ 1 f iie I ‘) 
16°91 ] BB. i 1 Cha 1 ‘ 
/ 
1 Sir F. Mitchell. Case identical with that of Sir Giles | 1° I l 
Mi $80 Ap perso ) V 
W2 Sir Hl. Yelvertor \ rnev-Genet ] d with ilo. I > 
_ DO nd s of D ; | 1) 
1625. ‘The Earl of Mis ex. Lord treasurer, « 1 wit! high tr 
h cr es and 1 ly 7 1 ling bribery id t2+4. Lord M 1 J ( { 
1626. The Earl of Bristol. Ch d with high tr 146, Lord 1 t. J 
1 rhe Duke of Bu Charged with high crimes and cerned in th 
, aa iS7. W 1 s. I 
140 I l of s rd Ch red with high treason t Ind 
164 he Lord Keeper Finch. ¢ red with high treas S Lord M I 
1 ) rh. SS ley and other ju ss <A jud 1 impe t 
Charged with high treason and other great misdem " ee Sir J. 1 ; 
i unt of ju Let) > 
164 Sir G. Rat e. Charged 1 being co rned 1 tl 
w 3 4 the Earl of Strafi ! 
G12. Are} } | ] Char dl th high treas \ x4 
1642. Dr. John ¢ ) I eached r int . Pop ( 
es.” t 
1642. } » Wren. Tmpeached r f ng Popish cer 
- 1 ‘ \ i 
142. D 1 O'N Ch 1 hy ition in two D> : 
1) ho ( 
> © ] Herbert \{ i hed for 1 { } 
ust the Five Memb \ 
164 S ] Le y lim} hed 1 h « nd 1 
\ it 1 i li ! 1 
1 Mr. Strod Impeached for high treason. One of the | 
\iem 
1642. Mr. S I (Not re rted in St I ) ' 
1f N ‘ ] (Not re (cad In Wl e ' ) 
LGAL Rr. ¢ Li ‘ I ! hed 
1 re ; 
1642. \ ] It hed f ] i 
the DP: 
1 > ‘ 4 | ] N ed ) , 
1 ] S ‘ j | l } l ! ( 
' \ 
1 \ iN 1 
1' | ] \ | ) \ \ 
- i 
1 1M for ] | ( 
1 L ¢ l ] l 1 a4 
1 \\ EJ | ] 1 
] l lL Stafford | ot] l ( I 
1 | for { y | 
,” i 
Ll i 1 1) \ i | 
( I i ‘ I 
1 badward u I i I ! 
lice ol er ol l \ i | ee 
l Sir W ( { iN Lb | 
ud 1) E 4 
‘ | 
1 st) i l « | ( (Not i 1 ] 
GSt. J Hart Impenrched of ( \ 
he * 1 i ‘ 1 ! 
Sir A. Bl l It l of high t 1, with! J. 1 
‘ { ‘ { ‘ . Dp 
1 . Lord ¢$ \ ] ct » to 
{ his all -_ ed y ‘Be ‘ 
Chu of Rome 
WSO. ‘ i’ ( | ( ‘ 
169 Dual f lee Impeached ! he $ ul 1 le | 
rhe mst ] ] ‘ ‘ ( i 
1008. John Goudet and othe (Not ed in State 7 Is.) | i 



















































S030) 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY wa, 








asad at se 
of f the time of Ric} rd] xX. IM prac HMENT OF SIR WILLIAM SscRoGGs, CHIEF JUSTICE og 
| MIE KING'S BENCH. 
ed and re ved fro ! In the reign of ¢ harles II, Sir William Scroggs, chief Justice 
(11 ( the Cri; Law of Ey Of the King’s py NEN, Was imp chned of high erines and misde- 
eof Lord Maceclestield hers, the nature of whieh may be best explained by the fol- 
; I] © was the last jud OWwilns extracts from the articles themselves, The gener] ueC- 
(range that | ‘ (on is “that the Said) William Scroggs, then being chief 
HOW have been named lice of the Court of King's Bench, hath (raitorously and wiek- 
hable crime 1 the Con ‘ endeavored to sul ert the fundanmy ntal laws, and the eS- 
\ { ( ( of | shed religion and Ssevernment of this Kingdom of England: 
1 4 \I dohave been } ang ustead thereof, to introduce popery and arbitrary and 
vo jud | Peach | tyrannices) severnment against law: Which he has de lured by 
re OF the English people. Ont } divers traitorous ay d wicked words, Opinions, judgments. prac 
( enched id the Lor ees, and actions.” Chief among the special ¢h: res are the fol- 
Or Judicial 1 luct oth wwwing: “El, That he. the an d Sir William Scroggs, in Trinity 
term last, being then chief justice of the said court, and having 
SALEY AND OTILER JUDGES taken an oath duly to adn Inister justice according to the laws 
| I ed | Mention to extend the | hd statutes of this realm, in pursuance of his said traitorous 
to thr 1 count W lie { Irposes, did, together With the rest of the justices of the said 
dt} l\ ve answer n}| court, seve ral days before the « nd of said term, in an arbitrary 
\\ Oo anoth t of sl inner, discharge the krand jury whieh then served for the 
| (le sy t « @ by refusing to pay | hundred of O Wildston, in the lity of Middlesex, before they 
| t dine \] enden, and the e 7 had made their presentn ents, ete, * * «* Lil. That, Whereas 
| November and December, 1 a. | one Tlenry Carr had, for some time before, published every 
| ‘ On de in favor of the Cro Pweek ac fain book, entitled ‘ The Weekly Pacquet of Advice 
enhoof the judges; Finch, chief Justice of | from Rome, or The History of Popery,” wherein the supersti- 
Persist Chief jr Of the king’s bene] fons and cheats of the ¢ hurch of 1 me were from time to time 
{ ‘ { Crawley, one of | ‘posed, he, the said Sir William Scroggs, then chief justice of 
‘ i | | ‘ t. lord ¢] baron] the ¢ ourt of King’s Ben h, together With the other Judges of the 
\ | | f tl court. | d court, before any legal conyic tion of the Said Carr of any 
| | ed to Tolland, ay ay) crime, did in the sud Trinity term, in a most egal and arbj- 
LP by the Commons ve their} ti Yo daanner, make and cause to be entered a certain rule 
( ‘ ‘ ( fention, the} of that Court against the printing of said. hook, in hae 
' {|} I | 6, 1641 As By | oa. * * © IV. That the said Sir Williany Scroggs, sine 
e | lit of Toney y t] | he wus made chief justice of the King’s Bench, hath, together 
| the | bject of att ch n | th the Other judges of the said Court, most hotoriously de- 
hima ne th the PINOneYy Opine | red from all rules of ju Hee and equality In the imposition of 
Wbiciad 4 duct on the beneh. | tin, Upon persons convicted of Misdemeanors in’ said court.” 
) t Cain be best exp] ed Phe result was that the chief justice Was removed from ofiice 
‘ this . hich open with the | ana eh a pension for life. (state Trials, Vol. Vit. pp. 195, 
{ lL Sir’ Robert Berkley, then 216.) 
Or [court of eS | I. PROCEEDING AGA] P PORD CHIEF JUSTICE KEELING. 
| ( | i] , ert 1 | 
¥ d ern of tl o f | I rve fc het eh the « e of Berkley and other judges 
to mee an arbitrary and | (1640) dim that of Sir William Scroges (1680) are Proceedings 
t J Wl the hath declared. | by the Co; ONS ust Lord Chief Justice Keeling, which ox 
ea ‘ nd ents, | rred in’ 167, notable for the reason that thes Clearly ilus- 
{ les ¢ (rate what kind of Jud U nets were considered as impeachable 
{ yy | ‘ 1 I h crimes and husdemennors at that time. “A co PY of Judge 
is ey Clue « Of the justices Necling’s case, taken out of the Parliament Journal, December 
1] Hei Tan toath for the due ad tl, 1667: ‘The House resumed the hearing of the rest of the re- 
> | tu of) port touching the matter of restraint upon Juries; and that Upon 
| ple, on or about ¢ last « the OX unination of divers witness. » IN several causes of re 
/ hig I: of 0 oS pul upon juries, by the Lord Chief Justice Keel; ys 
doth 4 rey Marly pres Ind to Cupon the committee nade their resolutions, Which are is 
© That he, the tidd Sit levy 1. That the proceedings Of the Lord Chief Justice, in 
‘ f the iy CS of the Court of ‘ Wo reported eC Tnnovations in the trial Of men for 
f l, did on de- | thr es and liberties: and that he hath Used an arbitrary 
eX rel “ust Jol Tfevnap- | 1 ill 1 yp ry whieh of dangerous CORBsSequence to the 
f shin rye ‘4 * ©. That he. th Sand dibert Of the people of J nesland, and tends to the in 
tlh li 0 Of thre WIsst jee of th tbocinge of I l Crary pre ernment, z That In the place of 
lone of the justice of the et udicature he Lord Chief J isfice: hath unde rvalued, Hified, 
] {hae held at Yo nh Tent L coorncde med Magna Char i, the great Preserver of our Jiy S, 
nd jury, ‘that ity iW 1] freedor rd yp mOorty » That he be bro ht {Oo trial, in order 
‘ ( i the Ix Om tnd. | to « | bpun Cnt, In su hmanner as the Hoy e shall judee 
COI ‘ but also th that worn ) fit and requ a (Stite Trials, yol. 6, p. 991, seq.) 
fhe defense of the kingad ‘  # “On the 16th of Octeh, 16607, the Louse being informed 
Berkley then being one o (hy { of the ‘that there have been ‘Innovations of late in trials of men 
Trinity term last, then ron tl or their lives and deaths. and in some particular CASES re 
1 1 debate of thie d eon t] Ms have been put upes Juries in the inquiries,’ this mater 
. I Bro eld lL openiv in ‘ urt referred tos Mitte On the Sth of November this com- 
flaw, and a rule of governn "nt;s’ and Care enpowe L to re ve Information teetust the Lord 
hiely ht not be done by the rule of | Ciel Justice Keeling for any other misdemennors besides those 
rule of xe vernment:’ snd would not hing jut And on the 11th of December, 1GGT, the 
of hip money to be arened by CC} Hittee report everal resolutions against the Lord |] ef 
. The said Sir R. Berkley, then a; I there | Justice Kee} Of legal and arbitary proceedings in his office, 
did revile d threaten the grand jury 1 © chief justice desiring to be heard, he is admitted on the 
1 se ) for presenting 1 1 ) sth of December and heard in hy defense to the matters 
ole All S 'S§ Church in Hertford afor, harged against 1j Nn, and being Withdrawn, the House resolye 
{! I Sir Ro Rerkley. } Ni me of the | * that they will Proceed no farther in the matter against him.’ ” 
Ourt of King’s Beneh ‘and Sitting jin 1} (4 Tatsel Pree » PD. 123-4, cited in ¢ hase’s Trinl, Vol. IT, DP. 461.) 
Tov eet  ouibition to the said Court uris-| ., REMOVAL BY ADDRESS PROVIDED BY ‘THY ACT OF SETTLEMENT, 
thi h the eour Cl did move In the sy df 
( hd several timy . for a prohibition” | By the foreroing analysis of the only English precedents to 
Pp. 1283-1291.) Phe impeachment against | y fiowe can look for expositions of 


the meaning of the phrase 
Paying a fine of £10,000, 


as applied to the conduct of 


1° high crimes and misd leanors,” 
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( iG ‘ ( Dela \ 
J ‘ N tli ¢ l ! 
{ ‘ ‘ nl { ‘ ed 
Caren ql 1 } 
( | t to article 1] Set } 
bts the words, “ Provided t 
/ / the a] pl adlion by the 
/ (The words of t1 Act 
Ca il I of both hou of Pas 
‘ om thy ) Mr. Gerry ¢ 
\I q2 ‘ NMlor thoucht { tL conti 
t the jud ld hold their offices 
1 vet be 1 ble utatrial B 
‘ ) , 3 fore to oO 1) 
| a4 ! riety f th ( 
( 1 | moor the id 
/ if j ‘ fa / 
| l / j 
If he Su ( ( rt to judge hetween th 
ly r S ‘ | me is an MSU 
{ { 
uch a proy 1 t! British Gove 
! thram diet Hlouse of Lords l 
ely to concur on the same ¢ 
J 1] if lic re rked hh al 1c" j 
| ‘| conduct beotl houses of Parl 
| Lsit the rie i he would have beer 
cL die ra dad tuation., if made to cde 
of f \ ehoy ht prevail in the two 
(! ent Wr. Randolph opposed the m 
ch ti indep henee of the jude 
Naot poprrrerhie ive thatthe le lature, con 
( constructed) on uch different prin 
po erly unite for the purpose of Clisypolive lit 


ve; all the other States present, no 
fo engraft upon our Federal Constitution 
ce Act of Settlement pecially referred to 
Pr. Si in, Was rejected with only one disse 
{ ther time, Mr. Dickinson attempted to 


he President should be removed by address, bh 
1 ted by the same majority. As Mr. William 
hment of Andrew Johnson, Vol I, p. 5) h 
on the addre of both houss of I’ 
‘ for the Act of Settlement, 3 TPLallam, 262. 0 11 
Which tf ned our Constitution, June 2. 17ST. Mz 
rc a twine moved “that the Executive be 
| {| National Le lature on the request of 
( ( latures of individual State Delaware 
Ct doit was rejected Linpeachiment 
( p hey re 10 cover ever proper case for 
{ entencs tiile the « ence of the whole mut 
resolved that neither the executive nor 
of the United States should be removed from 
Chinent for, and conviction of, treasor 
| hoe ‘ ind misdemeanor 
1 theorit h OXpre ed it “rhe first 
to et word to be removable on i ‘ \ 
{ } fic and 7 Cl of dul | 
hat these expre ionS were too general Phos 
‘ ! heh out it wa voted that the clause 
ply ‘removable on impeachment Phe debate 
rie rabes did not wish the Senate to le ible to 
officer whenever he acted im a way detrimental 


rvice, for such a power was expressly refused 


IS1, heretofore quoted.) A general 


ona clause in one draft which made the Pre 
for treason and bribery It was urged that 
\\ too limited The following are extract 
Which ensued: Colonel Mason said: * Treason, 
a titution, will not reach many great and 
( Ilasting is not guilty of treason \t 
{ the Constitution may not be treason as above 


** bribery” the words ‘o) 
Madison: “So vague a term will be equivalent 
nye the ple ure of the Senate.” Mason with 
" and substituted ‘other high crime 
rs against the State’ In the final draft the 
the State’ were omitted, doubtless as surplu 
finally adopted, ‘crimes’ and * misde 
had a well detined signification in 
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he courts of England and in her colonies as meaning crimi- 
wil offenses at Common (parliamentary) law American Law 
Review, vol. 16, p. S04 Article on “ Tinpeachable offenses un- 
kk t! Coustitution of the United States.” The term ‘“ com- 
instead of parliamentary ” law is) carelessly used in 

t excellent statement, as it often is elsewhere. After quot- 
he Rawle on Const., 200, Lawrence (Johnson's Imp., Volk I, p. 


Ivo) remarks: “ Phis author says in reference to impeachments, 
law of England for the 
COMLMLOM PAELLA ntai uv lai. 


and Minot, 448.” 


recourse to the common 
! that is, to the 
1 Wood, 


X\ IMPERACIIMENT TRIALS UNDER TIHTE CONSTITUTION OF TIII 
UNITED STATES. 
Seven impeachment trials have taken place under the ma 
chinery provided for that purpose by the Constitution of the 
United States: That of William Blount (1798), that of John 


(ISO), that of 


threat ot 


Samuel Chase (lSO-4), 


West Tf. Tlumphreys 


of James 
that of 


tht 
(IS6L), 


Pigs] ipper 
Piekering 


MH. Peck 


(ISSO), 


Andrew Johnson (€ISGS), and that of William WW. Belknap 
(IST6). Three of the foregoing were political impeachments 

do four judicial, as those terms are understood in’ English 
parlissmentiry law The articles presented by the ITLouse of 
Representatives against the four judges—PDickering, Chase, 


Peek, and TLumphreys—illustrate in the most emphatic manner 
mssible that the popular branch ot has heretofore 
Iways perfectly understood the meaning of the term = “ high 
mes and J as applied to the misconduct for 
hich a judge may be impeached. When placed side by 
h the Inglish precedents on that subject heretofore examined 


Congress 


misdemeanor 


side 


(| agree In every particular. The Tlouse of Representatives, 
n the only four cases of the kind ever tried, limited its aecusa 
tions, wilh the greatest strictness, to the acts of judgment pea 

ned by the judge on the bench, as contradistinguished from 


personal acts performed by the While in Which 
rht have been the ground of removal by address. 
Vurning first to the case against John Pickering, judge of the 
district court of New Tlampshire, for practic: 
find that judge charged with misconduct while 


riain admir ilty 


judge ollice, 


illustrations, we 
adjudicating a 


case pending in said distriet court: * Yet the 


id John Pickering, being then judge of the said district court, 
ind then im court sitting, with intent to defeat the just claims 
of the United States, did refuse to hear the testimony of the said 
Wilhesses so as aforesaid produced in behalf of the United 


hearing the said te ndduced in 
nited Stutes in the trial of said cause did order 
the ship liza, with her furniture, tackle, and ap- 
restored to the said Eliphalett Ladd, the claimant, 
trust and duty as judge of the said district court, 
the laws of the United States and to the manifest 


States, and without 
behalf of the 1 
nd decree 
parel, to be 
Contrary 
n Violation of 


Lilnony so 


{ 
to hi 


jury of their revenue.” (Art. Il.) Again (Art. TID), when 
in oappenal was prayed in open court in behalf of the United 
States, the charge is that “the said John Pickering, judge of 


the said distriet court, disregarding the authority of the laws, 
and wiekedly meaning and intending to injure the revenues of 
the United States, and thereby to impair their public credit, did 
bsolutely and positively refuse to allow the said 
prayed for” 


And again (Art. IV), 
Pickering was “a 


uppeal as 


wis made that said 
Inain Of loose morals and intemperate habits,” 
thus accused: “On the cleventh and twelfth days of No 
vember, in the vear one thousand eight hundred and two, being 
the district court in and for the district of New 
Ilia i}) hire, did appear upon the bench of said court, for the pur 
| ndministering justice, in a state of total intoxication, 
produced by the free and intemperate use of inebriating liquors, 
and did then and there frequently, in a most profane and inde 
cent manner, invoke the name of the Supreme Being, to the evil 
all good citizens of the United States, and was then 
ruilty of other high misdemeanors, disgraceful to his 
own character as a judge and degrading to the honor and dignity 
of the United States.” It should be specially noted here that 
no pretense was made that morals and intemperate 
habits’ or profanity constituted a high crime and misdemennor., 
Upon the contrary, the accusation was strictly limited to acts 
‘upon the bench of the said court” while “ administering 
justice in a state of total intoxication.” There was no attempt 
n VPickering’s ease to claim that personal misconduet, which 

ht have been the ground of removal by address, was an im 
penchable offense. 

Phe articles of impeachment presented against Judge Samuel 
Chase contain equally pointed illustrations. In Article T he is 
charged with delivering an opinion in writing on the question of 
on the construction of which the defense of the accused ma 
terinlly depended, tending to prejudice the minds of the jury 
ugainst the said John Fries, the prisoner, before the counsel 


after the statement 
mw’ Wials 
then judge of 


swe oof 


exiumple of 


and there 


* loose 


law, 


“ 
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m was to use the words ‘to be removable on impeachment 


1 conviction for malpractice and neglect of duty.’ It was 





( ( | often lin is not guilty o tre on \ 
to subvert the Const | Liuay not be treason a ibove 
1 i! I ed 1 MSEC! fter * bribery the words ol 
tration M So vague a term will be equiv 
tenure du ple of 1] Sennte.’ Mason 
( inst dive ; id ubst ted rt hie hy 1 
l SA i} \ stule (Al can J \ 
lf | Sibd.) 
bil ! | \ ( Ul {] | tat ! of {hh purase 
1, and tl 1" led ‘ thi it was ¢ to be « 
i « ahimin ‘| lf residence of a 1 in his dis 
ule bn fale / f foo the SE * wip } 
Heda eould { : { tely extended: or, by the 
it] \ inh hisad al ise vin tood in 
ia ad ot 1 hed if it idinitted that Congress eun 
e the « bic he { ‘ t by addition or subtractie 
\ Clearly ! em 1] demonstration that the 
1 f ‘ ment p led 1 the Constitution can he 
tine remodeled by J | on Che validity of the se mn 
nonresider i | 1 misdeiennor, can not 
| ed by sel \ ! 1 { hove if it could be, the fact 
be lost it of tl] |) 1 provision that “every 


h judge shal! reside in the distri 
t be disputed that Judge Swayne was so residing in 


district for which he was appointed at the time that subse- 


{ legislition excluded the place of his residence from such 
Certainly nothing more can be put forward by those 
ert the validity of section 551 than the contention that 
\ re ndent duty to remove, within a reasonable time, 
the district for which he was appointed into the new on 
hich he was not appointed It follows, therefore, that the 
no now J le nimounts to nothing more than the charge 
mdent did not act with sufficient alaerity ; that he did 
I e his residence into the new district with suflicient 
How could such laches possibly ¢ titute an 
| high crime L misdemeanor 
' — ' IONS 
\\ bg as a high court of impeachment the Senate 
nd final judge of the meaning of the phrase “* high 
f misdemeanors.” It has been well said that “* Trea 
‘ ( high crimes and misdemeanors’ are of 
rehial re mo oand bribery are specifically 
] ‘ high « nud misdemeanor ire just 
compre) ded soa wurh each was specified. ‘The 
f what they are Phere is no 
Vl { a ( tl i ( "| el 
‘ rt cle ‘ | V law that v Ly thn 
rn de t { oO ¢ ( | CULULELe I l other 
dof which the s { id (law 
J Tn ¥Ol-4; 9; 20.) And the % {4 { 
of | } nt | 1 ho ¢ of th ey ( 
‘ ‘ ‘ t¢ ’ } 
} ! ] \\ I ( 
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d have posse ed had the Federal Convention seen f to | and d 
eX | peachment “to malpractice and neglect of duty.’ « ‘ t ; 
l stratior a pro] tion rejected with a single dis ‘ ; 
i is Madison expressed it, “So vague a term will \ 
be oy it toa tenure during th pleasure of tl semi 
hove I ! l wil es thr vyidest possil tay ' 
{ to t Federal Constitution will 1 liv be w sO 
f \ under the Cl L-\We re « Ise s to w ‘ t! 
( ! hrias nel mie \ CX ‘ 
} 1 order one | \ he « S 1] \ . 
a ‘ end Cel { : a l which ( 
the cn s of triet cor cin not lis 1 to 
\ \ ene bet Cll { » ON Ss, { se who hive 
‘ retu Wy ol thr Su ‘ { i { >a t] ity 1 re ! 
obvious conclusion tl term high « es and ( 
\ embti CS Slinpiv those off $ ‘ | le uniele ( i \ 
{ ment ] ot ] | ise Suitpye tos h | s : 
‘ that Tay u red 1 the l ess of ! 
\V 1 tl ObvbVection Is) 1 le that thre pli st thu ‘ { M 
( VW ith rt this S\WV t| t wis 
cle | purpose of the framers so to re t it 
mits yp vound 1 at the time Tm the ‘ 
oe. thr ry La chad ( 1 by Iress Ww ! { 
\ Ih ¢ one a { 1 the second, the proposal to 
ho a compre! ve \ il ! ! i Wits re ( t 
ected and the | d phrase mi osubstitut , 
dl tion w cl le | th | ( ‘ 
1 le’ We ‘ I Oot tire ley 1 Of tthe i ! thé 
| ‘ t th gh pore u \ { ‘ 
i A Jead \ i \ rr othe b t tells us | thr 
ae ‘ the Fede list pear n 1 o] fy 
\ uu m the judiciary, Stat d Federal, w 
{ | eos yD 11 1 old 
; A fae +) le f ol ew izes | I 
‘ nin an obnoxious Federal \ ! ved fl t! ; ‘ 
co 1 Joie Ly rhage } I chmment « t 
| } ors] ‘ oft the ] est ‘ rt I byuit { ‘ 
thin | risil ( I rresp ve of | 
! » ¢ ‘ ol i! ‘ 1 «el Is \ ll i Li 
} ! e nthe Federal \ (1 ‘ mm the Cons 
Vi iE I 1.) Wit tI ] sib Vv of s 
yi { That tT { { vt oul ] Le! ‘ ‘ 
} =) 1] ! Ve il { Powel oO \ \ 
} \ it \ ! t well-known 1 \\ the | 
by an on 1 cle a 
| i“ lie ‘ J - e of 1 
ent to at | ee t, ed, ¢ thal 4 t 
t f { | ‘ { ( 
} hh « dt le ‘ | \ 
Ll, seet t, of ( ‘ | | ~ 
\> i 
J vy M \ 
t le 
APITIIN X 
1 ‘ ' . 
‘ 
i | of 
f ‘ ] 
, i i 
] 
; 1 
l ) 
( f 1 t e ] : 
| \ i 
Ly { 
’ ‘ 
‘ 
{ 
I 1 I lac 
ee 
i 
i i 
1 
i 
x \ 
ti 1 4 ‘ 











MES CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE., FEBRUARY 22, 
on 4 than to removal f tice, and d ition to hold 
‘ I M ‘8 te ! ; en tr t bd 
; VI , 
l 1 ) | : Q :. z 








‘ { i ) i two third lie I 
f 4 } ' t 
] ‘ i \ lt \\ 
t 1 l ) id { ( the « ‘ re Wt 
' f ‘ 1 the jour! ‘ ! he a i we mm t! 
1 ll \ ) I heill receive j | n 
{ nee { ' { d . 
t a ‘ w) eith i ‘ ‘ ' ‘ ' 1] t 4 
i] @ Zui.) 
1 ' 1 ¢ ‘ 
i ATA ND 
{ 14 { ( iftuti of IS51, Article I\ 
. : i t to rei 
Y 
. ' , 1 thre hdr ‘ thre ! 
: 1 ho concur! j 
n of TSo4d, A 1\ 
1 Any ‘ ! 
‘ 1 
‘ n nh 1 rurt ‘ ' 
} f 
if misbehavior in ‘ I t 
' ' ‘ ‘ : - 
1 t I 
* * ! 
‘ } 1 t c | 
{ nd had 1y \ 
\ ‘ { on of 1 4 \ ] 
i 1 lage { ) : 
‘ et d ve. ] 
Vi iINIA 
{ 1 
f ; ( tution of 1776 
« . 1 i \\ ] out f f and ' ‘ 1 , t 
Lode 
: { ‘ I l I rupt ‘ { 1 y 
, ; ; senfetv of ft State > endanverel, hs © jimpe 
y ! e of « 1 nt to pe ted vy tl 
1 c ! i I ‘ the bho y ay 
‘ \ il t 3 ! to t ] com nd If found 
he « \ be «¢ fo ad led to hold any offl 
; 1 { t } tempore, oO sub 
) | j i { bait 
\ { f 4 ! don 1 
' f i } ‘ | t 
‘ . { t 
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f { j S ) Say ect } 7 i! constitution, p 106.] 
f ‘ ] Art Vil 
Pave 14 ind all other civil officers under 
‘ ‘ co itution Alabama, 1IS1, p. 40. ] 
{ ‘ ( ! » « sid \ \ \ 
i : ] | ite officer ide of the supreme 
i’. 4 1 « ind pro ti atior \ hall 
} demeuat ind gi 
1 ‘} tl of] { 1 The it no furthe 1 i rentnoy il 
| pI e of hor trust, ¢ 
\n t lit her Lec l or n 
{ d ont 
{ » thy nt addre of two-thirds of all the 
“cl l { ‘ l i dca 
‘ e the tie ! ‘ iry of sta altorr rome | 
a , he 1 « t court chancellors, and | ‘ ng 
‘ (} ‘ 174.) 
: CALI NIA 
f Const n of 1849, Art e ly 
| a ee ver aa er it vernor, secretary of state, comp 
j { t er, attorney-venera ve neral justices of the 
| ‘ t, and lyes of the dist t court hall be liable to 
' | | nt for y i demeanor in offiee >; but judement in ich ea 
extend on to re val from office and disqualitication to 
{ I 1 of hor rust, or profit under the State; but tl 
] ' vieted or neg ted ll nevertheless be liable to indictment 
i pur ent a ding to law All other civil officers shall be 
1 a | f inisd eine in ofice in such manner as the legislature may 
(7 e 10S.) 
! | COLORADO 
{ ( tution of IS76, Article XIII 
Phe vernor and other State and judicial officers, except 
1 | of t peace, shall be able to impeachment 
* ! h rie 1 lemeanors « malfeasance in otfiee, but ! ent 
i ¢ ext 1 to removal from off md «a \ 
n to rlal i ol ‘ tru Dp t nm tha State | 
whi el vieted or | od neverthele liable to 
| tion, triak, judd nt ind pumni ment cordin to iW 
> All hie 1 | Tole » Lin] wl ent ill ‘ I {tor 
\ f mi mid ort fe mee in off in wh manner as miny 
« provided by law (i's ~41.) 
VLORIDA 
’ ra C ition of IS88, Article \ 
. 1 * ° * nad t the ex ration of five ve the justi of 
- ‘ t e rt and judges of tl ii court ber 4 fed 
‘. { t t 1 « 1 du ( vod havi ind for wilful neglect 
; | r «ot rm ! ViFteu WAL! i 1 
’ CiuM { vern hall re ove at of ther nh 
{ relady i | d ‘ ‘ v tie ‘ tf t ‘ il a miehy lie 
ho » That the « , ' ! tated t len 
lad nd entered on f f 1 house fred i l 
f the it ft en i ! * notified to th jure 
fended to el I rd tied to a hearing in his « i 
def ! \ j a 1 yeaa ‘had it ‘ 
‘ tn ! J entered on thie \ 
of « i I j ti sare ; 
‘ hitition : is \rt V1 
‘ il’ ’ on 3, “ Impeacl nt \ 
Tver tution of ISTO 
‘ nof 1 , \I 
1 i 1 1] t! er 1 { the 
iyi al i of ft { j ‘ rid t >a 
t 1 pore ‘ re i 
. | ‘ ! i ter \ { i 
i 1 1 ‘ ] \ ! 1 ‘ ti 
for the 1 il of a r imap nd 
V dl ‘ ‘ \ Al ie eu 
Ith ! i tlie vel ‘ 
of tf tite aie a | third or tlie 
i } { ‘ Ciise l re doto 
{ ! od ned |] 1 | ad { ft toa 
‘ «cf Vv Vv » for rein i p> x 
{ ! | taken by 4 und t inal ente 1 
1 ‘ ned im « ‘ t nt 
ld offices the person so apy | tly 
, 1 t 1 of predece (| ‘ ny 
l 11.) | e ection : I wachments,” <A 
if p. 40] 
' : a \ 
i nant vernol ' of the « t 
nd of t 
! i le nor in t ! 1 
! y to re l from « mal « i 1 
{ hon t ro op { nef { { 
f i 1 erthe » 
{ ly ton I to law \ ot! 
‘ + to ofl v it ( rt vit 
! ft er By \ nthe st nemeda 
{ i { ! { « { : | the 
en tri nad pourri a rel law 
ny ! in hie All other civil o t dl for 
in bh omanher a the | it may provide 
& | 
\ Vil 
» In hit to othe cl and 1 d ‘ for which an 
! i en ‘ ! tried st dod nike « ind 
ad it It ‘ V, tales 1 ofl o 
! 1 n dl et to 11 ‘ nsidered 
{ i t nt ! \n When impeached by 
i ‘ leomed nile rre tod ill e disquatlitied 
1 tou | fort of the duti of hil ol “ I lL nequitted the 
It iy lee » Imy head and in oa { may «ke dshis 
{ t enate within ten day of the date of 1 jmpenachment 
! \ I i} 
Cor ! f ISGS, Art IX 
/ I { nis po n of tlon 9, Art AVIT, of ti constl 
| { n t \ ited 
| An lien “ rp impeached by the assembly shall be deemed under 
| d ilitied from performing anv of the duties of 
{Thee t aequitted by the rate but any officer oO Impeached 
i ( ‘ tion « l nd in arre may demand his trial by the senate within one year from 


of hi 


; 


lmpeachment.” (Lage 305.) 





} 





1905. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 3089 


rr 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 











FEBRUARY 22, 

















t ] Constitution of 1875, Art IT! 
| ayy 14. The enate nad f presentatives in joint convention 
et ‘ Wi of ent but a majority of the met 
| ele tou t « thie ° . “ A notice an impeach 
{ f officer er \ ee ipreme court shall be 
thi nm othe ief ‘ tf ol t 
| ere ln I f ! irt to me 
f dd f 1 Vithin tte 1 not the impeach 
{ f fanil ment f ties Ipreme court § 
j ted t f u do by t ‘ t nate upon the judge of the judicial 
( t hin which the « tal is located, and he thereupon. shall 
. ! t jraed ere ft d ict court in the State to meet with him 
} t { vy da it thre | to sit 1 court to try ich impeacl 
] f | vi nur lL « ‘ electin one of its members to 
‘ (la L214.) 
e . \ 
s ; ( itution of ISG4, Arti Vil 
j 14) Phi ver and othe S id dicial offices except 3 
' { : { I e pea I e to imy ( it for misdetineahor of 
in In off Page 1257.) 
decd > ea tion 12, Dllin constitution, ISS, p. 460. ] 
MTEL DAKOTA 
i \ Cor ittution, Article NIV 
1. r rn ind « ‘ State and judicial officer except 
‘ ) { peace, and police magistrates, i 
t 1 presen it } t | drunkenness, crime corru col 
ro omalfeasan a ler nor in office, but judgment ich 
! extend rther than removal from oflice and dis hea 
{ et m tl lor (la i 
_ 1S) \ ofl net int tk iy ichment hall be ubject to 
I val for 1 cond {, malfeasance, erime, or misdemeanor in cffice, 
‘ ‘ habitual drant ! i nceompetency, in such manner as 
ld ; e® provided 
inal | 
t , n 5 ( tion of ISO Article I 
| Lied | Page Lio ‘ ection 3 Alabama constitution, 
{ 1 4 1. | 
| { | | 
, ‘ titution of TS51, Art II 
t. (Page 1468 Ml 0 rv d ind all State officers 
e imy ched 1 Inisdemeanor in office, ete., as in othe 
Const lion of TS51, Arti 1\ 
17 \ 1472.) i ection 16, Kansas constitution of 
1 + Dd 
l ‘ n \ Ol N 
( t of S57 \ le Vil 
\ ] it 1D, | ik IL not innayp hed; but Incompetency, 
rand de nee or delinqueney in office may be tried in the 
{ ! is criminal of nd judgment may be given of di 
‘ ofl nal rther punishinent as may have been pre 
i 4 f 4 ] (i's | | 
I a Phe erin ! rer from office a judve of the supreme 
Toil \ \ | ‘ tin tto pon the joint resolution of the lk 
! it Wl h ‘ i of the met ‘ ‘ ted to each 
cor j 1 1 ! merle cy Co | 1 Tikal ‘ ‘ le 
\ ( i or othe ient \ ited in ho ution 
il \ \ 
‘ SOO, Art XVI 
‘ \ Ml -#. (Pa 9.3. ) | lio Lig nd 197 of « { 
) . ! f North Dal i, Dp. 25% 
| 
I ( { ’ 1% \ 1 \ 
Le ae 1 Vie I (| Strat ll be 
i >it ' t \ | \ in offi (Page 1671.) 
{ 1 rE 2 | \ \ 
' i | ‘ { | ‘ i d of inf 
nee ’ tor for the Stat mad secre vy of stat l 
I 4 { ‘ ert Whenever they \ im thre tilom of t 
f rey ‘ tn 1 1\ ( in thei otlicial ca weity 
P ‘ , Gh Danedase ndoattors { the State may bey 1 from 
j ‘ ! ‘ { 1 . 4 if tt ena ; ; 
{ ‘ t had { 1 thie me ele ed to 
‘ { vot la 1G. 
‘ f i it \ \ 
{ ' i I io ‘ ti a4 titut 1 of IS34, p 
14 
| 
e Vi 
( Jud | t { fe. In 1 f Nee 
' nG l | edin (1 
Ly) 
| 1 ( ‘ tit rofl ‘ \ Vi 
} 145 j j ‘ { } , civil {} of the 
It \ tlien peachment f nd on \ 
hoof, tre Tt 1 othe 1 ind ot chen 
: | 17oo. ) 
‘ rof Ist Art 1\ 
; ; | Vai nie ‘ | Alabama coi he 
tQ74) 10 
e IN 
Ry | !) f ‘ ! nt shall be vested in tl ] of 
‘ t (| 14 ) 
| I bitene { rho hor florney 
f { rr ‘ the jud of 
i i { | | { niin 
\ . dl Pinay i ol | of thre prem ‘ { hall of } 
{ { i | | 
1 { . ‘ titution of TS6t \! e i\ 
‘ \ ‘ i] ; Bay 11 fhe jud of t preme and district eourt ere 
‘ ed thie Ver vmy ot dae dad ce »thirds of eaeh ho f 
: . { { ‘ rey 1 ome { alt ro oolher ve n 
| i UND 4 DMPEACTIM / 
} | it the en ‘ ‘ ‘ Which wh remeval st 
1 | { | t ler hoin relative nd entered mh tlie 
! ‘ hh} \ ‘ | { the « I 4 
| { ! t edt the ad Init oe ‘ rved nal ’ 
| { { 1 to om.she ! in | own deters ly me ny ‘ feo i 
i n (i L207 lds iall pa And in all ich cases the vote shall be taken by 
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© oy 

\I I) | eC i 

juiry with 

17 \ that he was 

‘ rie hn cou 

) e dut that we 
‘ 1 ‘ Cy) 

t ‘ | VW rl rres 


on \W 

i | \ mo! I 
ed | Judge P 
erto Caro 1] 
in the court t 


ulso 


on 


hk riday 


thine to do ( 
refer e to tl 
In conversa ns 
re ln eemed to 
ek speak to you 
t to make sol 

r ] spoke to 


‘ { Tudge Paquet w making 
e couse be postponed until the Thur 

| en ! iv other remarks he said that 

1 el e * i t would be 1POSs ‘ 

ba md in time for the heal 
from my desl ii went over to Mr. Davis and 

| ( i | Witte ses Sul 

I (| homy office as long as he de 
I ild t out y summons for witnesses that 
| bo opr | faor M Dany then iid to me, “I 
| { 1 that ter nated the conversation Ile 
e over to Judge Paquet and held some consultation 
vy then, r tl ern tion of the proceedings, 
( {root 11 iwo nothing further of them 

I ived in my office until about 7 o'clock trans 


WI) ie " 3 that had accumulated 
irther f1 the 
1 dopr red at ony time that ever 
\ desire Tor W i 
| \¢ out summons for any number 
} > 1) 1) } 
/ ail ' 
} ( ! oned thirty or yw Ihe 3 
( 1 ‘ tlre | 
‘ {} } ! 
' " wey ry little 
‘ { ! ery t Sth, 
{ i. \ 
i i de? 
{ ent 
. e f i the bench when 
i 
‘ : 4% t } oO hno bu re 
if ‘ } ‘ 1 1 i c 
i :.4 would i 
would have to t { 
) { ‘ of ) I’ t tht 
\l, } {*) | 
‘ 1 Mo laviod { ld © 
u leo f { ! Uriie { 
\f ! I 
; 10 wh 
dk 1 1 
to 0 
' Va, i 1 \\ y 
thant 1 
{ t that it’ 
to | the « y 
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i. r EBRUARY 22, 
ection that tl records of the court d ] e ih fact that 
es OY { ip ling durin ll that time 

qurihg Ses i re) ihe court 
\I MALLORY 1 should like to What year was that 
Mr. THURSTON. The period was the period beginuing No- 
er 5, 1901 nd continuing down to April, 1902. [To the 
Were you present in court at the time of the pro 
nes under the rule to show cause why Belden, Davis, and 
Paquet should not be adjudged guilty of contempt? 
\ l Was. 
Q. State, in substance, what occurred. 


\. Mr. Davis and Mr. Belden appeared at 10 o'clock, as cited 
id their answer. Mr. Davis read thi The 
r ng the court called rst witness, I 


burt deputy clerk of the court. 


ind re 


tnaswer. coun 


t] think, 


as Une fl 
} 
Loh, Lhe 


by Mr. LI1GGIns: 


What court? 


A. The State court 


the deputy clerk of the court of Fscam- 


bin County, Fla. He testified that he had been called up by Mr. 
Ix t his home about S20 Saturday night—the previous 
Saturday night—and had been requested to go to his office and 


sue 2 summons ad respondendum in ejectment against Charles 
Swayne; that on that precipe were signed the names of Simeon 
Louis P. Paquet, and EF. T. Davis; that Mr. Davis was 
of the State court, and he felt bound to 
request; that he went down to his oflice 


Belden, 


nh attorney 


comply 
with the 


Mr. MALLORY. 1 would like to inquire what this state- 
ment is. Who made the statement the witness is detailing? 
Mr. TITURSTON Mr. President, LT am asking the witness 


now for the 
the contempt case. 
Mr. MALLORY. The witness seems to be repeating the state- 
ment of somebody else. 
Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, he is now stating what the 
i : 


witmne testified before the court on the contempt proceeding, 


lings 


proce ‘ 


that took place in court on the trial of 


it testimony never having been recorded, what it was 
been gone into and related by the witnesses for the mana- 


Khe PRESIDING OFFICER The witne is statin what 
Mr. B 1 the elerl « the court. tes | 
Ir. THURSTON. Che clerk of the State rurt. 
Lhe WITNESS Mr. Burton is here, and I suggest that he 
e his own torr) {| rest { 
(). 1 should 1 you to state what teok place in court thet 
‘ 1 « ro on with tht ling 
A. The next wit then was, I think, Mr. John Denham 
() \ | \" ] 
\ le { ‘ ) C4 Pensreola Press Ile was un 
} » iden ( 1 document, and tl itv editor, Mr. Wil 
i 1 is tl placed on th tand and identified a 
( 1 ¢ Py Lie ney |!) er art ie? Lianit 
} +} yril hy lo w 1: , } 
©. (Producing ‘ ) Is that the o1 nal d i it 1 t he 
lentitied 
(1 ninit ) Ye ! that is the document produ l by 
‘ I 
‘) \\ ) ] nil t} t js 
\ | Lou I. Paquet told 1 perso ly that it \ his 
©. A { Iwith ! h iwriting? 
ia 
@. Judging from your knowledge of his handwriting, state 
to whet r not that is in } handwriting 
4 Y 1 
i >» A i i . 
©. And 1d 1 to that h ld you » ! if? 
A. 
NIi rHivuR »N Mr ar elit we offer tl] : { Ik >. 
of 1 rt which ‘ n the 
| { s | ovember 10, 190 
i \ i 1S I! ‘ Sn Cer ied « v of it th 
{ ( l l e this read, | the 
Sy etar } th Vy ’ a fr > thre 
Dis ARMO? ! l 7 c | 
\ \ no o on to its 1 pul in two ol 
\ 
| ) If 4 e only : { 
las f 
\ CA Or FI \ 
\ j { t | of M 
ar ‘ i 
Lb Jud ) 
( | | | \ thre { 
1 n ¢ S.¢ ceed s for } 
c l | map of T. ¢ W:  Y ] part the 
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| ‘ W _is claimed by M I rida MeGuire, and wl i Mr. Manager PALMER NI Lr eit | 


d ludge Sway if estat saike Scaiioeia : 
city d m1 { iv . of to this t 
I \ n n i ‘ the Withess is 
\ i Ss} S } Yi 
j iN 1 1 M PIIURSTON \I | 
] W. MA ( ul I 
I i Ss A) eo ] } } 


1 { i ! f t ‘ 
Mr. M PALMER 
\ 1 i i < t | . 4 — 
{ l \ 1 ‘ 
KW. M ( 3 tell 
j ‘ } 1 
Q. (By Mr. T1 nN.) Mr. M h, will y continue \ ! 
{ e PRESIDING OFFICER 
Stiite t f the testir nv tl Wil 0 ( i the ense 


hd kk. PT. Davis: that he was present deters 


() Lid he Sal\ \W here’? 


mi as Keys ‘ ‘ of the 7 ‘ ho @¢] ol 7 | a 
t +} { } } 3 aaa } Mir Ml PALM It 
l¢ i il he l l l Md \\ - wf 
court wit! . t 
OO. Who was Prvo t ] S re the ‘ : 
\. M Pryor had p Lonll « ts the ens hyena | \ . 
{ nd i ana } } | PRESTDING OFF L I? 
‘ ‘ S Tle ‘ ‘ — ‘ ) ‘ ' 
I ry ki ! \ } citi | WITNESS | 
‘ a: i Kit ’ ‘ ~ ‘ \ 


. Oh eS ( hie VS S 
Ww! “ ' i] 
EP. Bark ia: Bia! 
>. Did } “ t« t} owl Del } rhit t} 
t of tl rticle to h nel hen od Oe 
i. Wess s he stated that Mr. G W. Pryor had broug] : 
1 ‘ to | i | ‘ S } liv «¢ thruiit bre h ef ‘ ; 
dl pul hed \\ : 
). In what paper? : ; 
Mr. SPOONER I sk that thre nswer 1 vy be repeated a : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER Che Reporter will read tl ag GOUCES s | ( S 
] t au { ! ad ISWel < : 
hie Tk er read follows *i coe 
) Dic W ) 1h 
\ ‘ i Ml ( \W ] ] | 
lv 
©. (By Mi | \\ ‘ 
ed Lhe 
\ ldo. 1¢ oft \ x 
> |? t| rt voorrele ] oOceod vr ] 
| 1D >< VA ON 
.. W tilled M \\ Neos t and M \ | hh 
| L then \ d Mr. lon 1 tl Kk, tw | $ i 
M isher « or two | 
(> Wi lial they I cl . 
\ Uhre iske ( I t ‘ ested t ] ‘ 
1 nthe |] ’ \ Lie ‘ VleG I 
O. What did they ‘ . 
\ Phey SW i th ‘ ere ( ts \ 
©. Whe \ MM hishet 
‘. Mr W l er Was ! ( \ I | 
©. And w en Md there ed lI M ! ( 
| the contempt ¢ e to thre | | 
\ ( Sit Mr. ] her is now d { 
Go. ¥ thisat s what I y s ’ SK \ l 1) i) Ry M | 
or Beldet au ‘ 1 thre St 
\. Mr. Davis } duced ‘ v of the Ame 1 | } 
leneve \ of Law 1 1 Lk \ the se l ¢ ed ‘ 
rested er tlre om thre I et to ] ‘ 
to IST, | \ ™ 17250 of the Revised S \ 
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there. It ] been in my po A. Yes, sir 


the a nent { A. Ye 


| | >) I ad vot ‘ i] 
tel fisvel woking it up, I 
I presse {jf date at which you 


‘ ind also a 

the following dav, if’ ve 
Phe PRESIDING OF 
\I PIIU RN PON ‘I 


rhe WITNESS. The 
» tl 1 it] usual wa I Mr. THURSTON. I] 
that one corner of h I Did you ha 


(TH. 


FEBRUARY 22, 


Q Who was a witness here during this trial? 


that conversation here. To save 
| 4 Marsh, do you 
had sn conversation with Mr. McLellan in 
conversation had with him in the street 
ut will state it 
‘FICER It is on pag 


page 269 of the record, 
‘hanks, Mr. President 
date is January 2 
Withdraw that last question [To the 
ve a conversation with Mr Donald Me 


| er eyelid: on th Lellin at your office in the United States court building, city of 
i. { e his feature 1" da, Pla., on or about the 27th day of January last? 
\ I did, sir 
lany questions on that 4) Did he, or did he not, state to you at that time in sub 
hd effeet as follows: That on the trial of Davis and 
r ¢ th that M | 1 for contempt he took down the judge's remarks just 





tated that to me; yes, sir. 
Q. Did] or did he not, on that oceasion further say that he 
ted Mr. Blount th rwards took the manuscript to Judge Swayne and he looked 
| \M Delounit ked ] i fit over, but made no correction ? 
ee aa \. Tle made that statement to me 
| ! \ ag () Did he, or did he not, further state at that time and place 
j tte Judgve Swayne then said to him that his statement was 
‘ either of 1 litt lit 
\. Yes, sit he made that statement 
Fad Swayne'’s | () Did | or did he not, then and there state to you that 
\\ he ab ve langu used by Judge Swayne at the 
1] | ( her T) ne of the sentence 
hid ae i 4 Jud \. Ye rs he aade that statement 
! 1" ( wl | had rey I . Did he, or did he not, then and there state to you that 
Judge Swayne did not use the expression that Mr. Davis and 
Mr. Davis or Mi General Belden were a stench in the nostrils of the people, and 
| ver Wi rene that he did not state that their conduct was a stench in the no 
1\ { ent to th effeet that | ti of the |» mle, or words to that effect 7 
| Vey t In er A. Ve rs he made that statement 


then and there state to you that 


{ | wayne did not use the expression that Mr. Davis and 
( ( to 1 { ral Belden were a stench in the nostrils of the people, and 
{ { Lidl | | | rf tate that thei onduet was a stench in the 
| {} {| | or words to that effect % 
I) | La t to that que i 
ai . { ‘ | Q). Did h or did he not, then and there state to you that 
\\ i repeat th pun Judge Swuvin conduct at the trial of Davis and Belden for 
nt C4 dign “d,onmd that it was what he thought a 
! ( { ] | ere 1 bel id bb 
| A. Ye il he made that statement 
{ () rich click Tn l thi i lt l {1 | I tite to vou 
I ( th lime Judge Sway uppearance was that of sad 
in }not of anger 
} \ Vi i | 1 de that statement to me 
\ that it cu | . Did you have any further conver on with hin’? 

{ done and not what wv | The PRESIDING OFFICER What the witness Mel in 
»>tuke up the time of 11 eourt | ted it Jurd Swilvne yy wt, not a Vy, When sen 
Mr. Belden did not do this, t! | tencing Judge Belden 
\\ ‘ | { fied what did Mi PLE RNTON 1 ourule tired ITo the witne | 1 will 
of fair aurvument whether the vou, Mr. Marsh, didi he limit that statement as to the sen 

t it er for th eof Ju Bold 
eee amet eS 


ln i ‘ | r | (ti trim ! { 
iter « [ “OD th he 1 
' idk t ! 1 { Lied Tne lid 1 ft, 
| l len snd DD I i llotel to see 
] we | ! | tl rt ‘ that 1 ‘ 
It hot ontrae { \\ ington, but didn 
he ourvht not to 
\ uw the We n { i 2 ee val 
} 4). Are you 1 
(dn n t al tthe State of I 
towhat didi not take | an Be ‘wm we 
> What would be t 
| on LT will let it we after prs 
A. Under the liws o 
| ;? lin ie) er ou teal ten ¢ 


Monday of each 
drawn | To the witne Do | tiled the previous cay 


| than the second 


‘the same diy At that time and place 


state to you that he had been up to the 


Judge Liddon and lad been asked about 
xpected that he would be summoned to 
t want to go for fear he would say some 
iv: 


‘that statement to me 


he rule dav for the return of proeess o1 
pe lad been served? 
f the State of Florida service of summo 


lays before the return day, which is the 
month Phe pmecipe therefore must be 
aout rs eis to file a precipe not 


Thursday before the tirst Monday of the 


——— 
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! ending i the I ‘ \ ess the ques 
S court of 1 evice \ \ Che PRESIDING OFF LE ‘ 
thi e, or el was reported | I r to ‘ ( 

tae l ‘ | \ lo t witl | S I | 

\\ I h case ; | t in t | i States « 
rt or dis { 1 t P QO. « 
\ Nt I ‘ L « L the ré ad mys \ 
rt ht in tl ) \ dg of ] inbia ¢ inty. 4. N t I 
a>). Tn thre 1 { f Florida MeQuire fier Nove : 
(ry Ly tv's e Ll eall the Florida Me ( f \\ 

( ( lid Mr. 1 .. sul] oe f the attorneys Q. A 


G.. te ling paper to witness.) Is that it? t vhieh Is l to the 
Che PRESIDING OFFICER Was that troduced yesterd | PRESIDING OFFICER 
Mr. THURSTON. No, your honor. I did not introduce propounds stio 
I stated that TL 1 rll on ( f | w ; : 
| WITNESS \ Lil ] ‘ ) Ye t] ‘ t! pl 
\I PIU RNTO 1 will offs \ L ¢ len wit { 
nof the NS ( I lt < to} ‘ rena rl ‘ | 
copy here tl i will h for use in ] lo t 
‘ Wore ou} } p vhich sul , J 
\ ‘ i \ { al ( i i 
ke ¥e ! 
oo. Dey ‘ { ‘ 1 for he 1 tifl _ 
l In MeQG ‘ 
ms 4 lw 
() \l l I \ We \ 
\ 1 ft re Were Xt ( Cyt en W es | 1. ©) 
GQ. Wer f them i for the pl _ 
out le ¢ | } 
\. I do t hink there yer ! \ ) - 
1 f Wit re { ou de of thie City 
Q. Thave you « ned 4 records t \ er any f 
{ l ‘ ‘ e file fo il vl : i CLUS 
Ye ee inable to l any other priecipes fe \\ \. 
QQ). Jt ! e th In the « f Fl In Met ' 
l have ¢ ed hat without the det | 
‘ t | on No 
thet \ lL on 11, did M 
| llv of re il that « ‘ l } \ 
() f Nove Mr. D dl t ! IN 
(> \\ ( 
\ | 
( Prick tne 1\ ( 
‘. ‘ ed tion for ord 
| 1) \ | ‘ it f \ 
‘ l thr a Y t a 
aby ‘ 1 | Si 1 dik 1 I | 
| 
| rR ) \ | It | ' . , ‘ | 
1 ; . ; S 
| I IDING OFFIC Chr Presi« Odtlive 
| \ y ft 1 ] al 1 
0 l ferly it w ‘ é dl 
\ l i) 1 
\ PLiVURSTON Ye Mr. Pre t, I do \ ( Ar ‘ 
‘ (to \\ re ) | . 
WHUNESS 1} vel i ere ox 
| SLIDING Ob Le ( . 
{ Lhe ht \ I ‘ ‘ 
\ HURST TOs | ! ' 
‘ | ‘ \ 
lw } } 
‘ \ 
\ 
\\ | NESS After 1 \ | { 
\\V \ 
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' 
1 question lad bes then and there that he broke off the negotiations when he found 
t within h knowl out that the land was in controversy before him 
e question be a | A. When he found out it was a quitelaing deed 
©. Do you know what statement was put om record on the 
now, PT thinl Lith of November’? 
tion will be again A. Yes, sir 

. Does he say anything about a quitelaim in that state 

on propounded I thieit ? 

\. In that statement he says that when the quitelainn wits 
| ' r tend ent to him he discovered by inquiry that the property wats the 
donut ht, per meus that in litigation before him ‘ 

~ Tae t of (9. Dick The in hi fatement on the Sth of November say any 
thing about a quitelai deed ? 
paying taxe I have | me - 
\. IT think he did. ves, sir that is mv recollection 
mw only information I ' — vias , 
() Now listen Was not the renson he gave for breaking oif 
He Swity tie Olintions that he d overedk that the land sy in Lit | i 
POWERS, and My = 
before bins? 
P \. Ondy inferentiolls I do not think he stated 
el oll 
(). Tle didi not state that proposition 
tht } A. IT do not think he stated that proposition squarely, ne 
lead othe attention of . Did he state then and there that Mr Tlooton trad tela hin 
| ; : ' 
When he potire hased the land that it owa nopartoof the Cheveau 
‘ leaped ian I do} or Rivas tract and was in suit before bitn 
\ No: he did not refer to that 
hin 1 contempt could (). Tle stated then and there that he never found out that the 
' committed within) prepert was in controversy before hin until after he received 
etoons to disturb the the letter from the agent 
Ome DPositive deere \ No: he did) not go to that extent 

(). Did he state the time when he ascertained that the prop 

er oof the citation In erty was in litigation before him 

\. Tle said on inquiry in relation to the quitelaim: deed he 

wl out of the Ameri found that the property wv 1 litivation 1 that suit 

(>. Phen he stated prac enlly that he diab not tind out threat thre 

P property was in litigation until after the deed was sent to hit 
} \. Loam not testifving a to conelusions 
©. Leall vour attention to the American and Pnelish lnevelo 
1, providit for th piedia of Law on page 32, and ask you to state w hether the p Ee 
the trial of that tion TE will read was what Mr. Davis called to the attention ot 
the court 
( t used dur U1 tntute n 724 (UL. S. Rev. Stat. 1 tlh 
f th led \ int for contempt nel cle 1 
{ elt 1) nt rt ommitted in tt ] ‘ t 
! lie « ‘ ‘ ‘ ) ' 
1 thi yt ! ela 1 f in thee ot the { in ii il 
oO Ethers ! retion eA 1! a ed rothe re { ‘ youn } 
Probab two ot pera ju ro other per to uny lawful writ, | ord 
feces or command of thr ! 
itn ‘Phase: Cae teal Was not that what Davis read 
1 ides \. 1 do not reenll that he read that portion. T think if was 
{+ ‘ 

he Ubsequent citation from that book Los not cert i 

over oxnnine that vount Chaat I would wot attempt 

©. Is there any subsequent citiition in this book on the sul 

jane of the act of ISol 

\. My reeollection is not eclenroas to what he did) rend 

Q). If there is not in this book any reference to the act of TS 

P eXeepol that, it must be the one he read 
‘ ' 
A. That would be the conclusion: ves, sir 
t { then he ala . Did Judge Swayne state that the reason why he returned 
Oo en he did ‘ ; ; 
the quitelaim deed was because he found that the property was 
1! cireuit ‘ ur of 1 tlt iticorn Pree feone ! it 
\. Well 
ea ee ' @. You can answer that ves or no 
\. Penn not reeall exactly the ground on whieh he placed it 
1 took down hi fatement in writing and reduced it to the re 
in 4 EBs ord the statement of November 11 
tas | tt | | tt) \é l 
od bas tatute 4) You putoon three ve radon November PL the statement he 
ror ' deoon Novepber o 
roa nr \. No: the statment he made on November PL TL took down 
1 ‘ cool 
@. ‘This is the statement he made on Puesday, November Oo, ae 
(1 c] i ’ rding to the record that you have certified in this case? 
el ed 
] ten 
"7 On Tuesaday Novel ‘ » TOOT, at the thne of the pr ‘ntation of 
F ; dl yi ntits, that th ey himself, he had then 
of Nove In Vircdace dound now states that he never agreed to ept thor eve cepted 
ou mou detter 1 | it port 1! 1 (hey tra that isl { | 
vedo una tood that } ‘ l faim tw g. wi had, with thoney tohertited V 
- m her father ‘ ite, ome tinted for the purchase of vtnne ty 
the { tof | I 1 | thiat « nodeeds ta conmmection therew db been 
in 1% vire, one oof them provin fo be a quitela deed, 
i t na | iry it was f nel ot] {| ) yo in 
1 \ | 1 pore i it lon ot \ 
Met l City « ve \ imal Chiat t ! 
\ ! id { 1 «al dy neal to th prop | 
! { 1 {1 nh bation \W te co | 1 
{ i { rfto this 4 | \ nd tl thereup ! 
! { pre it roin the fut my »p \ 
rh odie ert md t] { 
e broke off the mepeo CQ) Es theat Chee aie roandum you wrote down’ 
A. ¥ de that re mdoon November PLooof the statement of 
eod Jrudse Swayne made on November U1 
ished Dic { Q. ‘Phen the re mothe judge gave for refusing to go on 
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he found the eonerty + i.7 io 
| a ; 
‘ + ‘ ; 1 \ 
‘ I \ f 0 
' A. Wi 
{ thy 1 
his Mel \ 
mn S or Ul to find ¢ ~ 3 
@ the I t i ! le \ 
had tired of the bi es ©. W 
4. 1 
est } ‘ ris { Ony { i) 
sked you to \ 
oO. W 
\ inquired of t rep C1 A. M 
ji a. \W \I | 
told you that Judge Swayne did t A. A { \ 
ce lu { ( Wis sti ! () \ 1 \ 
t i. & f 
les n squarely to bh . To do t 
ken in that statement, be u Jud \. kor l \I 
lien ty. cami Saath : W. A. Ble 
l Ve ot Ss Iso l iv test () W he did tl { 
J Sway did not sav that tl 
a stench in the nostrils of the A. On A | 
‘> 1) 
f any such statement subj 
hat on the wit s stand here \ 
Judge Swavne sa 1 that their « i ) l ] t ‘ ( l 
and that they had adopted crooked | M 
\. Not i ‘ 
>. Or to y Lore 
m uuswel Mine ZN 
All ! a. W vhody « ! 
l i 
Mer.) Did you not state here wit! \ 
t conduct of these men was QQ. A l S 
a ' ae SD 
V1 testimony on that subject (. N l 
r the conte pt pp eedings bef ( ! J 
nto ( ! ds « the 1 New © ! ( \ 
\ i 
( fifteen n ti ") oe 
the testimony of the witnesse | ‘ ‘ l ] I 
‘ pied hour 1 te t vyer i : ( 
Sy 
( { t t was p { ‘ | t + 
ls tances ) ) } 
{ Wit 5 W Wwe \ D 
‘ L to \ l 
( { ] ( \I l t 
, a ‘ \ 1 
Phe se \ that ( 
{ of f ( ‘ 
\ \ 
] thy 
\ 
' \ 1 
\ . 
o% dwt 7 
ms, 
did on that e L \ ( 
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| \ ] 
oO a 
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i e % y Wi ( 
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© Did Mr. I t 
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FEBRUARY 22, 


\. Ye sir; at the pleasure of the district judge 
© Was Judge Swayne on the bench at the time the marshal 
these men: vay to prison? 
\. 1 do not recall whether Judge Swayne was on the bench 
! . I did not see the taking away of 
Davis and Belden. L went immediately to my room and 
1 Wp the warrant of ehntence 
MI Manager PALMER. That is all. 
Mr: THURSTON That is all 
Mr. MORGAN I linve some questions I desire to have pro- 
ed to the withe 


The PRESIDING OFFICER The Senator from Alabama 


ounds questions to the witness. They will be read by the 
eliury 


Phe Secretary read as fo 





» Tad Day paricl e and had Belden s the im] \ 
t f Paquet 1 le hi 

ae & SII 

Phe Secretary read as folloy 

‘) { the time TI’ wt made his apology did he have any eau or 

im the « t over wh i Judve Swayne w presidin 

\. I think not I think at that time he had withdrawn from 

® Florida MeCQGuire cuse That was in Mareh, and as T reeall 
When the second suit was brought Judge Paquet’s mame 


not of counsel, sand that was the only ease he had before the 
It at that tline or Lee 
Mr. BACON I wish to propound a question 
Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 


Che Secretary read as follows 

© Did Judge Swayne pronounce sentence orally, or did he read it 

\. He pronounced sentence orally, without reference to any 
oO faras | remember 


Phe PRESTDING OFFICER. Who is the next witness? 
Mr. PHURNSPON. Call Beverly Burton 


Beverly TE. Burton sworn and eximined 


Nii HIGaiINs Possibly the Secretary had better ep t the 


vers of the withess : le seems to have a cold 
Phe reading clerk repeated the answers of the witnhe 
By Mr. PHrURSTON 
Question. What official position did) you hold, if any, on the 


of Noveniber, Toad 
Bs dey lerk of the cirenit court 

( i) | a \ 
\ bisa Co Ida 
i A \ ‘ i that dav oor evening did) vou receive a 

{ thy ul eof a writ im a ¢ eof ejectinent brought 
| { \eciuire tinst (hark Wil Vite 

) 

cy. tlorney ! i { WV, Was Signed to it? 


tal Paquet, Lb think. 


Aa | ight by Joseph Nevser 
4) ‘ ‘ ly { ‘ 
\ \ 
‘) \ ‘ ‘ 
\ \ 
( \ our offies 
> At t time in the evening 
\ ) ( 


© When it was presented to you, what did Keyser say? 
thi 


ive and issue it and then 


\l PELE RN EPON Elia ill 
\l Manager PALMER We have no questions 
The PRESIDING OFFICER The next witness, 


| h . Barker, sworn and exsinined 


By Mr. Piturston 


Question, Where do you resice 

Answer. Lo now reside in Uniontown, Ala 
©. Where did vou reside in November, 1901? 
A. Pensacola, 1 


la. 
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QO. What was \ r bus = the 1 Ve ce 1 ) 

\. ib was city ¢ tt Daily Press ress t VV 

©. On tl ‘ Novem 9, WOT, did vo! ! g \I PALMER \ l I ) 
t! Us e 7 u hi Te W s us ( ed I \\ sss \\ y 


wits t Pens | 1 it | t \ rood ‘ | LURNTON N I 
news LT tol 1iw pu f he w 1 promise Lt 
to vive it to the « er] el ‘ ray) 
Mr. Alanager PALMER I do not t . a conversation be \| \I PALMER N 
tween this man and Mr. Pryor of any hnsequence, and | ob Phe PRESIDING OF FLCER | r © 


ject to it ys 
Phe PRESIDING OFFTCER I t « ed by the cou | NI PELE RNSTON | 
Mr. THURSTON Il do not l to ¢ i that. because 1 ha 


reach it in another way fo the withess Were you a wilt I lel eto! et | 

ness in court at the trial for contempt of Belden and Davis % PRESTDING Ob Le 
A. Yes, sir swer will be read by t Lie 
©. Were you sworn as a witness there’ | Kkeporter read 


\. Yes, sit Q 


©. Will you detail what statement you made as a Ww 


the ( er tl ( S 
\. Well, Tow asked did IT writ ‘ I had tl 
CO] f the 4 rew bh rnie . 1 1 ‘ this ) ] < INGO) ( 
I told h l 1 me Chen | sked vhere | { I 
told | 1 Creoree \\ P rought { to betwee lv) 
1 » Saturday 1 it} 1 1 { oO ; \\ 
Monday I being ¢ 1—and Mr. | told 
that M | | had \ en i { to thre per I \ | x] 
told M 1’) I l mel y d not « | i 


int £1 | dl . , to « ry ‘> TD \I | 
to the other papers Ile | d that he would ._ 

Mi PILURNTON (produei paper) Mr. Vresident, I ex oY 
hibit thr prep dentiftied and test ied { » by the withes hn ordet! . 


Oe ee ee feany treyrnenee 1. We 
rhe WEPNESS. L wrote the hendlines to it mvyselt Prd caaaee 
Mr. THURSTON I think the witness discloses the facet that ers ee 

he was an enterpt CWS]HIPel mm. ‘That is all, Mr ' ) 

gare \. None wl eve 1 t | 
fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Do the managers on the part ©. (Prod imei 
of the House desire to cro cmine the witnes 


Mr. Manager PALMER. No, s ania 


9 present ra 1 , yw 
\\ mi only the | I 
4 ' 
| Va 
> |) ‘ Live \ { Ire 
{ ad 1 Se ‘ \ 


| 4 | ) 
” \ \. | 
0 ( \ 
thi ' discredit \. I 
pen The J f t >) 1) 
thi ‘1 ey ( , 
j Lhe \. ID 
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FEBRUARY 22, 


@. And you have stated to the best of 


prtane it that trial and that commitment? 
t t se ( ‘ t the trial, the sentence, 
(J Well u 4% en lence 
\ ; Ee 
Ml M iver POWERS. TI think that is all 


ion in November, 1901? 


\ ] Vil chief deputy i the I ted States mirshal’s office 
Q. Wer L pore it the court room at any time during the 
} of 1 pt preceedings against Belden and Diavis? 


\. | there when the sentence was pronounced. 


i you hear what Judge Swayne said in pronouncing that 


yas you can remember and in substance and 


could not give any correct idea at this time of just what 
shaky ident, there is too much noise in the 
The witness does not speak very loud, and we can 
not hear over here at all. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Q. (By Mr. Tirurston.) 
t] t the action of 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. Pre 


The Senate will please be in 


such expression as 
was a stench in the 
words to thut effect? 

such language. I do not 


Did he use any 
the attorneys defendant 

of the people, or 
\. I do not recall any 


think it was 


appearanee and manner of Judge 
the deivery of that sentence * 


and calm. 


() What, if any, evidences were there in his manner or ap 
or d ery of the sentence indicating anger on his 


\. Not { could observe 
Q. Whit, if v, exhibition of feeling did he appear to ‘ 
\. Sts ‘ lt to be ] 1; perfectly calm. 
M LIURNSTON Rhiat ill 
Cr ed | Mr. M er POWERS 
QM. A yuestior Did T understand that you are at the 
t leput mar 


©. And under Marshal MeGourin? 
\. I 
( \nd you were | ent in the court with Marshal MeGourin 
f the sentence of Day and Belden‘ 
\ 
a). Dia ll the { i with Marshal MceGourin? 
a 2 t 
1] ppened you to be in the court room that morning? 
| 13 4 eral tl e owhi entence passed of \ 
duty to] (diese ku w lint 
T ah 4 ‘ that ser ree | ed upon 
‘ Le] AK i DD 
| dy f 1) 
) tl ‘ ‘ ie f Jucdve Sy a? 
1 
( bid erstand to Vv thant The ke with great 
af ) 
\ | if i I ad with kindness ; 
fic] ny] 1) 
| ‘ li il em) ono harsh tan 
‘4 il } 
‘ ‘ | rity ] ‘ thre iWence 
aye ti 1 ile | | re rede { by , 
1 \ 
‘ ( ‘ ho ‘ ! ] ly 
i rv ! | ‘ { t | | here on rit hbave 
of that kind 11 tin that y 
©. Or being men whose conduct w i stench in the nostrils 





Penusmnecola 


, Fla, 
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! 
i ed l ZU Le W used T do not remember it I ! Q. Are y t] Cire \ ) W 
I t t | | ot Tne proceed v st M rN } Ss 
(). Did vou ! roany | t ‘ ‘ t! cou yl lh ore \ l ‘ 
1! ml Upon I ( nda Lo the re rele ) \ \ 
\. | didi no \I ar Ne 
©. In other word the Judge sent the en to prison \ hh me 4 . 
out s ( | } Is t ts > W oui! SOS s 
\. I did not thriat ve ‘ t Q of the 
). Yo iy vo L ne et that retlected upon their) in that « ‘ ’ Mr. O'N 
Com { \I \I er POWERS M I a { 
XE so inte between ind reflect ’ = I] t 
() I lie 3 | lk i | t t Juedlee Sy { 
i | st C4 Delete red Ddsay | \\ re ‘ ‘ ete { 
tiprotn Chae chet eS } 
\ lat is th \ y Lo unders od { \\ ‘ ( the ‘ | 1 eS 
(). They went to prison all the same conte t is i the ‘ { 
\. They did Wis offered. ¢ ‘ thie M | 
(). You took one, did you to rwh it! \ t \V 
A. I did no Ss were bt t to the ‘ 
). Who did take them to pr thes og wd his ad \ ( 
A. The tleld ae \ Now, strike e tl t ‘ 
a) Lk voll Tie t! ‘ ‘ ey that thev were tl 1! t re | Mot ! 
\ lo | Iries vy out rN 
A. Alm liately the ( Greenhut was tl 
Q. And did 1 see Judge S 4 1 ft niet] 3¢. hen that _ . a hi 
thie ani ; ; ie ; 
\ \ a | the Jl CTs Were mil ove to the field cle it) phisise ‘ { ( 1 al ‘ 
I we to the de doo | ent to othice nd [I do not) the learned « 
Know that Judge Swayne t the « roo t Mr. THURSTON. Mr: Pr 
or not eral propo ‘1 lal v the ¢ 
. Who cl ] ent } 4 4 » ) lhe 
\. Cle \I the cou Bi 
Q. And ‘ it efor he h { ( he se 
| « | il ‘ re al ) 
a. 3 het \ eof that It «bk 1) co to my | i eived | 
uritil if There's vy i t to bn rved \I \I POWERS 
(>. Trick that « tr conn ito ! we do 
A. The commitment did « ( ito ! l ‘ 
Q). Tloy ‘ after 1 en ice did it ! ur | | when . ‘ 
\ | tled ane Il ] ‘ ul hi ‘ rend ly thee > t | | 
l V ¢ rely ldo not | t whe ai : 
Q. Well, how 1 l ‘ { \\ 
\ I could not \ . +] - 
Q. Would you say it w: re than five 1 Hes before th Mr. TITURSTON. Mr. It 
commitment t hed mur dase tt the sentemne er 1% d 
A. How ; 
oO W re tha fiy hue ent e be | mA 1 
the co ‘ ( hed vou 
\ l Vi ld ‘ l a { tle bye ise | | M 
do not re Il it | ay \\ 
. You w | v. tl heat re than five 1 \ ‘ J l 
ule (). What 
\ I would { \ , BI ] list I co al ot \ l ! ( 
definite state ‘ { Q). Tle I t 
Mr. Manager POWERS hat | A NS Qu 
heexa ned by Mr. Pitt RSTON Q. What ] . 7 
, ‘ ’ ‘ { J l \\ | 
(. Mr. Wolf, a quest on on one othe by ject Did vou have a ee ; 
COVE ition with Donald MeLellan on ‘Puesday or Wednesd — ‘ 
February Tor S of the present month ithe 1 ted States 1 a. Fw 
shal's office at Pensacola? ee : 
» Poy 1 re \ ‘ 
A. L did, on Wednesday Stl ; ‘, , fy 
() Who else was present il Vote it that co «l Lion es = : 
4. ROP. Wharton, deputy marshal < ti ; ¢ ; 1 
() Did, or did not, Mr. MeLellan say to you at that time z : 
substanee and eect that when he took his aceount as nore Q. J ‘ . . 
i LEC the i ‘ | 
porte for the newspaper of the contempt proceed igs lie \ «) And tl ; ‘ w 
looking the greater part of the time at his notes and the defend c 
nt. Mr. Davis, and that he was not certain whether Judge ' ; ” 
Swivne said that Davis and Belden were a stench in the nosti ; . xe } 1 
of the people or that their conduct w such ; : iz 
\. Tle used such language as that in trrnree oO a rae 
Vir. THURSTON Vhiat all. Ds eae re 
Phe PRESIDING OFBLICER. Call the next witn i  \ \ an 
> 1. 
Mir. TILURSTON.,. Call Perey S. Taye | oO. And did 
the district 
Perey S. Thave worn a : 
Nir. THURSTON With the permission of the Senate, LT will : : ; 
‘ use this with for a few moments. T do not seem to have at aa Atti se : 4 ; 
hand a paper that LE wish to identify by | 1 will call him a seein mnie ane : 
| later Call Mr. Greenhut place of tl Witte tof } ' : 1 e 
Adolph Greenhut, sworn and exa od dc 
' a ne | \. Ye All tl 
By Mr. ‘Tirurstron | s Dawes <a tof } 
( on. Where do vou live? oO W t « { { 
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d you have anything to do with making up those ac- 
had to examine ther after they were made up, in a 
did you e see a separate item for the expense of 


ivate car as used by this respondent? 


did not, sir. 


are you not tisfied that it did not appear? 
ideed, I do not know whether it did or not. 
here are those accounts at the present time? 


\. Those that are in existence are on file in the clerk’s office 


the cireuit court at Jacksonville. 

(). Well, are they not all in existence at the present time? 
A. So far : I know 

I Manager POWERS. That is all 


Mi 
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MILURSTON, 





! ‘ } 
hat was your business in November, 1901? 
wspaper report 
ere you present in court at the time of the contempt pra 
: \ ' 


s on the 1lth day of November, 1901, against Belden 


LV 

l i { ] iv W re \ ll thers 

| e ¢ rhe paper reportel 

id you give careful attention, so as to secure a correct 
did l 

d you do so } 

lid 
id vou publish an account of that transaction there t! 
oil 

did, l 

} ‘ ( 


} I 1 ra } ‘ ( rt le 
1 ju ] Osa { true copy of that artic 
dl | \ 1 fut hed your paper and published in it 
{ Thee ¢ ticle, L think it 
‘ 1 l you read through and tell) me to 
! | { | tement of what teok 
t the tri 
i rigl ] lL rend it through 
Main POWERS. Mr. President, if the purpose of 
! { (| { reicl to introdu tin evidence 
t object If l understand the rule of evidence 
( lo over tl rticle and use it f 
! f refre r | I" Hection with a view to 
Independent of the article, except so far as. it 
his recollection of what took place at that trial: but 
ywose that he could read over the article, and then 
( ticle could | put in evidence as a fair account of 


The managers make no ob 


thie rt e | mut in evidence, as the Presiding 
Wil ' 
Nba er POWERS. We eertainlv do make objection 
1 le ney put in evidences We do not object to the 
the | refresh his recollection for the pur- 
1< tif { \ { | 
PRESEDING OFFICER \ article in another news- 
‘ ‘| e by they 
\f er POWERS Y« but that was upon entirely a 
mud, I i We lt was put in evidence because 
y tha thie l el had t 1 pre ed yy 
} ul d to Judve Swiaviue md by him 
1] hel lisit 1 ni rit { \ 1 
11 1 «l t wumderstand that the ci 
nt tI eof tech er st 
hit ON Mr. I Es 1 ! { t if the 
rr) | wen ( r | reo 
by ye tiv hit I © dnteh 1 ‘ hn the 
\\ l ‘ 
PRIEST (i ERICER The Presiding Otfheer under 
{| { Lye ‘ i to The WILheCSS rene my the { 
iad Le 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mr. THURSTON. No | “77 4 ; : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER The Presiding Officer under- | ©! oe 
stood that the objection was to the r ling of the articl | aa a 
then having it introduced in evidence | 1 Lhe s 
Mr. Manager POWERS. We made no objection to tl t e 
ness, Mr. President, reading the article We understood 1 % 
offer on the part of the learned counsel was to have him read l4. b 
the article and then to produce the article in evidence. I fee 
quite contident that that was his proposal at the time he asked | ° 1 | 
Mr. THURSTON I ask that the Reporter read the questio It 
The Reporter read as follows t 
4) \W now ] } 4 Ls 
, ‘ c ¥ W ‘ 
I ( i l i t } 
Mr. THURSTON. It will be very clearly seen that I h ; : 
made no offer of this paper. Pi was not! r to object to \ » “a \ 
and all this time has been thrown away because of tl S 
anxiety to anticipate what I might do | { 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is now the question? \ 
My PitURNTON I will asl nother question the titth el { 11 I 
Mr. Manager POWERS. The witness has not answered 1 ob \ y 1 
previot quest 1 i 
Mr. THLURS TON No; he has not answered that questio d ft nst | Yi 
Mr. Manager CLAYTON. We object to . 
; : ‘ Ved 
Mr. THURSTON Il withdraw that ai to s { ‘ \ ; 
(To the witne ) TIave you mw read this d 
A. Yes, sir; I have somal 
q). After readil it, is your recollectio reshed as to wh { \ 
to Pl entt tt i] 
a Ee I to a cert 1 PX 1 
(). Where were you sittin n tl ‘ t t the t e Jude instit f 
Q ate ed) , } \I 
i i ) } : 
\ lo the best of mv re ) I was ] ) o t t ‘ 
desk of the cle Clerk M hh I not sit \ 
Q. Will please state Ss nea ‘ USI : 
\ t the judge id at th in 
\. The judge, in p enet t what 1 
TX 
ir. THURSTON Phat hat I rt ; 
\ the 4 e, in ] el tec WAS ¢ ot ( 
a painful d he had been called upon to perform du 
h inbency of the bench; that or to the e 4 
th rs or the defend | regretted it very 1 
the « ul though, of tl! rl W i dis e to the « 
D What else lr 1 I do not ‘ NT 
©. (By Mr. THursron.) What w li | I ‘ l 
ner in the delivery of that se ence 
A. That of a judge ] di ul ‘ f 
©. Did he exhibit any evidences of anger‘? 
A. 1 did not notice it, r, if he « 1 t 1 7 
Mr. THURSTON. I tl k that - 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (to the np ( on the part o 
the llouse) Inquire 
Mr. Manager PALMER. We have ) l 1 
M PILURNTON I now offe COL ed copy of tl 
1 rendered by Judge I’ cireu f th ft) { 
in the matter of the writ of habe eX | 1) 
Belden. LT will not ask to hay t read, but wil k 1 { 
Muv vo iMmto the Recor 
Mr. Man PALMER \] l ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER It will be ] ed } ! 7 
It » without reading, unl there is a request t t 
read on the part of the 2 grr ¢ e Sel 
wit pinion refel ed to is f« I 
1 : ’ 
| = Ix | ! r. bb N 
\\ 
net t ! t ij l 
] l i Ww ; is i 
and Vv \ 
l rt \ i T t I I 
v | 2% t 
: Vi} nh the I \ i w » I , 
{ 1 . 
ey l t p V ( i 
adi y « 
It i t t} 1 \ } 
{ fil W 1 
| \ 
| t] i I { { { d } 
I 1 we | W I I 
3 1 mi ! i 1 I 1 
{ ke 1 ( { ae | \ 
l t I t I Lit a. 2 
I id t d t { l ; 
' 
Pp er i nt I 
1} | at I d j . 
f | \ te 
lh 1 tl I 1 « u , 
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! 
P f I It is now, for the easons 
{ x i t t the said writs be d £ 
' t t tody f the 
‘ f the marshal for the 1 

' And the said 1 { pe - 

en enlarged upon mds co 
ders ed 

{ ord d that t vy surrend 
I as on ol f of Mor 
} ] ‘ of the ' eed e f 
i of | lings t 


n ¢ t os aes S U3 D STATES OF AMERICA, Nort 


k « 
! I ern d t t Florida 

1 nd « i vv of an ori 

j ? l 1 ! n st] ed i S 1 < l 

t i 1 1 and or ‘ 

S.; 637 Witnes v hand and the s ( 

. 5, Ue 1 1 i 1 district, thi d day « or 
: ; 
I j 


I unless it is af Mr. THURSTON. I also off 


1} 
led ¢ py \\ ou 


being read. 


1 of n days The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


be pn ed in the Recorp witho 
Phe opinion referred to is as 














proceedings on above 


hern District of Florida 








FEBRUARY 22, 





filed, ordered and adjudged 
it the relators be remanded 


ambia County, Fla., holding 
of Florida, at Pensacola 





nditioned upon their a 


er themselves to said iailer. or said 
day, the 9th day of December, 1001. 
» be paid by said relators 


Don. A. P 





iit court of the United States fe 
hereby certify that the foregoing is 
ginal paper or document filed in the 
» day therein set forth, as the 
l court 
a ourt at the city of Pensacola, 
bruary, A. D. 1905 

: KF. W. Marcu, Clerk 








er the opinion of Judge Pardee in 


the case of O'Neal, and will ask that it may go into the record 


If there is no objection, it will 
ut being read. 
follows: 


dicial cireuit, northern district of 
O'Neal Ilabeas corpus. 













































‘ ! , i t ‘ W. C. O'Neal, was convicted in the district court for 
| ' nh district of Florida « a charge of contempt of court in 
i « ( 1 t upon an officer of said court, and tl Ipon was 
need to im sonme in tl ( y jail at Pensacol Kla., for 
ay 3 n 4 t xt Ly i col was immediately followed by 
: r4 Ya e Sul ( t of the United States, based on a 
, ; ; i ed q ion as to jurisdiction In dismissing the writ of error 
s Supreme Co d 
vi : lurisd over t person and jurisdiction over the subject-mat 
' ; ‘ ts were not enged The charge was the commission 
i flicer of the court the purpose of preventing 
; harge of his duties as such officer, and the contention was that 
4 i ! facts no e of it Was made out. 
a ar bin: Rea cae aie oe In othe words, tl ontention was addressed to the merits of the 
n 725 hare we 1 not tot irisdiction of the court. An erroneous conclusion 
1), ws ~~ ed t re d can e reviewed on appeal or error, or in such ap- 
FE rate : t But le f ite way : may be provided.’ (Louisville Trust Company v. 
: ( I IS4 U. S., 18, 26: ex parte Gordon, 104 S., 515.) 
5 onc ‘ ar ts And while proceedings in contempt n said to be sui generis, 
Lnd I 1 i ( ig in a criminal case, over 
\ t h oO r (Section 5, act of 
M 1891, 26 Dl amended by the act of 
‘ it ' J 20, 1807 GS ‘hetwood’s Case, 165 U. S.. 
t n | 162 Vinsley Ss 105; Cary Manufactur- 
‘ 1 Compat \ ‘ompany, 187 U. S., ‘28; 190 
t rzed « U. S., 37, 38.) 
‘ t ‘ 1 The case is here record proper as submitted to 
How f t s eme Court showing of alleged facts, which 
1 ix ] ‘ 2 Ty, x ( s do record, to wit 
Chat t ce ace on the morning of October 20th, 
, the affray between A. Greenhut and petitioner, in which is a ed 
1 may © valid in 1 t ve « rred the assault by petitioner upon the said ut 
dgt f r sent ‘ f v hic the district court has sentenced petitioner as for t 
alid rt in ofl n tl re of the said A. Greenhut, and was a part of 
' 1 i t ilding « ied by him as a wholesale grocery store, and that his 
7 Fass faa daneae stn otlice Was used by him for the purpose of conducting the said grocery 
nae , 1 , ‘ 1 ind \ ed in ¢ tion with his position as trustee only 
y ol e in ¢ vas | ( f I and therefore more convenient for 
‘ ‘ t to an t at the said ilding was at said time, and is now, No. 104 I t 
1 hax ea ef f (; nt street, in the city of Pensacola, and distant from the United 
d I rire ‘ S t I ding in which it was and is held not less 
Prid : nt ed ’ f ed separated therefrom by an intervening 
| tion of ° { t i ey, and by more than a block of. brick 
‘ 1 was not in any way connected with, or used in 
G27 if f t 1 t or court-house or any of the functions 
dl io f the judge thereof. That the said dis 
| ‘ not in sion in the city of Pensacola on the said 20th 
i to 1 had been for months ve the said date, and that 
\ f occurred t after unt November 7th, 1902, and 
ize of said rt was hot on ate in said State, nor had 
t 1 1 f | 1 reto, nor did he come therein until the 
d N ‘ ‘1. D. 3902 
t As la ty to supplement record as to fact see In re 
ps ‘ 1 1U. 8. eso 
e+ I ! t lditional facts offered to supplement the record 
i in lind ! I ! \ ange the status of the case nor do they in any 
<tend tf risd mm oof this court upon this wri 
ee ee , e ¢ se of utempt against the relator is based upon the fact 
n i iced ns { t he nlawfu ass ted and resisted an officer of the district 
’ t in the ex ition of orders of the court and in the performance of 
’ { ties of his office under s orders, and in that respect it 
’ I { to °° ile ail { I I { tl time of the resistance ; tl 
1 1 1 sessior with a Wize present in the district, 
if s di ‘ the ] e of resistance was 40 or 400 feet from the actual 
‘ S 1 W y | 1, so long as it was not in the 
f the « a so near thereto as to embarrass the adminis- 
‘ nk tev ac of 1898, section 2, the district courts of the 
1 \ 3 5 I ~ es, sitting in ikruptey, are continuously open; and under 
: 3 and others of the same act a trustee in bankruptcy is an officer 








the district court in the contempt 
ult upon an oft 


and on account o 


pro 
er of the court, to 


f and in resistance 


\ ( n nkruptey fo 
, =o z ey] ) ince duties of such trustee had been committed 
named relators } er or, and, i o, Was it under the facts proven a contempt of 
i ret ! urt ! ofl the trustee was 
v een | s dis t court had ju diction summarily to try 
i \ een vued rmine these questions, and having such jurisdiction, said court 
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+ v4 } ] this ' + ( NI Core 
{ I ( I t f 1 in this cause 
MM 17, 1902 CHas. SWAYNE, Judge 
} j | 1 , Qe - ¢ rt fiftt idicial cireuit of Flor 
. tv I l la McGuire and Matilda Caro c. William Blount et al. Filed 
( ( cl J 17 Lie | W M er} letition for recusation of 
t re Xe 
A \, Northern District of I la 
rae KW. M ( of t ( t of the 1 
: = { | f | \ ertify t t 
t paper of d 
CER. =P ( hat is the ] 1 1 on the day t 
I ! | lon e in iid 
\ } ad the of said « t S % 
| hyx 1 ley ] 1 < t t Ist d of Februa A I> 





on Jackson, affirmed and examined. 
CU it 1 fie ( e tha was roucthit 13y Mr. Il1gGins 


Where do vou reside? 





Mr. P Ibsequent state Answer. Philadelphia 
ii¢ fied] dot Tlie ey , © 
oe (4). Pennsylvania? 
ent of their understand A. Yes, sir. 
bat I er triad or at Q. What is your occupation? 
, , A. Manufacturer. 
ne ess stand Q. Of what? 
KR. Tf it ered for the ] A. Hardware 
‘ | Ovi tice tI { Q. Are 1 connected or have you any family connection with 
t see To Hat | the 1 ponde it, Charles S nes 
A. Iam] brothe 
' (). Did yous v his sister 
| | ( ) 7 \. I married his sister and be murried a cousin of mine, 
: ' t ©. So it is a double connection. What year were you mar- 
I 1 : 
t is the desire \. In 1867 
: (). Do vou know in wl year the respondent was married? 


\ (>). Will ve e who is the pre nt owner of t property ? 
\ Ss mo Anne P. Swavie 
1 I () ‘ | i ‘ li I I be CV ¢ 
A. She has 
I ( Stiite } Se }yery 
v7 1 1. Ss nh her eig ( nth year, I think. 
I « ‘ \) uu fa m4 h the occupation of that prope 
vou know who has a d ther vho has lived there 
. Ts 
QO: J l ask you if x r residence in Philadelphia since 1SS5 
( i , WoUusS O be nm bre el 
( | () \ It ] ‘ ‘ ] Wow 
1 ¢ (> Yo ] e | there lthet ( 
( With the ¢ rh ¢ ( sional travel 
‘ Q. Yes ‘ re lence | been Philadelph 
A. JK resid Ss be Philadelpl 
\ L yole fate whether or not Chia sS vne has 
! t eof | pare n Guvencout 
\ ‘ PERKINS | t we n t obiect to We do 
»> the y ‘ y sked what the respondent $ 
; he | been there, but to ask whether he abides 
‘ 
(pRB XI 1] \\ ty { ( ’ ‘ to t ( aes 
! } t j Fer ( Prowl W 
t ‘ Mi: Lj tl INS i t wold « ss li. 
| ed G kCOUL usu rh thie I 
‘ ! | 
©. § ‘ | ‘ ! | 1 \\ t vear did that 
I 
; ; i \ rer PERKIN I « to that I} \\ re Cul 


Ir. M PERKINS. L object to the answer 
MI HlGaGeINS My q { I What time he imved to Flor 
 « VITNESS we ) 
LIGGINS l ‘ \ hie rst went 


t went to Fl 
[haGINs es ht my ql 1 ¥ ve J - 
‘ { » | | oo? 
\ \ 
; ( | Ml 1] ») Where 
| 
: \. ] ‘ hy 
(> { I “.) 
I \, 
\"\ Or ea tire e then been—in the language of the 


wt, and for how much of the yea 
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Maun r Butler having objected, Mr. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


that Judge Swayne 
t ) Wl ¢ I ‘ f y l 
t ‘ to do: t t h 
al & N I it 
‘ led to 
) i ( R The VP Ff er W Sl 
() j ) [ I be | cite a 
t| 
{ \ Jol ] e 207 of t 
| ! the Cilole it was olfered for 1 
‘ to ‘ ( ‘ i 
had 4 
t M 
' Mt 1 
! M1 
1 ( il ‘| i 


Manager Wilson 
mis outside of any former 
f the mite and perfectly within the rule laid down 


the celebrated English impeachment © 


from that case, which may be found in 
| nage 1006 
‘ t t a Lec ions which app t 
t cha 3 1 the 1 
| 
i ! t iw the pre I ! 
ha no man would ¢ ¢ n 
t t every man, if !} . 1 
diflicu », would make de 4 ) 
( ca ibmitted the question to the Senate 
© admitted, and the vote was—yeas 9 and 
) rejected. There you have prece 
j } \r ral 
\¢ \ \I | if the matter is about to be sub 
1 it will take some time, and the hour 
nt of the Senate sitting in the trial of 
‘ to arrive, IT ask that unanimous consent 
{ ( on of the Senate sitting for this purpose 
} Lobo ( un ; otherwise ordered. 
GF OFFICER The Senator from Georgia k 
1 the $s nh of the Senate in the 
( rolonged until 6 o’cloel : untle 3 other 
Is there objection? The Pre ling Officer heat 
d eed by unanimous consent that thi 
sSerivt tt xy in the impeachment trial shall be 
\ ( ( il e mot 1 fo djournment 
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Manager PERKINS. I must object to that as leading. 

HWIGGINs I was endeavoring to restate what I under- 
he witness to have already stated, 
Manager PERKINS. It is quite 


unnecessary. Te is a 


witness. 
I do not want to do anything 


hdraw it. 
at all, There is no need 


iy oo? rot ny 


ul it r get any advantage 


PRESIDING 


e sennte 


OFFICER. The Presiding Officer trusts 
will be in order and will not indulge in audible 


(). (Dy Mr. Iliacins.) Mr. Jackson, do you know whether or 


Judge Swayne with his family went to Europe in any year? 


hey went. 


What year, sir? 


\lr 
NT) 
t 

Nr 
The 
ee 
) 
\. I 
(>) | 


t may have been 1898. 
% you know how long the judge remained over there? 
during the summer time. 


you know how long the remainder of the family 


stuved there? 


\ 


About a year. 


% you know where the family came to reside after they 


returned 7 


) 
NM 
wl 
{> 
\ 
i. 


A 


i. 


1 


‘lusion of 


they did. 


I object to that. It is calling for 


Manager PERKINS. 
do not object to the witness stating 


law. I 


By Mr. 
ler roof? 


Iliccins.) Well, where they went to abide, to 


They lived in Wilmington, Del. 


J 
| 


’robably until spring 


or how long? 
I do not recollect exactly. 


(). Did vou visit Judge Swayne at any time at Pensacola? 


\ 
i) 


A. 


\ 


| 
l 


I. 
Vhat year? 


902, 1 think. 


() ut not before? 


\ 


Not befor 

Had vou any personal knowledge of his holding court out- 
of his d et? 

TL had not 

Nothing of your own knowledge? 


.s 1 
I 


\ I } 
Mr. IILGGINS. That is all, 1 believe. 


() 
( 
\ 
‘> 
NI 
‘> 
‘ 
\ 
{> 
\ 
) 


ined by Mr. Manager PERKINS: 


lust one or two questio Ilow often were you at Guy- 
t between TSO4 LOOT? : - 
L number of time | could not answer definitely. 

in) hisave recollection of ? . 


I did not et the question 
By Mr. Manager Pert ) Tlow often were you at Guy- 


between DSOb and ()] Were you there every year? 
Am er « t Os ¢ ( 
Where was Jud Swayie other during those years? 
Vhen Ty ted Guvencourt she was there. 
Wa | there during those years at any time in the 
t¢ 


But 
A. Not with certainty. 
Now, when you were there Judge Swayne was there and 


it was in those 


North one winter and kept the house open, 
yeurs or not Tam not exactly positive. 


uu mean that she kept the house open at Guyencourt? 
At Guvenecourt 

id she at any time between 1894 and 1901 keep the house 
r ¢31 ‘ l 

( not locate that year 


It vou cnn not say what winter ? 


{ lv were there ere they not’? 
A. Not in winter ns mer 
«>. Whe you were there 
‘. 
©. Were vou tl th nter yvourself? 
\. When Mrs. Sw 1 was there? 
>: -€9 Wihter Ww 1 hh thers 
A. \ 
(). Where did Judge Swavyne'’s wife and children stay tn the 
, { 1 know 7 
\. I think they were in St. Augustine 
(4). And where were they in 1805 and 1896? 
A. Probably at St. Aug ne 
(). Were they at St. Augustine in 1897? 
A. T think not. 
(Q. Where were they in 1897? 








1905. 


\. It may have been they went that winter. I ¢: 
swer from recollection 

q. As far as you know, Judge Swayne's family s 
Winters at St. Augustine except the one winter the 


Kurope, from 1804 to 1900 


A. A portion of the winter after returning from Eur 


stopped in Wilmingtor 
Q. And the winter after returning from Europe tl 


iin, it 
; ly 
in Wilmington Now, when you were there in the sul 
Was running the house 


\ NIrs. Sw Vrie 
(). Mrs. Sw rhe 
A. Mrs. Anne P. Sw 


(). Did she pay the expenses of the f 

1. In part 

() Did sl pav oll the exme s of tl] } Ise? 
\. I L not ON] Il do not \ 


(. You do not know? Did Judge Swayne pay the 


mean the butchers’ bills, and those bills mr did his 

\. I do not | \\ 

©. Do vou ] \ the f + +] Jud Sy e ] 1 
Guve onrt 

\. Tle had 

(). Seve } p ‘ } 

\. Tle had 

a) j ( t ¢ ‘ ‘ 

i. Wi | 

©. \ | { rt horses S 

- : 

4 ! | ( did tl I 
‘ | | 

\ | | 

(>). |? Fuel . 

\ | 

{ \\ 

\ "| 

«) \ ‘ { J j SS 


\ | ~ 
() \ ( MM l . % i tl 
\ rs tie ( S71] ‘ 
(). Dor he spend ] \ ) 
4 8] is } ar] y 
ok WW l ( 
ae | ‘ 
( wt) 
_ } It | 
a> \W r Ge *% that Mi 
l er, paid the 
\ _ ‘ I ‘ ‘ I 1 I . 
1 1 
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Ifus anybody else been there when she wus gone? 

Phe house would be close 

(dl now. 

when he lived there with his 
Were you ¢ ld enor hto know that? 

[have seen him come there and go away again, 

went to Florida to live? 

I do not remember the date, but [ kuow he went to Florida, 


And he, or not, been in the habit since he went to 
coining there during the summer time, as you have 

Ve 

le ul } bet we } futher died? 

Wi I could 1 positively what year—between 1SSo 

sh) 

Ilas there been any difference between the lengths of his 
nee S04 and before that time? 

Is] ild I { 

Do you W hether Judge Swayne ever yoted or did any 

of citizenship Ddelirwerre rom Guye ourt? 

I the ] t of my knowledge. 

1] held tl positio 

\ 

‘) it 

1 | hye 1 t] lk re of De Wire t one time, 

May Ia wl t u Prorl lle 

1) 6) f 

\na ember of the De vare le LLUT'e 

Pia 1 { el \ ve part in ailairs ¢ 

\ | lift ? 

’ 

| ever k 1 of tl Judge to vote there nee tl 
( y X ‘ ‘ 

Ihave. 
LIGGiNn}s Phat ] 


Just ( tic or two I] often ere ou at the Gu 
ay en INit 1 tl fall of 1900 
| I re { 
1] ere uat the ¢ ( ourt re len hetween 
) | fall of WoO Were you there oft Ol 
Es | d ther ite ften. Our post-office is there 
I i euiby { rh thie years when the mothe 
here except when Judge §S I W also there 
rf has been ther lL her lif as near as I can 
} 4 
Do 1 test that Mr S wm, tl mother, has been 
r t} wint in the t few yen Is that 
! {] ( of lnte he h l 
| l the \ to for the last 
| ] { ay { ] vled {! t iw | 
| you not kno { 1 that sl how live t IL’! 
i with | daught 
: is lived 1 but 
< } { t | I 
Wi ve 1 tine \ ter 1 
\\ ] s\ 45 1 ] wud ( l 
| (tl { 
* 
| ‘ not the hen the judge was thre ? 
! 
i there once « ‘ 
\ 1 tl 1] ‘ Tiler 1 i 
‘ t bie { | t ¢ rn) 
‘ 1 ! ! +1 1 ' 
14 | I i ‘ « l 
l { reco ection 
‘ 1 ! LIighi¢ 
| 
} ‘ 47 i) 
| ) t} ! I 
6 oO en 
J his family 
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(J. Thi this propert n Mrs. Swayne for life, is | Q. To her daughter's there? 
A. Yes, sir 
j 4). "Phat was her habit from the time you went there? 
() \ ‘ } \ Ye 
\ ‘ lel yee 1 4). Did she ever spend any of the winter on the farm while 
(yA enof Mrs. Sv you were there 
a, 2 \. Yes; some part of the winter. I can not remember ex- 
() | | th 
\ } (). Some part of the winter? 
() a Sil 
) (. What part? Was it the early part, or would she come 
) nderstand. oe not to the | down there in the midst of the winter? 
( t Use on’ \. No, sir; in the early part. 
ks Q. You mean she remained later than usual? 
(> | ) ‘ \. She remained later than usual. 


' 
Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, we can not hear a word that 
| ! ‘ i to Wd] > ? | don account of the noise in the Senate, not on account of 
\ the witness or of the counsel 
rf es? Mr. HIGGINS. It may be that the Secretary can repeat the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The witness will make himself 


1. 4 of | OW! J heard if Senators will be quiet and if order is preserved in the 
‘> { | ’ 
by d horse Hol ever heare as | | ‘ } 6) (By Mar. Tnceins.) Prom whom did you rent the property ? 
( | \ \I \ ( 
\ I } «). Was it | written lense 
() | \. Yes, sir; T have it in my pocket. 
(). Tlave you 
‘) A. Les) :sit 


(). Is that [indicating] vours? 


‘ t 
- wa A, TCS. Sil 
me The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any real question 
’ il the OWihhel hy |) ol th » property ? 
| Mr. Manager PERKINS None whatever, sir 
a | \ HiGGiNnsS. With that admission, your honor, we will 
ial eth lease from the good man {To the witness. | Now, 

\I TT ici ‘ estate what time during the year Judge Swayne would be 

() Ver. Turner. what voul ed pat the home there in Guyencourt ? 





‘ | e veurs old , A. In the 





‘ 1 than summer’ 
1. Ms 1 \. Well, not that TI know of He might have been there for 
nye of that kind; but not that I know 





‘ \\ ‘ ine mnatior day, or probably someth 

















>. 1 have vou been a farmer there hi long have ©. Did you ever know him as living there? 





there as a summer 








the 


Stnmer ? 









ee ee “ } 4) Anat tl was the cause from the time you went there in 


( | LOIS 
So aaa ace a isa: Geeta: ; % 
i ' sa ea 1 oft My Anne S sarvage: 44 ed Ad 0 i went onoon the Both of Mareh. TSOS % 
\« 
4) Ido 1 ‘ 1 . rented t fro j - A Phasat moving time in Delaware be you know of Mrs. 
' ss Say he one winter keepil open louse as late as Christiiuts 
: ' os. 1a did von so rent if hie ' arid \. Well, PT can not sweur, sir, to that 
: , fou @. Do you know what year it was that she remained there 















Do you know of the Judge voting in Delaware? 





i vou | ‘ 
\\ elf, but with my sor \. No, sir 
(> ©) ‘ } (). In ¢ hristinna dundred ? 
\ ot i | A. T never knew him to be there at election time 
+} : . eee } Q. You never knew him to be there at clection time? 
















luring, as you say, the summer months that 


A. That is all, sir 
Cross-exauined by Mr. Manager Perkins: 
\ ! (). Tlow much rent do you pay % 
a> W did edo after the summer? \. Three hundred dollars, 
1 We ent, so far as TL know, to Philadelphia to her Q. When Judge Swayne came there did anybody come with 
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Mrs. Swavne. ] 


Were those children at his place before Judge Sway 
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edge of tl f rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer will in- 
e how many more witnesses it is probable the counsel for 
re postimast fr. HIGGINS. There are two witnesses who are in attend- 
to-day ‘| hey are on the question of residence, and will be 
We should like to examine them to-morrow. There are 
Ss the | Oo ers of the Treasury whom we have in attendance, but 
want to call them after we shall have offered certain 
1 mentary evidence. 
| tv il vay? fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. What length of time do coun- 
through the wint or Mrs. Anne sel think they will require for the rest of the witnesses? 
I HIGGINS I do not think it will take a half hour. 
d MM THURSTON. It will take not more than thirty or forty 
r 1 { unless some of our offers of documentary evidence may 
| it 1 to objection and discussion 
lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. May the Presiding Officer in- 
d out to te ! | quire whether there will be many witnesses in rebuttal? 
MM Manager PALMER. No, sir. We shall probably not 
| have more than one witness in rebuttal, or perhaps two. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER It is entirely probable that 
hat t he } r mail comes | two hours to-morrow will conclude the examination of wit- 
\I HIGGINS. Oh, quite. 
Mr. THURSTON We think so 
! i letter there at y | Mr. President, I now offer in evidence, and ask to have them 
RecoRD without reading, certificates from the clerks 
hen he is absent, what do you cd et various courts of the United States where Judge Swayne 
d court, showing the times and dates during all these 
I s When he has been holding court in other districts than 
I and also in his own 
Mr. Manager PALMER. Let us take those and we will bring 
I on the part of the Ilouse.) | them in in the morning. 
} Mr. TIIGGINs. There is no objection to that. 
\I \I er PP i | \I PHURSTON., Certainly not. 
| | PRESIDING OFFICER. Could not the managers and 
} counsel agree upon a statement as to the number of days Judge 
} Swayne held court outside of his district, as well as within the 
| i | oO vive bout letters be Mr. Manager PALMER. There is in this record a statement 
bs flan ave 1)] of the times that Judge Swayne held court out of his dis- 
, { t least all the days he was paid for, and I suppose that 
| oy 1 | | ( or ll the time 
Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. If it is possible for managers 
nd counsel to agree on that subject, it would shorten the pro 
1 his Iv ¢ r stav in Wil 1 ceedings and the record. 
, \I Manager PALMER. Perhaps we can agree, sir. 
ve to state M Pit RNSPON. By agreement it is to be stated as a part 
did or did not f the testimony that Judge Swayne was born in the year 1842. 
\I PAIRDBANIKS. LT move that the Senate sitting as a eourt 
being at Wilmington in th if peachinent adjourn, to meet at 1 o'clock to-morrow after- 
e@ r with his 1) I do 1 i motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 58 minutes 
t| Senate sitting for the trial of the impeachment ad- 
t one winter or part of ‘ 1 l until to-morrow, lebruary 23, at 1 o'clock p.m, 
inaigers on the part of the Hlouse and the respond nt 
Seon | retired from the Chamber 
did he come alone o Phe PRENSLDENT pro tempore resumed the chair. 
HOUR ¢ M PING - MORROW 
‘ ly r did he bring the \Ny ATV iISON I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
‘ id he | ot 1 o'clock te orrow morning 
{ creed to 
Did t li ‘ ht 
LEWIS AND CLARK EXPOSITION, 
| We PTOULTON Mr. President, there is on the table an invita- 
Ll could underst ] { to the Sennte to attend the opening of the Lewis and Clark 
l t! left there Sti 1 189 I move that be taken from the table and referred 
to Per ola, Fla Is vi Select Co ttee on LTnadustl 1 Expositions 
| tion was agreed to 
tively where th we Phey hk COURTS IN ILLINOIS, 
t} ’” about it? Mr. SPOONER I am instructed by the Committee on the 
I this to Washington. ludiciury, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7049) providing 
a litionnal cireuit judge in the seventh judicial circuit 
1 for the appointment of an additional judge for the northern 
stifv that from 1894 to 1900 ‘ { of | nois, and for creating an additional district in the 
Ve ft. thev went to Pen S ‘ f Illinois. to be known as the eastern district of Tlineis, 
F | rr the appointment of a judge and other otficers of said 
dist t. and ft changing the boundaries of the districts in 
r those six vears when they nois. and for establishing place s for helding court in the 
i ola, Fla.? I do not mean the several distriets thus created, to report it favorably, with an 
endment in the nature of a substitute; and IT ask unanimous 
threat consent that it may be considered at this time. 
t is l | re being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


lld . Mr. ‘aw ris. Wh ia. proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
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of \ iz on th tion to 1 he 
us vote on the ame! uent ltsell 
intl j ed to do t 
} nt } 1 +) +1 
l Uv bv voted 1 WITLIOL Lilt 
thor 1 to do that. 
t want to del the Senate at 
‘yeas and nay l 
, } rote oe Si 
‘ Lhe nh tl reg 
} 
( 
' 
‘e. Ji ’ le } t} 
| Von ww} \ 
; 
A i A 
; ’ i t +) y 
t \ uid 1 Lh Ul Li t 
kk u ind nd the 
VV t the s 
id f t! i 
to lay on tl tabie | 
k vy the s us of the 1 tt 
\ 1 we are called upon to \ 
} The motion is that m ‘ 
Mr. Money] to lay on the 
the § ww from Maryland [M 
At we yote viva oce 1 
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We must first vote on the pending motion. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 
i That ean not be done. The 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Senator from Mississippi is not here to withdraw the motion he 
has made, and that is the pending motion 


Mr. GORMAN. T am not authorized to do that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

» the motion of the Senator from Mississippi to lay on the table 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Maryland. [Put- 
ting the question.] By the sound, the “ noes” have it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I eall for a division. 

here were on a division—ayes 21, noes 20; no quorum voting. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 


} 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
inswered to their names: 





Alger Clay Gorman Patterson 
Allee Cockrell Heyburn Perkins 
n Cullom Kean Pettus 


acon Dicl 
ailey Dietrich 
| Dillingham 


Kittredge 
Latimer 
McComas 


Platt, Conn. 
Quarles 
Spooner 





bard McLaurin Stewart 
Bate Mallory Stone 

3 e Martin Taliaferro 
b im Millard Teller 

l rows Fulton Morgan Warren 

( pp Gallinger Nelson 


Clark, Wyo. Gamble Overman 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). 
l‘ifty Senators have responded to their names. A quorum is 
ent. The question is on the motion of the Senator from 
Mississippi [Miv. Money] to lay on the table the amendment of 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

Mr. CLAPV. The junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLutver] 

pathetic appeals to the Chair to have the 
unendment read. I think it would be to the advantage of all 
: to have it read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment will be again read. 


ide several 


( 


If there is no objection, the 




















The Secrerary. On page G6, after line 9, insert: 

1 v of the United States, or vessels belonging to the United 
States, and no others, shall be employed in the transportation by sea 
from 1 inited States of all materials, supplies, machinery, and equip- 

t e! oyed on or used for t a Railroad, or for the con- 

} d operation of t canal across the Isthmus of Panama, 

and « 1 nutract for such articles shall provide specitically for trans- 
port vessels of the United States, and vessels of the United 


States or belonging to the United States and no others shall be em- 








loyed in the return by sea to the United States of such materials, sup- 
I el i ment, untess the President shall find that 

I f fre I uch vessels are excessive and unreason- 

, hat ve { ted States or belonging to the United 








rt prompt service: Provided, That no greater 
; be made by suel ‘sseis for transportation of such articles for 
se of the Panama Railroad or the construction and operation of the 
nal acr the Isthmus of Panama than are made by such vessels for 

the transportation of like goods for private parties or companies. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
the Senator from Mississippi to lay the amendment on the 

, 1} 


RTRICH. Mr. President—— 

DING OFFICER. It is not debatable. 

ICH. I should like to ask whether the amendment 

by the committee. 

NG OFFICER. The Chair is unable to state. 

} sR. The amendment is part of a bill that was 

ported from the Merehant Marine Commission, referred by 
Senate to the Committee on Commerce, and reported by me 

Committee on Commerce 

\ Mr. President 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. 


This discussion is proceed 
Inanimou Debate is not in order. 
Mr. CLAY. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
mpshire a question. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. CLAY. I simply request unanimous consent to ask a 
question of the Senator who was in charge of the bill as it 
‘ame from the Commerce Committee. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Sen- 
r from Georgia asking a quest n ; 
Mr. CLAY. I should like to as it is not true 
gislation on this line, carefully guarded, was reported, 
1 the bill is now pending here, and would it not be better to 
take up that bill and pass it rather than insert a part of it in 
t ure and encumber this legislation, which must neces- 
rily be had, with an amendment of that kind? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Of course, that is a question I can not 
I should be very glad to have this les ition adopted 
I can get it adopted. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


hg 
; consent. 
TY 
Li 


Debate is not in order 








V Wall 
> 


The question is on the motion 


4 
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of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money] to lay the amend- | eral pair with the senior S¢ 
ment on the table MoNEY] I do not see | e ¢ 
The motion to lay on the table was rejected. held my vote 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agree The roll call was concluded 


ing to the amendment. [Putting the question.] By the sound Mr. SPOONER. May I inquire 


it is very hard for the Chair to decide. The Chair is inclined | if they know how the Se 
to believe that the “ ayes” have it. ; would vote if he were present 
Mr. MALLORY I ask for the yeas and nays. Mr. BATE. No; I do not know 
The yeas and nays were ordered. Mr. SPOONER. If the Ser 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALGER voted | “nay” if present I would y 
“*vea.”’ quorum 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, there has been no answer yet Mr. CLAY I should like to 
I think, to the roll eall Massa husett Mr Lo ] 


Mr. GALLINGER. There was one response. The PRESIDING OFFICER l 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Several names have beer Mr. CLAY I am paired th 
called, but no answer has been made Mr. CULLOM l im | red 

Mr. GORMAN. Therefore I think I am in order Virginia [Mr. MARTIN but 

Mr. ALGER. Mr. President, I answered “ yea.” is we have an understanding tl 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not know the | choose whenever we pl vote 
Senator from Michigan had answered. Mr. BAILEY (after having vi 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Maryland took the floor be- | a somewhat similar pair with the 
fore the response was made by the Senator from Michigan Virginia [Mr. Enkins]. While this 


Mr. GORMAN Does the Chair hold that I am in time’ vote upon in 


! his bsence there \ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not see the | being in doubt about the ence 
Senator rise, but he will recognize the Senator from Maryland vote to stand If Ll we 
Mr. GORMAN I will not take the floor if there is any ques- | out it I would w draw \ ‘ 
tion about it, because it would be a bad precedent Mr. CLAPP (after h ¢ voted 
Mr. ALGER. I did not interpose any objection, but I did not ng the absence of my pair, the S« 
want to be counted as not voting when I voted in a clear voice Mr. SIMMONS], I desire t 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that |) transferred for tl 


the Senator from Michigan had voted at the time, but the Chair Mr. McCOMAS (after having 
did not hear him have a pair with the senior Sen: 
Mr. CLAY. The Chair has recognized the Senator from Mary BURN] and I had ended to 
land * nbsence fro the Cl her 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has recognized the |) I will transfer my pair 
Senator trom Laryland. Mr. PLAT? and let my vot s nel 
Mr. CLAY. I will ask if it is not true that the Senator from Mr. McLAURIN L desire to 
Michigan voted after the Senator from Maryland took the floor? | Money| was unavoidably « ed 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He voted after the Senator, he is paired with the senior WN 
from Maryland addressed the Chair, but the Chair had not re WARREN 
ognized the Senator from Maryland. Does the Senator from rhe Secretary recapitulated 


thal 
+ 


Maryland desire to be heard? Mr. CLAPP. Ii 


Mr. GORMAN No, Mr. President. the Senator fre North Caro 1 | Mr 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed) from West Vi i{[ Mr. I 


with the call of the roll. The Chair wants to be entirely fair f necessary, L vote ‘ 
The Secretary resumed the call of the roll. Mr. BAILEY ‘id L underst 
Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was ealled). I have ato transfer his pair to tl ry 
general pair with the Senator from South Carolina (Mr. Tru ILKINS 
MAN]. which I will take the liberty of transferring to my col Mr. CLAPP Yes 
lengue [Mr. Procror], who is absent, and I will vote “ yea.’ Phe PRESIDING OFFICER ry 
This transfer will release the Senator from Florida [M1 Minnesota did 
M ALvory |. Mr. CLAPP Hfas the S 
Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana (when his name was enalled). I Mr. BAILEY No: LT have 
have a general pair with the junior Senator from North Dakot the supposition that we need 
(Mr. MeCumrer}. Ile being absent, I will withhold my vote I rnise no ¢ Stic 1 | 
Mr. GAMBLE (when his name was called). I have a general Mr. CLAPP. It . g 
pair with the junior Senator from Nevada [ Mr. NEWLANDS LLeimips e | Mr. Ga . 
I will transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Rhode Mr. GALLINGER I 
Island | Mr. Atpricu], and vote. I vote “ yea.” Texas | Mr. Ba 
Mr. LATIMER (when his name was called). I have a gen-| ginin [Mr. ELKINS I 
eral pair Ww ith the junior Senator from Illinois [ Mr. HlopKINS ure. and I thought he oug 
I do not see him in the Chamber, and therefore 1 withhold my favo 
vote. Mr. BAILEY. I am not 
Mr. McLAURIN (when lis name was called) I have a gel ow Inv vote to stand 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Washington [Mr. Fos Mr. CLAPP. The Senator's 
rER As he has not voted, I will withhold my vote. If he were Mr. BAILEY It er t 


present, I should vote hit is ob he ] 
Mr. MORGAN (when his name was ¢: Lhe) I am paired tion to it I withd 
with the senior Senator from Indiana | Mr. bat 
| 


Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called) I have a ge iir to the senior Se \J 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Texas [| Mr. CULBERSON Mr. CLAPP Then I 
As he is not here, | will withhold my vote tor from Mair Mir. HI a 
Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a gen rhe resi 


eral pair with the Senator from ‘Tennessee [| Mr. CARMACK ; 
] } ‘ ‘ ] } is 
vy ho is absent. and I will therefore withold my vote 


Mr. TALIAFERRO (when his name was ealled). I have : ( 
general pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mh ial 
ScorTT}. AS he is not pres nt, Il will w ithhold mv vote, I} 1 ' 
Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I have no regu Reveridge 
lar pair. The senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] kindly nhat ; i 
paired with me when I was absent on account of illness ee 
Fearing there will not be a quorum voting, I think I will vote 7 ' \2 
I vote “ nay.” . : 


Mr. WARREN (when his name was ¢alled),. I have a gen Clark. Mont (; i. 


M 
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1 ] New ] 
| Pett 
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I i I Qua 3 
! ! Met Ss t 
i i Moet il Simm 
( Mclinery 100t 
Mel 1 Spooner 
‘ M lal é ) 
‘ ] Mit ‘ Tilly n 
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te r OFFICE! »y quorum | voted The 
the ro 
| OVIERM I) t t tl Se { ljourn 
j \ eed to id (at 6 o’elock and 81 minute 
! thie adjour 1 until to-morroy Thursday, Feb 
2 ' t 11 o’clo ! 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wrepni DAY, 


( l I] N. Co I DD. ID., offered the fol 
ed and our God, we thank Thee that through 
ii breadth of the American Republie the hearts 

beat to-day with patriotic pride and millioi 


of Washington reverently upon 


their lip 


| e Thy holy name for what he did and for hi 
( na conception true to his con 
COounse] heroie in battle, magnanimou 
) him f what he did and still more for wl 
nd Grod rant that v may cherish our homes, ou 
| e devotion to Thee follow his lust 
( t libert nd freedom m not perish, but as th 
‘ i thi cover the earth and 1 
1 lel | Ll everywh 
i ! d ‘ ’ 
| J l of ye | read and ay 
] j 
i rN ' 
\ PIU L] Miu ‘ I desire ft ll up the conf 
{ n | 
| Khel | ( 1 low: Ils up the « 
tha | priation bill 
I. % that t tate it o 
| KWlek Lie! 1 tro lo l isk t] it 1 
I | leu the report Is there obj 
ul | ( Ihe 
\ ; f "7 
vot of t! 
{ > to the bill CHE. BR 
of the { 
1 iit 
‘ 1 to 
Ilo ‘ 
{ bered 1), 
| eve f ts ¢ ent to the ) 
{ey ad LD. G4. So 32, 48. 1% 16. i 
} ‘ w ) ‘) | ] {} 
l I] 





99 


RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 22, 


read the statement, as follows: 
atcment 
No. 2 incre 


of managers on of the House. 


part 


Amendment the a 
llou e recet 


Amendments Nos. 4, ¢ 


mount for officers in the line, 


»6,7,and 8 apply to length-of-service pay. 


Phe Paymaster-General figured the amounts after the bill passed 
louse and was reported to the Senate. It was absolutely 
it ul to increase the amounts, and the House recedes from 


y 

rreement and agrees to the 

Amendment No. 9 is simply a change in the phraseology. 

Amendment No. 12 inserts “military commissions” with courts- 
rtial and courts of inquiry, and the House recedes. 
Amendment No. 13 increases travel allowauce to enlisted men 

on discharge, and was amended on the further information 

en by the Vaymaster-General, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 14 refers to additional pay for length of serv- 
for the Philippine Scouts, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 15 authorized the assignment to duty in the 


sume, 


| oflice of the Paymaster-General of such paymasters’ clerks now 
iuthorized by law as may be necessary. The VPaymaster-Gen- 
eral submitted a strong argument in favor of same, and the 
Ifouse recedes from its disagreement. 
Amendment No. 16 is simply a verbal change, and the House 
7 
\ ndments Nos. 17 and 18 refer to horses for the artillery, 


llouse recedes 

Lmendments 21 and 22 relate to the transport service, and the 
nate amendments make the bill read exactly as reported from 
the Ifouse Committee, and the House recedes from its disagree 


rd the 


4 


aed ~4 


Mmerease 


{ and 
Tex., and 


mount 


at 
made by 
Ilouston, 


Fort Sam 
the 
and 


refer to the hospital 
the appropriation 
provided for Fort Sam 


—? 


and the Ilouse recedes. 
are simply verbal changes, and 


a verbal eh: 
oO, and 3l 


. 20 is ince, 

endments 2s, 
Ilouse recedes 
Amendment No. 5 relates to 


ce, and the S« l 





the pay of officers for length of 
nate recedes 
ind 20 rel 


d the Senate recedk 


Wdiments 1 ‘to the establishment of military 
to 
Wi the Senate recedes. 

to an additional appropriation for 
stiblishment at Washington Barracks, and chang 
to correspond with the amount inserted in the 
liouse recedes and agrees to the with the 
changing the total. 

columittee reported disagreements 


and 11. 


an appropriation for ordnan: 


Stores, al 


Cr <= 
the total 
The 


iment 


Spe 


on amcndments Nos. 

1 10, 
a. BT. LL, 
ADIN Ii. Car 
JAMES Llay, 


Managers thi 


SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker 

WULI, Does the gentleman desire any time? 
Mr AYDEN. Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to 

{ © minutes 


Mr. HULME. 


on part of} 


Mr. 
Mr. 


SI have about 


I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 


Mr. HWEMENWAY. Mr 


Speaker, if the gentleman will per 

t me, I was late in getting here 

rhe SPEAKER Does tl] entlemon yield? 

Mr. FIULI I think T have the tlo 

Mr. Tk MENWAY I just want to ask if the motion has been 

wie to ndonpt this eonference report 

\I it'd.) Tosi £o ; »hetke that motion. Mr. Speaker, 
ve that the report be adopted 


The SPEAKER Doe »ventleman from Towa vield? 


t purpose does the gentleman from Indiana rise? 
Mr. HEMENWAY Mr. Speaker, 1 rise for the purpose at the 
t eof opposing th conference report or agreement on 
f the conference report 

Mr. WEI Mr. Speaker, one minute. T yielded to the gen 
‘ from Tex Now, if the gentleman from Texus will 
ininute Lwill vield to the gentleman from Indiann. How 

» «chor the contles nowt’ 


| Mr. TIE MENWAY Well, TI think ten 
| Mr. HULI I vield ten ifes to 
| «liana 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana 
inquiry. 


minutes’ time 
the 


ntleman from Tn- 


Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
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t of " tion upon a point of order 
he aqaerit of the proposition; that it is 
t 1 tion, and the gentlen 
\ WVU ULI Now Mr. Speaker, another) proposition. The 
‘ ‘ ! erk to Washington and thre 
{ 1) ‘ thie ele nel establish an endless chain Phe 
Drie f he had thought a minute, would 
t t statement, because when a elerk is or 
\\ ! Lol clon not create a vacnuney There are 
of that class at times. There are ninety 
| and tl re times when they are merely 
ned t! iv the Department can some 
1 ‘ et 1K erik ofl th eli ‘ 1th orale r to Carry on the r 
\\ to \ i general pro sition Tam absolutely 
1 erchange of erks at headquarters or in the 
i hh th ” I ht cles In this case, in my judgment 
t f bout four or five men, and IT would like to have a 
} | 1 ( des] 
| MicMENWAY Will the entleman be willing to place in 
{ { c 32 1] 1) to it to exceed five men? If 
} | had oObyect i to his proposition 
\] MUL | ned to think IT would do thiut I have 
f' out it But we not amend 
‘ | i to the TTouse the nfo. flow threat 
I 1 | I tte Within a couple of «et 
| 7% Kick | o ( | \\ l | 
( I 
1 1) 
‘) .* } ‘ 
\ hs / 
l l | ae | ! \ 
( | ) \ 1 | 
min i { Dy i 
! ods tv 
I t ( 1 Depart 
{ hudge-Ad 
‘ | ‘ pl ] ! 
j in tl ex iti levi 
{ ‘ nt is temy 1 
! | i very i 
\ I nd men (pay 
ent 
h 
thie wi ! 
| ‘ ot 1 ent 
{ hye ( 
{ i | k! vin ‘ ! i 
th ) l 
( wi he best i 
! t | al | {} II 
t in , I . » char 
} j ! 1 but 1 t 
oY | { th { ] 
; { { f tl toh 
| ! a a 
( { t | 1 | 
\ S 
i LU LI \ \ Mii rye Kel the Payvinaster-Goene | ite 
heing t oraury, he can transfer these eles 
! : a Whi | ] ‘ 1 or Tot, I have ne yt | 
ent, thea object of the Departs it to 
\ i 1 iW > Vasey by \ 1 for a long ti: id who 
] dtl xl of their ac e life, who would 
1 field. | ho e valuable clerl it the desl 
th i iow t the H] cou tk 
full I have no personal feelit in the apniter and 
' } if { 1 ‘ i ol t} ] rh Oo) sent 
the field, could not perform: their dutic ulthough, as Toun 
| { re ¢ ( cle : >| erk is con 
( | | | ve | nh there a long t 1. understand 
i! he the civil ervice It me l torn Tree tye rule ol 
1 ( ever to turn oul i clerk when he « old. | 
rule Tosval P you want my opinion tf it: Tut 
) mop nt either of legislating oO 1] t th ‘ nen can 
| or tl must practically be pensioned on full pay 
though they will not turn them out. If i 
tru the I’ ter-General says, that he only utilizes the 
{| 3 oWiLN then { somo omatter of Cconomy to 
Otherw e, he tates he must leve nan i 
| cle 1) o le htt ‘ ( ecutive, the judi 
bill So Lean see no harm in ree to it 
1 ‘ i the servic iltogeter ) ' 
‘ Whi reat moajorit niu 


COWERD. I ould J ) the gentleman a ques 
| t cnteh just what tl tleman said, but if I 
cd the purport of | ‘ rl t was that there 
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were four or 


duties, 


five men here who were too old to perform their 
Who are still on the pay roll, and you want to bring in 
other men to take their places. 
Mr. HHULL No; not at all. I said they were too old to per- 
rm duty traveling with the paymaster, but that they are good 
clerks in the Department and thoroughly familiar with accounts. 
Mr. COWHERD. To want to ask the gentleman is it not a 
fact that this provision is intended simply to permit these men, 
who are too feeble to perform their duties, still to draw their 


Salaries? 


{< 


Mr YUL. My understanding is that that is hardly a fair 
tatement. If the gentleman from Missouri will allow me, I 
will answer it in this way: They are too feeble to perform 
duties in the field traveling with paymasters. 

Mr. COWMERD. That is their duty, is it not? 

Mr. diUhd. That is one of their duties. 

Mr. COWTERD. Phey are too feeble to perform the duties 


for which they are appointed ? 

Mr. HULL. That is only a part of their duty. They are com 
petent to perform duty in the office in revising the accounts of 
the paymasters. I think that is the secret of it. 

Mr BURKETT. Will you allow me 

The SPEAKER. Does the 
from Nebraska ? 

Mr. TULLE. Certainly 

Mr. BURKETY. If 
so long here 


to ask a question? 


ventleman from Towa yield to the 
rentlemiuan 


these gentlemen have been in this service 
in Washington, why are they not eligible for ap 


pointment in the civil service by this time, so that they can be 
appointed on their own merits in the Department here? 

Mr. HULL. T think they are. L would not put my opinion 
igainst the gentleman from Indiana [Mr TIleMenway], but I 
think they are all under the civil service, 

Mr BURKETT. Phen why is it necessary to take care of 
these men in this way? 


Mr. HULL. 
field 
Mr. IHEMENWAY. 


Because they are appointed for service in the 


They are appointed by the paymasters. 


Mr. HULL. They are appointed by the Paymaster-General, 
but | think they have been transferred under the civil service, 
Does the gentleman from Indiana desire to ask a question? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. IT desire to have some time. 

Mro HULL. F can not yield time to discuss the statement 5 
the debate Das passed that point. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to ask the gentleman from Towa 


a question. Do LT understand that the object of this provision 


to call a inan in from the field when he gets to be too old to 
perform these services and pension him off for life by putting 
him in the Department‘ 


Mr. HULL. 1 do not understand that this changes his status 
under the civil service at all. It does change his work. I will 
be frank with the gentleman. In my judgment if it were not 
for these four or tive old men who have been in the service forty 


years as paymasters’ clerks, being now unable to go into the field 
ind perform duty by traveling with the paymaster to all the dif- 
nt posts in the United States, and to Alaska and the Philip- 
pines, this provision would not be asked for. 

Mr. OLMSTED. But this bill is not limited to three or four 
old clerks; it is general. 

MroTit@Li. It can not be more general than the ninety, and no 
contends that of the ninety any large number can be avail- 


fer 


ohe 


able for work here 

Mr. OLMSTED. But ninety is a pretty large class. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to make an 
objection to the statement filed by the conferees for the reason 
that it is not a statement sufliciently explicit to inform the House 
of the effect of the amendment or proposition, as required by 
the rules of the Tlouse. 


Mr. HULL. 1 do not understand, Mr. Speaker, that that ques- 


tion can come Up how, 

Mir. SLAYDIEN rose, 

Mr. HULL. Ilow much time does the gentleman from Texag 
wiht? 

Mr. SLAYDIEN.  T°ive minutes. 


Mr. LULL. 1 will vield the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. SLAYDIEN. Mr. Speaker, with reference to the particu- 
lar amendment to the bill that has been under discussion, T ean 
only say that when the proposition came before the Military 
Comunittee of the House T opposed it; and T still think it is an 
legislation. It is special legislation to cover 
the most. But my purpose in taking the 
was to speak of another amendment which has been made 
by the Senate. My information is, although T have not read the 
Recorp to-day, that the amendment increasing the appropriation 
for the Engineers’ School has been increased in the Senate by 
Am I correct? 
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| | ( 0 ( fr tot cont Inent of the country there, and propose to put in, as I under- 
‘ tand, S20Q,000,000 in the building of this railroad, known as 
{ t conference rey t the “Alaska Central Railway.” It has its southern terminus 
at Resurrection Bay and its proposed northern terminus will 
| | 1] I there is one amendment here be at the head of navigation on the Tanana River, approxi- 
{ (| PTouss nd never considered mately 463 miles. Twenty miles of the road are now in opera 
( Mi ry Affair It the { and the construction work is steadily progressing. This 
hor con wing cable from aldez, | railroad will be the great commercial highway of Alaska. It 
| ! t head of Resurrection | will give access to the interior at all seasons of the year and 
| 00) yonuch thereot be necessary make possible immediate development of the agricultural, tim- 
cl i Mr. Speaker, IT would | be tnd mining resources of the Territory. A large commerce 
lt I] be created by the construction and operation of the railway. 
Idk ( 1 endiment. opening up of the Territory to settlement and the prose- 
f cution of agriculture and stock raising, together with the devel- 
Oj nt of the enormous gold, copper, and coal properties, will 
f | W E-4 tiract large investments of enpitmal. 
: ot At the time it is believed that this road will be of 
‘eat anilitiar value in the future. To may say, further, what 
rervir y \! { { on thre ’ . . : 7 r . 
the part ort hist lready been said, that this railroad is being built without 
i { | a dment : 
‘ Ce UO ' Nena Government subsidy, guaranties, or land grants of any char 
| | i} , j CO . os 
| ( ores ¢ Tie cler whatever I trust that the motion of the gentleman from 
! ] ° 
: ai : Iowa [ Mr. Tune] will prevail In this connection T desire to 
| ? W) Ose } ravirn 14 > ‘ . 
SND ved {ypu ‘ nsert oa letter of recommendation from the Sec retary olf War, 
‘ ‘ 1 4 | . . . 
Mr. ‘Patt, recommending this proposition, as follows : 
| eS 4 t has been may ed: 100 
| | een op! tic Ivy eon ! fo War DEPARTMENT, 
fr W ‘hat 1 op Washington, January 26, 1905 
{ 1 if ‘ éSsca ig My 1) I dia eall frot ntlemen of Chicago 
: ; , ‘ ‘ doin the « { tien of a railway from Seward to 
ce OD { 1 ’ C4 1 kk mA 1 called the Alaska Central Railway 
) ( ‘ ‘ f 7 lerable len \ mt 43 im length Of thi O miles of railroad have 
I | {| ( | 1 100 1 1 under contract for construction 
7 ‘ ‘ , ; ! t 1 | e which has been recently completed 
I doon ay that the Ce ent val 4 { the At each Valdez, and thence by a land 
{ { 4 | lo ] { it ive ‘ » th inter thr Panana River ind thenee to th 
e4 : / ) ! md thenee dow t \ on to St. Michael, and by wireles 
, The Gover : ' pl { ( e Nome ward, the termin of thi railway, on 
Meo } { velo of A tliat SOD e«¢ f of Alaska. | it lisave 1 very fine harbor It i om tt 
( {} ( ‘ t ty itribute 1 tlre , | hoea from Valdez 155 mile 
‘ re ! \V thie \la un 1 Railway is completed and = the 
vy ‘ \ | l¢ rit th exroaph line meee iryv to it operation is constructed, as itt wi bye 
{ » Trt te d You will re \ vl i pleted, 1 operation by the Government of its 
' | 1} Ilou { ae eT | i (1 Panana River, whieh is quite exper ve 
. lid ! n ‘ iven up Phe railway is being con 
‘ eS f four « ‘ Gover nt eid or larant 
levre | onl | \ Wise, in develop t of so fia Territory as Alaska, 
{ ‘ 4 | ire | yf neal « ect { the Government to iad » Tinportant a 
: ; 1 theres ee mend that there | included im the military 
| ‘ } vi. j rita tion I] ' in adn 1 
| liton I ) roapprop tio { ‘> ) { inv bo. odmsert kor continuing the « qe from 
‘ | i} Hou { 1) ; ' t. l 1 \\ i ound, to > «l it the head of R rrection 
a \ MOO >. i! f may be neces ary, this 
| ih t | t their judyvment ' I j lint vai ; 
| j ’ io i ‘ irreeme { ni it nooft e than S00) inhabitant and with ¢ 
, { ! 1 | to | tm dantpreon it p ‘ 1 
PhoAW! It lows mo that tl I y add that General Greely, who has constructed the eable and 
i | ‘ onl cN | » Alaska 1 i ery familinr with this Terri 
wT \ \! radiveniedan 1of this appropriation 
cig 1 \ { 
| ht ( War. Hi. Tat etary of War 
i ‘ ) \ { ! 11 itt ELD P 
it! | ] a | { , { lo / ( in ¢ {tec on Militaru Affairs, 
, United Ntates Nenat 
| | \l the ¢ on Publie Land Mr. IULI Mr. Speaker, Task for a vote 
| bhersny pon vdditio Phe SPEAKER Phe question is on the motion that the 
{ \ { {! \ af {tie llouse do reeede from its disagreement and concur in Senate 
Vda TE Dope { Wo Proposed endment No. 1 
) ‘ of land d ne Mod Che question was taken; and the motion was agreed to 
to the right of js Mr. HUD! Mr. Speaker, Tomoye that the TLouse further i 
{ ton its disagreement to Senate amendments and ask for fur 
Cover ent nidi by rina ther conference 
\ ut pit 1 Mr. AMES Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
| | ‘ to fey ial | Phe SPEAKER The gentleman will state it 
{ \ 1 noth Jeon { {Tic ' Mi AMIS I desire to insist upon the consideration of the 
| | \ \ {| tw ect that eleventh amendment separately. Tlave LT the right now to de 
1 \ overnment cable | tid that 
bill eon ordered) favoral rm tol In The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. 
| hie raphs of the various worl \veres] bas the right to move that the Tlouse recede and concur. 
lerom: those plotoyvrapl { Phe gentleman can ask a separate vote if he desire 
rt has been miade om the road Mr. AMIS Phat is what T want 
) ) le f it in operatio ied ONxte The SPEAKER Will the gentleman state on what amend 
e oto » On id Hiplete t] I | tient 
| fever Ih being 1 Cruse Mr AMES. On the eleventh amendment 
de] I entlemmin fro The SPEAKER Is there a separate vote demanded on any 
] ) 1 telegrapl ) uniention to that) other amendment? If not, the vote will be taken on the bal 
j { nnee of the amendment 
| | | (hh rowd being pre uted, Mr BUTLER of Pennsyvivania Mr. Speaker, what is) the 
1 tlie ¢ ‘ Will build the enable within a tinenedmiend 
{ ‘ | ) or not The SPEAKER All of the amendments except No. Uf. 
LACH | ed th Lanny Phe question is on the disagreement to all of the Senate amend 
ha) Mi ‘ ‘ I a eto say to the TRouse that > ments exeept No. 11 
f ‘ ‘ ( very much interested in The question was on the motion to disagree. The motion 
{ panei tlie money for the develop was ugreed to. 


CONGRESSLON AL 


Mr. AMES S| 
em l Iment to tl ‘ ‘ | ( r t 1 \Y 
} ol of this section sl 1 t e effect on Jar I Lin { “ 

tend ot at the time me! oned 1 thre 

The SPEAKER the Clerk will re t the end 

Phe Clerk read as follow 

\ i ‘ l 1 ‘ 

| e | | } 


\I HULI Ilow much t e dot t! entle nn ofr \I ‘ 
hu tt Mir Atl le rs No } ' 
Mr. AMIcS Five or Six minute 

Mr. HULI Mr. Speaker, [ yield \ nutes of time t ‘ 

entleman from M: chusett Mr. AM 
Mr. AMES Mr. Speaker, it was my yu ome 1 her t ‘ q 
rve under Gen. Nelson A. Miles du e thre r with S +} 


It \ Inder | that I on lead nal receive \I 
promotion; but had it 1 been for | the reco ‘ ’ ‘ 
mive 4 ital, bn cle ld 1 Wi I | ‘ i 
prey ec | | \\ 1 | ( al \ 
l lL co I L of my i Irie { 
I eak of tl with reluct ‘ der t ow that w e | ‘ 
1 , xz ething ] erest. | only owe \ 
1 but rather feel that 1 fered ymv dett t with 
t it could naturally be expe 1 | would leave rhe 
While Lam opposed to tl 1I { that retired army ¢ | ) 
a In wed full pay hen detailed upon S el tia « ‘ 
bv some Executive, still IT should feel uncomfortable did I 
enter a protest against what seems to be a gross injustice about | ¢ 
to be perpetrated upon one who, acting not only wholly within Whether G 
his rights, but in good faith, under authority of the I iti 
vou and - yoted for only last year, accepted the position of \ | ‘ 
pector-general of the Massachusetts militi Wie 
In passing, | would say that £ believe that the detail of tl 
em il Ott \ swholl for the olitieal pur ses of a Dye ) - a 
‘ tic Overilne who w u cpectedly elected last fall di on 
Iso believe tl if tl Democrat overnor had had the 
tere oF 7 State milit t le t th | bit would 
] © been the t he would | el it 
kor who doe not | w that vy n not t eon | | 
ent of a cotton mill, who, after etime « L 
through diligence and the t hful perfo eof duty, h 
reached th | mm of ! e commonnd nel en rele ‘ \I Littl \I 
him | k to tl hit Ne position of loom fixe mel Xp ‘ II 
ror’ or « And tl would be « vy true M 
1 f lo used had been cl Ll seve L tine e | | 


attics that he served 1 ‘ itry \ diel \ ( I ( 

CuLparcity the lowest totthe highest rank with hore | 
eredit elf and to his profession AE |] ‘ ele | N 
\ t { dof all the armies of the United State In thiat 
CUUPHLCLES ‘ t | rt of h ry life w Verh not to t! (aul I 
miainual of arms or fours right or left, but to thr enter I ( 
more important problems of administration and tactical c h the Nat 

» Tere iry to large commands nd work w 

In Massachusetts we have but a mere brigade of men, \ ‘ tte { 

verage length of service is but two years and for whom thie Now, the 1 
technique of the military profession is not desired, but rather | overwhe 


the manual of arms and drill and the rudiments of the 1 tiury put the whole 


It neither fittin ensible, nor d ed that ae ( 
eneral should be called upon to eo py | ervisis 11 
1 instr 1toa ill per el that el es OO per ¢ tit \ { 
do more t each of our annual encampment What thes ve ¢ t 
new, relatively undrilled, and inexperienced soldiers need COLTINUE 1 L smn 
net one who could with credit and wisdom command the armies We ] 
of the world’s greatest nation, but rather some young major or ought t 
captain of the Regular Army, who is. familiar with the drill terly opposed 
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The Clerk re 1 the bill Ss f ows DO { ‘ | 
I t / / I 4 f ¢ Act ft I f iz! thre ‘ ~ 

! : f the } Mr. SULZER 

{ K y it f W 4 i 

lI | s l j t l 


le? au La, I :, J t! \ A 
\ n | ( om 
t I ] i t l t \ GRAFI \ 
i 1 ¢ t s s ‘ ] > & 
} i ‘ , 
T f T 1 y { 
{ d } ed t | | ( ‘ 
i f { f 
. 1 ' } “\\ t T 
. i me \ i 1 ft 
‘ I i { | a ‘ ¥ 
‘ i { i 
7 if ] os 
the end f f e t | { C% ( 
i } 
s \ ( ed | zreed 
! that t new I le f l | ( 
new e | suff! \ ! ) 1] 
| i 1 { I ~ 
} XI ' f f 
é ! f | 1 ’ ‘ a ' \ ( 
‘ , Y i ‘ ‘ ( 
t n | ! ’ 
rhe bill was read the third tir nd passed - 
\ 
A mot 1 to nsider the vote whereby tl bill was passed ~. 
was laid on the ’ 
t NI Ot ON N WA 
Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I present the follow | 
] d resol yn d aces DAD I rol t] ( 
on ] ct gs No. 2 to wh hy retel t i : ( ( 
l } 
i ( ‘ i S |} Ws . 
{ ( 
] t t f 1 ] t ] 
t | | 
| ( 
Mr. OLMSTED M Ss ‘ I wish t S f \ 
ibout l ‘ iti A l I 23% s sent to ¢ ‘ 
rete ed to «¢ r « tee one of the po en 
11 tl t this Llo ‘ Wot L «le i t \ ‘ t lie ‘ . 
ol Le] e to the Llouse id of tl { re esel ‘ 
( Se ‘ < nm thr fer! ! 1 legislaty No ( 
| 1 S rt of that propo tion All that ‘ el 
1 ‘ ) Sic ed palay til ho ] j to 7 
( ct ra Congress to send ( © t ‘ ‘ 1 ( ‘I 
l el ] ws d thei re 1 ovel thy . ; 
Mr BUTLER Pennsyi Will tl ‘ 
¢ | W ( 
ir. OLMSTED It was ] I 
Whicl ‘ rreted ! Il believe 
MM CLARIS | I vy re to take ’ 
ot \\ | if 1 
Mr. OLMSTED. ¥ 
Mr. LACEY [I w 1 | to k the ge le { 
Mr. OLMSTED \ it Ww in the us l t 
the o1 l ‘ Cl Wi t the « 1 
there w ) ve} 1 < 1 oneot 
anv lo Co OVO! ent l hie el lé S ‘ 
we thought it would be er f { 11 ( | \ LI \ \I 
ms to s 1 1 ques 1 \ h w ( \ 
be issed) upon 1 dete d by the Fifty-1 h ¢ : 
1 contest wl h we ( } d has bes Irendy 
to deter e who is entitled to a seat as ID ( ( \I 
per Lhe question aIives the for ot |} j | 
| 
( } 
M CLARIN I want to a t! I ‘ q I \I GAINES . 
nt Odd et any nie ey ol bus SS. 1 Liv \\ ( 
cr ‘ ( 
Mir, OLMSTED. ‘TI ( 1 asks further that we « \ 
to tlaw | ve te the 1 el Not only does | \ BURTON \ 
. 4 t] but we h } { isid i ) 
1 t ‘ { t e Gove ‘ S ex ‘ \I GAINES 
il 


\} ) \ i? \ \I BURTON 4) 
\ LZR. Mr. s 1 did not hear the r Mr. PAYNE. 
re 1) ! of this res \ I 
| ‘ on t} ht to w 
‘ ‘ i) » tl hit hh co \l BURTON \\ 
\I OLMNTED Not at all Phe res on says it is x 


pedient for this House to do anything in the premises It pn Mr. PAYNI l 
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) | it! tion of $750,000 without condition, 
t 1 | to the rest of the country to include an 
1 amoul unk the State of Pennsylvania or some 
Vv « tribute it lar amount 
\ ] it to \ to 1! { enth Pht howe Ver, if he ob jer ts to this 
II h it may go out of the bill It is simply so much 
this mio ling more and more on where there has been more ap- 
cs I ! ] I 1 ily tlian for ly other place 
i I | \] BINGHAM That is not quite correct in this sense; the 
" i 
$17,121,000 Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I must decline to yield fur- 
r 1907 114 
| Mr. BINGHAM You are operating under the law 
HOU | BUR TO. Phe gentleman asked a question, and I must 
| { » yield further I have been seeking to answer him. 
| l it 1 dol ‘ ipproprinted in cash 
t Mr. ADAMS of l’e l\ . La ure the gen in wants 
’ tip Tt 
Mr. BURTON And $750,000) be ‘ 
\ ADAMS of Pem | i Will the gentleman state how 
thi te of Per Vivania and the city of Philadelphia 
( end ributed % 
\I BURTON It has contributed a considerable amount, 
Ia e, Tost Wd other citi 
M AID AMS of Pew Vivanin Nearly $4,000,000 


BURTON Well, | think the gentleman must recognize 
re to have the tign expended by the different cities 
ollicial report yo such amount as that has ever been 

It ! I | noany oOffieial statement If the gentleman will have 
! ed \ | oad in Lem dl tatement showing this S$4.00,000) L 


I ) ( 1 to « eit 
moot they | little a ( n ob r finished, IT will now return to 
hh it ro | {! \i | um River his is made eondit onal on the expendi- 
e ott { ‘ f SVoOO.a00 by the S te of Ohio for the Inprovement of 
{ () , 1 vin te iv from the upper portion of the 
| | ito Lake ric Phe loek and dam would be of lit- 
yr the i { e itself It would merely open up some 20 or 


anal is improved, at a cost of 
Wd if mld be a connecting link Ina waterway joining the 


awuee 


OLVOTH 


tle 
1) 
i i ‘ 
| 
i 
0 
if 
‘ 
i 
‘ 
\ 
‘ 


hit 
d, oh 


( Kt I ith Lake rie, aud would be of very considerable 

{ of « { ] roprintion is that In which if 
{ | te 1 { Poway or agree to proy de for the 

t thie nit mee of the improvement after it is) completed the 
his rer ll be expended, otherwise it will not An instance of 
lent ! { tlie y of Milwaukee In most of the harbors on the 
bution | Great I the cor lies themselves take care of the rivers 

yt o the likes. ‘These rivers and streams 

nid up part of the ha rs, and upon them there are docks 

‘ 11 ; wharve | ilo, Cleveland, Toledo, Lorain, upon Lake 
() | ell Ihe 1} ill the ports on the « terly de of 

ua in, t eure of 1 e creel ind rive t mun 

{ ‘ | \ ee has done ) The city of 
el ] a \ tliat pporoprintion bs ide for the 

hi \ ‘ {f of dnt I eu ol ] ‘ inh kk the « é 

{ ol | nal harbor fa tic 1 the como tee re i 

1 ] | | 1 tly hit of \ \ bn { rl ed a l 

l i ed ule bric nad thr cil | 

‘ that | ter the lmprovement 
l ocd { { CX] thre \ roveruent ¢ ili be 

the Un 1 State 

| vlad dee 1 is ddition, that the cily of Milwaukes 1 
‘ to its p ( 1 portance, has received less 
her ‘ { ( l upon the Great Lake il 

‘ 1 t! with ex 1 liber offered 
mule ab twice us 1 1 toward this improvement os 
{ pa by the Ge l Gove went A similar illustration 

ed 1 waters \ t ‘Tacoma, in the State of Wash 

( be) here the rey t que mod the advisability of am im 
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t Is of feet 1 |e th e so h lled as to 
1 th the 3 ‘ ert tf on fF ove 1 
! it \ l ll other classes of ves 
bye | \ a t ention of the comunittee 
er great rl of the world, like Liverpool and Lon 
| tou this traflic of towing, 
! ech inserted authorizing the supervisor, 
: I of War, to make regula 
nd handling of these tows in that 
mw oa line drawn from the southern ex 
‘ I iit the southern extremity of 
| t requested that the regulation apply to 
rv, the Iludson and East rivers, as well as the 
did) not se i to the committee to be best to go so far. 
PAGIERALD. Will the gentleman allow a question? 
rig TON \ 
PEPAGRRALD. DT have examined this provision, and I 
! dit oO nuthor ng the regulation of the length | 
1 the |e hoof the t hie it also permits the mak 
lations ae iting what waters or what parts of 
f | r these tows shall occupy. It also pro 
the { 1 of tl regulations, which are given 
of 4 hall be aon lemennor It also gives this 
1 | deputic umimary power to arrest a violator 
oltre ‘ Con itted in their presence. Now, IL had 
‘ With the gentleman about this matter, and since 
) nterests in the harbor of New York have com 
| th ‘ What I desire to ascertain is, were these 
ever heard before the gentleman’s committee ? 
BURTON No: 41 were not, and in fact no one else 


d, as faroas oral hear 


it ngs were concerned, or 
Phe mat 


any writ 





ements either ter came to us on a recommenda 
the War Department 
to the gentleman’s suggestion, T will first sav, in an 
vhat he h doin regard to penalties, 1 do not 
he da could be enforced without those rs. If 
sor or one of his deputies should be out in the harbor 
! see the captain of a tug, or any other person, violat 
| \ l were to vo Wil) tnd leave him to })! ceed on 
( t would be diflicnit or impossible to identify him 
| An ering the gentleman in the inverse order, I 
regard to the first portion of his inquiry that this au 
to ce nate Channels w t suggestion of my own, after 
( th Colonel Marshall, the engineer of New York Ilar 
bill as first recommended made these regulations posi 
(| revery part of the harbor. My suggestion was 
it be some shallow side channels through which 
could go without these regulations applying to them 
r their benefit rather than the other way, and I think 
nian, on reflection, will see that 
RIVZAGERALD. LT call the gentleman's attention to this 
t these regulations made | the supervisor, after being 
the Ne iry of War, are to have the force of law. 
possible that some one co ig there might inad 
Wnin tionally violate them, not having any notice 
URTON I do not see how it is possible to avoid 
UTZGERALD Under the provisions of this paragraph 
hd be the duty of the supervisor or his deputy 
‘ they fer or person violating the regulations 
RTOs I! ntleman will realize that sueh a hard 
( valle de the possibility that some one may 
I do not see how he can make an exception in 
KEETZGERALD I think a more satisfactory section 
| been framed if the interests involved had had an 
ty to have a hearing before the gentleman’s com 
BURTON Section 5 provides an amendment to sectior 
he rive ind harbor act of Mareh 3, 1S99, and gives to the 
of War the right to make regulations with reference 
| ping of dred s, earth, garbage, and other refuse in 
e wate or waters adjacent thereto. It appears that 
tion is ve uch needed Persons having scows filled 
l yout at night and deposit the refuse in the harbor, 
t impo le to detect them. There have been 
1ozen ( 1 Boston Harbor alone. It has been 
| ( Ure tions It seems very desirable 
{ 1) ent the power to make additional regula 
list is appended to the report of the bills, resolutions, 
| dered by the committee, from which provi 


ted in the bill in so far as the committee thought 





99 
a 


FEBRUARY 


them worthy or practicable at this time. It is probable that in 
this list there will be found a very much larger number of those 
upon which no action has been taken than of those for which ap- 
propriations have been made; but in view of the great disparity 
between the estimates, to which I have repeatedly called atten- 
tion—three or four hundred million dollars and an appropria- 
tion of $30,000,000—I do not see how the committee could come 
to any other conclusion. 

I want to say to the gentlemen from Philadelphia, whose feel- 
ngs seem to be aroused very much because they did not receive 
more, that nothing would have pleased the committee better 
than to have given them all they asked. 

But we have gone to the very verge, gone beyond what we 
are doing for the rest of the country in appropriating and au- 
thorizing $1,250,000. If we go still further and authorize an- 
$500,000, we think it only fair to others to whom a posi- 
tive and absolute denial has been made on their projects, that 
Philadelphia should pay part of the expense. When this first 
suggestion was made by me it was received most kindly. The 
governor of the great State of Pennsylvania was reported to 


other 


have said that he should recommend participation in the ex- 
pense. Others spoke favorably of it, and I supposed it would 
be accepted most cheerfully instead of being counted as 


an attempt at compulsion. So far from an attempt to gain 


anything from them, it was only placing more and more on 
the bill for their benefit until we had reached and gone far 
beyond the limit, and we were unwilling to go any further. 


To have gone further would have been a wrong to the rest of 
the country. [Applause.] 

If any gentleman from Philadelphia or all the gentlemen 
from Vhiladelphia desire, when the item is reached, to discuss 
the subject, I shall be pleased to discuss it with them. I would 
not have gone so far now if the interruption had not been made 
in the middle of my remarks. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman has been very courteous in 
viving hearings to several of us, Senators as well as Representa- 
tives from Pennsylvania. I simply want to make this inquiry: 
Is the gentleman intending to establish the precedent that in 
these projects determined upon by Congress the State or the 
city or some other outside power must make contributions to 
the confirmation of that project, or is this simply a “ flyaway ”’ 
for this year? T understand the rule that, of course, the gentle- 
man can bring in anything he pleases in his bill and that no 
Pont « f order runs. 

If the gentleman is going to establish such a precedent, why 
he not do it with reference to everything existing, with 
reference to everything that Congress has ordered, instead of 
picking out or selecting Pennsylvania, or Delaware, or New 
Jersey? Is it the gentleman’s purpose to establish the line of 
procedure in the future in his bill that the State or the city or 
the town shall contribute to these projects, or is it simply a 
temporary expedient because there is a deficit, or likely to be 
a defiicit, in the Treasury? 

Mr. BURTON. In answer to the gentleman’s question I will 
say that if he asks whether we have adopted a general prin- 
ciple in this bill I would say no. As IT said a few minutes ago, 
one of three things must be done—either there must be a much 
larger appropriation by Congress, or an omission of most 
the projects which are pressed upon us, or a participation be- 
tweeen the National Government and the communities. 


does 


e 
On. 


Mr. BINGIIAM. The gentleman puts in a specific pro- 
Vision 
Mr. BURTON. If the gentleman will kindly be seated, I will 


answer his question. I think the gentleman must recognize the 
incongruity between a question three minutes long and an an- 
swer thirty seconds long. There are exceptional cases 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, exceptional means everything. 

Mr. BURTON (continuing). In some of these instances we 
have provided for participation. When we provide that an 
amount being appropriated, conditioned upon a certain amount 
being paid elsewhere, it was natural and just that we should 
elect the very project which stood above all others in receiving 
generous treatment in the past. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It has received generous treatment; I 
ognize that. 

Mr. BURTON. Not only generous treatment, but treatment 
far in excess of any others. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will be kind enough to put 
that explicitly, there will be no objection on my part. 

Mr. BURTON. I thought I had put it explicitly. There were 
six large projects provided for in 1902, and upon this one there 
has been expended more than upon all the other five. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It bigger river. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURTON. Larger than the mouth of the Mississippi? 
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colnbinations an unfair advantage. Sections and communities 


have Claimed that they suffer under discriminting tariff rates 
Wd that an unfair opportunity was extended to their rivals, 

Many producers believe, justly or unjustly, that rates are fre- 
ntly too high. Without attempting to minimize the bene- 

( railroads or to disparage the part which they have 
1 in our industrial development, it is proper to say that 

ire essentially and necessarily monopolies, While con- 


+ 1 
las highways, they control the tratlic which passes over 

| s universally admitted that wisdom requires that they 
hould be regulated wisely and justly; yet radical differences 


rise in the application of this principle. Tow far shall such 
Wlition go, and to what extent shall the Government step 
nd limit this necessary monopoly of tratlie? They must be 
reculated, and yet suflicient freedom must be left to the mana- 
vers of the railroads to enable them to develop and meet the 
demands of trade. They must be regulated, and yet we must 
void) governmental ownership. This is a great problem, to 
the solution of which must be brought wisdom and not igno 
ranee, justice and not prejudice, patriotism and not demagogism. 
On the other hand, our rivers and waterways, both natural and 
rlificial, will always be free. Any individual or corporation 
ive in trate upon them. It is exceedingly rare that 

niblic have deemed it necessary to invoke the streng arm 

t law to regulate water tratlie. Instead of appealing to 

{! law they assert their unquestioned right to construct and 
te vessels or lines of steamers, and thus within them 


vA undertake to limit) extortion and prevent monopoly. 

| ce blessed is the community or section which enjoys water 
{ port. The Timpire State of New York, with its great 
polis, has given recognition to this proposition since the 

davs of Clinton and the original construction of the Krie Canal 


! I 
h connected the Great Lakes with the IHludson River and 
mnce with New York City and the ocean. 

Phis canal has always operated as a reliable governor for the 
‘ i oof industry and tratlic. So general does this sentiment 
jo } that the State of New York recently, by a great ma- 

¥. voted for the issue of bonds to the amount of S101 

QOO.000 to be expended in the relocation and reconstruction of 
the rie Canal, to the end that its depth should be increased 
{ tT feet to a minimum of feet for the purpose ¢ f accom- 


ny vessels and barges of greater tonnage and capacity 

lof increasing the trailie thereon. ‘Phis is an object lesson 
which should serve to impress the country. ‘The several States 
of the Union may establish railroad commissions, the United 
Stutes may inerease the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission and make more drastic the laws prohibiting rebates 


nd discriminations, but it will still remain indisputably true 
the most effective deterrent of rebates and the most judi- 
mis and satisfactory regulation of tratlie rates will have been 
plished when the country shall determine to improve its 
roweterwia nd to extend them to the centers of indus- 


\ 
vity. [| Apphiuse. | 
atus of legishition by the Congress for the improvement 


rivers and harbors is not yet satisfactory either as to the 


; t of the appropriations or an appropriate policy. The 
{ d States has always assumed jurisdiction over our may 
le water nso faroas the saime affected navigation. At a 
lnter period the constitutional right of Congress to assume juris 
a on in the dmprovement and construction of navigable 
waterways has come generally to be recognized. It is safe to 
rt that tl Will in the future be the settled poliey. Upon 
th bs the General Goverm ib should ; ume its duty and 


recognize it by permanently incorporating the work in a bureau 
of one of the Executive Departments of the Government. The 
should be systematized, a settled line of improvement en- 

tered upon, and pursued with persistence and fidelity. At pres- 
it the work is performed under the heral supervision of the 
Chief of Engineers and other officers of the Iengineer Corps de- 


ed from the Army. These engineer oflicers make prelimi- 
nary examinations, surveys, and reports, which are submitted to 
Congress. The Chief of Engineers has no authority to fornia, 


i general policy of improvement and simply makes reports 
upon such works and make such improvements under the au- 
thority of and appropriations made by the Congress. The per- 
formance of these duties by the Icngineer Corps of the Army is 

t least of doubtful utility. 

Phe main argument Po hbave heard nddueed in its favor is 
that it provides engineering work for the Corps in time of peace 
ind thus tends to keep them in training and preparation ino the 
event of war Inomyv judgment this work should be performed 
by some bureau or division under one of the Departments, pref 
erably, perhaps, the Department of Commerce and Lahor, and 
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and survey of this waterway from Norfolk, Va., to Beaufort 
Inlet, North Carolina, of not less than 16 feet in depth, to select 
the most advanta ous route, and estimate the cost of same 
There were detailed Col. Peter C. Hains, Col. Charles J Allen, 
and Maj. James B, Quinn, of the Corps of Engineers Colonel 
Ilains was subsequently relieved on account of other duties, and 
Capt. E. BE. Winslow was substituted 


his board made a careful examination and also as complete a 


survey as the limited appropriation permitted. They made a re 
port to the Chief of Engineers, dated August 31, 1908, which, with 
the accompanying papers, has been printed as House Document 
No. 563, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session, and appears in 
the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for 1904, in Appen 
dix I This board selected a route and reported that no eng 
neering difieulties were involved; that the cost thereof would 
be $10,000,000, and that the commercial benefits to accrue would 
justify the expenditure. The route selected begins at a point 
on the southern branch of Elizabeth River, above Deep Creek 
thence to Cooper Creek, on Pasquotank River; thence down Pas 
quotank River and across Albemarle Sound to the mouth of 
Alligator River; thence up Alligator River to the bend, where 
it diverges sharply to the west; thence across Ilyde County to 
Rose Bay; thence down Pamlico River and across Pamlico Sound 
amd up Neuse River to a point opposite Adams Creek ; thence up 
Adums Creek to the head thereof, and thence to the head of 
Core Creek, and thence down Core Creek and Newport River to 
Beaufort Inlet; the total length thereof being 104 miles 

This report contains as exhibits data furnished by the com 
mercial organizations of the several ports between Baltimor 
and Jacksonville, Ila 

These reports show that the annual saving to the coastwise 
trade on the Chesapeake Bay and tributaries between Balt 
more and Norfolk would amount to $2,250,000, that the annual 
suving to the constwise trade between Wilmington, N. CL. and 
Jacksonville, Ila., would be S2.500,000, and that the commerce 
to be affeeted annually would amount to 4,500,000 tons, of the 


Value of S225,000,000, Phe data furnished from the ports it 
the tide-water section of eastern North Carolina showed that 
the annual saving to the ecommerce of that section would be 
$750,000 and that the commerce to be affected would be 1.500 
OOO ton All of these reports show an annual saving to coast 
wise trade between Baltimore and Jacksonville of $5,500,000 
The Board of Engineers did not aecept the above estimate 


literally correct, but in their report they estimate that the vol 
ume of tratlie to be affected annually would be 1,100,000) tons 
and that the annual saving to this coustwise trade would be at 
least SGOOL000 


It is a pleasure to expre publie commendation of the ¢ 
1 mw skill and the y { ‘ e exercised bv tl board 
4 | ed of Colonel All Colonel On ’ ind Chay WH 
Loy 

the above report was referred by tl ( ft of J Ol} 
thy Board of len Tht ha el tried Llarhbet wl 1 \ 
ere ted for thre first t ( 1 tl rivel nad | bet [ 

do who have nuthority to pery l rey ts 1 ‘ { 
engineers or bonurds of en rs whol etl etunl ex 
ti ind survey Il board t 1 the citv of W ! 
ton ul perhay With no personal knowledge of the local 
{ ! wubated on this report from August :, 190 to | 
rusrvy © 1004, at whieh time they tbmitted their cone ) 

While this latter board did) not que 1 the « 
ir to crue, thev were of o tion that the « ( t 
1! board below in doll nd cen \\ too lan Lloy 
thie estimated that the fonual saving to the loenal co erce 
of North Carolina would be at least $200,000 hey 

{ mt to estimate the annual saving to the coustwise ti 

lly The board were of the opinion that a waterw 

net less than 16 feet in depth was unnecessary for Trey 
but cluded that oo wate v of from 10 to 12 f vould | 
\ ent and they 1 ia med that nother co ete Vey 
be had of th waterway for the pu of se i 
tod estimatit the cost of ¢ of the lesser de | It 
proposed to incorporate in the pending river do harbor bill 
provision author wood new survey of this waterway of the 
cle hoof 10, 12. and 14 feet, respectively, and T have contidence 
that the committee and the Congress will be so impressed wit! 
it Inportance as to approve this legislation [ Applause. | 

Mr. Chairman, the distinguished ¢ rman of the Committee 


on Rivers and Harbors [Mr Burron] in presenting and ex 
plaining this bill adverted to the fact that this was the 
versary of the birth of the great “ father of our country 
that, while we would all prefer 
exigencies of legislation demanded that the Tlouse should be 


Nt bon, lle further suggested that this Tlouse could not d 
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it that I fear to state it lest I stagger creduiiiv, 
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most important, prosperous, and wealthy in the Staite, 
the enti South. Nor are the manufactures confined to 
ation of tl fore 3 alone. Cotton mills, mills for the 
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f the crude oil to the refined, with all the consequent 
| fert r plants of the greatest magnitude, estab 
for the extraction and ret g of turpentine and 
‘ products, as well as for the preserving and eanning of 
{thy , i full operation 
is th | i 3 well as the land contributed to 
re é md we 1 the tishe es of that section, ¢ 
the oy ‘rr fisheries, are of the greatest importance and 
Owing to the w n temperatu f the Gulf of Mexico 
\I ppis Wl the oyster is propagated with more ease 
dity than in the colder waters of the Atlantie and tue 
ithe M SISSIP] ecoust mitains the largest factories and 
ents for ( Ont on 1 caunbing of the Oystel 
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twise stuff, three-fourths of which was so bur 


; | report of January 19, 1897, to the Secretary of War, Maj 
Of Capital are invested w. T. R ( in « ree of this district, recommended the improvement 
‘ ( It pael more ovste { y tl leepening of a 12-foot channel from the 1: 
; { M i Sound tid river to the junction o 


foot con 


the Pa 


7 pals 








; ‘ , } - ‘ | ; 
: : = 1 the the nd Ty I and thence up Dog River a distance of about 
: ‘ Phe el 1 ! y that if this work proved reasonably permanent 

‘ { for rreat ce \ V7 ) t | dopted, all of which i wh by said re 

| ies 1 A I rt ving Leen concurred in by the Sccretary of W 

; 4) B ey I t { the full amount of the recommendations, to w 
Vs © int ) hor led a small sum for the improvement of Horn 

Pr «le { mortation from ii ! v { d, and tl work commenced under this 12 
the f ne \ dal Will of ty ect on ¢ mt September 28, TS99, and was completed on Feb 
: bin ( ‘ \ od of twenty-nine months; but the work 
. \ . . : tel (| ta ited to be of almost immediate relief to the 
te even ’ \ \ t thie the ] ira own by the table hereto attached and marked 
I hiave » the { on i saving tA now I rred to, and to be hereafter referred to, to show the 
sal bac at ; ein th mimerce of the port of Pascagoula, as the work 
ce As . Mae Us t cont ed A report of Capt. Spencer Cosby made to 

ected by if F t f W: June SO, 1902, showing more than reasonable per 
‘ 1} of iia a f the done under the 12 foot project then completed, 
; ; ; ; i t recommended continued improvement to the depth ot 
ele b rate Une . being concurred in by the Secretary of War, the 
1 it ent dustrie i t I ine 15, 1902, adopted the 17-foot pro 
rn ol | duet. i I} $1,050 ex of the Tlorn Island improvements, and 

: 1 t} oy jiture « 50.000 for the new work 

DE UOOL.OOU per ye ractor for t work on the new project commenced operation 
nye snd Vy powe boats eng od t of 1 year 1908, and in the early summer of 1904 a 
iT 4 na t Fu { { 15-foot contour in the Mississippi Sound, practically 
sa ad 1 +) I ( ‘ f over the entire route of improvement to the sawmills 
id “2 8 tiie » el wil obtained While this is not the projected width 

lue of raw products bro lit 1 ! t fliciently wide for navigation of 15-foot vessel 


‘) ter fis] rel “ ( nd | therefore been of the greatest benetit and relief 
: : erce of the port fo fully appreciate and understand the 











ding mate: Solow) \ ( ‘ if i relief reference j asked to the attached table marked 
{i bv water. § » 10415 Icxport I; ! how here the various vessels utilizing Horn Island 
dise. tun itine. rosin. o I nly during three successive years received all or part of their 
it . kor instan the year ending June 30, 1902, on a shipment 
tt dedicat In Mh The 7 Vo dat { 1 Hlorn J nd Va of 71,082,000 superticinl feet, ¢ SH5.000 
ros ed} ter th port f | ded out in the har r (at a cost of $1 per thousand for 
© vear endil Decembe 2 1nd ») and ; 7,000 feet in the river direct from the mill to the 
a : 1 | : 4 ‘ no teraye) kor the vear 1908, on a SS 520.000 iperticial 
( ree ea _ ( f ‘ ort igh the pass, 20,220,000 feet just about half of the 
eu Phe value of the building ent mded in the harbor, and 2O300,0C00 feet In the river 
: } | ib ! |: bowit i t f mm they | kor the y r 1004, when the 15-foot channel 
s bree | nd fina completed (mark the change ino figu ; 
i averaged more than yf,Q00,000 i note t iv in lighterage) on a 66,297,000 shipment through 
Lie ue ob thie Pithtbiad iil] al t | that ear, OAS O00 feet only were londed in the ill 
by water alone « eds S20.G00 e of the improvement of the river 46,894,000-—more than 
( the quantit ided in the harbor-——was loaded direct from the 
the vesse many of which drawing in exce of 15 feet 
it ( es out In the harbor 
si i aaa ention is called to the fact that every 1,000 feet received 
i e® Ol ‘ "> ( ‘ ! S1 ved to the manufacturer, w bh mean nu 
\I ' I lnid) stre wpoor thre yh ce nh extent to every man who touched the log, k to 
1 it tribute the Leaf, Dp er who f 1 it in the forest and the owner of the land rt 
; rn i dist , rhe of the improve nt of tt Pascagoula River is the best and 
} I mer to be lduced in support of a rapid compl 
\ lL excelle 7. Vivaor t Lil t 1 i (y 1 ent 
ad | pater rhe: Wa f the ex of its fume 1 in the rapid increase of 
( ‘ | ‘ “a ‘ { { 1 
, ap ty ] ig : one | oe i oe ee oo 7 is 
i { | enter ¢ { | ae ind jon evulal n 
| ove {} ! fil a ( 1 ft ! hie ] rt ! en the y 
: , howed $1.701.765 to tl vi 1 tl \ 
l their eut J veo bye 
| ! ( ed & i Lhe dyocutes foot channel 
tiie mic Ni r ! | { { or 1 « itt bY Way of a ent ft the 
\I " nud | B, % t tl ( of the port would double the 
t ! ye 1of tcnann 
y, taseve houp, and er nl 
\ | have more than been realized, and even before the channel 
lredged to 15 feet t col erce of the port had renched $3,405 
l ’ ! @ been so a nt hat) noby t I hit A, above referred to, which is just double 
% a a { Bienes id ; eof ISOS, to wit, $1,701,765 While the work thus far com 
1 fof the greatest value and has afforded the most su 
if | Prop tier hasivva odin thee I f, the re f to t ry it volume of commerce of the 
hieh e exceeded the utmost 1) entitled | not yet been given, and any delay in the completion 
: or the peopl hi re 17 t project will cont ie » be a hardship to the commerce 
a | in addition i work now performed may seriously 
nye o well and accurate told , : ing in an pleted state for any length of time, 
t+ of 4 I’ oula Co anne | not that the part y completed nme IOWS any indicentions or ten 
- A ; idopted 1 Fic to fi ut because, on aecount of the narrowne of the present 
{ ' -_ ae ve of deep dra t are very apt to strike the sides of the 
eC 4 i y ol tli nad ¢ tre ‘ mid «abun e to the work which would not be 
t by natural 
| omi on of a ubstantial appropriation for the continuation of 
{ work in the present bill would very probably mean a delay of the 
: ' the M oe work for more than twe yea hi would be a heavy and un t 
ae ,oon the commerce of the port and probably serious dama to 
sy es { \ \ ‘ ly ( pil d, with con rent lo to the Government 
ety eae I I | rey { to the Secretary of War Capt. (now Major) W. EF 
, os ia . ( e ofl © im 4 edi harge of this work, 1 mmended 
gf led fou { j { for t} vear endin lune 80 1905, S400.000 The 


vy of War in referring this report advised the appropriation of 


I ; cnet r the same period (See Annual Report, Appendix 4, pp. 317 
. eS moer « Oy Phe ie oof a river and harbor bill the last session of 





(" ‘ r the y ( has ‘ iri delayed further work, to the great hardship or 

A dept f of the 4 ind an o1 ion in the present bill of a sub 

rhathor re nimended by the Secretary of War, would be of 

I » and three t { I t not « { the commercial interests of thi ection of 
land towed to Horn I nd | thre t ‘ i vy to the worl in it partially completed tate 

: i wher Vesse d 1) ! lesired to further call attention to the fact ‘that the improve 


lo I nd, 0) mn nt of t Pasea t River is not a matter of local interest, but 
( ! over £0 feet ‘ vast te of t) St of M issippi and the property of a 


n prowre » and patriotic people The Pasearoula 
not nly ow ’ fore i | von river with their numerous outlet make tributary to 
i | i itive ver S,000,000 gneres of the yellow pine belt) of 
f { | { tory Is ¢ ihle of furnishing the mills of Vs 
| { the next fifty years, and many of the mills now 
ree holdit of pine ind not vet touched 
| how hh ¢ lished fact that this land, after the removal of the 


is very fertile and productive and is eagerly sought for agri 
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lat £1 S805 000.29 It will therefore be 

el 24 feet deep with a large anchorage | I 

Liat tl prdcver thout the cost, up to this time 
( t of « ‘ 1 tl the ultimate cost of 
11 rite « for five years will be the sum of 

| ! been little less than marvel 
eo of the « t market to this large territory, 
factoric tad mail had theretofore been confined 
t ‘ at once operated not only to stimulate 

| d trade, but to increase greatly the num 

d ent etl lue of land nd stumpage. 

Che dstead at Ship Island was practically abandoned as a 
‘ l the cargo Which had been theretofore taken 
t point were delivered and loaded in the sheltered 
ta port, which ® protected that work 
| t ll t ( I rdless of weather, without the 
ene a 4 cl All danger of loss of cargo 
ta | hhigy) master and ownel! readily chartered 
ton account of its safety and convenience. <A large 
, ca ! eat the terminus of this road, and 
! i ore i that it is to-d: one Of the most im 
ithe Gulf of Mex , and from it is now exported 
ets 1 lumber than from any other port in the 

| ve ] t! mbined export of all the point 
| Sauna Phere ome ports from which the com 
| ‘ of Jumber and timber is greater than from Gult 
t t lattes dyanecing so rapidly and the supply tribu 
port oO vast, that it is only a question of a very 
{ | urpasses every other port in the South in the 

( lH eharacter of lumber, timber, and wood goods. 
ld @e fora few moments to go into detail A deputy col 
‘ lk ted at Gulfport, on March 6, 19038, and one 





\ made the port of entry of the entire district of 
| Kive Which con es the whole of the Mississippi sea 
( C ste hip to enter Gulfport Harbor was the Norwe 
i] on Noveml 1S, 1902 Phe second was the Aure 
1) hye ( { mle Vea 
] the vear 1902 there were two steamshiy 
kor the year 1905 there were forty-six steamships 
l the year 1904 there were n netyv-seven stean ship 
The R v3 and Mngineering Review, of Chicago, October 29, 
4, contains the following news comment: 
t l ended June 30, 1904, lum ts from Gulf 
M ecded, for t t time, those from ar other Gulf or 
Hitherto Petr cola | held the best record for lum 
{ isf y r Gsulfport 3 lea re rd of 108,000,000 feet, 
17 WOOO feet f Ver lan This places Gulfport at the 
t { hf a nad se ! in the United States only to 
Phe al marked increase from year to year in the business 
‘ (ys Pprort due to the fact that it is one of the most 
‘ L cheapest ports on the Gulf of Mexico, and is ad 
located ographically, being half way between 


Orlen and Mobile Large amounts of lumber and naval 


{ if Pascagoula on the east to Pearl River on the 
Hated at tl port Che Gulf and Ship Island 
Lt iru ny north to Jackson, Miss., connecting with three 
tt f rowd, the Louisville and Nashville, the 
() \ 1 c're a. i Iilinois Central, all combine to 
ny busi to this port Ltake it into the interior, the dis 
{ { Gulfport to J mn, M or any point beyond be 
) 1 roa 11 New Onrle 
\ tI ry of the rise of th piace Can be sathered 
1 of its post-ollice receipts 1 1900 to TOF, 
s O28 0 
150. G8 
1. Ff SO 
8110. G4 
13. Od 

1 { | er oo Pood $ ODL. OH 
J Oo 1008, to Jur 30, 1905 . 18, VOU. OO 

{ to the ope ng of th port the district of Pearl River was 

{ t j the oxypr es of maintaining the district 
1 t fro | its ports lor the year ending 

| ) M S1.06 to collect a dollar. Por the year end 

J yf) PLE | the cost \ only AO cents for ench 


dollar 


the present fiscal year make a still 


i wing table of shipments for the three vears last past 
lof the vessels in which the shipments were made gives an 
‘ f the great and sudden growth resulting from the 

ents described 
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at at 9 
( fat t fs f ym Gulfport by f for th yee 
» Number Nambet Number ‘ ted 
ik mber peat; BoM barrels of &tlons « } nated 
f : a turpen value 
: , tine 
] > (Nt, Phe SSS 00 
, 111) 105,849, 528 1,665,009 
i 69 245, 213, 820 ia 2, 480 , 662, 213 
( we / 
Steam } Schoor . mn 
\ we Shi Parl Hoon: | ‘MTotal LO} 
shiy ers nae 
" > } 3 ~4 “1 18.443 
M { tad { 111 110,879 
W4 4 13 78 x] “iY S40, Sue 
] ypened J ry . 
It will be seen that the inerease from 1902 to 1903 was over 
GOO per cent, and that the business of 10h was nearly three 
es more than that of 1905, and a little more than twelve times 
rreat as that of 1902 


I will append to these remarks tables showing in detail the 


business done for each of these years, and | call attention to the 
rreat and steady increase, as well as to the increase in the size, 
of the ve sels emploved 


I append also statements taken from the Export Record, the 
ending lumber journal of the Gulf States, showing the shipment 
of wood goods from all the Gulf ports for 1903 to 1904, inclusive, 
and T invite attention not only to the showing made by Gulfport 
but to a comparison between that and other ports. I have no 
hesitation in asserting that no place in the South, if, indeed, in 
America, can show a more marvelous growth and increase in so 
short a time as has elapsed since the improvements were first 
undertaken. 

before I leave this point I must not omit to state that the 
figures given are confined to the movement by water of lumber 
and the other products of the forest. No account whatever is 
taken of the great business done by rail, nor of anything except 
lumber and kindred articles. It goes without saying that the 
addition of the business by rail and of other commodities by 
rail and water will vastly increase the total given. 


This place stands alone in at least one respect. This improve 


ment has been wrought out by private capital, and up to this 
time without one cent of governmental aid. True, when the 
anchorage basin is entirely completed the contractor will re 
ceive $150,000, or considerably less than 10 per cent of the 


smount expended by him; and he will also receive $10,000 per 
. for five years for maintenance, which was imposed as a 
condition upon the appropriation. But even when this is done, 
he and those associated with him will be out of pocket to the 
extent of about $1,750,000, and in addition thereto the whole 
experiment has been prosecuted without the slightest risk to 
the Government, as the appropriation was made contingent upon 
{ Private enterprise and private eapital, at private 
risk, have not only developed the port but have relieved the Goy 
ernment of the necessity for experiment, and have demonstrated 
the feasibility, permanency, and wisdom of the work. Surely 
this situation should appeal in the strongest terms to the favor 
able consideration of People who have so taxed 
themselves, and so liberally expended their means in order to 
develop their section, ought to be rewarded by 


Vou! 


S SHCCESS, 


Congress. 


the Government 


taking up their work where they have been compelled to leave 
ofl The contract roy idles for only IS feet. The dredging done 
has all been to the depth of 24 feet, and when the anchorage 


basin, the only part of the work unfinished, is finally completed 
the Government will have obtained the finest and best 
heltered harbors anywhere on its coasts, at the trifling cost 
of S1T5S0.000 

Ilaving done all this for ourselves, we now ask Congress to 
do something for us. We a survey of this harbor, of the 
channel to Ship Island, and of Ship Island bar or pass, looking 


one of 


seek 


toward increasing the depth to 30 feet. Our situation entitles 
us to it. It is no reply to say that by the expenditure of our 
own money we have dredged a channel and harbor suflicient 
for our needs. It is not suflicient. The cheapest rates of 
freight can be obtained only in large vessels, and our shippers 


ire compelled constantly to refuse advantageous charters which 
would enable them to ship at rates lower than those now pre 
Vailing because of the fact that we have not the depth suflicient 
to accommodate the vessels. Nor is it any answer to say that 
other places similarly situated have only 24 feet of water or 
thereabouts. The facilities at these other points were provided 
by the Government, at the Government's expense. For us prac 
tically nothing has been done. Everything that we have has 
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vhiy investigated the enterprise, in vig 
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I will insert, in extending my remarks, 
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penmeliturnyre eady cul and that may here 
! ! a | ‘ nd for a reasonable additi 
loan en tage of wate vetween 
’ \ | \ hot vil foo much t { 
’ { { fre t charge to and f m 
! 1) ! poine W d inevitably f ; 
! { t to ae the entire m that j 
‘ 1 | ‘ . 3 rovement | 
, 4 e sive ‘ of improvement to ¢ 
a 1 1 pur I Ihe tiite ni have 
\ a lth Sy 1 of this report (Report 
ed the improvement of the lower Cumberland, 


1 «cl ( nel Adan ) 


present a trong \ 


en in the proper appendix, to whieh atten 
rece f ompletion of the lower river 

fl lan outlet into the Ohio River is urgently 
t! iprovement shall be accomplished 

te and thereby afford an all year navigation be 
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el ra cert ) lit (| not national in 
OLE ‘ ( y pressed upon 
| ( l 1) IM iil 
lo ‘ { if ical he, it may be wise ia 
j i ' Lo § | 1 pu I the 4 ] enment 
‘ 1! on rather th to be « tent \ ! itl 
] le it e to i e by the Nitti ] 
{ | plied in sey | ! 1 
t bill Garent llhaveto be taken to see that the 
‘ byrne ( ( ‘ 1 of our country ij re 
el ‘ ust { ul i lo 1 ‘ bY taxation braun 
| for rove It howevel condition and 
onfronts 1 Vpproved projec now e@ah 
‘ t! 1 SHOO OOOO ned there Son neren 7 na 
‘ 1 proj It th Hproven { re to be 
thin 1" ) { the principle of part pation 
ve to be more generally plied in future bill 
M“ of the United States Government uild be to place 
‘ 1a condition to compete with othe 
nthe race for « ercial supremacy It 1 ds | ‘ 
fo sl that such appropriatior re lire Iv in C 
f the people Cit il prospe must continue to be 
i ( » I owth of our fore hh COMMINErECE 
‘ l to-day e not confined to agricultural produ i 
ae ( of manufactured { \ 
{ | y the ‘ { { j I bacturin COUnLTVY 1 Lite vorlad 
( ren ort e that ys hould add to the volume of 
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( | | i cl l ( a) 1 ol UP 
Lif we e to 60 { \ tty it the nase ts ol 
do our produ 1 { ut into tl marie it thy 
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1 To f 4 rhation he i Ne to reach 
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Ve] ‘ ‘ | to VO feet of water, while 
| hie ‘ ne 1" Phe need, then, for deeper 
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( L ] ed Phiea 1 thi 0 1 ports the 
( \\ I 1 l ul iM ] bane ‘ ] vole nad 
I t i l \ ) I 0 ‘ ] ial the WU ol il ly i il iu 
h J ‘ \ COMMETLCE 
hies to b . y-five per cent and more of our exports from and imports 
thereby to earn el the ports of the Atlant coast in the Huropean trade are 
preapl ho d long have been couveyed in foreign vessels. The Ameri 
( | n tl trincle 1" 0 few to serve as an appre ible 
rd | fot ean ( bh COMpelition Grain is one of the chief commodities in 
‘ ‘ from ISSS te export tratlc to Iurope olton is another, Turning to the 
tt iries of foreign ste freight circulars it is found that the cost of shipping a bushel! 
| i vet wl danrb aD I n from New York to J iverpool in these foreign vessels 
} t been the oste Ne opur bushel of ever goes how in an American ship 
that it} , in feents in December, 1904, as compared with 2 cents in De 
a toul cember, P0T 
Pproy tions for the deep Now, take the other important commodity of cotton. The cost 
hp our col eree with | Of shipping a hundred pounds of cotton from New York to Liver 
i | h the plea that the 7 pool in Jmnuary, 1900, w: We conts, as compared with 12 cents 
ton. the ean afford to « "\ in December, 1902 Mennwhile the price received by American 
{ a3 \ bre truthfully « h. that: planters or farmers who gre this cotton has declined from 134 
j | » fect « at {lost dv Col a pound to G4 cent But, though this cotton brings so 
' nore powert than a shorter }|1 hh de money to the Americans who grow it, the foreign ship 
) housnnd to that the ] rove ‘ el Who monopolize our carrying trade, make our southern 
one ‘ i ‘ two, | or farmers pay S2,854,454.42 more for transporting the 
( | hie | hat. b to ( Murope Th Dhaka 
( tu lin FOREIGN 111 ri 7 TCTARIE 
{ la ’ 1 rive hi (| 
It see | ood, sound ( Yet this grain and this cotton are exported in ships a great 
\ your Ame | < les limere economical in operation than the steamers 
| re We have deenened ha few years ago. It unquestionably costs far less money 
‘ { | ho veorle do othe Pritisl tf once did to ¢ imry a bushel of grain or a bale of cotton 
4 i 9 . ateameahin arta tinahty the Athiuatie, and one reason—the chief reason, indeed 
} ‘ } } | dil 1 hip { & : thie Ost lk j that the United States Cor ress out of the 
itl {lis “ 1 receivin nal Treasury has expended $261,000,000 in seventeen year 
Heat ' all ta fam nh countrie ily | for river and harbor nprovements, he liberality 
“—e seitin ais ae acid m@ American Government, by deepening and widening and 
cf i ! dt rit, the channel has enabled the foreign stenmsh }) 
| nite witl ew > build larger, and therefore more 
ent ‘ of the ( ul Lily apd the foreign Cauimship Companies have 
; a) | d because of the monopoly of the tratle lave main 
| 1 lead | SPS SON inereased their freight charges and coolly pock 
\ \ i ‘ ; — l di i 
But liave ou Iho other words, these river and harbor subsidies to the sea 
rea ed 1] ‘ 1! ‘ Vf 78 he Athintic coast have very la ely rone to the enrich 
{ the benefit « commerce ¢ ( bos Pshipping corporations and the upbuilding of the 
' ‘ | fas , | or ol luroypn 
| would not be possible if there were American ships. Let 
he th he ho halt in our river and harbor improvements. The 
ex] dl icc ail COL tncHe 4 ' Is sound, just, and necessary. 
j basa | ’ mT : ti it UTiese l cLis fo ocenih Colerce 
1 ' ae 4% hd protitable as the similar expenditure 
. ” , ‘ ( the pre | ‘ Where the ine ini 
; Ainerien With Ane noships h wrought 
: ul rec nh t itorates through ao health il 
; | | ol nariti Ce adevelopl ! 
I Put | ( ‘ niil of mone in lly 
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i ( » alo uethiin {to provid 
; { loepened cha els which b 
| | | ’ ‘ { 1 VG ‘ owh Ah OK 
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] ( { ' } 
I 1 ‘ ] \ \ ‘ ( mst ¢ { ! 
. 1 — a 
: ! | ( 1 | lo reduce 
vt OO, Tad t | 1 J) COMP ATL 
; Uhh 1 tow rol 
t fat to Bull | I) I rp 
the J ( I | { { a foothold 
| thy | (Mh) fT ‘ | i ] ( i Vn l 
ech re nel ft | | } i . ' 
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‘ } hi a e- 3 { 1 a i} ol 
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{ mo hit al \ to their o a ' 
. { i) ihel oaye ak 1 ! rip | 
be Powitl edb | ‘ ’ i rr l iY 
: | , | ‘ In use of the | 
, . ' Pere byneore por ' of { 
a lend but the co ot \ 1 f American ships is greater 
In use of the l her wae ol American crew Lear 
iif | Vn i! hhiy fh national e@meou ement dy ubsidv or ubvention, off 


} bul fore THe ny the lower foreign wares and a little more, and, where 





OT TE, ET 


~ 


emo sme 





\ (yoy ‘ y LG > TOY) owns 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—IOUSE. a 
An I ] | 
) \ ‘ ‘ ‘ 
\ ‘ \ 
L 
vy | ‘ 
| ‘ teh. 1 | } 
j \ \ i ‘ 1 ; 
} j ‘ 7 K 
{ \ \\ ‘ 
Al Ll <« l \4 
( \\ { | ‘ P 
es ' of % \ 
| , Du Mi Le () ") 
( vl mths 
t \ 
{ t out er fact, w h t We t 
i I OLN al eX] i ! I 1 
e fo ‘i } } ‘ \ \ \ 
I Lie 1 the nhelgl mri ’ 
) etv 1 } » we 1 the ] 
d i Vv witl t ! ‘ 
a A We | ‘ 
i 1 \ \ ] \ 
I 1 to ‘ | 
‘ tor thre | t ) ‘ . 
i 
( | We ] ‘ ) dd ! \ MI 
\ | ‘ \ ( ‘ t 
i \ } { 
dl ind the « 
| fo oof ti 
! \\ T 
j { } » 1 
m \ 
t 
‘ { Ni ( I } 
! 1 | f | 
! ‘ 1) CM () 1] ] 
, j | | } X ) ) a 
oO} 1] ] 1, (Mi) : 
‘ st And vet 1 I a I 
} ] pe wi f } 
lor kh Mare ‘ 
yy 4 
| I ] 1 the ¢ 
| 
{ ‘ \ 
( ‘ } 
‘ 
‘ ' 














w 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—I 


= 





i 
The amount of capital and labor which, at the best, wou 
doin shipbuilding must be a comparatively trivial considera 
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es ha wh immensely—-in population, in wealth, and in 
merchant 1 I ha teadily declined The present 
exp ns tl t iving that maritime commerce is the 
tected Indust: f tl nation Certain it is that, while in 
t (se nt regarded it a national humiliation that the 

{ pay to for ! me twenty to thirty million dollar 
arryil © trac Nv h the United States ought to carry 
t hie v | l for the same ervice is no less than 
band fifty mi 1 1 year At that time the total exports 
f the country cor ned amounted to ‘ 1 SSOOLOOO OOD 

Wi been multiplied threefold, and now exceeds $2,400, 
irs ann \ Phere were in ISTO a million and a half tons 
tons) of American shipping engaged in carrying this trade; 
mw ie than OO,000) ton Phe actual proportion of the 
le of the Vnited States which in ISTO was carried in Ameri 
“ omething more than 35 per cent In IS00 President 

\ I the fauet t t it had sunk to a meager 12 per cent 
rely reaches 9 per cent It is not conceivable that, merely 
of dollars and cents, » keen a commercial nation as the 
he United States should not rebel strenuous against such 





mites 


But more powerful than the mere financial consideration 
e of what VPresident Grant called the “ national humiltia 
imiliation felt a thousand times more keenly now than ever 








ve een thirty yea age, by reason of the newly awakened 

tinct of the people, the consciousness of their might and 

a world powet At no time in American history have there 

, prophet Who foretold a time when the United States 

epreatest among the nations, but on in the present decade 

people begun to believe that that time has arrived Some day, 

always hoped, the commercial supremacy of the seas would 
them o-day they believe it to be theirs of right 


istake, and a dangerous mistake, to think of the matter as 


tion of protection or encouragement to American ship 
| 


hd 


the saving in frei 





hts which are at present paid to foreign 


ind which, if the United States did the carrying of her for 


herself, would be spent at home; and beyond the value of 





$s themselves are till larger considerations President 
the course of a message, to which reference has already 
iid “With no United States steamers on the principal 


or in any foreign ports our facilities for extending our com 
stricted, while the nations which build and sail the 

passengers and mails obtain thereby conspicuous 
asing their trade.’ Much more recently President 
the same thing In a characteristically American 


for their own countries just as railroads work for 
Phe way to get the trade of any country,” 
to send our own ships there to feteh it 
ny been a commonplace of American political phraseology 
ioand South America are the “natural markets for the 
of the United State and that China and Japan are the 
et for the irplus products of the DPacitie coast States 
i entative of the vernment of a South American re 


credited to Washington, he cenerally sails first to Liverpool, 
it to New York in one of the Atlantic liners The New 























tom exp er to $ th America has to send his goods by 
eviou route A for the Paci coast, the people of Cali 
Ore noare contin isking how they are to do the trade 
ey are entitled with ¢ naar snd tf when there is hardly 
i fla too lve een in re ol e waters: and with 
1 of freight id trade route i nseparably bound up the 
unin exe mere 
! t! ‘ fin America today is that Great Britain 
pryatnne jal 4 { in het Virtue of her present a tv 
{ I re but «© vy by rea no oof her position, won 1 
ne tion i ‘ is tl cu ier and broker of t! world 
elie ‘ ted capi ho theney and ips that 
t la t ! ‘ hieh those hip give her in 
1 i trad io by the tell hich she levies in freights and 
i ! rat nn Kt tly r wron \ the 
! ‘] | ilitv to wrest 1 na trade ft i 
! In t oy lL weapor im the fight establ ed 
int s) Iving his own tla rm bauking facilithe at the 
ents of the w \ ind when the steamship lines 
\ 1 ks \ e quick to follow 
‘ n, afte | {tin for 4 takin f 
\ cithe il mover the untry from the At 
| { 1 it! Giareat Lake to the Gault of 
i ‘ ment, as the Comm ion hia minded it, 
| tert > ‘ is praet ily owneanmis not merely in 
| nil nm Amie n ocean fleet, | ct. oy ad, oftli 
far 1 Hianned by « OW people Phe ith 
t \ of end t! report point out, 
! (1 thie { ‘ t of cor Hietlon of hip im 
i l pen i difference which is est ited 
f | oy ent (2) tee I ter « i ft 
i | 1 \l in Fi yoren i f the h er 
‘ | d l ) { fact tliat) thre Hi ypOriey of « el 
i | miail i die ( ’ lt two tu l ! 
desit reowute 
t e difl { the Com jon make recommendation it 
‘ { { tance of whieh they 1 embodied in oa 
{ | t ft eport) { prot te tl nat vil clef ‘ 
f f naval voluntes to estahbl \ ! nol lines 
market | mote Commerce ind toy vide revenue from 
l { | liens ire f romain | \ ‘ 
pre oul ft reate ay infeer naval ress ‘ f the est 
dot noof our mer int hiiy . Phe mene of the re rve 
1 retainer or annual pay to the amount of SID for a OV, 
from that ire to SLOO for the master or chief engineer of 
not le than 5,000 rm revister fo qualify for 
y year the members must have pent not le than x 
twelve in forelen trade or deep sea tisherie Ano oen 
of 20,000 1s provided for; but, the Commission explain, if atl 


te men in the present American service were to volunteer 





hot inf to more than one-half that number 
proposed to pay an “annual subventilon of $5 per gr 
ton for every ve el, steam or sail, engayved for twelve montl 
n trade or deep sea fisheries, $4 for nine months, and $2.50 
vided that the vessel carries a certain proportion of naval 


ind is held at the disposal of the Government in war" and 
ith certain other requirements. No vessel shall receive this 
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( of our own trade and some of the trade of other nations; 
but American ships last year conveyed only S.S per cent of our 
ports snd exports Our registered tonnage in IS6L stood at 
2 ANG O00 It stands now at S7T5,000.) Pwo-thirds of our once 
d powerful deep-sea fleet bas vanished: and not one 
‘ | for a deep-sea ship is being laid on either our Atlantic 
coast | and meanwhile an ever-increasing fleet 
“ch vessels tl zs our ports and monopolizes the carry 


| | ed States ] 
) Preigznts nad pa 
ie \I of this vast si 
‘ ‘ rly enrolled on 
Ove ments, which 
ned sare ivitll 
t fhe British Empire 


Grermanhnyv, 2OGO.000  t 


Mr. SULZER No 


( nel f did) not inter 


are manned by naval 


lable for service against us in case of 


tenths of our import and export Commerce, 
foreign vessels for conveying 
st gers upward of S2Z00,000,000 a year. 
ers Which are 

Kuropean 
reserve officers and 
Wir. 
has 14,800,000 tons of merchant shipping ; 
France, 1,480,600 Norway, 1, 


money goes to sted 


the “merchant cruiser” list of 


TONS 3} 


OMS: 


GH6O000 tons; Italy, 1,180,000) tons By far the larger part of 
to | these fleets is engaged in ocean carrying, but the United 
id, States of America, which produces far more merchandise and 

end re abroad than any other nation, has a fleet reg 

| red deep-sea commerce of only S73,000 tons. 
lid Mr. Ch in, that is the situation at present. Let me ask 
the gentleman from Ohio, who talks so glibly in favor of the 

\ nomerechant marine, what has he done for the Ameri- 

hant marine Ile is charged with the responsibility. 

i I the chairman of the committee. Tle has a united and 
) | ority behind him. Wheat has he done for this vast 
terest This Congress has been in session ever since last 

T dcoere el 
he Mr. GROSVENOR Will the gentleman allow me to answer 

} 


now. IT have only a few minutes, 
‘upt the gentleman's speech.  [Laughter. | 
the gentle n’s bill for the American mer 


li jority on his side of the 


it just 





| ‘ he is a member of the Committee on Rules and could 
‘ eb echt ina rule and the bill could have been considered 
Vhe whole subject could have been debated, the 
ded and le into a good bill to really aid and help 
a diie ith Vive hant mat ( 
e could have passed it, as we have so many other good 
| { ly ent it over to the Senate of the United 
t august tomb of all popular legislation. | Laughter 
{ l1N¢ 
\ lL subniit that if the ntleman from Ohio had done 
he would at | t have done his duty; would at least 
| ( ‘ net] z Yor his country ; would at least have shown 
ul will for t \ rican merchant noarine would at 
( ) ‘ Loads e®, have shoy his desire to keep the 
| of his ! on th ent ee mortant question, 
| end of ad t| doing, J iv, What he ought to have 
sup here at the « h hour of the session and 
{1 ) ‘ | 1 her defeats on land 
«| to t] { t t 1 nohbas an I t piers { 
{ « to Lode navy, tras ort lie troops, l carry het 
(de Russin | ne Phat I] be true ned it 
' nour it oof the geuth raimnd his party fe 
ol ( | e to do wl 4 ' 7 by lone 
’ ) Ou | t orarrine Do sometl Bg to 
| n from Olio, f ou ) pterest nd do if 
L stop t i vl 
| CILATR MEAN ive ft eo t ur ‘ bh lias expired 
\I BURTON. FT vield one minute » the gentleman from 
(> ’ 
GROSVENOR I want f noreply to the gentleman, 
‘ re Republican membership of the committee. with 
‘ ‘ mi Of oie nilemun, did report a very Valuable and 
rele ve bill for the support of the American merchant 
rhe id tl fact that the gentleman from New York was 
lv engaged in trying a number of cases in the city of New 
\ vy be respeo ble for the fact that he dees not know 
\‘\ done 
Mr. SULZER Where is vour bill now 
Mr. GROSVENOR And J I] say further that every Demo 
ton the committee refused to sign the report, and brought in 
iv nority report in reference to the | 
Mire SULZIER. Your bill favored subsidies, and no Democrat 


ts a subsidy: tl 
to your bill 
Mr. BURTON. T 
of Phe CHATRMAN 
Mr. BURTON. 1 
re Mr. Hearne 
per Mr. HUMPHREY 


mit is why the Democratic party is opposed 
ow much time have 
ssippi 


S of 


Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the 


ques- 
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‘bor, 

ilii- 

the two jetti ‘ ‘omplete 
ssary. ‘This work, if completed 
ns, will benefit one of the most 

Island, and will benef il] 


fit the villages 
Sullo 


k, Mattituck, Laurel, and 
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{! ente lin th lo tv: and the in I insert the best obtainable statistics of the commerce by 
ent alread mn] red | been of | ril from the immediate neighborhood of this waterway. Those 
to t] en 4 ceedoin it. Every pred mo given for the Sayville station include West Sayville and are 


Rive idl % ee, Which reported | upon unquestionable authority Those for Oakdale, though 
first ( tio for 1 mprovemen has less complete, are believed to be entirely relinble: while those 
Phe establishments for culling 1 Bayport are carefully estimated from the only authentic 
located about its mou data at our cominand 
| rds fo hipluilding and ove Freight shipped and rece d during the year 19 
( ‘ out for repairs, hh ‘ \ 
Tider authority of an net Prat ed 0) 1 hipped in the O,000 barrels (6,200 tons), 
t trire » 1OOR. the town of J 1) ed at $225, 000 
ted } : ‘ | by bond is re ( ed soo ter hipped dened os ons (in LOLOO0 pi k 
, s ‘ Valued at SO. OOo 
! land places $30,000. Phe landing | received 2,050 tons, valued at G1, 500 
Payvport o quired re located upon th ( received —— 6.000 ton \ ed ont 36, O00 
' } to make ther i essible lurve I} K I eived 1.000 tor Valued t . 6, T50 
‘ ‘ ba ay General merchandise received—1,500 tons. valued at 300, OOO 
ed At Ie { i) iilingw ve els, of 
le d from 2 to 7 feet draft, have regu Total value 729, 250 
at nd to t number must now I ; e of tl con ee to and from Brown Creek for the me 
| wit wXiliary engin | qd added to this tot would make a grand total of over $1,000,000, 
1.) «nope 1 IN > l > . ’ 
: t tak \ dt } t the Bayport and Oakdale sta 
4 ‘ ta } other ve | ] ‘ n { 
enting the Crent Sout 1} this ) bolic iT reve of the raih d from the freight hipped and re 
I tt nin 905 is caref computed at $48,000 
‘ ! 1 l ‘ ] 1 re Oo I 
a (do tiie mut ) ol ( iad t ‘ wo 7S tor (29 O50 
| ‘ Wl ht , | { S100 Lay 
} ' , ed . ( i 1 « i t | ‘ d at 1,200 
j 7. 200 
4 of these The © 
I rm dint I I) r, EDO } t 
' } | 1 ( 
\ ‘ lied mde | pped in t nth, 5049 4 pri ) ( ; 
ents of tl bu ‘ Por ban hell) 
le ! ent thre r\ ent of Bro 1 \ \ 
f f ihe ou nten ‘ oO d 1 itl DO 
‘ ‘ 1 dx n the future devel y esti ited On) ' ‘ (P00 tons) Valued at SOO, OOO 
‘ ! ved during the Line | vd Loo tons, vy wed sat 4% OOO 
: ‘ 1 mind I lad Pp vl OO t 
‘ 1] ro { lhe ‘ l 1 ] TO, COO 
‘ tte he ou ’ ed 
l { ‘ 1 } . a a t}) lot villi > tlic ( too yoy 
aot ft ( ‘ hil ’ hill i \ l 
nof tl e figures fairly indicate the advantages which will accrue 


to these villages from the establishment of such lines of traius 
terly jetty is regardecs Lhe mieore Hporkul ition as the improvement of Fire Island Inlet, a survey for 
| re from th outhwest and the hich is authorized in this bill, would make possible; and also 











erly le of the point or projection ve aun insight into the extent of the commerce which is) pri 
| the op nt condition of th westerly jetty mnavily dependent upon the smaller craft for which the Browns 
hed throug md over it and settled | Creek improvement affords a harbor 
{ extent whieh lia rendered Mii Ist RTON Mr (hi: IPreah, there is but a boaaiate le of ton 
bole ra tide exeept for the ! e there by way of commerce compared with most of these 
(Tre ed stones from the jetties, whi freams—20,000 tons. Three thousand dollars was the Inst sap 
to the channel, and the foundatio priation, and the committee considered that with a great deal 
‘ wove thre urtace of the vy t« ] o iy ‘ ere 
\ voaund to those not familia with the Phe CLPATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
bstructior The mouth of this chan by the gentleman from New York 
‘ dt | 1 ‘ ibseriptions 1 | The question was taken: and the amendment was rejected, 
‘ ourt otha dvantage » Obtained was only Che Clerk read as follows 
{ deterioration of the jettic vi linproving Delaware River, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaw 
Continuing improvement, SS00,000 .’ ed, That an eontraet or eon 
| I si tarv o Vi ! nite l 
‘ { ( ent ie quently : 1 i \ i \ \ tl 
I rl 1) ‘ ! ! > pr ( { vid ’ i nt, to 
| ‘ mma ot thre (tie CS] iv pro} ition iv from time to time le vd vV law 
| aul d the beliet ised upe refu 1 the a eon STOOLO00, exclusive of the amounts herein 
; ok ae ne if fore a ropri | Provided f ther, That in ease the S 
1 { ‘ ‘ { | | | ! ' r « I ! : i pavo over a roof not less in 
dy ob hed tro thi HWproverent thy SOOO to be expended by the Chief of KEneinees under the dit tion 
7 { ‘ of 500 feet rw ere ! of W for tl further prosecution of said work, t1 
. led | ‘ { of War ma ent Info a contract or contracts fou ich 
, : rit . \ : 7 ' vs ; nnd wort \ a n ( ivy to complete il work, to ° 
| ! ( Or 2 F { \ 4 ’ i f i time to time be made y Jaw, not 
. & G nd 1 in the revat fut ‘ im oof SS00,000, excl ve of 
reit nel he re ppropriated and authorized, and 
1 1 4 ‘ ) lby the State of Pennsylvania, or other avene 
ril ‘ I { ‘ Live DD esl lt 
: aa ' Mr. BURTON Mr. Chairman, Tamake the formal amendment 
' | le . { 1) i. a aad that w trike out that part of the paragraph beginning with 
the words “Procides i? f 
| \ { Phe CEEATRALAN Phe gentleman from Ohio offers an amend 
if j a bhe® Cohesn dade 1 ‘ 1 tine ‘ a) ‘ - : : 
14 . ee ones which ] ins hrewaeall wnt, which the Clerk will report 
: oa n Phe Clerk read as folloy 
| 1} ay i! ‘ 
‘ ‘ oft thy Inprovement by dred {| | out f the paragraph beginning with the words “Provided 
hil o lly proposed. © r to Vy, ERO cae DO MM 
ent vent i} ‘ ( Mr. BURTON Mr. Chairman, Loam informed that there is 
ws g liv than heretofore { \ nlention to add to this item in the Senate, and | think we 
f the channel below b 1 id discuss it now if there is any such intention, so that the 
1 if rendered nece y ody if the tlouse 4 be thoroughiv understood when we vo 
ding. which is further up tl oO conferences I want to further to the gentleman from 
had heretofore extended Poennsvivania that if they do not desire that item, beginning 
| ‘ co tee to adopt this amend th the words “7 ded further,” Tam not only willing, but 
1 { art | rit derived from the ex 1 ak e that is should be tricken out. 
| ) ned th he co BROWN of Penusvivania Mr. Chairman, T do not be 
the former beneficent pros oO ‘ | that the people of Pennsvivania will be satistied to appro 
lye furthe le lk Il by t SHO for public improvement of this kind in consid 


‘ Ol lilly projected ‘ ono oof the fact that it las been the custom of the Govern 
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Iva Oh, the gentleman ought not 
r. Ch Nn, the gentle n | taken 
Tf dae Willi to tl live minutes 
Phd New York thways jealous of 
ire a ein New York! Jenlou 
be jenlous of a lt vy town ldirent 
time of the enile sunday x red 
e nutes more, Mir Chair 
bt lenasan \ iF 1 r 
‘ 0 " {el | ! The 
Cr ( \ 4 ( nohey ear 
tals {1 \ | lirstel Pouit 
| Theva IL dn tl doin 
’ Whittle vl il ene pro 
eN] we \ ‘ inal ] tly 
me to | but the conti ol { 
lt w rhe { rent \ 
that eX pen »vour river nal 
eli 1 of pub } iin PVE! ado] 
moth nite t, evel dollar of 
pent, a ite expended, ex 
tiie beneht of ile rel ae ‘ a 
1 thie vVitlue of ( | Phe land 
\ WL unbtinnsatedy been ly vour bill, 
the end absorb all the benetit Which 
to confer on trade and commerce 
the minufacturers, the mechanics or 
vrs of land, who are interested It 
ure! ind some merchants are bene 
it that 


et the 


on Ww 
{ il 

md i 
! 

nel y 
te ‘ 


ft miaihubacturers 


owl the land 


romminufacturing busine Or mer 
hieh they conduet their merenntile 
real ane genuine nprovement if 
ited ntly expended, them the en 
efifed ly t will) ime ( 
here those Iprovements are marae 
te 1] * OHIO OOO it I} rrot de r 
eree, but it will | for | { 
’ WoUpom th laveny it 
}) I k ut bitin ( il 
I 
ete periritteck wurne ‘ 
ity je 
{ tlie heyul Oo 
1 toe tema theo } 
{ ject under a if 
| 
basta n, To oask uta ( { 
I noon the sub tof tI 
for tl ‘ wbition of beat V hae 
0 veome tl Pportunity 
rowill submit that request 
lel 1} e remarl ber om thre | 
‘ to four parce 
ter Chant 
nh tae New Yor! | Unhsan 
1" | nh the Rrecorp Is there 
ale ml thea | to extend 4 
1 alert (dtouny Member, 
1 I by the rule adopted this 
In (Whether they aetually arise 
mi fo print renin on this bill for 
in from Georgian [Mr Barrierr] 
Ine the opportunity Of pointing 
vy who it that benetits from 
oth river and hliarbor bill: of 
rie ie the owners of land, ane 
bret \ the Members of this 
niorle ny the only menp by 
else hrevne eon mstke th ‘ Whi 
them, Fo omiaust assume that th 
tally jf orant of the iniele- tax 
omprehena who pre from 
tXcition vl 
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no, because the United States must have the paramount right | my coll iw from Ohio [| Mr. ¢ 
of control upon the neces eS « : 
Mr. GROSVENOR It son contribution to aid the United | seemed to me that Vv colle 
States Government in controlling and managing the waterway elementary facts » re ! 
| vontles n will certainly distinguish between th \ \\ Siem 
tration of tl uropean government nd the admit ‘ ] | eve 
of ir dual of gover! it, having here a National Goy ‘ of tl ‘ 
‘ i 8 { i! | s tit nt t WI if I \\ tex to et { do | \ 
s, What weuld be t 1 it I inh between the Nit I for rivers a | ’ 
( ‘ { ul the State ernment if they go into a sort We ] ‘ e can do, M ( 
ol t ¢ i] e to dnpre Wilte y¢ ( al em 4 ‘ 
o \] BURTON I would in gn general wav that when the { Pie ‘ e 4 ‘ \\ : 
‘ ' t Is iil hed tl ( rol of the « be ! I ( eto ! { 
{ I ted St cS Phrere re Couses 1 tl 1 where il ( @ { \ 
1 tl Lilt ite ill I t! l I shall be proy 1 I \ 11 
Without expense to the United The United States | re t to t 
ice let however, relindgu h if urisc 1 ! ] e tl rove to N 
Mr. GROSVENOR Now, Mr. Chairman, IT believe I I 1on ‘ 
have a minute or two Il want it distinetly u | 
I want to say that in my judgment there is no waterway in| propriations for tl N 
the United States tl i ‘ of wl hy ol ‘ t ‘ 1} ) 
oO l ortance than is” the nprovement of the D \ } ‘ 
Rive I do not lool t it so hi « | 1 ‘ sively I | 
CONNEC! l wat \ I look t it s t wate | t | 
Nn ! to our Vill 1 ‘ { I 
lef , () never « | } . » ‘ { I 
‘ { ‘ ' Tha Lb l ! ‘ ‘ i] 
hte tion vy war, to rul | Vv" >the Dy \ ek I 
nd tl 1" ol ! ( 1 1 
| 7 | buried 1 the ) oblivious to 
iS . Ul ,i channel y th deep y wi» t ) iw ly \I BPOWN of 1 \1 4 
vessel coul >) ( lt to t ‘ { 
al ] vl 1’} 
| ( t 1 Vill Kt 1 ‘ ) ! 1 | ( 
( lo 1 ( erred : 
cial ‘ vy dn bsolute 
) re | I 
dit ‘ etre i ‘ do me ‘ “ to ~ | 
{ 1) 1 ‘ en | | { 


\l BUTLER of I Ivania Mi ('} rit I e 4 } I ‘ 
‘ ut 1 ] two word Phe ; Int Of mo ! eT tn 
! led in th rill is une ent to ete this ent | ( ' 
( | i 1 of the co viitte brougl to } 
] ’ ‘ Y a Iph I ind to the pr pric er Iis\ ( ( \ 
ter ¢ yy tinent Lhe ver, Wwe \ { uri vol f sk! 
age rl = ee ae a cane Ps Mr. BURTON. Mr. ¢ 


pleased Government of the United § \ 1 the | 
\ i ( 
‘ ven to expend & (cn) 1 the wey . 
| { ‘ 1 t 

‘ ent AVA ra | ‘ { 1 ‘ l ! ‘ t 
‘ of DI lelpl I I el to that ] ‘ 

) rat feet ' (lt ' | iI tl t «le 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylyat 

Mr. BUTLER of P Ivan Mu sania al ‘Ir, BUTLER of 1 
ou f } ‘ t «¢ ( to t Ve W lie tw ! 
d t VN rd Lhe tlenian from Olio \I NI BURTON 
(rl ENO ! verr us the true tion i 3 the 
tere troul =] to which these « ! | CILATRMA 
when disabled or tl { \ " 1) { | : 
they will 1 i | ‘ { 


eer seeeeee 
— 
= “ 

= 

iL 

- 





With all the ener { t we had within us, New Qe iz ”) oe 
: ' Phe CLEATRIALAN a 
vy i wl yD ( oy t upon t cominittes ery ) : 
rhe Clerk read as 1 
. it t! ' 1 bn 1) | 1 | mr « | 
| { 
Wi ‘ {| | ‘ to Our J ‘ Il dn { | 
while we ha o hope except that int ire Congresse ld 
: tionsnl ppro it \ 1 | le | ent to « e 1) 
| ‘ I deem it they of \ dom that we shall with | ‘ 
1! ‘ j ith ¢ rine rOrEe ¥ ‘ t n th ( ‘ | C'le reste 
i} Tost of t bill that h con reported | 
I «lo not be \ tliat { lel be ble to Ve ‘ it this 
{ rth o ttee, the ppreoy tion forthe Delaware Riv 
| e, td eve that a su l attempt to greatly Mr. BURTON Mr. ¢ | 
crease tl ] | ttiol 1 tl bill might result in its defeat | \I ) 
Vr) people of Pennsylvania have no wish for such a result ‘ ad to the } | 
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\ »E RTON Yes, Sil \ SS5,000 
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i e § enAdy 
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i ; Or anot l } \ y ) 
es if T ne t ‘ ‘ , 
) 5 l STO00,CCO has ‘ I ex ded 
1 { } et of pore the } r 
| 1 vet N ss these ] sa l « S i 
} 7a } ' ’ 
l Dili ¢ L > » pre mm Vi \ ‘ 
' + + . yl , m4 
Mr. ¢ nan t a work commenced after a 
L tm S hnvestigation as this was ana u nh 
© lit Ira ] ’ 
oo ¢ t } lye Iv hese } ade, ougnt 


| “l by the Government except fer the very 
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This bill provides for 


S3v.000 for this less 





ul that to be used for the benefit of the 
af | 
\I CLARK Ilow can eof 1 acre of land improve the 
( \\ nou ; | SEE RAMAN Because now the slope is up toward the 
| ) roprint I’ l if thre re part that is to be taken; it is clear up in 
( f of J oot 1! here f no special use to anvbods The city of 
’ | ‘ other appro Ne ) t nprovement takes away the abrupt hill and 
| hhigchiy With an ¢ \ ( t, with a curve, instead of 
Hn Pabrupt an angle that it w tlmost impossible to ‘ 
da dl miudoup the ade 
LOO 4 thea I CLARIN Where do tl ‘ IPpPrarsers live 
‘ thi hieh 1 \I STTERAMAN At Staten Island 
{ hill Mr. CLARK. Are thie terested in the land in that neigh 
ln bone 
{ la | | 
of , ; Mr. SHERMAN I can not tell you. 
‘ roup the rive M CLARIN Who appointed then. 
bi K M Pen MAN The ap uty We at the request of 
i 1) tinent of © ‘ thi l le hi been invest 
d (| \ tant Neer by the | tor of the PD 
Mr. Gartield nd by Captain Sebree, who is in charge i 
| hi ‘ tation id they lun n favor of the ile } 
( I ttee do Tein Pha say it ho drawl to the Government 
( but rither of a benefit to the remaining land. : 
\ CLARK Phe money to be paid into the Preasury ? 
| » \I SELLER AMAN Yes, 
| \\ \ ‘ | of the l CLARINK. It will not be like that sale of the old treasury 
| 4 at the I o rr vy York, where tl fell kept the money and the build 
| leration. thi l ott | Laughter. | 
| I come to ) SELER MAN No, that ot proposed in tl bill. 
SPEAKER Is there objection 
mdered to be read a third tiny rend the 
\1 ‘ a | 
‘ , ‘ eC ( AIN "I EN OF 1 VENTIETIL RE 
; Cpa er oNG 1 ML.UNTEER INFANTR 
PRAKIER baid | re the Tlouse the bill (HL R. IS60) an 
elief of cert renlisted men of the Pwentieth Re ? 
r « he Ne y« Volunteer Infantry, with a Senate amend 
\ | ! \; re | 
I ) \ SULZALI Nit ry yve Ke Toa e to concur in the S« {¢ 
| , MANN. Mr. Speake 1 ht To oask the entleman from 
} the eff ttl ~ te amendmen 
\ (LAL I] ol effect of th i ( linent is to lenve 
t el » the ecretary of War instead of to the Military 
| Si {« mendment yw isreed to 
‘ ‘) moof MrSwui R ! on to reconsider the t vote 
\ | Lon the table 
' APPOLIN | iT TORI 
Mr. RODIEHY Mr. Speaker, Poask unanimous consent for the i 
‘ ( ideration of the bill (UL RR. T6798) to amend section | 
| tof th ke ed Statuts of the United States, restricting ' 
( t lo lice Of meni I of the legislative n erubl 
rie \\ hh T send to the cle ich ask to lias reveal, 
( read as follow 
j if l Sh4 ] \ dS ‘ { 
‘ oust ; 
| ra Is : 
{ ' i ; | ' ) 
| tor ‘ etl } 
i \ ‘ ! 1 for o { { 
i l nN ( ip} 
1 ot { ] n I { 
j a ioe | i 
’ { { | ep ye \ ° a 
| doany off al thre " 
( | 4} ttn o loy ! eo ttle mendment wa rend 
| | bstitute t WS, ) dl df ‘ I { the ex 
| 1 « eres Phere SVEAKER Is thve objection 
’ | ‘ n Isl | ‘ } CLARIN Kesery te 0 ht to objeet, T would ask the 
s OOOO i ! nwhy tl excep ! put im there to the first les 
‘ 1 ‘ 
| of the Gover \I ROY Phat is merely copying the old statutes, and it 
ed] he Department ¢ no mennil particularly Phe only way this changes ey 
lk than Tl nere of tl t law is that it ndds the word “whatever.” There is) law 
| ( ‘ { ithe value of eve vhere restricting the appointment of Jegisliters to any 
» 1 | | 1 ‘ Staten Tsland | ¢ pendit their term, but it did) not use the words “any 
‘ | 1M the highest tl whatever,” merely “any office,” and the custom grew up 
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1 on it before it was opened. This enables them to pay 
l after comply —, th section B3ol, Those thint de- 
‘ tC can pav for it without living on it the extra five vers. 
M UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Minnesota Mr. 
~ ISON] 1 is to say that they have got to comply with 
tead laws so far as payment and commutation are 
\I STEENERSON. So fat s living on it is concerned. 
I e lands are seaitered The free-homes act that was passed 
I 17. 1900. enrried tl right of comnn tion to all lands 
| hen « 1¢ Thes tow wes t ed in ame g 
‘ t commutation clause does not apply, and SO 
) 12S sec ons that \ S hot o L |e use of tl 
them of tl S ‘ f Nf nesotya S oo] Ss wl h 
{ { 1 1 thev \ ey ( dy bout Ver 
N ost of the Si ‘ hy lived there lon ‘ 
1 t { the pDriy eg 0 | lhe Inadis iw Li 
before it is du 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is that all the bill carric 
Mr.o STREENERSON That is all it carric 
bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tin 
la third e, and passed 
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If. R. 183188. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles} Hi 
Hi. Dunihue; 
It. KR. 15260. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil | ll 
lisa Starks: | 
HW. R. 133824. An act granti ner ision ft 
Kesler ; |} R. Manson 
ll. R 13330. An act granting an increase of pension to Mi 
chael Welly, alias Patrick Welly ; 
H.R. 133877. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert | 
R. Straub; |S. Gatliff: 
Hf. Kk. 13419. An act granting an increase of pension to George | 
? Weeks ; 
H.R. 18546. An act granting an increase of pension to Joel J. l 
Addison ; } Carroll: 
MW. RR. 15547. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis I 


| 
| | 
Hl. R. W656. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary rH. |] 


H.R. WST7. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- | H.R. 15645. An act granting ai to S 


t- 
f 
- 
f 
=I 
- 
-~ 


et grantin 


» of pension to Jacob 
H.R. 13955. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah H.R. 15661. An act granting NCTeASse ¢ to M 


Il. R. 18960. An act granting an increase of pension to Dora H.R. 15609. An t grat re ‘ f t \l 


Siith thi «(. Dante 
Hl. R. 14028. An act granting an increase of pension to Ca e H.R. 1o6s85. An aet grant an reas to | 

}}. Risley ; beth Nerve : 
1. 1410S An act granting an inerease ot pension to "Timo 8. 35410 An t granting a 1 , . | 


son Adams ; 1 Pr. Si 


H.R. 14600. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph H.R IST4L. An act grant ease ¢ fou 


If. R. 14680. An act granting an increase of pension to Monroe H.R. 15746. An : 
Chapin; Roll; 
H.R. 14695. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis Mt. R. 156747. An act grant ease of me to TI 
1). Lewis A. Wesso1 
If. R. 1479S. An act granting an increase of pension to Lusern H.R. 15788. An t : { S 
Allen; iW. Bull 
I. RR. 14908. An act granting an increase of pension to Ilenry FH. K. 20822. A t : to O 
lu ily: I’ Lh ari 
H.R. 14900. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert HM: lk: Y5S23. Al t grant ry to J 
Ki. Barnes M. Lidd 
H.R. 1004 An act granting an increase of pension to Wil H.R. 15835. A 
linin N. Meacham ; M. Walker 
lt. R. 15019. An act granting an increase of pension to Joly H.R. 15858. At t <1 { ‘ \ 
HI. kilston; u 
Ii. R. 15043. An act granting a nerease of pension to James H.R. 15848. A 
R. kerson; Reninger 
I. R. 1044. An act granting an increase of pension to Nahi IT. R. 18a. Al 
vista G. Tleard Galbrea 
HW. R. 15079. An act granting an increase of pension to Con Hi. R. 15865. A t ot ( to M 
stantine J. MeLaughlin; Wilds 
Hl. R. 15160 An aet granting an increase of pension to Loretta II Kt Lost \l e 4 rif 4 » | ! a ‘ \\ 
V. Biggs; li: Ll. MeClellan 
He. e240. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. R. 1866. An act gi ting 1 rm f | n 4 1 
C. Baker; : nin I. Tlopkins ; 
H.R. 1W5e52. An act granting an inerenase of pension to Maria Hk. R. 1o869. An act gi ting ( of { I 
Kdmundson ; j 1 IL. Serivens 
H.R. 15203. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. R. 10874. An act gra ‘ ty J . 
P. Davis; | Kingdon ; 
H.R. 15824. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Hl. R. TOSS6. An 
W. Winger; | lin S. Radeliffe 
H.R. 15406. An act granting an inerease of pension to George | Fi. Bek 
W. Carpenter ; I. Ludwig 
H.W. 15411. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Wek 
Garretson ; |. Andrey 
H.R. i441. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonas | > 
Ii. Upton; | T B 
1.1431. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Pinney ; | Cullen; 
H.R. 15466. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
LB. Snively ; | Fike; 
H.R. 1497. An act granting an inerease of pension to Patrick | H. R. 15922. An act 
Il. Oliver; ml. ; 
1. R. 15504. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen | Hi. R. 15924. An act granting Th to W 
Luite; liam Shadr 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol 

tithe were severally reported from committees, delivered 

to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 

ed, as follows 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Publie Lands, to 

\ h was referred the bill of the Ilouse (tl. R. 18636) to ex 

tend the time for the completion of the Alaska Central Rail 

and for other purpo reported the same with amend 

accompanied by a report (No. 4821): which said bill and 

! rt were referred to the Committee of the Whole Ilouse on 
thy tate of the | I Op] 

Mr BURNETT, from the Committee on the Publie Lands, to 

| ho was referred the bill of the Senate (SS. 4600) to relin 

band quitclaini to Jacob Lipps, of Pensac 


la, Ila., his heirs 

doassigns, and TL kk. Welles, of Pensacola, Fla., his heirs and 

mms, respectively, all the right, title, interest, and claim of 

the United States in, to, and on certain properties im the city 

of 1% ola, Mscambia County, Iela., reported the same without 

endiment, accompanied by a report (No. 4824); which said 

bill and report were 1 rred to the Committee of the Whole 
llouse on the state of the 1 on 

Ile also, frome the me committee, to which was referred the 

f the Senate CS. 5245) to indemnify G. W. Tardy and Jo 


of Scott County, Miss., for homestead land by grant 
ther lands in lieu thereof, reported the same without 
Wdment, accompanied by a report (No. 4825) 5 which said 
I report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
at eon th tate of the Union 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under chiuse 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
Following tithe were severally reported from committees, 
cle ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
\\ le Llouse, : follow 
\l DAVEY of Louisiana, from the Committee on Tnterstate 
a n Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
te (S. 4372) for the relief of TL. Gibb Morgan and other 
ners of Cat Island, in the Gulf ef Mexico, reported the 
vithout amendment, accompanied by a report (No. FStS) 5 
isaid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
\] GIBSON, from the Committee on Tnvalid) Pensions, to 
iwas referred the bill of the Senate CS. 7227) granting an 
eoof pension to Josephine Ik. Bard, reported the same 
hout amendment, 2necompanied by a report (No. AST9) > which 
land report were referred to the Private Calendar, 


ADVERSE REPORTS 


Under clause 2, Rule AIT, adver reports were delivered 
to the Clerk, and laid on the tabl Is folloy 

\I PRINCE, from the Conmunittee on Military Affairs, to 

h was referred the bill of the Tlouse CIE R. S6oG) to au 

Thi e the Seeretary of War to revoke and vacate sentence « f 


rlini against Daniel Smith, reported the same oad 
necompanied by a report @No. dS22) > whieh satd bill 
‘ { ‘ ordered) laid on the Litdote 
NI BROUSSARD, from the Committee on Military Affivin 
{ Viich ow: referred the bill of the Tfouse (HE Ro. Waly for 
relief of John Seheiul reported the ne mdver ely econ 
I by a rep (No. (23); which said bill and report w 


dered laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause & of Rule NNT, bills, resolutions, and memo 
of the following titles were introduced and severally re 
Ia follow 

by Mr. GOULDIEN A bill (HE. Re 190905) to amend sections 
7, 2S, and 2O of an aet entitled “An act temporarily te pre 
revenue nnd a civil government for Porto Rieo, at 

her purposes ’ to the Committee on Tonsular Afoirs 

By Mr. SHERMAN A bill (UL. BR. 19006) to refund to the 

tate of New York certain duties paid) by said State in) 863 


1 State troops organized to aid in suppressing the then 


( tings Insurrection nst the United State to the Com 
on War Claims, 
By Mr. SOUTITARD: A bill (HE. R. 19007) to authorize the 


—— eee ae eer 
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favoring establishment of a parcels-post system—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Otlice and Post-Roads. 


1 | By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the New York Cotton Ex- 
favoring passage of bill S. 2262 


ae to the Committee on 
3] Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


1 | by Mr. LIUPTLEFIELD: Petition of citizens of 
nst repeal of the Grout law—to the Committee on 


Maine, 
Agri- 


Also, petition of citizens of Maine, favoring parcels-post 
>t Taw to the Committee on the VPost-Office and VPost-Roads 

By Mr. LUCKING: Petition of citizens of Michigan, for an 
mendment to the Constitution prohibiting polygamy—to the 


oO} Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of citizens of Cayuga, N. Y., fa 
a parcels-post law-——to the Committee on the Post Office 
nd Vost-Roads 
By Mr. RINKY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Paper to accompany bill for 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
by Mr. RODEY: Petition of Cloudcroft Subdivision, No. 591, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, for stringent hiws rela- 
tive to employment of engineers—to the Cominittee on Tnter 
state and Foreign Commerce 

Also, petition of Sierra Blanea Subdivision, No. 209, Brother- 
hood of Kngineers, for stringent 
‘ ployinent of engineers —to the Committee on Tnterstate and 





Locomotive laws touching 


bay bh Commerce 
Also, pet tion of Me \ Subd Vi Onn, No (4. Broth rhood of 
| motive J eel for more ringent laws in employment 
enginect to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
‘ Lilie *¢ 


\lso, petition of Subdivision No 
! for 


‘ Heel to the Comunittee on Interstate and Foreign Coim- 


HG, Brotherhood of TLoco- 


nore stringent laws regarding employment 


By Mr RUPPERT: Petition of the board of managers of the 


‘ York Cot 1 Ix une favoring enactment of bill S, 
fo the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
| \ SCOVE'T Petition of citizens of Manhattan, Kans., 
t rel ous legishition for the Distriet of Columbia—to the 
( Lith Pthe Pistrict of Columbia 
Also, ] tion of tis + of Marquette, Kans., against reli- 
le bo for the District of Columbia —to the Committee 
el) trict of ¢ | } } 
\Iso, petition of citizens of Kansas, against religious legisla 
rthe District of Columbia--to the Committee on the Dis 
of Colunirbin 


iy Mr 


SMUTIL of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Arm 


Cor vy, Pa, asl fr fora daw to prevent unjust diserim 
itil rat to the Committee on Tnterstate and 
2% ‘* 
i Mir. SNOON Petition of Conroy Grange, Patrons of Tus 


to the Committee on dn 


| 11 I 1\ {te bill 
red | Hn Commerce 
f | Ir. SULLIVAN of M chusetts: Petition of the Massa- 
{ : te darnungve Hh) l thirty econd annual Ke hon, 
rm lof the Grout oleomargarine low—to the Comimit- 
tore \ Ttuprs 
I; Mr. SULZIER: Petition of 200.000 marine workers of the 


(great Lake cilling attention to paragraph on page 52 of pend 
eroand tirbor bill, and objecting to the same—to the 

(' ttee om Rivers and Tarhbors 
\ Also, J lion of the New York Cotton Exchange, favoring 


tou the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com 


rIRRELI Paper fo neceot pereyy | 1] for relief of 
I The S. Washburn--to the Committee on Military Affairs 


WADSWORTIL: Petition of citizens of Livingston 


n oof (MPM Tay ne worker of id Wyoming counties N Y., for aeknowledement of the 
| oof the | ding rivet | rity of Christ and of the law of God in the Constitution 
no Rivers and Tarbes of ‘United Strate to the Committee on the Judiciary 
‘ citizer of ta , Ka | Mr. WEETSSI Petition of the National Business League, 
(he District of Columbia to] t hoetrly repeal of the desertland law, the commutation 
f Colum Pel eof the homestead act, and the timber and stone aet to 
Ohoaonte Nebr., against religiou the Committee on the Public Land 
Columbia to the Committee o1 ! ion Of citizens of Readstown, Wis., against religious 


of citizens of Riehland, Urbar 


Codar County, Lowa, against re 
et of Columbia to the Com 


lion for the District of Columbia to the 
the District of Columbia 
\Iso, petition of citizens of Green Valley, Wis.,) agsinst 
lution for the Distriet of Columbin—to tke Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


Comiitbee on 


SS (  — LLL LL 
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SENATE. | Military Reservation, Nebr., and to construct and operate a 


Trunrspay, February 25, 1905, lines across said rese 
1] » RET : t 4 ‘ , . . , 
The Senate met at 11 o'clock a, m. aa as te aa aL ee . 7 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp FE. IALe. oe NS ay. eer : ee to 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's |" *' : = sae ' , . 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unani 1] TR os ne \ 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with er eco 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap gs , : v bes ( 
proved. cAloak Bebgu ik 
? CUBAN EXPORT AND IMPORT TRA iggy MOS 7 ; ‘ 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a cor he United S 
munication trom the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans pating In the Lou I e by 
mitting, in response to a resolution of the 2Oth instant, a state ( On ¢ (i 1 \ i 
ment giving certain information as to the import and export » 
trade, less specie, between the United States and the island of Ane me e further 


Cuba; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred t reed to thre 
the Committee on Relations with Cuba, and ordered to be eens Vo tl { it 


RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. Ipport of the Army for the | ly 


ole fre S , ‘ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate ae ! ered 1 ! 
| municn n from the Vostmaster- General, transmitting, » endments to i 
sponse to a resolution of the 25th u no, a Statement fre thie the Ne nN , 1 
Auditor for the Post-Ollice Department giving the amount dl 1 had \I iI \! Cts \ 1] 
ench ve rto the railw ty colnpanies for the pury Se of ¢ rry t thy 
the United States mails since 1873, ete.: which, with the 
| peu Hise pL ped wis referred to the Committee on Vost-Otlice 
| and Post- Roads, and ordered to be printed, — 
MESSAGE FROM THE ILOUSE. shed the f 1 
{ v tl | 
A om from tl 11 e of Repre tives, by Mr. W. J S ~y A 
Br Chief Cle nounced that the Tlouse had ] | “ ‘ 
the foll IIs 
S.4782. An act for the conve nee of publ lands belor I. . G59. At ; 
to he | ted States in tl sit ( New Yot Wek ) ‘ : 
S. 6514. An act for the relief of certain receivers of pul ; ‘ 7 : 
TOES Lit | 1 dist ! s n the 1 {ler « e 4 | 
amounts ex led by them for per diem fe ind 
Wittess¢ heuy \\ li mount have not been cree 
by th ntit ' ( y 
ad oe t ol shes I ; eo = 7 we. \I los a \ r 
S. 7108. An net contirming the title of the St. Paul, Minne s el ll. J . 
nnd Manitol Rsaily y 4 i} iv I ( i a im the S  ¢ 
Montian ind for otl purp P 
S. 7117. An act ¢ I of the ] 
] eel ] stiute of S hi I> i ec Sti eC ¢ Ni 
oul « lon i ¢ ul a. ao l \I oT Al ‘ « 
S. T1500. A ct to re » act to provide for el f | | \ ( ( 
cert ti I I ‘ (1 e of the Balt re : 3 ! i \ 
mae Ra ( I) \ 1 citv ¢ \\ to I>. ¢ \\ \ | \ ‘ ! 
requiring said) comy t le] dl ele te its ti \ 
| to enable to rel 1 of its 1 round thet 1, and f 
other pur| pproved db lary 12 M>] { ( 
Phe Ll that tl I ©] l ‘ { 
amen f the Ne te to tl { I ( \ I ( 
H. R. o An t to ] for ¢ t and dist { | | 
of tl li stat t A y, | 
if. R. IS860.. Al t for the 1 of et 1 enlisted ‘ 
tlie tweet 1 be ( t of Ne \ \ ! r Infant . 
hie vie t 1 t { Llouss | ‘ |) ( 
to 1 ‘ t of 1 coll tle eon the d Oo \ GALI ; 
\ { I of the S tet \ I 
l (11 It | ‘ ( ( ( 1] a 
ole » I ‘ { I ait ‘ 
Phe wie e also ft al t the Llouse had | I 
{\ \ bills and jo rt iwi 1 it req ed | 
col eof the Ser ‘ 
i. i An act f | f of ¢ B. Aly 
a An t ertend the proy ot ‘ 
| of the KR 1 Statut of 1 { ed } es to | 
1 » Ltt i tl Ne { f N ‘ 1 ceded 1 é ( 
( ‘ ‘ | \l t for tl re L ciy \I | | 
( vad the State of M pproved J ] \ 
|-} SSO) x 
i, oe at) An t to I se ISot of the Ke 
{ ‘ the United St I ( to « 
ot of the le tit ‘ n ‘errite 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. KEN) MA N 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to Mr. MARTIN I am directed | ( tte N 
whom W referred the bill (S. 7254) for the relief of Bert I Affairs, to wl was referred the 1 S. 6S 
Barnes, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report | Kenneth MeA e as : ‘ 

hereon. f ri y witl 1 | 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on Vubl sideration of tl 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6944) to authorize the Che Secretary read the 
resurvey of certain lands in the State of Wyoming, reported it Be it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. Lt 

Mr. ALGER. I am directed by the Committee on Military 7 eee Drei . McA 
Affairs, to whe rred the bill (S. 3736) for the reliet MeA 
of certain en the Twentieth Regiment of New Yo i 

{ Voluntec lug ort it adversely, and I move that it ps N 5S 9 ar 

be postponed ‘ 

nr. Cock! 1 is not reported adversely It is : 
reported bar , and the committee ask that it be See N 
definitely posty se a House bill like it has been r 
ported favorably and is now on the Calendar = 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely | 4. i 


postpeere ' Mr. MALLORY. I 
Mr. COCKRELL. I am directed by the Committee on M ee 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. Go1l0) for the Mr. MAR'LPIN i] ! t of tl \ 
| relief of Capt. Frank D. Ely, to report it back and ask that the ness ‘ ae ; . 


co tee be discharged and that the be indefinitely pos . 
poned, be se we have reported a House bill just e it favor eee : 
Is nd it ( the Calenda i | | 
i PRESIDENT pro tem ‘ Che bill will 1 le elt - 3 
postponed a , | 
Mr. COCKRELL It not ht to have the entry le that | . pr | 
L DIM is 1 1 adversely | that is why I called attention ee 
to it. It is not reported adversely, but it is reported b t! = . 
the committee 1 be discharged and the bill indefinitely post on : . . 
poned to relieve the committee of it, but it is not an adver M ALGER. 1 ( l bv t ( 
: \ft to s 
AU} oo 
Mr. HALE IT amd ted bv the Committee on N 1 Af rk co Tes I t ‘ pt ‘ 
tO Wh , was referred the bill (UL. R 181467) making appr ed ‘ te 1 ) { 
priate for the naval service for the fiscal year ending Ju ae ; a ’ a 
Mr. TLAL! I M 


30, 1906, and for other purposes, to report it with amendment 





and I submit a report thereon. I give notice that I shall cal saiaeah coe , 
+} } — » , darn ’ . ver awl I PRI i}? Ni - ] 
the Dill up for col deration at a very eariy ad ¥,, ; 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on | ; 

: ; the Cn 
the Calendar. 
‘ ‘ . ; \ LTA I 
Mr. BURNITAM, from the Committee on Claims, to y n 
- 1 ! t { 
was referred the bill (IL R. 46837) authorizing and directing ’ i 
: ys M Mr. A at 

the Secretary of the Treasury to pay James L. Anderson th , 

1 of S5OS.28S, reported it wv out amendment nd subr Mt : 

report t] on PRESIDENT ) 
« i at ‘ COLT, ; ; 

Mr. WARREN, from the Ce nittee on Claims, to whom y 
referred the bill (LI. R. 11664) to reimburse the Illinois Central : 
Railroad Company for demage to the union depot at Lou 
ville, Ky., by blasting in the Ohio River, reported it without 

endment, and sul tted report the rn. : ( 

Mr. LODGE, from the ¢ mittee on the Philiy es, to \ \ 


to whom s referred the bill (CS. 6975) to nend section 2 of y ‘ , 
moat i tled \n SE @ « end the eoal nd PVN te 4}\, a | 
a t of A ) 1 Ju 6, 1900, amended April 2S d 
14, rey ted it without end t nd submitted a | 
thereon. af PLAT 
Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Forcign Relat cane 
to whom the subject was referred, reported an amendment 
posing to appro] te $25,000 to y W mn Radelift full 4 
ind y for loss of propert nflicted in 1 Ninte of Ce lo 
bv reé dents of that State tended to be 7 nM it { “ 6 | 
deticiene ppropriation bill lL moved that it be ited rh 
with the Dipanying papers, re ferred to the Co ee on ; a S 
Appropriations ; which was agreed to. ana! ; 
RAINY RIVER BI iE, IN MIN A 
Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce | 
to whom was referred the bill (IL. R. S751) to extend the t ’ 
for the construction of a bridge acros Rainy River by the Mr. SCOT) troduced oF 
International Bridge and Terminal Company, to report it f r trustees of the Pre ( 
ably without amendment At the request of the Senator fro: l iv read t ‘ { ( 
Minnesota | Mr. NELSON], who is anxious that the bill should by tee on ¢ 
passed at onee, and as it is a very short bill, I ask unanimou Mr. BATI nro ed 1 (S. 7 
| consent for its present consideratior ( ste of A SS 
| Phere be re no objection, the Senate as in Con ttee of thr and p : 
Whole proceeded to consider the bill on ¢ 


l Che bill 1 s reported to the Senate without amendment. or Vir. LONG tr ed ‘Ss 4 
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; ranting an inerease of pension to Henry W. S. 5240. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh R. 
( Barnard; 
; { anit e of pension to Andrew R S. 52535. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 
Mort 
\ tg ting ! e of pension to Samuel B S. 5322. An act granting an increase of pension to Perley B. 
I Diekerson; 
\1 t ranting an increase of pension to John S. 5323. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 
Geyser; 
ot, A { granting an inerease of pension to William S. 5391. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucretia | 
\ it Johnson; 
\ “et granting an increase of pension to John S. 55302. An act granting an increase of pension to William W., 
Willis ; , 
\ t tit increase of pension to Samuel A. S. 5465. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. C. { 
Sowers } 
‘ An aet granting an increase of pension to John BR S. 5539. An act granting an increase of pension to Albion T.. 
oe ne Mitchell; 
vid. A (grt ting an increase of pension to Andrew J S. 5577. An act granting an increase of pension to La Fayette 
] Siith; 
\ ct ! { fan increase of pension to William S. 5669, An act granting an inerease of pension to Alexander 
I; Llay ; 
oer, Al t granting an increase of pension to Sanford S. 5705. An act granting a pension to Mary L. Faunt Le Roy ; 
I! S. 6029. An act granting a pension to Ursula Bayard ; 
’ \ t sr fing an increase of pension to Stephen S. OIS4. An act granting a pension to Mary Elizabeth Me- 





1 t granting an increase of pension to Jacob TI S. G2890. An act granting a pension to Charles Morris ; 
S. 6435S. An act granting a pension to Cyrell Boutiette 5 


\ t erantis im ines © of pension to Joel Cat S..6550. Anact granting a pension to Jane Johns ; 
S. 6799 An aet granting a pension to Ezra Walker Abbott; 
\ { ! ease of yx 1 to Cyri N S. OSI. An act granting an increase of pension to Herbert FE. 
| Farnsworth ; 
\! C granting an inerease of pension to Emmor S.OSS19. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel Kk. 


My. AY C gr fing an inerease of pension to Mary Oa S.OS65. An act granting an increase of pension to Foster W. 
| : 







Moo. A et granting an increase of pension to William Ss. 5908. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 






\noact granting an inerease of pension to Arthur I S. 5960, Ano aet granting an increase of pension to John A. 





An act granting an increase of pension to William Hf. 













M4 \! { ranting an is ‘ eof pension to Gabriel TI S. 9025. An act granting an increase of pension to Belle Ix, 








m4.sA { granting an increase of pension to John W S. GezG. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
I? Girard Nichols ; 
\noaet granting an increase of pension to Thomas I S. Ged. An act granting an increase of pension to James Y. 


Willisunas ; 





hang An oaet granting an increase of pension to Comfort S. GOST. An act granting an increase of pension to Salmon &. 
\\ \\ | nl Nd satlae : 
Ol An t granting an increase of pension to James II Ss. GOOT, An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 
Phase 
( tk: 
\ \ ntit in increase of pension to Geo Ss. GOOS. An act granting an increase of pension to Seth Lewis ; 
l 1 ) ' { a > ’ > 
S. 6115. An act granting an increase of pension to Hdmund Bb. 
{ . An { 1 an inere e of pension to Peter Inada; ; 
] 8. 6155. An act granting an increase of pension to Matthew 






M ie : : : 
S. GI71. An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie ¢ 


Zia. A BCE 21 ne an inerease of pension to Tlenry ‘eer s : ; S ee 
| P S. GIT An act granting an increase of pension to Chittle 















ig. | eee 


John a s . s ee 
S. GISS. An act granting an increase of pension to William 





}. 0) An act granting an inerense of pension to 





7 At et granting an inerease of pension to Mary C : : , : } 
: 1 to Mary S. GZS. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam 9h. 











oD. An t granting an increase of pensio oC ‘le anit : ; : . 
es ' OF i n to Charles KR. S. O22b An act granting an increase of pension to Anna M, 























l6so. Anoact granting an increase of pension to Samuel T S. 6344. An act granting an inerease of pension to Richard B, 
I) md, Dickinson; 
St. An act granting an increase of pension to John If. S. 6346. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
I’. Sheppard ; 
S474. An aet granting an inerease of pension to Martha J. S. OS48. Anoact granting an inerease of pension to Richard J, 
Patterson; Iiyde 
S. ASD An act granting an increase of pension to Marcia II S. 6GBSL. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
hdyverly 3 TInmilton; 
iSo0. An act granting an inerease of pension to Sarah Y. s. 6102. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
M Lewis; 
Woo An act granting an inerease of pension to Tobias S. 6Of14. An act granting an inerenase of pension to John 
lk O'lWwiet ; 
i. An act granting an inerease of pension to Samuel A. S. 6439. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
\I Conroy } 
MoT. An t granting an increase of pension to Cellina II S. G4. An act granting an increase of pension to Melkert 
Ll. Burton; 
2 An { granting an inerease of pension to Susan A. S. 6815. An act granting an increase of pension to Lizzie A, 
Ii (Is; lLlolden ; 
"4. An aet granting an increase of pension to John R S. 6475. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 


| Slater; 
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is an accomplished fact. 





zone is a part of the territory of the United States, not for the 
purpose merely of constructing the canal, but for every purpose. 
When it came into the occupancy of the United States under 
the conditions I have been mentioning, the power to govern it 
is the same as it was in New Mexico and in California and 
under the Louisiana purchase. The Government of the United 
States after the Louisiana purchase was laboring under some 
erious doubts as to the constitutionality of that proceeding 
Congress found itself embarrassed for the want of time to 
enact laws or a scheme of government for the Louisiana pur- 
chase or any part of it. But they found certain laws in force 
there. They found certain organizations of civil government 
force there, and they passed a law which gave to the Pre 
dent of the United States plenary jurisdiction to govern thit 
territory through such instrumentalities as he might appoint 


during the remainder of that session of C 


| MLress 

Now, Mr. President, that act of 1805, which I believe was the 
date of it, was merely aflirmatory of the liw of nations as it 
existed at that time and as it has since been frequently ce 
cided by the Supreme Court of the United States. That act was 
constitutional because it did not undertake to do anything more 


than to confirm on the part of Congress authority which the 
of nations gave to the President of the United States to 
enter upon and to control that territory. 

When we entered into Panama and paid the $10,000,000 under 
the treaty and got the surrender of possession of the zone, we 
found ourselves precisely in the same legal attitude that the 
people of Louisiana were in, and that the Government of the 
| ted States was in at the time of the passage of the act to 
Viich T have just referred. Nevertheless we reaflirmed that 

and extended its powers to the President. In what we did 
e did not propose to delegate to the President of the United 
Stites any of the powers of Congress. No lawyer in this body 
iO has any conception of his duty to the country has ever it- 
{ pled to delegate any of the constitutional legislative powers 
izress to any other department of the Government, hor 
did that act go to that extent. 

We had passed a similar act in respect to the Philippines, 

nd by this means Congress cleared up doubts and ratified the 
ers that the President and the military governor of the 


1’} ppines were at that time executing. I notice that Gover- 
Paft, in his exercise of authority and in his writings and 
eo itil tions to the Government on that subject, carefully 


yided the effort to derive any authority from that act of Con- 
ress for anything that he did in the Philippines. We relied 
upon the laws of nations, which were amply suflicient for the 
vse of doing all that he did there, and I think he acted 


Pherefore, Mr. President, if we should not pass the proposed 
law which is before the Senate at this time the President of 
the United States would simply be relegated to the condition he 


would have been in if we had never enacted the law of the last 


ession of Congress on that subject, and under the Spooner 

law and under the treaty which is the supreme law of the land 

he would find himself possessed of full power to execute the 

ll of the country in locating and excavating that canal with 

it any embarrassment I ai not quite sure now that it is 

iT ry to pass any legislation on the subject, but let the 

lent go along as if we had never attempted to interfere 

here and exercise the powers that were conferred upon him 

1) Spooner law and that treaty, and I believe they are 
{ thy Du 


Now, L wish to refer to the provisions of the Spooner law to 





how far we, by anticipation, had arranged for the \ 

‘ ment of th ot so much for the government of the 
for the digging of the canal in the zone, which included, 

f cour the right to govern it In the se id elion of that 
t the President is authorized to obtain control on behalf of 
U1 d States from the Government of Colombia. To make 


o point about that language now. The time for making that 
point has passed entirely, and we have got a perfect title to that 
id. The second section of the act provides: 








| t t I’ lent | t} e Te : 
f < is nd on t ( 
! d r ‘ perp fl G4 
t t t! Republi ( ou in ‘ 
mm the ¢ ea 1 os t 
t ind dispose o \ rs t construct, 
to ] petually n nti I tk tocar f 
dey i nd capacit 1 ! ‘ t ii i 
t tonnage and d t no f in Sea to 
Ee Ocean, which control shall include the right to perpetu V 
if operate the Panama Railroad, if the ownership thereof, 
t Ing interest therein, shall have been aequired by the 
United States, and also jurisdiction over said strip and the port it 
ends thereof to make ich police and initary rules and regula- 
t { hall be necessury to preserve order and preserve the public 
health thereon, and to establish such judicial tribunals as may be 
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ed upon the mn as may be necessary to enforce such rules and Mr. MORGAN Ye 


Mr. SPOONER. The § tor v rem that 
l possible to give ih expansion by addit 1 legisl : ‘ 
1 1 to w powers conferred upon the Vresident in that | ’ } { 
of the Sy r day There it stands now in full force and op \ VIORGAN \ | \ \\ 
( so that {f we were to mal io other legis 1 ln \ S 1 
\ have lready provided for the President to exe 7 
‘ hese powers 1 we would find difficulty mn amy \ vy is | 
powers beyond the description given in that statute ol f ‘ 
I ¢ e now, Mr. President, to the machinery t) which I tl | | 
the President was to construct th Cana It \ ili I 
/ \ Ly ( 1 that has not been repealed o1 l red \ \ ‘ \ ( ( 
| I t 1] ‘ ( f f I 
: ke ; ia ! 1} ( 
. ‘ lt 
y 1 hi ‘ . . ; 
That is extant as the law, that is the law in fore W Which LT] 
more power does anybody want to give the Pre dent thin that ‘ h toa bill t at \ 1 
Then I turn to section 7: | te 
~ ‘ to enal the Ire ident to I t! 1 i 1 l 
I ni thereto ¢ I vided in t there I \ l \ 
| | n ¢ ( on, the ) 
‘ l bey ! d and appointed t | 
' ; ' “ \ 
| . Sot oun caves econ Wi the 1 
‘ t i of y i } I j 1 < 4 { t ¢t 1 rium ‘ . I 
I deo 1 a { ! ty) } ¢ 
Phere a complete Commis n is organized It is a body that ' lo fe e of the e \ { 1 1 
I do not know exactly how to denominate—whether it 3 2] thet the ‘ en are to receive f | 
bureau of the Government or whether it is a peculiar body that | g a month ench —S812,000 a 4 nd t et 
niust consist of seven members, no more and no less, that ent onus or a reward of $15 2 d for ¢ 
t act except as a body, and that it holds its tenure during | ctay on the Isthmu ( sider thy 
good behavior, we may say. There is only one limitiation it |} mpensution out of 1 road ¢ | 
upon the tenure of office—that is, until the canal Compote I wonder they have not take { 
Nobody can remove these gentlemen, or any of them, except | ctyyed there all the time at $15 | But we { { 
the President, and he has full power of removal have been able to ee ‘ ‘ 
Now here is a case not heretofore provided for—an anoma- | of $15 a day Phat. I 
salt 


lous situation—a Commission that has no parallel that T.know Mr OVI RMAN Or the SQ 
of in the legislation of the country, a Commission upon whom Mr. MORGAN Yes. 1 ' ' lal 
s will be seen in a moment, great and unusual powers are 7, euitd 1] 


‘ uitor ‘ ult i] an | 
} conferred Whether it was the intention of Congress to ty ita 4 , Lauchtet NI toe Mr. V1 
that the Commission should always be full and that they should tly nvidious enemv and fee of ennal we {! 
act as a unit, or whether they are subjected to the democratic Panama for more than a half cen Che first 1 
rule of majority control, is more than [I am able to state from | ya encountered down there were the M to | 
this statute or from any precedent that is found in the history luughter] that Great Brit eo ed 1 et ul 
of the legislation of the United States. But there it is in the | covery pent and enposed u | events 
statute, with that long tenure of office—that uncertain tenure | pyger a sad relax; tion of to oul 
of office—dependent upon good behavior in the President's twill ane quote the ai ig t 4 
estimation, no matter what other people might think about them Spooner law that the P1 
independent of impeachment and dependent only upon the t 
| | ane 7. late too g j . “4 ] ly I 1d { t I f 1 ( ( 
when the canal is completed. It is a position more particularly Sientdent a ; a 
heltered against any action of Congress than any commission Ul aecwlon .anene ihe eoletne { 
or office that I know of—an oflice during good behavior and for | d etion, and ewise to « ny « 
life. I should be very happy, if those gentlemen want to live | @ etion, d ole 
so long, thiat their existence shall be protracted until Livsit ; 
canal is completed, for every one of them will be fifty years Phat important fune : ; ; 
older than he is to-day before he ever sees its completion exercised by the President ; 
I turn now to the powers of the Commission. To maintai the employment named, of « ; 
Mr. President, that no power has been given to the Commission that, not detailed from the At 1 - lered 
in any sense whatever that imposes the slightest degree of Pp! on Ut law e to the 
straint upon the power of the President. Others interpret. it Iperintendence oe coutrol, but that the Presice { | 
differently, and the language is so uncertain that differences of | SUtles W to | ie nal In t 
nterpretation are quite reasonable, but there is no power giver on It is an advisory bod) ad can bet 1 
this Commission that overrides the will of the President in mi hody by direction of tl "Te cent to Wo! | 
juedecment , I< tins OF COI { ny tl but the 3 
Of the en m f said Cor at least four of t right to require them to pe 
be persor earned and skilled in the ence of engineerin thrat hot ed { ( ‘ 
? That is a qualification that the President and the Senate, of duties as : 
course, must pass upon only when the question of confirmation to the a” uA om 
‘ i only be re iired by the I { 
COTES up : 
It quite uneet i { tie e Co 
and of the four, at least one shall be an officer of the United Stats : 
Aone Inembers to perform separate exe eo ( | 
That looked to me like a job when the amendment was | }#frassing uncertaint fF not d 
~ : VISIONS 
— ‘ as ; : The President y to ely thi l 
1 at least one other shall be an officer of the United States Nay aah hn 4 aa ; it . 
I am quite sure that was a job; but as to the army officer, I snemnnniadl that. being selected frot thy 
desire to say, Mr. President, that I have known General Day they would have a general knowledze of | 
for many years and have known him intimately. His private shemne nd of engineers. contractor 
record corresponds precisely with his publie record, which ha th i. that the President | oe 
been one of unfailing duty, great intelligence, firmness, cour matte empl ; Ha had 
age, manliness, and wisdom, and when I say it is a job I that they emy : 
mean f 
Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will pardon me just a mets Le : = eet ‘ 
moment | of the resident 


aa 197 








—_~ 


l | Go ! { 
{ 
‘ ‘ t 
I | 
i i 
] ( 
' ns 
4 find 
= . zz 
‘ i rid ‘ 
it qairect nd infor 
) t \\ | t } 
1 | ted Stat oo! 
{ Tot 
aii i ‘ 
} ‘ ' 
t) Ilo ! 
1] 1] ’ 
{ ' , 
1} lon 
4 ‘ 
| pil \ 
" e sti Ol 
| Ilo a | bp 
hint a to 1 { 
{ | } { 4 
d}yct If 
I rai lo tin 
1 ( Ion 
yoy ‘ Lite ( ¢ ‘ rf) 
‘ \ hh @ ] 
+] ’ | 
{ ‘ l 
| | 
‘ } 
I wouk to 
{ { +} 
i { tire 
j hand } 
(i 
] 
il 1 
| 
i 
} a 4 } 
to } no « ! 
he ] 1) c' 
i 
' { thi 
oO 
‘ | 
‘a ’ i 
‘ | J 
lit 
tl) 
! 





’ 
Lu vd Med, 
} j P 
of it \ { ( e vy dollar of mor hiaf 
re: but ( that he can not build it 
(Co! f the I d Stute ht n to | e tl \ 
} ‘ or , } hy dhoert You ly ru ml eb 
( 1 on | ‘ t t | } ft 1 ( who ot p> 
1) that I not lmit, and in ( ifliet of 
1 ‘ iad ‘ | een mie nd the Comimiissio Ih ’ 
ble tod \ a had t spend « tio! 
t ldiz t] 1 run 1 one directior | 
; aX, 1 rh 1 an {hye ] qdo \ 
that re { lor that power of 1 1a 
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I lL the f oe ’ the Pi (it har Toot 
| \ IAG hat Len Sirs but the dent bas sé La ‘ 
tr ¢ ( ; \V cho] were thi { t (conn on 
» be reduced ist to f preferably to three, on the 
| I Viallit ol ite | ] ( rt kn Vy 1 I unde! iil 
‘ ( Whint ! ) i ! Nn i atk eo Lol Vil | 
| ! 1 have less t u 1p clit (hem to his C\ or 
{ thout the iu t ‘ ! he President is 
1 fied with the Cor m1 oof seven Ile found that 
! ! l we I know that it does not work to the 
Ivantage of the canal live, he thinks, he might get along 
{ ith it he would pre > th I prefer none. Let the Pre 
! it | e all th Owe (hast “~ conferred upon him by the 
, Wi we | ed that law we were not afraid to 
Wel 1}) t] } { wi low id rather risk him 
fu t HY Col m th eould mane here ought to 
euson tuted fo 10 
! \\ ye Ot se ‘ th Commission who were 
{ ( us Comn on L they supposed that they fully 
‘ Lian ad the ition at P nd ad ed Col ‘ to the 
{ i's The Senate wil hndulge me for a few minu 
‘ l juiits re , rer ring to the matters, as IT bave been 
‘ ed to muke mysel Hey familiar with this question ; 
ethe Lam not » ¢ lL have no preten 
ever to ! engineeril know ledge but I 
’ hen t estab hie mnt to l e a i 
| @ fin Lo eM ( or rathe to rest e then al ’ 
, fair apprel bof what we ed 
\\ { Spooner Jaw tints disc aT o ted pon 
’ 1of ihe isth i 4 1 (oon i Slav), ¢ 1 yt , 
ne opie l of them byl en That Coma mn had 
‘ 0 { ’ Ol rey ed ni 1 rt » i lil 
Vhs not « reported in fa 0 but e full wy 
of the wor ‘ iT a | 1 l borayy i 
| Wit i , ‘ rt rite lp) to T's lk eo ‘ 
j hed >the Pre i ( 1 tlie die ‘ ele 
de tol ( t Melis 
; 4 thi to fer to the tion f | 
| | ( 
| { ! ( ‘ \ i N \ 
lent MeKink era t also to Pres 
hioose I] ‘ thisil prop howas mide 
‘ \ Par ( \ Co iy th iM would drop 
est (| | 1 price rv their prop 
S ,OOOO00 \ Oo S100 ( { fell, if 
. 3 | e the pro La 1! hook, 
{t them to ara I Ww ui onan I hint 
| ‘ ol eC, 1 | it 
Lo be Wi i i to i i | iE i 
ld Re re | ( eived al t 
Bait 1 ¢ { 1] ( od 0 1 l ] er of the 
i ( pps « to tie the Ja OL The 
ia lv else ft LJ ever | dof dl 
» that co ones ] ‘ ed the deor | nd this 
‘ 1 tha time out the propo i that it was 
(Mn) ! to build ft e 1 ¢ than it \ to 
] ( 1 ¢ ‘ ( lidedk it. \ 
\ to 1 » 00 000 | 1 the pi 
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f mat f time ; gst these ( I by whom I am surrounded to 
Gia t : low dy out this ) n according to th { 
‘ 1 Ciit ( the i o ( t We d and li) to a& Salisi - 
u o l l a 
4 l Is P ent, there | bee i 
Lb act I want to -_. Ul 
Ct pre i I ld myself ready, whehever ; 
f Ch 3; River, « present, to establish, as 
} i « _ s Oil aaa \ It , l it Lik i 
( ed « to carry the canal to P: ia ¥ 
) | ween the transcontinental railroad nd soi lead- 
t \ 1 ( ‘ Lit ‘ ind cay lists nth U1 i a They 
I the publ opinion in tayvor OF an iSthiiian ¢ ii SO Very 
! i f t tl led they would t the Govern nt 
the Pa route, because they did not lieve 1a 
’ ( evel uilt the I hold n if rendy to make 
t prop ion upon satisfa y proof whenever the 
1 : f the 1 ed States Lv d I amin going to 
I 1 a Lact ] how it I have 1 proof to show it 
, I | wil ! » difference in 1 course { pa le, 
‘ Of | for the Pan Canal, now that the ¢ ss of the 
e eyer to get 1 i States has made a decree that it shall go there, and 
! vn te ea leve { e is nothing that I can clear out of the way of the President 
‘ 1 { ( cres J t [ ed States to enable him to build the canal that I will 
I r does not take xerfully vote to remove. But I will never consent to put 
cn from 250 to cress or the people of the United States in the category 
masses of earth, will keeping the President loaded down with a Commission of 
t Senate unt | is tired, and as to which, h y so bap- 
hat e f } he finds he can not build the e justilied 
I f ! il Ise ~ yx to the Congress of Lue Ul ite ,ou th eB 
cf 3 not t al t | hay d me with the Spooner law an other leg- 
e ol su in such a way that I had n¢ COl ict 
{ ] nd the re isibility is on 
the « | ed | iot W that to occur I mit it will 
V I e no prediction about st as 
1 ties i e to look into the future, I ery ng 
ny ; nd that is possible. Let tha n who 
| ‘ fully or has assumed the respons to | i the 
, power a ey i the res} sibility Le the 
\ eople understand that there is responsibility at the 
j this il, and let us not divide it Do not let them 
‘ Li 1 thit i anal could not be built the . ( f 
es | ween the P1 dent and co ssion that ie 
t wl. Isay | ¢ ress of the United States determined to hold there ag t 
Feces term q | /uis will. The House has struck out the commission en Ly. 
s | It sone beyond the request of the President. It has swept 
sinated, a ‘ itirely. I agree with the House. I never have believed 
( il commission for building the canal. I do not believe 
re ised by t now. I will oppose it anywhere and everywhere that I 
worked out by the attri t a chance to do it. I think perhaps I have explained this 
ter as far as I need go, and I will take my seat 
y water, W i it not? The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree- 
ene nic to the iendment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
‘ endment was rejected. 
2 Mr. TELLER. I have an amendment to offer. It ¢ g 
; 1 page 7, at the end of line 12 t is agreeable under 
the chairman to have the amendment inserted 
; ae PRESIDENT pro tempore Vhe Senator from ¢ lo 
aa dinent i h wiil be | 
S sry. After the word “to,” at the end of line 12 
Vv t ; | ze 7, it is proposed to insert the folloy ¢ 
( t | Ny i all of said wk not now ¢ 1 by the United 
’ I . a na I il 
. S I ’ | t t ¢ hie ‘ r. 
KITTREDGE M PP dent, that is ; bie to the 





lat are ne Sury i u t l 
0 » l ia 
} y recoll f this v1 l betwee 3 
l t 2. ‘ I [ 

» have « l vi senat 
f as a] rte L} before this bece ny 
l 1 beautifu thi (a t x 
W * to supply the ers of it 1l- 
¥ to do put let it dow! | to ft t effect Ine 
sort are p ( 1 I vas betore the the 
n to give up s 1 the more I the 
eis 1 g strong { l ‘ of the Government ty 
culties we have t l t se circumstances I | e no de t that the Govern- 
est lrances of su ‘ : l t ! s the sa e power to condemn tie st K Lut W ld 


t there hus been a want | have to condemn the physical property which the stock repre- 
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Interior to accept the conveyance from the State 


) ale bed Jands and granting to said 
: { land ! eu there and for other purposes 
PRESIDENT pro tempore | bill will be read for the 
his ly ! nd by u limous consent the Senate, as 
‘« | ( Ol tie WI e } ‘) eeded to 1S < msideration. It 
the Secretary of the Interior to accept 
State of Nebraska a conveyance of all of that State's 
d interest in and to the northeast quarter of se¢ 
1 hip 4 north, of range 29 west of the sixth 
the State of Nebraska, and provides that 
\ ! . W the Secretary of the Interior a good and suffi 


deed of conveyance of that tract, which deed shall be sub 
val of the Secretary of the Interior, the State 
Nebraska shall be entitled to select other surveyed unap 


| do unreserved lands of equal acreage within the 
1 thereof nd the lands so selected shall be ap- 
oe i to the St the same manner as other 


school-land selections and that when the title to 
that tract shall become vested in the United States the Secre 
the Interior shall cause to be reinstated the final home 
d entry, No. 399, of Russell IF. Loomis therefor, and there 
direct the issuance of patent to Russell F. Loomis for 


Mr. BERRY I wish to ask the Senator from Nebraska how 
res of land are inwolved in the bill? 
Mr. DIETRICH. One hundred and sixty acres. 
Mr. BERRY t is all right 
Phe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE CHARLES SWAYNE, 
The PRESIDENT pro) tempore The Senator from Con 
necticut [Mr Parr] will please take the chair, the hour of 1 
o'clock, to which the Senate sitting as a court of impeachment 


idjourned Ving been reached 


ly 
Mr. PLATE of Connecticut assumed the chair. 


Fhe PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Prat of Connecticut) 
| ‘ Syst te ois now ttiner » thre 1) il of the mp } e} f 
( ( » ie | ed Nt es judge i ul fo the n 
d of | rid The Ser nt-at Arms will make proclama 
t 

Che Sergeant-at-Arms made the usual proclamation 


PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will as 
eertain whether the managers on the part of the House are in 


fhe managers on the part of the House of Representatives 


nal 
adi \ 


eonduc ted to the sents vss cned them 
The Sergeant-at-Ariis will as 


spondent and his counsel are in attend 


pera 1, «ll Vo! 
Che PRESIDING OFFICER 


om un Whether the re 


Judge Charles Swayne, accompanied by Mr. Higgins and Mr. 


Ts his counsel, entered the Chamber and took the seats 
1 tha 
Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Journal of the proceed 
of the last trial day will be read 
Che Secretary read the Journal of the Senate sitting for the 
t} eachinent of Charles Swayne Wednesday, Febru 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr, President, I ask for the adoption of 


the order wl I send to the desk 

| PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana 
asks for the adoption of an order, which will be read. 

Phe Secretary read as follows: 

} t t Si t t a t t 
( s Swayne s l 6 o% 
\ e tal 1 SO k, and the ses n 
l \ ord ] 

Mr. LODGE Mr. President, am I correct in the understanding 
that the recess referred to there is the recess of the Senate sit 
l es 1. court stmptly ? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It is 

Mr. LODGE. I merely asked the question because a brief 


executive session of the Senate is very necessary, and I did not 
t to have that cut off. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS The order simply relates to the recess of 
nate sitting in the trial of the impeachment case 
the PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is any question about 





thi der it ean be read again by the Secretary. The Secretary 
W ‘ead it 
Secretary again read the order, as follows: 

That the session of the Senate sitting this day in the trial 
of the ( iment of Charles Swayne shall continue until 6 o'clock, 
W ecess shall be taken until 8 o'clock, and the session shall be 
continued until 10 o'clock, unless otherwise ordered. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The question is on agreeing 


to the proposed order. 


| 


The order was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I ask for the adoption of 
the following order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Ordered, That the managers be allowed five hours for the argument 


* case, the time to be divided between them as they may agree, 
» concluding oral argument shall be by one manager and shall 
not exceed one hour. 


Ordered, That counsel for the respondent be allowed five hours for 
t argument of the case, the time to be divided between them as they 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
question on agreeing to the order? 
Mr. BATE. Is it debatable? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee. 
Mr. BATE. Is it proper for us to say anything about that 
now? Is it a debatable proposition? For one, I wish to say 
that I object to this course of controlling the managers and 
counsel as to time. I want them to have their own time and to 
be the judge of it. I think we had better lay aside some other 
matters rather than push this too hurriedly. I do not think 
we ought to deny them suflicient time, and we ought to let 
them judge of this matter themselves and say how long they 
Wish to speak, and let them make it known and let us conform 


Is the Senate ready for the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the order. 

The order was agreed to. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Mr. President, while this subject is 
under consideration, | make the following request 

Mr. BACON. I should like to make an inquiry relating to 
the order which was just passed. I am perfectly content that 
the order which has just been passed shall stand if the distri- 
bution of time is agreeable to the managers. If, however, they 
desire to occupy their time in different proportions—for in- 

ince, as to the length of time to be consumed in the conclud- 

-argument—lI think their wishes ought to be consulted in that 

titer. 1 do not know whether the order as to that is agree- 

ie to them. If it is, of Course it is all right with me. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Mr. President, I will say that we 
do desire to make a little different allotment of the time. We 

sh to have the closing argument a littie longer than an hour, 

i we expect to give the gentleman who closes the case a little 
ore time. T suppose it will make no difference to the Senate 
is long as we do not take up more than the five hours. 

Mr. BACON. I then move a reconsideration of the vote by 
vhich the order was agreed to, that the desire of the managers 
n that regard may be complied with. ‘They do not desire, as I 
understand, any additional time, but they do desire some little 
different arrangement as to the time which shall be occupied 
hn closing. 

Mr. Manager PALMER. That is right. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly they ought to have that right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia 
moves to reconsider the vote by Which the order was agreed to. 
The order will be read. 

The Secretary read the order, as follows: 


1] 
Li 


} 


Ordered, That the managers be allowed five hours for the argument 
P the case, the time to divided between them as they may agree, 
| neluding oral argument shall be by one manager and shall 

hy ’ 


1d one 


Ordered, That counsel for the respondent be allowed five hours for 
rgument of the case, the time to be divided between them as they 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate reconsider 
the vote by which the order was adopted? 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. Now, I should like to have the Presiding 
Oflicer ascertain what is the desire of the managers as to the 
length of time which shall be occupied in the coneluding argu- 


Mr. Manager PALMER. We desire to have one hour and 
forty minutes for the concluding argument, and we will take 
the forty minutes off the time of those gentlemen who speak 
before the gentleman who concludes takes the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia 
moves that the order be amended by saying “ shall not exceed 
one hour and forty minutes” instead of “ shall not exceed one 
hour.” 

Mr. BACON. The one hour and forty minutes, as stated by 
the honorable manager, to be deducted from the entire time. 

Mr. HALE. It does not increase the entire time? 

Mr. BACON. It does not affect the limit of five hours. 

Mr. HALE. And it is for the convenience of the managers? 
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er to be printed, but | on the ot 


one side or counsel on the other as to the time they shall 


t to the Se ‘ occupy, and at the same time deny them the opportunity to 

1 their ! file argument which shall be incorporated in the Recorp. 
C4 ( or these \I Manager PALMER. Mr. President, on the part of the 
f judd i procedure ! vers, Lo will accept the suggestion that the arguments, 
tand to ob ether law briefs or others, shall be filed and presented be- 


the coneluding arguments on the part of the respondent. 
be read a nN Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I rise to an inquiry. 
Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia 


ry will read the tate his inquiry. 
Mr. DANIEL. The remark made by one of the honorable 
vers in this case leads me to inquire whether or not each 
‘ a ni le have been allowed all the time they desire for the proper 
{ presentation of their cause? T should be very glad if the hon- 
; orable inanagers and the counsel for the respondent would 
r e the fate to the Senate whether or not they have suflicient time, in 
ldre t court) their judgment, to make a just and full presentation of the cause 
nh their lands, 

tan wand he~be Mr. Manager PALMER. Well, Mr. President, if I may be 
the navers or by | Permitted to answer the inquiry, I will say that we have 
ld seu th ; ; se 11) vielded to the evident desire of the Senate and have made the 
In my opinion it | Hime just as short as we possibly could. Of course we would 
tale aeedc Aaa , | teeve been very glad to have had more time; but in yielding the 
» be present with h { e limit we did expect to have the opportunity of completing 
nner clint dak aca to reuments that were partly made before the Senate by 
de against him. and | Printing them in the Recorp. We have agreed to the five 
Sa caanind Gee: at ee limit; but if was on the tacit understanding, at least, 
» enforcement of: its that a manager who made an argument should be allowed to 
; neil ak eveve (ee What he could not speak orally by printing it in the 

Iti 

| CUS Wal heard 


Mr. THURSTON Mr. President, the time allowed to counsel 
for the respondent by the Senate is entirely satisfactory to us 


th oe view of our knowledge of the grave public duties that this 

¢ these quest of | Settle must perform ina very short time, 

, osenietietdital in, Math Sof In als the printing of arguments is concerned, the sugges- 
ublished in this { 1of the manager, if carried out, is satisfac tory to us, so thirt 


nents to be printed without having been delivered in 
Senate may be presented in suflicient time that they may 


; Ph 7 ae “ht d ippear in the Rrcorp for our examination before we are called 
ed qu jun ee thas Rrcarge , ; . 
hee would bos | BACON. Mr. President, in view of the fact that the 
ed pr ples of is very soon to begin, I did not understand by the 
abit. oll ite Piste usvestion which Tomade that it would necessarily have to ap 
ad land which oxiate | Peat a the Rercorp. ff should suppose that, if counsel for re 
ishndl ontane. ce teawes pondent were furnished with copies, either typewritten or 
P printed, it would be a suflicient Complinnce with the designs of 
t night be otited, FN eee ak ms 
' uld meet the ob I “thes via) Mr. President, Ih Justice to the managers, I 
ied sr dati cecil ; { Hk they would be allowed to print anything that they may 
tl nto the coun finned ove ry oan aHEW er to the matters printed by the re 
to . oe | thorhnevs, Wit woul having been orally delivered or 
, I but foam led to inquire what is the utility of printing in 
nt thy “ota ‘ a the Ke CORD, after the Senate sitting ino an iMaprets hinent tril 
in ssnnesen th e decided the case, matters Wri h were Intended only 
ho} 4 \ h to To | there 1 effect upon the minds of the Senate? We are not 
fo vote, as a Senator near me says sotto voce, until the 
gs lal ra 4 ludled: but th is ad case where it is asked that 
; 1 ror the respondent | tied to print what has 
A JUSTICE TOM Ine ve been delivered in the Senate sitting as an court, or rather, 
nts, lin ae npeachment trial; for TPT do not consider it a 
a. In the A ut ean not see why anything th: snot to have any ef 
| ; \ \ nn} 
es = upon the judgment of the Se e should have any place in 
f ! ti Reco I] lt may be said that the gentlemen who have 
1 rored ‘ With no time to ck vette hould round out 
the I iyowith part of their arguments which they had no op 
to delive but the inquiry is, What good can be 
1} primtiy them after the Senate las pronounced its 
dl of { If ronot affect anybody It is mere surplusage : 
(hat if \ II 11, for my part, do not eowh \ hing should be printed 
the main | 1 the Rae » that is not delivered before the Senate either in 
I on tl or orally. It certainly can be of no service in the prose 
de from that t ane l rof th ‘ e either to the managers or to the respondent. 
to limit im a case ¢ The PRESIDING OFFICER Phe Presiding Otficer does 
nd when thea tter ty lerstand that this request, if granted, would allow the 
they will not be ] nvihing after the arguments shall have been closed 
View it is 4 t! t of the im rs or counsel for the respondent. One 
ly to put on rece ! 1 ers has suggested a modit tion, and perhaps the 
west had better be read as moditied. 
made to prevent iu Phe Secretary read as follow 
under the pr rif Phat any of the managers or counsel for respondent having all or 
, in CELLONE’ | ft \ ment im omar ript may deliver a copy of the 
to counsel for the re { ® Reporte ind any portion thereof, which for lack of time 
t of the House. I 3 ' { { ( of - senate, the mana er ol counsel shall omit 
! ead hat ej iD ed by the Rey ter as part of the 
r ought to be done ite ered, and ny mana Who dor not ddress the court 
njustice to do what we ’ : ent fore the close of the discussion: Provided, 
| t brief ind arguments shall be printed before the clesing argu- 
in limiting the managers ment for the respondent begins 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the | Charles F. Warwick s\ 


Mr. BATE I want to suggest there, Mr. President. that if 


{ vy print this the Senate have a right to see that print and to Questo! Where do } 
read it or to hear it The Senate is at last the judg >; we are a \niswe In VP} le 
quasi jury, and we certainly ought to have a right to see, to ren YQ. What is you 

d digest the arguments. | \. Lam an attorney 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Officer supposes | @- How long have you I 
if eans printed in the Recorp from day to day. \. Sil Nit 

Mr. Manager PALMER. Yes (. Have you held 

Mr. BATE. Sup] tl close th se or finish it on t delphia 
morrow; then it is « lete 1 the eech O1 \. Yes, s I 





l ror S 

fe at THIS Ih ting these a ents. We oug we call ( 
1 to the rules of | tice i hh ‘ We have 1SOD t PQOK) 
rule in the Senate, and a Senator may speak as long — ©. Was tl 
pleases; but we never publish speeches here that are not ¢ office of city sol 
ered, and it is not in confor! ty to our custom at all to limit \ There w: 
us in our speeches, and I think we are in error about this ©. What ye 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready f A. On the st M \ 
question of granting the request of the managers 11 Q. aA 1 we 


iu | By the sound the “ayes” have it Ap: | . 
Che ~ aye 3”? have it. and the re jue St 2a moditied by th l \ I w > ON 


the question 


gers is granted held office for 1 eu 
Are counsel for respondent ready to proceed (). Do you | wi ( 
tlr. BACON, Before counsel for respondent proceeds. t re \. Very wel 

ig 2 witness to whom several Senators desire to propound Q). How | ( 

questio [ask that Mr. W. A. Blount be recalled AL Ever el 


PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding Ollicer u 


hie 
stands that the witm was recalled yesterday by (. Int 
and is in attendance. The Sergeant-at-Arms w find 1 \. I 
Blount [After a pausc The Sergeant-at-Arms Nee Do 
Presiding Officer that Mr. Blount appeared this 1 va 


is now absent, but will probably return A. Edo 
Mr. BACON. lle was in the building this mo When () \\ 
he returns it will be time enough 1 e rd 1iN 
The PRESIDING OFFICER There is no doubt that |] \ had 
be found In the meantime, if the Senator from Geor eating cle ’ | 
not object, the re pondent will pr eed with other 
Mr. BACON We are content with that. Mr. Presid 
Mir LIIGaiNns Mr. President, on behalf of the re ; of thre I . le 
T make the offer of a certified copy of the proceed ag | {4 
meeting of the board of county commissioners of Leon Co \1 LTIQQaQ; ENS 
Ila.. December 10, 1904 It is the board which w snolse Lestic Vir. Pre ( 
vitness yesterday—Milton Jackson. I have presented t! Mir. M er PALM 


‘ » tl leat d cl ' 1 of tl | } PRESITDING OFF LE 
j t} ‘ nv ol tiny , d ; 

M \I ‘ PALMER Ye r Wi | t ft | 
\ yy nel t ( 1 t! W ho ( { i ek 

itter under discu n q. 

Mr. THIGGINS Mr. President, the Senate tool vote 
terdav as to whether or not a witness should be allowed 

( to a iby je matter of which the { \I Lai Ns 
I \ 1} lhe was permitted to \\ 
have 1d Opy ertified to by t ‘ ) \] Vict VIL] \I | 
which the resolu 1 was adopted We 1 ) y I 
est ( wea date d 
1] {| t¢ { onv of t] Sy ( \ 1] 
| J | ss \ it the \ v in .. 4 1 I | 
yy ‘ | C5 nal hl t] \ LLLeie _ 

» thie part of tl 1 ¢ 

be adn ed 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Presiding O 
knowledge whatever either of the contents « { 
CPi ly wl il the paper S ibaout 

Mr. HIGGINS I will i ude t t y | 
the county commissioners of Leon County, Fla. in , 

ted the city of Tallah ee, adopted a resolution t titutes re 1 \ 
extending to Judge Swayne as t dl of the 1 ‘ 
district of Florida, having to make a residence within his d } due pro] 
trict, an invitation to reside in the city of Tallahassee Chiat Now, if t 
‘ ‘ bet etl ( hey } ior] { } 
‘ ’ { l \ ( ’ ln me ( | ] ) 1 ‘ 
J ( 7 doh t ‘ { ; ‘a t | 
live a l eo be isc | had hh le | \\ 
riil It ml } 
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Phe Secretary read as follow Q. N ; 
{ Lhe t | ()'* 
| ‘ va It t i ; ] w it Ww i ra t t : 
A. T raised the question by a ce rr aay } aa ‘ } 
i MM PILE RNTON Mr. President, while ore irily Ww vould ees 2 a , . 
| have no objection to the answer which we anticipate, yet the \ M se t | 
| aN l« ‘ lL here of record nd objection was 1 e x ‘ tte ad to ge 4 by, 
day to our askit the witness Greenhut as to the injury li a 
: received and which was exhibited in court at the time of t I nid r 
©. Did it not 
' triad Che objection was b lupon the facet that the Miplete ferred t 
| record being here we could not go outside of it. Therefore, im) ooo peony 4 ; 
return, Limake the same objection, that the record of the O'Neal , 
i ‘ e shows every proceeding that was had therein, including any . FT have , = j | 
' objection that may have be taken to the jurisdictiot ‘ 
i The PRESIDING OFFICER. This question is propounded by o. If vou { 
a Senntor If objection is nde to an answer being ve he te by t ‘ \ 
Presiding Otlicer will submit to the Senate the question whether he Se 
it Shall be answered ie Dia { y J | 
Mr. THURSTON. Tt was my intention, of course, not to | ; | : \] 
the objection to the question, but to the answer being given by | ype ein 
the witness © No awe \! | \ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the matter whieh will | 4) le ow 
be submitted to the Senate h we we ‘ y 
Mr. Manager OLMSTED. Before that is done, may I , “i 1 
survestion? This is a very different 1 ter from the te nr extended in { 
- Which was sought to be brought out by Greenhut Phi A I a 5 7 
itlempt was to prove by him the extent of bis injuries © Do AY 


street combat, with no evidence that the facts as to which le 





Wil to testify had been before the court Our objection \v ‘ , | 
‘ i 
hot because of the facet that it was in the record, but that it w 
1 posed to prove methis rp excuse for tl Isr ow oe ‘ 
| | rt Leon be el 1 it 1 \ ‘lof t ( e, wl here t ] i 
\ son L to testify hieit ¢ l lat the t | hie 7 
p ‘ rt « I had on 
| PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary y ‘ Q. Nor « 
‘ 1 
Phe Seer I rend { \ \ 
a) j f i) Ve 
: Mau 
Phe PRESIDING OFFTCER Shall the witnne t om W 
( m? oP 1] In the opinion of the PP O 
it} Of licer the ( live \ | List i ‘ \ ! ! 
i thie trie \\ ‘ ) { 
the WITNI ur d the ' ‘ 
j Si et re al \! q%4 
( I? ' v1 1 
| 
| 4 | : l nt ait l ‘ toro thre ‘e 
7 ‘> 
i ( t \v | ! ‘ ’ 1 tt I ] 1 
\ 
‘ 1 | ‘ | ( 1 t 5 
: > W ] ~ | 
t it oo O'Neal ¥ ri ot} 
\ le 
‘ a4 { { | h of { tute of ‘ i ¢ | 
i) Wl “ 
) to h I to ‘ itl tion ¢ eh 7 
: dl | | \ IM { ‘ ‘ ! 
I there to «ol t ¢} dy n 1, OM ‘ 
j lie ff t} ft vyrecle ‘ ‘ 
{ { ect of tht ite it w ( thieat , ; ; : 
| ‘ ! tive cle ! neat le ‘ ‘ ‘ 
+} ] 
{ rt | t thr leved offend mild | ted 
4 } t ¢ } ni het i tl a e\ , 
4 \I | 
ul Inte, ete. Tt that comy ‘ Mr. BA eee 
ment | the do the 4] ( t to t i 
: \ 
i . l ‘ Pat] ~ | ’ ‘) ( \ 
I) ed by Mr. Ih eats | “ 
O. Was the mma re ‘ 1 | ul ] 
a. ye | es 
| 
©. Who | ‘ Or ) 
| 
A. Myr. Ta on | 
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FEBRUARY 


nw 
~ 


t ( ! | t] lie Wis ; r and 
dad ng wit! t every point in the ‘ 
tGAN M 1’) ent, I bave Olme questions that I 


ie fe wing q 1 
t ( 1; { 
l { J Swa e was contracting witt 
{ t t No. 91 in the tract of 
ihe McG 
er knew of it until Judge Swayne announced on the 


the Sth of November that negotiations had taken 
bat th e lie Ions ce sed by the return of the 


n that information, and from whom? 
PCAN ‘os } hv } 7 ered 


NESS. Only in that way and at that time. 





Tod yne a e purchase by him 
f l l « y Florida MeGuire 
i f t What w by both of you in 


*» nor at any 


read as fol] : 
nt in the t of Florida McGuire, was it for that 
nt i i i us curl# in moving that 
i | { 1 for contempt, or wa it 
re to | te e | ind dignity of the court that 


contempt? 

WW OTL f 1 think it was a desire to have the dig 
eourt 1 tected in order that they might be punished 
I tter oa itely miiterial to me 

het ah ndant in the suit. I did not 
1h¢ I ed in the suit or did nof 


i not fear them, or either of them, and if I had 


t elect ny ts that I desired to accomplish 
t I should biave en 1 those three geutlemen. 
read sf 
t 1 ft t ind were you not 
a y 1d a personal 
! I « ed to try the case; as to 
I hl ( recs ection of ( ivy SO 

Mr. President, I vpound the following gq 

[}>] : Ol CER Phe Senator from Georgia 
1 t ( 
| 
mere] ) l e to 7 ) 
} ! 


. ‘ ON L poe ( 
‘ } { ( hrs for the 
(>) Ne \ tI 
i L bY Gs ul? 
} | t take ! { 
«> a 
” i 
i I ‘ 
} t 
e, but a hae 
| 
| ] 
i 
th) ‘ 
i 
( 
~ { 
( 
( 
‘ 1 
} 1! 
I vt ne ado 
i | i NI re cise aid he? 
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( ' 1) } heyy 1 not } t } OQ Ling 
t 1 ‘ 4 
t Belden and Davis, tl N 
] v of r¢ nw! } ld yt. \ N 
, (; OO] CER ] { \ 
Ir. M PALMER. ‘That V 
' \ 
i ' XT ‘ { 
' Lilt ‘ _ i i bs Int. j \ 
i | 
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} 
( tic \} Mars} \ wer to a tion f t S i } 
1 ‘ 
Ir. CULI SON 1 tp ( \ ' 
\ 
} ) 
N it] | Page 2 Lo You tate \. It ‘ 
“ "The only it tion | uld give would be convers ns witl 
| »S l ( rs to get use In Pensa } { ' 
‘ } 
I did not « yu it t bn t t brat of the « thy : 
I hh} i! I ( ‘ ol lo gt a house OO. We 
‘ lu Ss WwW iim your | VV { 
‘ p lat vit of 1896 Judge § ‘ eo 
d ‘ » I } suitab ! ence es 
i f I Wit ut going to 1 Ss at ll, dur , \ 
aur J intel { SOG-O7,”, £ aup to th Of LSUS () | 
a ! ‘ } vors to get i litable house tor rent a . ‘ t 
I Iu , ! ne § } : 1897 J 
. ‘ t of | how l : ! 1} i ( \ t w 
: ’ 
m ) l ild | ! to build such al { nted 
iP ! I hy thy ’ » 9 S ‘ il parties, | t \ S 
\ ‘ t e to | 1 such a house or a house ( VV t « 
; ‘ , In the spring of 1S9S Judge Sw he requested \ not t \ 
; offort } f \ ‘to Kure ( \t 4) ) 
i the w or late fall of 1890 I took up the quest \. J \ . 
not until September, 1900, secured such a house | of 
e |] | en king f on f ory ter! ( ! ' 
; (). What was that house A She te t 1 ti . 
; That the S riecibe 4 
’ } ’ ‘ ; + 7 
' { L Di ue ) l l ( } } 4 } 
Ye r Ne | ved into that « { Ovwt ae | aa ) ‘ ; 
. \ 
> Hlow le r did he re 1 there () f } 
lle ed of that wil with the excent 1of 1D ‘ 
{ ) 
( \ ent ae I \ HS ie left h } { ro S ‘ 
q ' 1 ’ y ' ' 
y t : « l ! . I Ti 4 I ‘ . ' 
(>). Af the Simm ms « wl ‘ any pl did : it 2 
I le ' ' ‘ ‘ 
4 ' +} ' Y ; : ‘ 
l 1 1 biount ) \ ’ , 
p { t } 1 M m4 ] = j t 
? i f 4 . 
I'l \ > 1 ‘ 
] ‘ ( 
. ‘ i ‘ 
(> ! t ( or I * 
\ . 
7 ( § { T | T ) iw 
‘ Ya ! f vy ay rf { ‘ w] } yy 
7 i ‘ 4 + > 
si) ot V i ! ' 
i 1 fe \ t! It mf 
r that I r i \ ‘ } cle : 
’ 
: + ] ‘ ‘ ~ 
. ‘ 
1 1 ‘ t I 4) “s 
1 i ; ‘ 
} \ ‘ NI } \ +} ‘ 
\ 
1 +} 
; ‘ ) Ay { 
1 { tha na +}yevy } f , 
( | e thr t 
Well, at the early part of the time of which I spe they () 
; \ . re ¢ or two « ‘ I 
. t 
1 \1 . } iy ' ( ( t , 
l it ty ( e \ ( 4 
I Wi | 
Lilie iNS ‘ eX 
o) 
‘ ! ed by Mr. M ; ‘ 
(> Wi ! M t I t t 
(> 
‘ ' +) ] f , ‘ 
I ! * wa { e } ISO% e | { She yw wu) 
{ ) \ 
( Where ] n 1 . n 1897 () \\ 1 ! 
Ir) 18 1 t ) t tl { his b thy 
] bia H 
4) Anal bre lie t yr 1S‘) 4 \ t 
ISO 1 1 t thre en ( tw 
( Are \ fident t! Mrs. Swayne st l at tl | ) 
] el f r { ‘ hi en! And 
\ | ? ‘ ‘ j 
() You ré rot mit _ 
a \t i I ! ( 1 \ I \ i i 
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ww 
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eth 
Oot Lité 
( { i Nol 
held on 
j 4) ‘ 
| 4 { 
it I { 
Lii¢ {ta 





l @. And at that t \ ti 1, did you not, follows 
( 1 of Jud = ne vy ' t 
\ | f jred and nine 
1 the 1 
And 1 ‘ to that did 1 Ly 
t impo I ! t t en, J 
| l I ( in t | 1 of ¢ t 
Phe 4 that your r? 
ter Ol A. Me r: I stated that 
Q. And that y L fact 
fer that \. In explanation of that T will say that when I prepared i 
t ton which T made that state it I had gone hurried! wot 
| minutes and selected from them the dates on which the f 
peared to be open I have sinee gone carefully over 
| f ute nd, I think, there is quite a number—probably 
eighteen, o1 twenty day Which IT overlooked in my i 
{ ment, which [was able to verify on my second, as diy 
ch court had been open and Judge Swayne present. 
@. You have that statement here? 
Whit) house \. I have that certificate that I ubmitted to the managers 
w! I first came here 
i Siete Mir. Manager PERKINS. That is all, : 
\ Iie ined by Mr. Iliagins: | 
. You 1, in answer to the I ned man that In 
ne tin 1 ISOS and some time in TSO90, a period of abou 
one and a half years, you did not make any search for a house 
KK up t ) mY aN ! 
hi (). Why did you fix that period 
Cl \. Phat period was the time that Mrs. Swayne and. th 


i i | J i nily were im ry pn 
i | (> i tw thit t or 
Puedere a { izhter and the youngest son. 
| \i ) S onnd ~Nog 
»« A. } i n th immer of ISOS until the summer of 1TS909 
‘ \I ( ©. Deo uo kno, by corre ndence where the Judge wus } 
Put dae \ not in Pensacola at that time’? 
dl « { i. <2 l I kept in constant correspondence with him. 
( \ re Ww l 
e |] { \. J { period beginning usually in’ September—not 
ern od 4 but of 1 in September—usually in October and reach 
ho Pura 4 tiie + to July, he was alimost constanth 
urt, either t I’ la or Tallahassee, or in Tex 
ypay tl | or Alal 
lich \ \j L1hGGINs hit i] 
{ Lo propos , inined | M MM iver J 
‘) 1 | e here the records which show what courts Judes 
{ ded, have you 
\. J niftted the certificate as to the courts in the northern 
llorida 
! uo understand the records of the o ie { ure 
| rn \« ! they were before thr Torelic ry Co? tte 
cad QUARLES I should like y propotund two as tic 
; =e we | PRESIDING OFFICER Phe Senator from Wi HSit 
in nite ' ! Is { qu Oni Vihich will be read 
that w tne | st t read tl t quest 1 of Mr. QuarRu 
( 1 Jud ‘ ft It t | { 
of SOO 
\ | () ber, DM 
| Secretary read the 1 question of Mr. Quant 
{ 
fii ‘ ii 
; tn 1 ee | { ed t { ‘ ‘ 
ka 
| il ILDING OFFICER Are there further que ol { 
' hh « 1 { 
ed } ‘ \i [ALLOY Mr. President, I 1 ea question LT should 
| RESIDING OFFICER Phe Senat from Plorida pro 
4 hieh will be read by the Secretary 
t ¢ " ‘ ‘ ! 1 it 1« 
r¢ ! Jud ' ‘ ! 

i Lb odtv I l 
thrauy ! ‘ f { ‘ nd tion a ‘ 
i 5 I 

wheneve ] \. | testify as to mv own expertence in negotiation 

| vosuch a residence could have been procured, but 

| mreta tisfactory le o My connection with the 

ew inn onl {t the request of Judgve Swavne, und Kept 
Ce! noiubeout t rrespondence with him about it 

© (By Mro Manager Per Ns.) Will vou state how much of 

eof the House of | t ‘ ee Judge Swayne purchased the Blount house in 


() 1‘) his dt 


Mi IlGGaiINs I 


hive Swayne been in Pensacola 


do not want, Mr. 


President, to interpo 
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but that seems to me to be quit | The Ss 1 f 
7 | ‘ i ‘ ‘ ao) | 29 
\i \] PERNINS 7 haps, 1s in answer to the A No 
( | ( t the se tors, in response to \ 1 the | Che S ¢ 
wWitrne Sibi we Octobe 1903, Judge swiss ie | i ed | ‘ : 
1 the Bloun ‘ 
1 ‘ xe 
fhe WHI I ‘ I sl 1 like to : id lV swer i Lil 
} i Phe S os 
respect | his int occurred to me. 
Ir. Manager PERKINS Very well. 
The WEENESS That in the fall of 1904 Judge Swayne did a. J ediat 
’ I to t residence; that 1 know of my vn know I Che Secr 1 f 
= 1 ler treatment in a Philadelphia hospital, ad \ 
l I ‘ an iil Bt ss 1u my 5 t 4 wnt ‘ ’ 
GQ. When d st leave Pensacola \, . 
¥ ’ ‘ i 
‘8 | 1 t rahe | | s 4 : 
Q). And t | Ul nee ¢ , 
. % | vy, as f 
; 
; HIGe Now, Mr. President, I could move to have}, : 
: 1 | ! t } to em ( evidence 
: . . ' } 
: } t 1] bout The? d that 1 s not been ver lyt . 7 
{ { 
: 1 eon » Ju » Swayne has been u ~ the 
{ nt counsel here i | nk we ] t | ‘ 
; - VI) PACON 
Oo. nents I } y such putat 
| i LENS { { | t doe no | 
i’] OFFICER \' t ul \ 
ou 
} 
) + \ < 
| LLieye VS l \ l L\ tl iest I t t ; : 
| t 
. . 1 PPreey ‘ 
AC \ Pre i al i ‘ I ‘ 
( | } ‘ to i to the wi ‘ i | I l 
; ! \T rh Ag ) Tt 
{ i} Oo 
( 1 14 : I . read ’ 
. a the an 4 of Mr. Baé a fall I PRESIDI ( ©! 1¢*‘] 
) ! LB 1 | 1 
MM BACON I | ; 
1 Mr. 1 l 
4 1 ! 1 } - ¢ fo tw { inu 
\. | | 1 l - SIDING O ' 
. | } a ‘ } ol } l \ ‘ 
‘ 
f ' ' 
\ \ t! pre l 2 Y I . \ 
\ ] ‘ ) frments asc T loenme ton th 
1 All L had to oO \ to @e} or to | \ ’ 
‘ t ~ ‘ , f 
| S ‘ —— he Sa A . : = led 1 M 
i | 
13 
A I ! { { 
‘ 4 L ¢ 1D ded by M 
] 
l 
>] I 
\ | «o) | { ! 
p ' { nu i | e4 ly al « 
‘ | ‘ 
) | 
\ 
\I BACCO | ( I y er ¢ 
! 
\ 
4 ' ‘ 
\ ACTOS ( 
i ~ t 
‘ 
\l sACO Mr. Pre l ( I es 
‘ a l \ 1 t 
f 1 t st \ 
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{ i \ \ 
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1] of it 
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! ty of E 1 Count In the | Reexamined by Mr. Manager OLMSTED: 
A. | 1 f - ti z >. Sue . Q. You have testified that in making out this commitment 
f $100, and that he stand | you used a printed form? 
, | 1 with, or P A. I am not certain about that: no, sir. 
ted for t i onment of (). Will you kindly look at page 242 and tell me what part 
ft { 1 States In| of the commitment is contained in any printed form that you 
Rial tad eve iw before you made this out? 
| { of I la. the body of A. ‘The first three or four lines follow in a general way the 
=. “3 Bro sg : acleiaetiel form with the exception that in the regular form there is a 
sean aia ' d ¢ th pace left for the presentment 
into yo ly, and |} (). Just read the part that is in the regular form. 
1 ds fi a County, 4D A. The venue and then the direction: 
Loot, L : lid 1 “of rhe President of the United States to the marshal of the United 
a j for the northern district of Florida, greeting. 
That is part of the regular form; and 
M as 2 ( ca f tl Where at a se mn of the circuit court of the United States for 
[ | nad ¢ at t t ft ‘ lit nd northern district of Florida, 1 d at the city of 
J d ‘ A. 1. 1901 1” acola, in said circuit and district, on the day of - , 
I W. M i, Clerh | A. |) ; 
vs PiEeRSo? M |’ ! { I «th I to propound ‘l Down to there 
( (). That is the end of the printed form? 
( NI I ent, T will rt that the w A. Then beginning after the paragraph marked *“ 4.” 
( \\ tl I 1 afterwards, to wit, on the day of as , the said 
TOONTER Mr. I’ f the Senator fre Co] lo Phen Dlank 
1’ \\ ] t, To under od AY | Manager OLMSTED. Hold on. I do not find that. 
{| a e com ents on the Mr. IIIGGINS It is on page 243, about one-third way down. 
(} ly yal 1 the names and \. In the form there are blank spaces left to fill in to cover 
I] IDING OFFICER Phe Pr | Ollicer so oun (). (By Mr. Manager Outmsrep). All this long matter com 
| | Iie mk t} il ( hia ng on page 242, after the figures “1901,” you Composed 
WITNI It Toda | k f is of that part | ourself’ 
ai % I cal it 1 th CUSE I »onot ce Ye ! 
(). Did you sit right down at the typewriter, without writing 
POONT | dt ( tlie uricy of my hear- | it out on paper, and then play it off on the machine as you would 
I natal ‘ ! { rapher to read that | a piano’? 
root the trie Ln e the questions were A. No, sir; T had the rule. This is a copy of the rule, or al 
L tine I tacopy of the rule. T took it verbatim-from the rule. 
ie DING OFPFTCER Phe Report \\ read tl ©. Who helped you in preparing that commitment? 
‘ ‘ tech dn lo { mol ohh lo A. No on 
ent @. Who wrote out any part of it? 
1} () [ 2 | { rN dl it 1 Mi A. No one, except myself 
ie reid Thi trie die repared the (). Who told you to prepare it? 
1) (I Hse! three recur if te A. No one 
() llow did you happen to prepare it? 
PRESIDING OFFTCER Dane the Senator from Wi A. Lo always prepare commitments when prisoners are sen 
thie vert fenced, as a matter of course, without any specific direction, 
PONT 1 do net Phat is part of my duty, as [understand it. 
PAT PIERSON 1} ( ne quest fo propound Mr. Manager OLMSTED. That is all. 
: " By Mr. Hicatns: 
: bs (). Looking at page 243, T will ask whether or not in the 
:' ’ printed olank there is included the part which begins 
; ‘ : , therefore you, the said mags hal, are hereby commanded to 
Lin] toad form hf ed the language used in \. All of that following the charging part, the figure “4” in 
he | used it or not Hl excepting that paragraph excluded, beginning with the next paragraph, 
‘ Phat a Dblan pace which IT aly follows the form, LT think I will state that Tam not sure that 
I tilled this particular commitment on a form, but IT did have 
| IAF ERRO ] cf ‘ » propound qu on to before me the form and followed the form in the phraseology, 
Mr. HIGGins. That will do. 
rey DING OFFICER he § {1 Mlorida p Mr. MALLORY I could not eaten the answer of the Witness, 
' be read nd rather than go to the trouble of having it read [ will sub 
1 d { { root dye roque tion 
, ¢ Joa Phe PRESIDING OFRTORR. Phe Senator from Florida pro 
' f if sae pounds a question, whieh will be read 
Phe Secretary read as follows 
{ 1 \ . ner at Pensacola nov Phe ©. Are you not court commissioner of the clreuit court under Judge 
‘ Hnmer, and Powas appointed th , 
othe AC ey General, which is the require it A. There is no such office now. It was abolished some years 
Phe position is that of United States commissioner, and 
ried LDING OFFICER ] there anything furthe che the appointment is made by the district judge. In cases where 
ty wit the clerk is appointed it must be done with the consent of the 
HG Po hiave e or two questions only [To the Attorney-General, and that method was followed in my appoint 
) ds you used printed form. Twill asi "} nent Iast summer—I think it was , 
not it ueh | ted form as is used in the ordinar rhe Secretary read as follow 
tment person convicted of a crime? . 
herever there a jail sentence Q. What are the dutles of such commissioner ? 
| 1 that ent. you by the Department of Ju A. A committing magistrate in criminal charges only. 
ts ted matter or is it one that you have pre The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is) there anything further 
lf out of some form book ‘ wanted of this witness? If not, he will be excused. Are there 
py of the form used by the clerk in New Orlean further witnesses on the part of the respondent ? 
4owli I got it from, ‘Phe Department does not furnish | Mr. IUIGGINS, Just one, Mr. President. Call Mr. Henry G,. 


1 Swayne. 
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Ilenry G. Swayne sworn and examined. he PRESIDING OFFICER. W I 
ty Mr. Hiccins ie . DT Ses 
Questio Where is your residence See rv 
Answer. Philadelphia, at the present time a 
Q. What is your oecnpatio the PRESIDING OFF 
A. saul vy at law ‘ ' ' 
(). Llow long have you been a mi er of the ba < \ . ; 
A. Since the fall of ISOS oe é1 Mr i \\ 
@. Do you re | the time of the passage of the act of Co dence fre SEO 
gress curtailing the norther district of Florida \l \I PERKINS 1) I | 
\ Yes, sil 4 +} thi \\ | 
q). July, ISO4 Where were your father and f ly re Ling | yp, as ‘ 
t that time hie ‘ 
\. St. Augustine, Pla PRESIDING OFFICER O 
>. You were t there that vear t he 
s there at th e; that LINE T 
: i te whit wl a to hy facts or ets of Juda _ 
l irl! ' \1 ‘ i ft ‘ | ) 
Swayne with reference to making his residence at Pensacola ‘ hon hi, 
Mr. Manager PERKINS We must object to the form of the Mi HIGGINS Please rood 
question. LT do not object to counsel asking him what he did, Phas ome full w 
or to asking s ething iM " t the t o 1 1 et it, Ww { 
Mr. HIGGINS. LT do not want to lead the witness L am | trict or redistrictine the Stat 
asking in the widest way , eel : : be 1} 
Mr. Manager PERKINS. It so Wide that heaven knows | youl pee nal 46 
what the witne Will answer, whether his answer will be rele wt ‘ his district nd tl } 
vant or irrelevant ory, oF b ses \ 
Mr. HIGGiIns 1 will limit it as to making a re lence at | , a | ‘ 
1 eola, or tas ner sre ‘ ce nvwl ¥ | 
A. Immediately after the pu reoof the aet, or within ‘ , 
a Vs thereafter he left the home in St \N USL Te L We to \I \1 ‘ PERIKINS 1) 
\’ eola, declari that he w 1 \ ' ; ‘ . 
Mr. Manager PIERNINS That comes fro not asking q 1 ola for } summer \ 
toy 


Mr. HIGGINS. He did not state what the declaration wa raf ii 30 0 a 
Mr. Manager PERKINS. I do not object to his stating what other, my siste 
Judge Swavne did 


, ‘ ©. Where did vo 
Mr. HIGGINS. T offer to prove by this witness what the 4 We went to Guve | 
udge declared at the time; and IT should like to know if the Oo.’ t he re i ; 
miuiiager object A. Of1 rial he 
Mi Manager PRERAKINS We ob t Phat is « \ ©: Did ¥ whe 1 \ ia ‘ 
ered there from-3\ 
Ming LILGGINS Phe nse of the Senate has been taken on \ Wit! wr , 
that question this morning, and LT suppose we can not go into it ©. Mr. Sy ‘ { ) 
he PRESIDING OFFICER The Presiding Officer under- | yy) of vour { ' 
fands that counsel propose to prove the declaration of Judge A. I am 1 \ ! 
Swavne made at the time when he left his home in St. Augu ‘ 1 ISOL to . to | 
Tne a to where he was go r tO 1 e his home ot 4 ‘ 1 letter 41 hil 
Mr. HIGGINS Ye r; that is the offer O. Did ; ‘ 
Mr. Manager PRERNENS And it is objected to. It the 
| nh We had up tl { 1} | 
Phe PRESIDING OF FTCER eo d Oflicer th i. 6 ‘ 
{| miaivy be done It \ or a he wil ) tlic ov 1 
qu to the Se { { ‘ \ 
\tir. M PiERNENS I t that L ounrncle vnul tl \I M PRLRNINS { 
I 1 } ihc on ( tion edn { | 
| | lelpl » \ | bore s Vie listal ed } 
( » | Liat \ LLIGGIN Vi 
Phi PRESIDING OFF TCER I"] L «le inal I { d 
he he left 1 ho ‘ \I { sto wh hie i S) 
\ leal \ » | he ( thr mi \1 } ‘ \ 
\I \l PiEeRININS I; | own de il 
l { { | | ‘ ial » pene t i ) i] \ i] 
» Cis ¢ ne p t that ! ! \. \ 
{ 1 1) 
Phe PRESTIOEN OFLICER If Se d ! t 
| din Oolliee \ 1] I (| on to | mm | \ \ nN { { 
® | ‘ Phe Pr Oil thin part of thet est ae | te 
Mr. ILGGINs » t It rie | e rend t ‘ a { 
to th tii | 
The Reporter read follow > Where ¢ hey 
) hat kt , f { i 1} 
makin \ Up to th . 
Mr. Mat r PERININS I ais to be teehn 1 but the { Wel t of () 
uestion is uch fo that IT can not Lit pate what to) Cli r 4 hy 
COTLC Do LT understand that the witness went _ ‘ ‘ (} | 
Swayne to Pensiatco! I’ , 
Mir. TILGaGINS Phe wit now under nider tl 
cle 1of the President of tl se e, to st \ t dundee ) 
ne de red when he left St. Aug e a. \ 
Virg Manager PIRRININS Not at all A. ‘The { 
The WEENESS Mhisit it Guver int { 
Nii Manager PRRININS Ile j undertaking to y that adounder ‘ | 
Judge Swayne went to Pensacola { | dt i) 
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he nounced that fact 
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offer the letter 
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3] ectio 
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Officer doc ) 
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rl ©) tion bv tl t 
he was Vl ng him at 
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i i 
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( i ti t At i { 


‘i to w ther or ] 
Judge Swayne’s room 
»> be other | ved 
must lay a foundatior 
] ix to « radict 3 
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©. Were you delayed there for any cause? | Cross-examined by Mr. Mat er Fr 


\. My wife and I had yellow fever and were hauled off to the | Q. Only a question or tw Iu 
| hospital, and we were advised when we were through with the | your mother nd sister at cert ‘ 
yellow fever that it would be dangerous to return to a cold cli- |" 4) yfy mother. sis . 7 
mate, for fear of taking pneumonia So we stayed in Cuba | ©. Verv well e } 
until the weather got warm in this part of the country. { ad vis “ a ; 
Q. What year was that? © 
A. It was in ISO and the spring of 1900. \ Tou sit 
Q Where were your mother and S ster during tl it year? ) And that th \ 1 7 es . 
A. The greater portion of the winter, I believe, they spent—lI | , rt at New O 
know they spent—at my house in Wilmington. My brother was - Ve = 
at his first year in college that year ©. And at a 
Q. What college? A Yes, sil 
\. The University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphta. Mr. Manager PERKINS I eu { ‘ 
(). Did you graduate there 2 ; 
\. In the aeadet department in 1805 and the law depart Reexamined by Mr. I _ 
meat in 1898 Q. Did you say while he was holding court at P 
Q. Will you state whether or not at any time during this} A. At various times at Per 
period your brother was stricken with disease? Whether he was holding court there or not I did not 
A. Yes, sir. do I know lie may have been hold 
@. When, and what? } not have been in session. I know that he w ther I \ 
A. First he had an attack of blood poisoning, followed by | that times when I was visiting there somet 
nervous prostration, and he was seriously ill for a considerable | ing court. I know that he went on little ex mi try \ 
time in the country, hunting, and on the 
qd. At what time of the year was it’ court was not ith se " 
A. That was just before what was called the February exam Mr. HIGGINS Phat will do 
nation Reexamined by Mr. Manager Dri 
q). In what year? | aa . on thova. mare than ni i 
A. I will not be sure what year. IT think it was 1901 ieee as sp oe are , 
q. Do you know what year your father and family went into re Betis to 1900 7 
the occupation of the Simmons house? ©. Yes. 
A. I will have to think a minute \ Not that I reeollect r 
(). If you can not say directly Mr. Manager PERKINS. That is all 
A. Lean not say definitely what year Mr. THURSTON I call Mr. MeGourin on on 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any question about 
that? Fhomas F. MeGourin recalled 
Mr. Manager PALMER. No, sir Ry Mr. Tin ron 
The WITNESS. I know I visited there at various times after Ciiteakhion in: eR cients thi bide’ tates | ted 
they did occupy the Simmons cottage. PR lig ey : 
; states 1 rshal and have been for some ye 
Q. (By Mr. llicGins.) You did? Aseamten:: See. a : 
A. Yes, sir . Does the Department of Justice send to you | ted 
(). Was anyone with you? aha i Aten! cee tia the 
; : tnarshal, bian pon 1d 
A. My wife was with me after 1S09. ane Se es eee ' 
@. That was the year of your marriage? a . Wher Te aaae Snes = 
A. Yes, sir: that was the year of my marriage (s eirictin al ea lla 
Q. Now, one other question only. Since July, 1904, please LY Sakae Pe ne 
state whether or not your father, Judge Swayne, bas or has not | oO iat + neanee te oe k 
been under medical attendance fawn tant dhs Depart sein ail es 
A. Continuously ; yes, sir Hose? 
) Where’? : \ (Ey » > r} ; s tha for 
\ \ part « f the time at the Univers t\ of Penns) Ivania Tflos Vii rliUuRNSTON We ‘ . { ‘ 
pital, in Philadelphia; a portion of the time at Milton Jackson’ | Mero Man er PALMER Wa } : P 
residence, in Philadelphia, where he was very ill, not expected rhe PRESIDING OFFICER it | I 
to live, and continuously under the care of Dr. Edward Martin, | yey ut reading 
no noted physician of Philadelphia, who had been treating him, he paner re ed t 
to my knowledge, one or twice a week all of that time. : = . 
Q. Mr. Swayne, was he a part of that time at your house in | ' 
Wilmington, before you moved to Philadelphia’ d t of 
A. He was: yes, sir lle was there, and would go to Phila | t t 
delphin for treatment recularly e 
Q. In what om th was he t the hospital in the year 190-4 
t] lust ve 
\ | believe it was the month of September or October, for 
three weeks. Immediately following that he was contined to | 
| bed at Milton Jackson's, he having left the hospital. | I 1 
The PRESIDING OFFTCER. The Presiding Officer does not 
. ee how tl is important, as the witness has testified that the | 
respondent had been continually under medical treatment at | Mr. THURSTON 
a certain date 


Mr. LIIGGINS | { Mr. Me 
qQ. (By Mr. Iiceins.) T want to lay the ground for one of! r | Mr. THURSTON MM 


question ind that is whether or not at the time. just before 1 is wl : 4 
coming out of the h }) tal, his eondit 1 \ i L ¢ { Clie ludge S } Big ’ 
to | : IWVIVINY or hots | to til I t lyavperf 
The WEENIESS Yes, sir: very crith il | i. du 
(). Sinee the renewal of the examination before the House | ] id { 
Judiciary Committee in these impenchment proceedings and the | disinterested | 
preparation of this trial, was or was not Judge Swayne stay | that cor be | | 


A. Ile was; all the time Hon to tl ~ ~ te 4] 
q) Until you moved to Philadelph 1? du eated that +m ‘ 

\ All the time before f 

q. And his presence has been there on that account? 

A. Yes, sir 

Mr. MIGGINS (to Mr. Manager Perkins). Cross-examine | 
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r ‘ nort na t 1 the pecial term of the United States district court for the eastern 
of iid | d i of Tex t Tyler, Tex to convene January 13, 1902. Filed 
| rded [vy I I 10 Ib. W. Parish, clerk 
{ ( ra 9, 31 bs t from the mit es of the district court of the United States 
| 16, 1 ts, 19,21, 22 f tern district of Texa From Vol. D, p. 300.) 





» a M hifth Ju ial Circuit 
| { ( lering t ert \ f J Butler, esq., clerk of the United 
| ) | | 1 t rt for tl \ istrict of Texas, hereto attached, 
| i ‘, 28 | ent t ta yubl interest require the desig 
, and appointment of the jud of another district In the fifth 
| nd t t ‘ n lL of the Ilor David Bryant, dve of the eastern ad riet 
the i wit 1uthority to hold the d riet and circuit court 1 aid 
{ nd to discharge all judicial duties devolving upon a judge of 
ae t 
im omy 1 efore, I, Don A. Dard elrenit Judge of the fifth judicial 
lo here designate and appoint the Tlon. Cha Swayne, 
d { vurt f the northern district of Florida, to have and exercise within 
t att it tern dist t of Texas the same power that are vested in the 
da of ! ‘ if, and with 1 dve of the said district to hold separately 
] fof the Ii ends e of the t t me time distriet and circuit’ court in tid distriet and di 
{ ; the idicial duft of the judge therein, and particularly to 
‘ il. | 1 la pecial te of the district court for the eastern district of 
t¢ aaa , the t Tyler, Tex., commencing January 12, A. D. 1908 
the fiflt Judicial Circuit Wiitne ny hand this 15th day of Dec er, A. B. 2002 


JON \. Panper, Circuit Judge. 


I cos m the ys rhiite of the district court of the United States 
f f { dist t of ‘I I Vol. D, p 1.) 
f the 1 ! I ad t court of the United State for the eastern district of 
iy eo 
A. O. Brackett, clerk of tl district « t of the United States for 
n district « Pex aut Tyler, in the tifth circuit and district 
I 1, do here the forevoit to be true and correct copies of 
uid i le | ifin llon, Chat Swayne, judge of the northern 
) a f t of Florida, to | irt at Tyler, in the eastern district of 
from IS%S to 1905, Inclusive, as the same now appears on file 
Es ! lin 

( [y my hand and the seal of said court, at 

i | d district, this the Gth day of February, A. D. 1905 

! ( pat { | A. O. Brackerr, 


i” ' ‘ Clerk United State District Court, J D. F. 
. by J. W. Borner, Deputy 








or 2 day and dat npon Chich Ton Charles Sicauyune, 
f the t} moe ti ’ or 7 rida, held district court in the 
( ie at Tale / to 1 ine lu l 
\ j ( { : a / : mel 
l¢ rein J 1), on pae / ! flo 196, tnelustre 
s Vs, 6, 7,-8; 10, 11. 22.4 5, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21 
i i ( ‘ I pie f 1 the minut of 
_ \ ) { { i ive.) 
Fr 1 1 14 1 1 17 ha) Tf ] , 4 G 7 »S. 
I 1 | \ ( :, BD 29, Bi, 42, 3 14. and 
’ { { ‘ dl rt (In Vol. 1D), on 
/ { ( ' 
' ‘ ee ket ft] }ist ‘ tC OF ti United ¢$ | 
' - ‘ d ! f Texa Pyle in the fifth ecireuit i 
1, do het certify that the above is a t eo and « ect 
{  t 1 1 chats ' i wi h Tton. ¢ mle Swayne, 
f the nort nod t of Florida, held court at Tyler, Tex., 
, ‘ ‘ py fi t records in oO 
, 7 \ \ me ry imal nel the al of id court, at 
a ca ry . 1) we iid district, ¢t the Gth day of February, A. DP. 1905 
: . | ; A. O) Bracken 
; ( ted { District Court, I fern Dist tof 7 ! 
by J. W. Bow k, Deputy 
l ! 
1 ( 
i 
‘ : I> { t f the I l { ‘ ‘ tern dist t of Lo ma 
| i ( | ie lI 1 ‘ of j irt of the tn ad 
if dl ! i 1, do l ‘ tify 
Lk The a ) f | { for t New Orte divi mothe f 
\ ( J iI ( | lod ar the ! rf 
‘ i Orieat mytil Low Hib, on um 
af m “ ‘ 4 " a TS Mav 1 
: | i, | | Li i) | ae i S 9, 30 1, 180d 
! { ! iid court for the Baton 4 0 
{ lon. 4 ‘ Swayne ad 1 ded 
| f | { Baton Ro ‘ tittle f Leu 
j f ! April ; 4, ISt 
: \ rin 4 lid court at the cit of New 
( ‘ f kel \ » TOD 
i HiAS4 Mi MrR, ¢ 
( 1 Un al fiat dl for the east nia of 
i f { i i! ! Mortimer \ e name is 
. s ' . ! thie feore ’ «4 ' i of the distriet court fo the 
! ‘ dl { t | tit \ if the time = of iyning the ime, 
, | f \ thiat d certificate is In due forna 
Il fait ind credit: are due to his official attestations 
| if ft vy of New Orlea in ild di riet, 
lay of | AL Dd, 1M 
| | CHARI I A I 
1 df J ’ f boul / ost 
Og RR { { I 4 rt of the nited Stat ‘ tern distriet of Loutsloana 
| 18 k Il Mot clerk of the distriet court of the United 
fintt f blorid 1 i nd for t ‘ tern distri ‘ Loutshina, do hereby certify 
{ i it mirt ff {1 New Orlenous division t of 
{ 1! Il ‘ ! Swuyre dure presided at the se lous of 
{ | | ! t the of Ne Obrle si e oof Lou fin, on the 
, 4 nm oa a \ Niay 4. 20 7G, 20 >. 30, 3] 1900: June 1, 2, 4, 
! l lon t Pay em I 14, 1h, Do00o 
vtich oconneh Chae eul of iid court at the city of New 
I A. DD. 1D0T ‘ \ { Sth day of I’ wy A. D. 1905 
I) A. @ , ( t J PRANK ITDASTINGS Monrrimen, Clerk 
( ‘ ‘ f t i, 4 ly rigre United trite udgve for the eastern district of 
1 dint { t blorid i | nil j tidy that Prank tlastings Mortimer, whose axswe ig 
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| 
f t the ty of } re | Al 8, page 17, minute I 
I> A 4 e109, minute | 
HW. J. Ca rn. ¢ ] 4 10, page 2 mir I 
1 district of 11, page 25, minute I 
( ! e | gned to 4 ein So 
United States f \I 14, page 46 I 
was at the time of by Is, page 0% . I 
r | t that i \ | 1G, | G1, m I 
' Ait d A yy 4, I. 
4 its . \ 18, page 66, Ie. 
os 72 IS 
a 0 : ne galadd ' 20), pi ts, 1 DE 
4 21, pa 84, ite Ie. 
aes | \ 22, page 91, minute I 
. a J \ 24, page 92, minute I 
| \ 24, page 07 linute i 
I is dist t f 4 "5, pave 102, minute J 
M ISUU if 29, page 141, minute I 
} J e 30, page 142, minu ] 
f the d f » of e United J 1, pa 142, minute J 
t i ( tif ! r 4, page 147, minute F, 
the Ne 0 ! d on t of | N er 5, page 152, mi te BE. 
lore | ed t the ‘ ion of | N -) 6 page 1 4 minute 1. 
Vy ! - of Lo iana, on the |} N rf, past 167, minute K, 
9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 1899. | per 9, page Xo. minute B. 
i court at the city of New Or : ber 10, page 186, minute EB. 
A 1.1 \ er 11 pace 1S!) minute I. 
| it M I Cle er 12, page 19%, 3 ve = 
N er 13, page 201, minute FB. 
f ‘ t d t of 
: 1897, 
{ t rt | 9. na OS. mir ek 
t thre {| \ ( I ) mir 1 l 
; 1 due f of \ 7, page 233, minute I 
| fl il tion A S, page 237, minute I 
. ’, pa 244, minute Eb 
t f 0 n iid d t 4 24!), minute EK, 
TF } Ay minute I 
( P | Ap minute I, 
lnited State Ju ( Al », minute Io 
\ l minute | 
I April minute I 
April », minute EB, 
t Lin I La) ir ninute I 
1 : ; 
I na { oe di 1 “ te EF. 
Decelr 286, minute KE. 
1 298, minute FB, 
f Rep entative j ‘ 308, minute Iv 
f J md ‘ 1) 317, minute I 
na f United Ntate I » 320, minute I 
t, trar 1 thi h Mr. B 1898 
a I iv CX: ned hie 
Pinee ; ' - 4 7 Mav &8 
{ if rand Ta V od, 
f t! pa I ok 
, Juar 1, pa 
Kf Fu “a } 
‘ | . June 3, pa 
< } \ n the district a rine 1, pace 
1) November 4: 
: \ ember it 
: No ber 1 
j N ember 1 
san } Ne er 1! 
ID 1 er 7, page 368, minute In 
oa Dece er S, page SOS, minute Fe 
7 | 1) er 9, page 368, minute I 
| | LDece er 10, page 368, minute 
I) 1h 12, page 369, minute i 
I) Dece ris, page 370, minute bk. 
D I ‘rv dd, page 371, minute 
D Deeg r15, page $71, minute | 
I | I I 16, page oa 2 minute Ek, 
| I iber 17, page 372, minute I. 


| Tanua 2h linute I 
| Janua 28 minute Ie, 
| M 0, 4 ute | 

| M 1 ) inute | 

M inute BK, 

| Ml mite We, 





\I te | 
| M nute 
} M ite 
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ite | 
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‘) ite 

) Minute 

N linute J 
N linute I 
N ninute | 
N mninute I 
\ », minute 
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minute 
minute 
minute 
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>, minute 
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x . 171 | | ? ' f +) 
: | 171 k nd « 
N pa l é | , tot ¢ 
nN l 1 ou ct | yT)s ‘ 
S saline ail a Mr. Manager PALM] 
\ ‘ [ ce 
. ; Mr. THURSTON. 1 
ee W < « t ( t court f the Ur 1St se Ki ; ’ 
in and f t I ern d rict of Florida and the fifth judicial I { our al ment, and 1 . , 
} t t ‘ gf true and rrect copy of ¢ Mr. M ger PALMER NI , | 
‘ t i, tl judge present ar I ling Ct 4 { ! ' = } } 
I, pl i I { \ | ‘ \ 
| I : 3 e, | f t! di nt years s { 
\ n tt to be f 1, toget with t ; ve 
| } < \ I is of record I PRESIDING OFFL : 
| \ I here my hand and t s f s f ad Pres a) 
( { ty of Pensa a, in said district, this 3d day of I lary 4} : cite 
; A. 1) 105 Cat ean . 
I F. W. Marsn, Clerk Mr. TILURNSTON It 
District rt of the United States, northern district of 1 Mr. President, 1 
l h the d t rt \ 1 and the d I t | ( ‘ ed J su) 1 f 
nd | ! in ad n ft dy i the 1 ae | md St S 
( ‘ the 1 W pre 1} i in t 1 al ost 7 bound ' 
1SO4 . 1 > 
; ; PRESIDING OFFICER. D 
I I D a he ] t lw ft ~ 
1805 
M PITURN TON la 
Oct 15, | 78. old te book. koe ; ; ; 
a 1¢ Dp S4. old te } ik l PRESIDING OFFICEI i 
a) ‘ 17 I e SO, old te book. Wit t rena 
1Sot Phe et ‘ 
Jar 17 10 old 1 te k. ( 19 
LSOS8 
] 14 G7. ’ 1 , 
J 1D ) ' ' 
4) 1 | ‘ 
No es 110, new i k ~ 
‘ 14, I 11%, me i t k 
LSoo 3 
N ‘ I 1%) ne I te book 
1900, M I 
M 1 I f } \\ I 
M : a 
M iad ‘ ( ' 
J | { ‘ l 
0) | 
l 
I new k 
Ma 
Ma 14 ) k 
M 
\I 
ad 1 ’ ‘ ’ 
1 1 I i 
| yy k 
I { 1} | \I PLIURNSTON t } 
1 tt) ‘ 
J ! ( | the Vill 1 ( 
| i 1 
| . . a \ a 
| { I : 
) | I k 
190 nd | kK tl J i 
' Mr. M OLMSTED. 1 
M 14) \\ } 1 NI \I () 
M i M HURSTON | 
N 6, | new | 
- y go I 
‘ 0 ) v1 k. 
( 1 
LD os k | \I ‘ q>T,\ 1) | 
| ‘ 
: \ PRESIDING © 
D tof i oni ty 
3 WM 1 t of l I< ‘ | 
7 f | ' } ‘ 
i ‘ 
i ‘ I I nd nd t f 
t ‘ y of | I ( t, th 
‘ \ lI? 0 { 
‘ f 
{1} thie t f tl I ted ti t « rt f t I 
‘ t of J it bb \ be} 1 
I LA PES lanua 11 
»@ . 
I t Lith d ‘ I I LSO4 
1M f said month, t 
I ~ I t t and f { I 
1 | I { t I) Lex t to 
! Ilom. 4 ul Swa lr i st dist t 1 f t 
! d t of | la, pl lit ‘a ilar d nat nd 
| W. ©O. Il ton, United States attorne b mm. J 
ts. el deputy, ¢ I. Led - M 
: ef y lir were had 1 dor 
=: a ‘ | t l d te eire t « t 
I d e! ertify that the { 
I> lex vy the ( n ordet openit 
\ ! f v V nd off V 1 t ms 
1 { tat bD | { e 7th d f | 
\ 
T Il } 
( I 7 ted Sta g Ci ‘ ( i \ * 


Mr. THURSTON. For the convenience of the court and 


tification to the. imagers as to what we aim these certif tos 
show, I will ! | he Rre \ t compiled 
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4 thy } } 1 Iv rad posed of: and I do 
reason why the une rule which they invoked 
Lnot be ay d to the 
1] SIDING OFFICER I} 1" ding Officer thinks 
‘ t ent that he desires to make 
{ 1 le te Ile desires to show 
1 1 ‘ hich he proposes to introduce by 


( ro mething more than de 
| ‘ moupon amendments and various motions 
Phe Pre | Oflicer tl that that can be 
! | of the debate There can be 
unsel to the particular matter to which he 
ttent 1 of the Ne ite without reading the 
i Piit] Oh Mr. President the line of the sugges 
{ | miaide T will im a ve few words state what we 
e tl mn Ay 24, 1896, when this provision 
‘ ‘ the United State the meaning of the 
issed on the floor of the Senate, and growing out 
( | nd f the avowed purpose of minking its 
in) mendment wa attached to the clause in 
ter 4 i ! bstanee, that nothing but actual ex 
‘ fusall expended should be allowed the 
iendment put on in the Senate It went 
e and was rejected by the conference report, thereby, 
eel 1, determining that it was not the sense of the Con 
ft th United States that this nllowanecee should be of 
actually expended by the judge 
We further claim that in the proceedings of the House of 
Ite itive While a similar provision wi under consider 
t \ bod 27, 1908, an amendment was offered, the pur 
| t ot which wa to prol bit the allowanee to these judges of 
expenses where they had not uctually made the 
‘ re of money; in other words, to prohibit them from 
1 under the law to their traveling expenses when they 
id been riding free; and that amendment, made for that 
pose, was rejected by the TTouse, thereby showing, as 
nd, the clear intention of Congre to nllow the judges 
to certifv and reeeive necessary or reasonable traveling ex 
| Whether they paid the money out or not. 
We further propose to show that in the Tlouse of Repre 
tive January 27, 1905, while a similar provision was 
under consideration 
Mire Ma r OLMSTED What vear? 
Nit MIURSTON 1M y3 That the Tlouse of Representatives 
( | fate LT have last named, in further consideration of this 
took proceedings whereby an amendment was 
| ent the judges of the courts of the United States | 
{ ‘ r free roilrond trai portation, Which omendment 
! ! llouse of Representative was rejected, thereby attest 
we b e, the opinion or construction of the Tfouse of 
Lhe tis thiit the ] \ moor th iw permitted judyves 
{ 1 the ‘Tre ry of the United States reasonable 
, vhether they | l their fare or rode free 
\ d ‘ to reply to tl law that has just been 
LiiGaaaaiNs Mr. President, in the first place, there are 
f | lative proceeding incorporated in this offer 
| { | Phe one referred to by my colleague in the 
| i | remiarl on this offer is where we offered to 
Oop ents ] rv of the clause in the act of June 
\ | in olfer to show an amendment proposed by a 
rd tl doy m thereof in the Senate, and afterwards 
‘ o re t. in which the endment adopted by the 
( out anda ubstitute for the e enneted : 
i} { ! pe the aet of TSO6 beenme a law 
part f in the question of the adin bilitv of de 
} to the construction of a tutute the principle that 
| ofl for 1 find it laid down by the supers ‘ 
‘ n the « eof the United Stat Johnson (14 I Ss 
| li Ipports th proposition 
' ' f f f ; ' 
il { ‘ i i vn) | ith 
| f that « ‘ folloy 
t < fM ! 1. 18G8 (5 Stat 1 
| os tary of the ‘I 
{ Ire y the i ! | 
f 1 L | 1 proy y, but to retain t i 
ft | in | to pay them out from ti ) 
{ | 2 et ‘ kt n to Congress and 1 
{ t t t had ni 4 vi y don and all thi 
\ t we { 1 that tl col ! 
fa stat y tl e charged with Its exe } 
! ! I pr lled, is « itlhed to great weigl ind 
i t led or overturned ex t for « nt reasot ind 
i it I t h const tion is erroneou 
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In other words, Mr. President, those legislative proceedings 
Will make plain that the construction by a Senator upon the act 
of Congress under which district and circuit judges are paid 
When absent from their homes in the one case or their districts 


n the other holding court —that the construction which the 
learned managers place upon that act was the one which was 
ucht by a Senator in that debate to place upon that statute 


in express words, and the Senate passed the amendment, and the 
committee struck it out. The Senate amendment, 
which was virtually a proviso that no expenses should be certi- 
fied other than those that were actually incurred, was stricken 
out, and in place of it the last section of the act of 1891, cre- 
ating the circuit court of appeals, was substituted for it, which 

id that when these sums were paid to the judge by the mar- 
shal they should be allowed to the marshal in his accounts. 
That clearly Within the case of the United States 2. 
Johnson and of the acquiescence by Congress. It is a much 
ease; it is more than an acquiescence by Congress 
for it is by legislation making the statute 
in terms to be what excludes the construction that was sought 
to be put on it by a specific amendment to that effect. 

That is a different thing from the mere opinions that are 
expressed by members of either House of Congress at the time 
when : bill is in consideration before it; it is a part of the 
legislitive history of the act, the amendment adopted by the 
Senate and its being striken out in conference, and another fea 
ture added to the law in substitution for it being a part of our 
offer in what we seek to prove. 

Now, Mr. President, [ submit to the Senate that the principle 
Which has been adduced in the case of the United States ». 
reight Association (166 U.S.) is not applicable to the case that 

now before the Senate. It is not simply and merely a ques 
tion as to what is the construction that would be put upon the 
act in question by a court; it is not a question as to the con- 
struction that will be put upon it by any member of this tri- 


eonference 


COTES 


stronger 


in the construction, 


bunal. The question, we respectfully submit, is whether or no 
this statute admits of a doubtful construction and is open to 


more than one opinion. If a statute is ambiguous, if it has been 
loosely drawn, if it is not clearly and without any uncertainty 
of one construction, and therefore not open to Construction, then 
we have authority as old as 


thority as high as 


Judge Story, and coming from au- 
his, that in a case involving the accounts of 
an ollicer under such a statute any doubts are to be resolved in 
favor of the officer; and by a line of authority in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, followed frequently and numerously 
in the circuit courts and in the Supreme Court of the United 
States, we have a long line of authority that where a statute is 


in the least degree open to construction, and im many cases, Mr. 
President, where it has not been open to construction a long 
continued construction of it by the executive officers of the 


Government has been held to be cogent, to be persuasive, to be 


decisive 
I had not expected to go into the presentation of that line of 
Wuthority on this particular question 


orn 


the question as to whether 
»>you would admit debates in Congress. Those debates, Mr. 
President, under the principle which LT have now ventured to 
enuneiate —and PT do not it will be disputed—go to the 
point that if the Congress itself in the debates placed a different 


SUpPpPos » 


truction upon this act from what the learned managers 
Place upon it, there could be no crime in this respondent in 
placing a like construction upon it: that what here was said, 
and in another body in debate, as to what was the understand 
yo of Congress as to the meaning of this act when Congress 
was in the process of enacting it, and again and again in re 


peated Venurs 


on appropriation bills in identical terms this s:me 


statute has been brought up again and again in debate, that 
What was said there and then by Members of Congress as to 
the received construction of this act, totally different from 
that of the honorable managers, goes to show that this could not 


have been a statute that 
struction and opinion. 
Now, clearly to go into that and trace it to its roots it would 
be necessary for me here and now to take 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
do moment ? 
Mr. HIGGINS. Certainly. 
Mr. HALE. Is there any question before the Senate 
is a court of impeachment ; 
The PRESIDING 
to introduce in 
IONAT 


wis not open to a difference of con 


up the analysis 


Will the counsel suspend for 


sitting 
and if so, what is the question? 
OFFICER. Counsel for respondent offer 
evidence certain eXtracts from the Conan 


Recorp, showing debates in Congress and action of the 
two Hlouses of Congress at the time of the passage of the enact 
ment which allows judges to receive their reasonable expenses 
They offer it for the 


for attending court out of their districts. 
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eling expe! ourt; and of compensation for jury commi per day, not 
cceeding three days for any ¢ term of court 
bs t 1 t M UNDI » Does the gentle! say that became a law in the 
aso st 4 ess 
M ( NOLLY. That is the law Let me say the act of March 3, 
uN S11, provided for the creation of the court of appea s and for the pay- 
f an additional reuit dze in each judicial circuit, provided 
i to 1 nf itior ere the judges attended that court away from their places of 
t should be entitled to compensation, and ever since then 
If he had frailti« l made appropriation to carry out the letter of the law cre 
( wit g the cir t court of appeals I investigated that matter myself 
{ in ‘ . t Department of Justice this morning, and spent an hour there 
1 att lal e dist t judg W the officials that have the accounts under their supervision, and I 
t he d ' to exceed $10 per find that the law has been so since the circuit court of appeals was 


M Unbrrwoop. I looked up the the Revised Statutes I will 
t 


“ % lay his ; : ae say candidly that I did no 





\ ‘ look at ets of the last Congress, and 
. ft act was passed by the last ¢ then I may be in errot 
* * ° ‘ . re . Mr. CONNOLLY. It Was en d bef last Congress, but how long 
I do not remember ; 1k probably about 1891, the time of the 
Pa 1SG4 eation of the court of appeals 
f . f I { ' of In M P ERS. If I understand the gentleman from Alabama [Mr 
1 ta. 4 ~ Is UNDERWO correctly, his criticism applies to this allowance to the 





es when they are called away from their districts to attend 





ss ye. . Mr. Unperwoop. Yes, sir 
; : — Mr. Powers. For the information of the gentleman, let me say that 
; P : , more than twenty or twenty-five vears this statute has been in force. 
: Mi \ ago the language of the statute relating to allowances of 
' ? ids tit as that the judges should be allowed their ‘ reasonable 





gee ; Pian ’ co Une rE I t wide latitude of language was greatly abused Sometimes the 








, / . Ives charged as high as $40 a day. For that reason Congress cut 
; whe ‘ the allowance to $10 a day and made it apply in terms both to 
wo : t attendance upon court The object of the allowance was 
to inde the judges for their expenses in leaving home, and in 
led course, expenses of transportation as well as expenses while 
: . 5 irt 6, Fif ‘ t ding court Our district judge in the State of Vermont does more 
UK bad V probably in the city of New York than he does in our State. 





i ré la from ite dicaoraament | When he leaves home for the purpose of holding court in New York 
. Nal ee: tae gee ante : arith, 4 ne: ie wed $10 a day from the time when he leaves until he re 
: I free ; i vid | tur the allowance of $10 covering his transportation expenses and 
} ? ; expenses while in New As the gentleman wili readily see, 
en ey 2 ; 1 the Ur ted t wance is not a very liberal one 
to t [Page 2284.] 


May 21. 1896 rm ay Mr. UNperRwoop. As I understand, the law at present does not apply 
oe ; { time taken up by the judge in traveling from his home to the 

















v A juestion Is O1 in the rr C place where he is going to hold court. 
; Mr. Powers. Oh, yes it does. The language of the act is “ expenses 
Fe ; travel and attendance, not to exceed $10 per day ;” that is, $10 per 
traveling, or $10 per day while in attendance at court. 
I res : | pie re ro a Mr. UNDERWOoD., I understand that such is the provision of this bill, 
FARA’ + se ; t I do not understand that it is the existing law. 
5 os : ee ; I Powers. It has been the law in this same form for a great 
| t (15 of the Kevised Statutes In the Mr. UNbrErnwoop. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] and 
f $10 a day to the district | the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powprs] insist that this provision 
. re t : 1 t es to the i vy existing law as passed by the last Congress. I therefore wish 
i tatut eaay ive tiem t < the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] why the provision 
t \ rts, but f incorporated in this bill at this time? 
A aay lie trayelin M CANNON. I will tell the gentleman exactly how I understand 
! recelye So,000 a year salary Trom | this matter, and I want to be entirely frank with him and the Com- 
! being paid 1 e | mit of the Whole 
i , y their compel ( I day is the allowance now for travel and expenses to 
t { ld ses When one of these judges does appellate duty 
: ‘ is account for expenses upon the basis 
\ f t $10 \ S10 a da nough. When a circuit judge of 
d the s 1ois goes to Chi o for the pur 
ding work enough there for three 
a \s I a ! $10 a day afte ( he has to do is to certify his account for expenses at the 
t { yuirt rat $10 a day, and upon his certificate the allowance is made. put 






t judge. 


N ‘ bas t 3 this ] vision of the existing Iaw does not apply to a « 1 
or instance, 


When a rict | : to | l le 1 t make out a detailed account of his expenses. If, 











i 1 vy, $10 a day pays 10 cents for blacking his boots, or if he buys a breakfast at a 
1 Lit Let ¢ ‘ my und restaurant for 50 cents or a dollar, he must include such items in the 
t en us I nd i 1 d statement of his expenses 
po UY aan t it I statement is sent down here and must pass the approval of 
) } ting oflicers of the Treasury, who must decide as best they 
When ‘ tside to hold court he does not get 1 Whether the charges are reasonable. Now, the provision of this 
hay it e district judges $10 a day 
\ I I 1 I W t rti hat the circuit judges get 
S10 I t 1 ] 1 t \ s vhir \ nt them from getting) at 
i I think t fi ! { f S10 per day roes out of the bill, these 
) S10 a ‘ | l t cont in account of expenses in 





rstand it, and I think I 























judges $10 a day 





‘ CANNON. In effect it does that Beeause when one of these 
soa vy from home holding court in Chicago or New York 
Id not . nik nd it if it s wit n ¢ { ( Dallas or anywhere else outside of his district, an allowance of 


limit this payment 
actually holding court. 
that part of the pro 
that it shall only pay 


Iding court, I will 






apply. 
lave 














no object 











Let me suggest to the gentleman from Alabama, 
1an from Illinois, to insert, in line 14, page 104, after 

yn shall 1 el oved during v: 1 word “each,” the wort 
f tray and ndance of district Not to exceed $10 per 





day each, during the time the court is in 








exclude traveling expenses 


ke it so much per diem only when they 





~~ ] 1 & t ‘ nses of Ives oO the cir t are act i ittenda e on the courts 


nd ngs f s in United States M CANNON. I think the act as we have got it accomplishes what 
I n the same, when ordered by the | the gentleman wants. 
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